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Conceptions of European integration in Ukrainian perspective

This essay shows the most common conceptions of integra-
tion in the European Union, concerning its broadening and deepen-
ing process. First part focuses on two visions of Europe as a whole:
first one will be a holistic, exclusive vision of Europe and the sec-
ond, opposite, will be a synergetic, inclusive idea of Europe.

Second part of this speech focuses on European prospects
for Ukraine.

Talking about the conceptions of Europe and the European
Union we should start from explanation what precisely we under-
stand under the term Europe. It is really hard to define this term and
many scientists have a serious problem with it.

The first problem is connected with the impossibility of de-
fining the geographical borders of Europe, especially the Eastern and
South-Eastern one. This border was changing during centuries. We
have to be aware that since the end of the 18th century the Eastern
border of contemporary Europe has been set on the Ural Mountains,
so if we have problems with such an “easy” thing like defining geo-
graphical borders, how we can define their cultural aspect.

What is more, many scientists like Bernard Burrow claim,

that Europe is a mental phenomenon or historical one. For them
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Europe does not exist outside our minds and historical facts. Facts
which we call Europe'.

Consequently we have to notice another factor which could
help us to define Europe — these are the values, European values. It is
said that the borders of Europe are defined rather by values than
some geographical guidelines. Certainly, geographical borders set
the framework, but the values define the exact borders.

As we can see, it is possible to point out some factors like
geography, history, or the European values that enable us to create
various definitions of Europe and highlight borders of this phenome-
non. That is why in many cases our understanding of the term

Europe is different and depends on the comprehension of others.

So if it is so hard to define the term Europe it is also really
hard to name the criteria of being a European. This way of thinking
leads us to a question: is it possible to find one and the only one
good conception for European integration?

The answer for this question is simple — no. No, because if
we do not have one definition of Europe, we can have many solu-

tions and ideas for European integration.
Nowadays, we can distinguish two main conceptions of

Europe and in the same time of European integration. The first one is
the idea of holistic, exclusive Europe. This conservative conception
aims to build a culturally prescribed Europe based on Christian my-
thology, shared meanings and values, historical myths and memo-

ries, the Ancient Greek philosophy and Roman legacy, homogenity.

! Adam Szymanski, Turcja a tozsamosé europejska, [in:] Franciszek Gotembski [ed.],
TozsamosS¢ Europejska, Warszawa 2005, p. 132.
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Holistic Europe does not intend to include any other culture or relig-
ion except for the Christian legacy. This is why many major politi-
cians both implicitly and explicitly advocate the idea of the EU Con-
stitution Treaty article regarding the Christian roots of the Union”.

This vision of Europe has its strong and weak points. Ad-
vantage of this exclusive way of thinking is the fact that it is easier to
shape a common European identity. It seems to be obvious that
building our identity as Europeans is much simpler if we have com-
mon roots and values. The second factor that helps us to do it, is the
psychological mechanism based on a simple division between WE
and THEY. The action of this mechanism is natural and unsophisti-
cated. If outside our neighborhood we see potential enemies we treat
people who are around us as our close friends with whom we want to
integrate. In this conception the EU seems to be cut off from the rest
of the world by a bubble which surrounds the whole “old EU”. In-
side the bubble there is only one possibility — deepening, because
broadening leads to loosening the European identity. Deepening
separated from enlargement could be beneficial for the EU, because
it gives many possibilities of achieving political integration in a
shorter time and thanks to this, gaining a stronger position on inter-
national political scene’.

However, the vision of exclusive Europe does not have only
good sides. We have to notice that if we agree on this conception of
European integration we would have to be aware that there exist

some disadvantages of such idea. The first question that arises is

? Anyhan Kaya, EU integration process: Prospects and challenges for Turkey,
“Wspolnoty Europejskie”, nr 10 (167) 2005
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what we would do with many cultural minorities in Europe if we
accept the vision that EU is the community of European values and a
Christian club.

Next, it will appear the issue of Muslims who live in
Europe. This minority does not want to be assimilated with societies
in which they live, so they create townships or ghettos totally sepa-
rated from national culture of the country they stay in. The solution
of this issue could be the integration between migrants and Europe-
ans but this process is being blocked by the vision of exclusive
Europe. The result of such a way of thinking is growing intolerance
and “ghettoisation”. What is more, it disables the peaceful coexis-
tence between Europeans and immigrants from non-European coun-
tries. The integration between us and them is becoming impossible.

On the contrary to this exclusive vision of European integra-
tion, there stands the conception of a synergetic, inclusive Europe.
This progressive idea suggests politically dynamic Europe based on
cultural diversity, dialogue, heterogeneity. The advocates of syner-
getic Europe promote coexistence with other cultures, and emphasize
that the EU is, by origin, a peace and integration project. Joschka
Fisher, Michel Rocard, and Gerhard Schréder are examples of politi-
cians emphasizing the secular character of the EU. The political
Europe project goes along with the idea of unity in diversity, aiming
at building a meta European identity embracing cultural and reli-

gious differences’.

? Piotr Mazurkiewicz, Europeizacja Europy, Warszawa 2001, p. 63.
* Anyhan Kaya, op. cit., p.13.
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The term meta European identity needs some explanations.
Some scientists believe that it is possible to create European nation-
ality based on political institutions. They say that in frames of inclu-
sive Europe, where people are aware of existence of other cultures
and understand each other, it is possible to build their supranational
or meta European identity thanks to the mixture of down top and up
bottom processes. Up bottom processes consist of ingredients such as
building supranational institutions which targets at governing the
whole EU or creating common internal and external policy. Thanks
to these processes citizens of the EU gain some formal frames where
they can initiate some down top processes that are informal and
focus on building peaceful coexistence. This factor should lead to the
integration between citizens of various European countries’.

However, constructing common identity in conception of
inclusive Europe is harder than in the previous case, because here we
do not have a potential enemy so we cannot build it using the WE
and THEY mechanism. In this case they are our friends and we
should pursue to know each one better and better. Thanks to those
relations we would be able to understand them better and integrate
with them. It is easier to borrow some values from other cultures and
use them in the field of our own.

After all, if we take into account the minorities issue as we
have done it in the first part devoted to the holistic conception of
Europe, we can notice that here the problem of other nationalities
just vanished. It is possible because this vision, as it was said earlier,

assumes that Europe is open for all cultures and additionally, people

* Piotr Mazurkiewicz, op. cit., pp. 82-86
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who live within its borders are interested in getting know other cul-
tures, also those of non-European origin. As a result of this point of
view we receive an idea that people willingly integrate with each
other and that we exchange and adapt some cultural patterns of be-

haviour between cultures®,
In this part there were marked some main points of two

visions of Europe in the theoretical aspect. These two conceptions
exist parallelly in minds of European politicians and scientists, which
of this two would be promoted depends on political options in Euro-
pean countries and awareness of European citizens. Now Europe has
to choose one of presented conceptions. The choice of the concep-
tion will determine further political decisions concerning enlarge-
ment and deepening. This decision for sure will have a great impact
on countries that want to be the EU members, especially for Turkey
or Ukraine. We can see that in the future the EU will face new prob-
lems and challenges. It is connected with a probable membership of
countries from the Balkans and Eastern Europe.

Following this problem we can find that the issue of
Ukraine as a country which has undertaken political and economic
reforms is one of the main themes in the discussion about the future
of Central-Eastern Europe after the Orange Revolution in 2004.
Unexpected reaction of Ukrainian society to falsification of presiden-
tial voting made an impression on European governments and elites.

It is easy to notice that modern Ukraine is exposed to the

choice between two conceptions of future. It is strictly conditioned

¢ Stanistaw Tokarski, Tozsamo$¢ Europy a kultury pozaeuropejskie: Podréz na
Wschod — w poszukiwaniu korzeni, [in:] Franciszek Gotembski [ed.], Tozsamosé
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by the history of this country which is situated between two different
civilization influences.

The first one is an impact of culture and patterns from
Western Europe represented by countries of Central-Eastern Europe.
This assemblage of values contains fundamental elements like re-
spect for human rights, democratic model of country based on law.
What is more, it includes development of modern civil society and
basic freedoms of every citizen.

On the other hand we can mention civilization of Eurasia
represented by influence of East Slavic values such as authoritarian
style of governance, orthodox Christianity values and feeling of
common collective identity.

We can brightly see that there are cultural borders between
particular regions of Ukraine and among the society. Generally
speaking, Western Ukraine with Lviv and for example Galicia Re-
gion represents pro-European point of view and many citizens sup-
port policy for integration with European Community. On the other
side we can notice that in central regions of state for example in
Kiev, there are - in a similar number - many supporters either of
European Integration or pro-Russian course of economic and politi-
cal cooperation. Going far to the Eastern regions we can observe an
increase of public support for integration with the Community of
Independent States and for Belarus-Russia Union. What is interest-
ing for politicians and observers, in every region we can mark quite

large number of citizens who maintain balanced policy which is,

Europejska, Warszawa 2005, p. 70.
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according to them, the most beneficial for Ukraine from political,

social and economic point of view.
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The government and president of Ukraine have a possibility
to choose among three general ways of foreign policy which
emerged from internal division in the country.

Before the occurrences of Orange Revolution, Ukrainian au-
thorities officially presented foreign policy based on “the European
choice”. In fact, they played with declarations about it and did not
make any reforms or changes which could have deepen a coopera-
tion between the Community and Ukraine. On the other hand, they
had a very good cooperation with Eastern neighbours, especially
with the Russian Federation.

Bilateral relations between Ukraine and the European
Community began in 1991 when Ukraine gained the independency.
In the declaration from that year, the European Community sup-
ported political changes in this state and gave a hope for good rela-
tions and dialogue in the future. In 1994 there was signed a special
agreement between Ukrainian government and European Commision
called “Settlement of partnership and cooperation”. It is worth notic-
ing that Ukraine was the first of post-Soviet countries which was a
signatory of such agreement. In this document Ukrainian govern-
ment obliged to continue process of transition; to support democratic
processes, to respect fundamental human rights and to harmonize
economic relations with European Community. In next years com-
mon Committees were established to cooperate in many fields such
as law, economy, cultural exchange and possible perspective integra-
tion. It should be mentioned that this type of cooperation did not
bring expected results. Unfortunately, there was no good progress in

deepening the cooperation. What is more, Ukraine was far and far
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from fulfilling basic criteria to become a member of the European
Community which are called Copenhagen Criteria’. Ukraine did not
implement any of them: there were no satisfactory achievements in
stability of state institutions which could guarantee rules of democ-
racy. The government did not respect human rights and law at all.
Moreover, there was no real free market economy and ability to be
competitive on common market. The hardest criteria was to imple-
ment acquis communautaire® and cooperation in the field of Com-
mon Foreign and Security Policy.

After Orange Revolution and the success of Wiktor
Juszczenko in presidental voting in 2004 the situation has changed.
New president and all governments during 2005 were enthusiastic
about pro-European policy and they changed the attitude to the
European Union. New authorities revised hitherto foreign policy. In
February 2005 there was signed a new agreement between Ukraine
and European Community called “EU-Ukraine Action Plan”. Till
now, the Ukrainian government fulfilled parts of it such as “Political
dialogue and reforms” and “Regional and international matters —
common foreign and safety policy”. To gain all aims of this agree-
ment, Ukrainian authorities made another plan called “Road Map”
that gave details on the adaptation of reforms to the expectations of
the European Union. Till now, 70% of this plan has been achieved.
The most important event in 2005 was the EU-Ukraine summit in
Kiev. During this conference the EU awarded Ukraine with the

status of free market economy which is the most important thing in

8 A. Marszalek, Integracja europejska, Warszawa 2004.

77



the Ukrainian way to a membership in World Trade Organization.
Additionally, it was said that Ukraine made a great progress in build-
ing a democratic state based on the rule of law. Moreover, Ukraine
joined the EU safety and satellite navigation project called Galileo’.

In 2006 after the parliamentary elections in March, it is hard
to estimate what the foreign policy of new government would be.
Maybe it would be a return to a balanced policy caused by energetic
crisis and other economic relations with Russia? The fact is that
Ukraine made a great improvement on the way to the integration
with the European Union. The question is if the European Union
knows how to cooperate with Ukraine in the future and what per-
spective for bilateral relations is? It is expected that a new agreement
for future cooperation will be signed in 2006 but we still cannot
predict what it will look like and what it will contain precisely. We
will have a possibility to see what the EU-Ukraine summit which is
planed for July 2006 can bring to the bilateral relations'. The next
step in these relations is new politics made by the EU authorities that
is based on special European Instrument of Neighbourhood and
Partnership.

Now, it is really hard to foresee in what way the EU is go-
ing to develop and what conception of European integration has the
biggest chance to win. It depends on many factors such as future of
European Constitution Treaty and the quality of the EU after the
enlargement with Romania and Bulgaria in 2007. In these circum-

stances we do not have any possibility to estimate what the foreign

® Grzegorz Gromadzki, Oteksandr Suszko, Miedzy satysfakcjq a rozczarowaniem.
Relacje UE-Ukraina rok po pomaranczowej rewolucji, Warszawa-Kijow 2005, p. 14
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policy of EU would be towards Ukraine, Turkey and other countries
that aspire to join the EU and have fulfilled their political and eco-

nomic interest as soon as possible.

1 Ibidem, p. 16
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