Syllabus for the course: The EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy
	Basic data on the course

	Academic Unit: 
	Faculty of Law

	Name of course:
	The EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy 

	Level of study:
	Master

	Status of the course:
	Mandatory

	Year of studies:
	 I

	No. hours per week:
	2+1

	Credits – ECTS:
	4

	Time / location:
	Faculty of law facilities

	Academic year:
	

	Lecturer: 
	Besfort Rrecaj 

	Contact: 
	besfort.rrecaj@uni-pr.edu 

	

	Description of the course: 
	The Treaty of Lisbon encompassing the Treaty on European Union; the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU and the EUROATOM approved in 2007 and entered into force in 2009 amended former foundational treaties of Maastricht 1993, Rome 1957 and also EUROATOM. The treaty provides profound changes which are reflected in the functioning of the EU which is reflected also in the foreign, defense and security policy with the aim of streamlining the decision making and creation of a more coherent European union in this regard. 
The course will focus on main principles of the EU’s Common Foreign and Security policy including institutional and decision-making processes in formulating and projecting this policies. The defense policy will be discussed as part of these policies. Particular emphasis will be given to specific provision of the TEU and TFEU regarding foreign and security policy. 
From institutional point of view the course will focus on the role of European Council, The Council, the Parliament and the ECJ’s role in formulating, implementing, overseen and final interpretation of the treaties and text of main provisions. Throughout the course, it will pay important view on the role of ECJ and its border policing role on the role of the Council, the Parliament and the individual with specific reference to landmark case law of the ECJ.

The course will discuss the role the standing of the EU in international relations, its treaty making capacity, membership in international organizations and the relationship between international law and the EU law.

The course will also discuss the impact of the EU common foreign and security policies outside of the EU in particular in South East Europe by discussing specific cases, such as the role of the EU in normalization of relations between Kosovo and Serbia. The EU foreign strategy as well as the defense strategy will be discussed during the class. 
Students enrolled in this class are expected to have basic knowledge with the institutional and legal framework of the EU.
       

	Course objectives: 
	The main objectives of this course are:

1. Advance student’s knowledge in the functioning of the EU with regards to foreign, security and defense policies.

2. Advance the knowledge and distinguish the role of the Council, the Parliament and the ECJ in CFSP.

3. To advance knowledge on the international legal and personal capacity of the EU and its role in international relations with specific reference to UN, CoE and NATO.

4. To advance students’ knowledge on how the EU common foreign and security policy reflected abroad specifically in South East Europe.  
5. To raise critical point of view on the students on the issue of is there a common foreign and security policy as such within the EU.


	Expected learning results: 
	After completion of this study course, the student
will be able to:
1. Understands formulations, supervision, implementation and interpretation of EU’s CFSP.
2. Understands the role of the European Council, the Council, the Parliament and the ECJ in CFSP.
3. Apply the Treaty of Lisbon provisions on CFSP in different case scenarios.

4. Understand how EU member states engage in formulating foreign and security policy within the EU.
5. Advance understanding of EU relationship with IO’s, particularly the UN, CoE and NATO.
6. Interpret and elaborate main challenges for the future of EU’s CFSP.



	

	Student contribution ( which therefore shall correspond with the results of learning)  

	Activity
	Hour
	 Day/week  
	Total 

	Lecture 
	2
	15
	30

	Theoretical/ laboratory exercises 
	1
	15
	15

	Tutorial 
	-
	-
	-

	Contact with the Professor/Consultations 
	10 min.
	15
	2.5

	Field exercises 
	-
	-
	-

	Colloquium, seminars 
	1
	2
	2

	Homework 
	-
	-
	-

	Student self-learning (at the library or at home)   
	2
	15 
	30

	Final preparation for the exam
	3
	7
	21

	Time spent on evaluation (tests, quiz, final exam) 
	2
	2
	4

	Projects, presentation etc. 
 
	3
	4
	12

	Total

	
	
	116.5 hour

	

	Teaching methodology:  
	Teaching methodology will include and implemented

as may be necessary in the class:
-Interactive lectures: Most of the time we will be organizing interactive lectures i.e. that in addition to lecturing by the Professor, students will be involved, either by asking or discussing and sharing their opinions regarding thematic issues that are the subject of the lecture. 
-Seminar work: Students will have the opportunity to opt for any topic or paper work, where preliminarily, they are offered elementary instructions regarding design of such works, and after that, they have the chance of introducing the result of their work to other students, followed by debates on the topics covered.     
-Organizing students in small groups: It is aimed to organize group work with students, where they are divided into small groups in order the debate and involvement of these groups in addressing various topics become the subject of the lecture.      
-Visits to EU institutions in Kosovo: As part of practical work with students will be organization of visits to an EU representation in Kosovo.  
-The implementation of modern teaching methods:
When working with students modern methods and other techniques of teaching will be used, that will be in function of facilitating explanation of problems so that students have the opportunity to easily engage in learning and acquisition of matter that is subject to treatment. 
Online learning is optional through Google Meet or other online platforms offering such services.

The consumption of food and the use of tablets, smartphones, and other electronic devices in class are not allowed. Laptops may be used only in case of a justified need. If you have been authorized to use a laptop, make sure you are disconnected from the Internet. Your phone must be shut off at the start of class.



	
	

	Evaluation methodology: 
	Student evaluation is based on the forms reflecting points gained in % as follows: 
-Mid-term exam…………………………………………………….30%

-Final exam…………………………………..……….……………...30%

-Seminars………………………………………….………………….30%

-In class active discussion……………………………………… 10%

-Total……………………………………………………………….…..100%

* Evaluation scheme may be subject to changes to accommodate class needs.

Description of grading system:
Grading
ECTS grading
points
Definition
10

A

91-100%
Excellent -excellent knowledge with few minor errors
9

B

81-90%
VERY GOOD - above the average standard but with some errors
8

C

71-80%
GOOD - generally good results with some errors that are observed
7

D

61-70%
Satisfactory - Good, but with many mistakes
6

E
51-60%
SIMPLY - results meet the minimum criteria
5

F

00-39%
POOR - ​​more work is required to earn credit


	Literature

	Basic Literature:  
	· Graham Butler, Constitutiopnal Law of the EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy: Competence and Institutions in External Relations (Hart, 2019, US);

· Ramses A. Wessel and Jed Odermatt eds., Research Handbook on the European Union and International Organizations (Edward Elgar, 2019, UK);

· Ramses A. Wessel, Common Foreign, Security and Defence Policy in D. Patterson and A. Sodersten Eds., A Companion to European Union Law and International law (Wiley-Blackwell, 2016, US)

· Pieter Jan Kuijper, Jan Wouters, Frank Hoffmeister, Geert De Baere, and Thomas Ramopoulos eds., The Law of EU External Relations: Cases, Materials, and Commentary on the EU as and International Legal Actor (2nd edition, Oxford University Press, 2015, UK).
· Pol Morillas, Strategy-making in the EU: From Foreign and Security Policy to External Action (Springer International Publishing, 2018)

· Alina Kaczorowksa, European Union (2nd Ed., Routledge, 2011.
· Maria Giulia Amadio Vicere, The High Representative and EU Foreign Policy Integration: A Comparative Study of Kosovo and Ukraine (Palgrave MacMillan, 2018)

· Treaty of Lisbon available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:2bf140bf-a3f8-4ab2-b506-fd71826e6da6.0023.02/DOC_1&format=PDF. 

· EU Global Strategy available at: https://eeas.europa.eu/topics/eu-global-strategy_en 

· Additional material provided during the class.



	Additional Literature:  
	Books:

Desmond Dinan, Ever Closer Union: An Introduction to European Integration, Lynne Rienner, 2010

John McCormick, Understanding the European Union, Palgrave, 2008. (fourth edition)

Internet sources with specific interest in the EU:
EU Common Foreign and Security Policy available at: https://eeas.europa.eu/topics/common-foreign-security-policy-cfsp_en 
http://ec.europa.eu/  (European Commission: ECHO, Development policy) 

https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat  (Eurostat) 
http://eiop.or.at/eiop/  (European Integration Online Papers) 

http://euobserver.com/  (general information on the EU) 
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/  (EU Law Portal) 
http://www.eupolitix.com  (EU Politix)
http://fgr.wu-wien.ac.at/institut/ef/home01en.html  (Research Institute for European Affairs)

http://isis-europe.org/  (information on European security) 
http://selene.uab.es/_cs_iuee/english/Obs/m_working.html  (Working Papers) 

http://ue.eu.int/  (Council of the European Union)  
http://www.ceps.be/  (Center for European Policy Studies) 
http://www.epc.eu  (European Policy Centre) 
http://wwww.iss.europa.eu  (Institute for Security Studies) 
http://ww.ecfr.eu  (European Council on Foreign Relations) 
http://www.cer.org.uk/  (Center for European Reform) 
http://www.ecsanet.org/  (European Community Studies Association) 

http://www.eurunion.org/  (Delegation of the Commission to the US) 

http://www.eustudies.org/  (EUSA website: see the archives) 

http://www.jeanmonnetprogram.org/  (Jean Monnet Program) 

http://www.lib.berkeley.edu/GSSI/eu.html  (official documents of EU) 

http://www.marshallcenter.org / (George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies) 
http://www.ucis.pitt.edu/cwes/EUC/euc.html  (European Union Center) 

http://www.unc.edu/depts/europe/msie.html  (University of North Carolina, Center for European Studies) 
www.euconflict.org  (European Platform for Conflict Prevention and Transformation) 
www.euractiv.com/en/HomePage  (general information on the EU) 

www.fornet.info  (see the CFSP Forum) 

www.iue.it/EFPB/  (EU foreign policy archive) 

 www.lse.ac.uk/Depts/intrel/EFPUworkingpaperseries.html  (LSE Working Papers) 

www.theepc.be  (think tank)

 http://www.ceps.eu/research-areas/eu-foreign-policy  (Information on EU foreign policy (the Arab Spring, Caucasus) 

General websites useful for reference: 

http://www.iiss.org  (think tank) 

http://www.hrw.org  (Human Rights Watch) 
http://www.ploughshares.ca/content/ACR/acr.html  (Project Ploughshares' Armed Conflicts Report) 
http://www.cidcm.umd.edu/inscr/mar2/  (information on ethnic conflict)

http://democracyinafrica.org/  (information on democracy in Africa) 

http://www.nyu.edu/pages/cic/index1.html  (Center on International Cooperation, NYU)

http://www.fafo.no/piccr/  (Programme for International Cooperation and Conflict Resolution, Norwegian social research institute Fafo) 

http://www.ipacademy.org/  (International Peace Academy) 
http://www.usip.org/  (United States Institute of Peace) 
http://www.isn.ethz.ch/  (International Relations and Security Network) 
http://www.reliefweb.int/ocha_ol/index.html  (United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs) 
http://www.twq.com/info/archives.cfm  (The Washington Quarterly) 
http://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/?fa=54496  (Judy Dempsey’s Blog) 
https://growthlab.cid.harvard.edu/news/what-should-we-do-about-inequality  (Harvard Growth Lab) 

Key Journals for Research: 
European Journal of International Relations. 
Journal of Common Market Studies. 

European Journal of Political Research.
European Security.

Journal of European Public Policy.

European Union Politics.

Hague Journal of Diplomacy.
 


	Designed teaching plan:  



	Week
	Lecture to be elaborated: 

	Week one:
	INTRODUCTION TO THE COURSE
Discussion points:

1. What Makes the EU a Unique Actor in Global Politics?

· How does the EU differ from traditional sovereign states?

· Is the EU primarily a civilian, normative, or emerging military power?

· How does multilevel governance affect its external credibility?

Debate angle:
Can the EU be considered a “global actor” despite structural and decision-making constraints?

2. The CFSP/CSDP Framework as a Course Lens

· Why is CFSP considered the EU’s intergovernmental pillar in foreign policy?

· How does CSDP operationalize EU military and crisis-management capabilities?

· What are the main legal instruments and institutional actors (Council, EEAS, HR/VP)?

Debate angle:
Does understanding CFSP/CSDP provide a sufficient lens to study EU foreign policy, or are other external policies equally important?
3. Key Themes and Tensions in the Course

· Integration vs. sovereignty: how Member States shape and constrain EU external action

· Legality vs. flexibility: balancing the EU’s autonomous legal order with global engagement

· Normative identity vs. realpolitik: how values and strategic interests intersect

Debate angle:
Which tension is most critical in shaping the EU’s global role: legal, political, or normative?



	Week two:
	EU INTEGRATION AND FOREIGN AND SECURITY POLICY
· Historical development of EU and its foreign policy

· From the Treaty of Rome to the Treaty of Lisbon

· Main issues related to the EU CFSP

· Main principles of the EU’s CFSP

Discussion points:

1. Why did foreign and security policy integrate later and more cautiously than economic policy?

· Sovereignty sensitivity in defense and diplomacy

· Failure of the European Defence Community (1954)

· Political Cooperation (EPC) as a precursor to CFSP

· Role of the Cold War and NATO dependency

Debate question:
Is CFSP’s intergovernmental nature a political necessity or a structural weakness?

2. What explains the institutional design of CFSP (Maastricht → Lisbon)?

· Pillar structure and its removal under Lisbon

· Creation of High Representative and EEAS

· Unanimity vs. Qualified Majority Voting (QMV)

· Legal personality of the EU post-Lisbon

Debate question:
Did the Lisbon Treaty meaningfully strengthen the EU as a foreign policy actor, or did it merely reorganize existing limitations?

3. Is the EU a “global actor” or a “civilian/normative power”?

Key angles:
· Duchêne’s “Civilian Power Europe”

· Manners’ “Normative Power Europe”

· Capability–expectations gap (Hill 1993)

· Military dimension under CSDP

Debate angle:
Can the EU simultaneously claim to be a normative power while expanding its military instruments?



	Week three:
	LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORK OF THE EU CFSP TODAY
· Decision making in the EU and main articles of the Treaty of Lisbon on CFSP.
· Representation of the EU in third countries.
Discussion points

1. The Constitutional Status of CFSP in EU Primary Law

· Why is CFSP regulated mainly in the Treaty on European Union (TEU) rather than the TFEU?

· What is the significance of Article 24(1) TEU, which limits legislative acts and CJEU jurisdiction?

· Does CFSP’s “special rules and procedures” clause create a parallel legal order within the EU?

Debate angle:
Is CFSP legally integrated into the EU system, or does it remain a “treaty within the treaty”?

2. Decision-Making: Unanimity vs. Qualified Majority Voting (QMV)

· Why does unanimity remain the default rule?

· What are the practical implications of Article 31 TEU (passerelle clauses and constructive abstention)?

· Could extending QMV increase effectiveness without undermining sovereignty?

Debate angle:
Does unanimity protect national legitimacy or paralyze EU foreign policy?

3. The Role of the European Council

· How has the European Council become the de facto strategic driver of CFSP?

· Does crisis governance (Ukraine, migration, sanctions regimes) reinforce executive dominance?

· Is the European Council constitutionalized geopolitics?

Debate angle:
Has CFSP shifted from a Council-centered to a European Council-centered system?



	Week four:
	EU CFSP AND THE ROLE OF THE PARLIAMENT
· Legitimizing CFSP.
Discussion points:

1. Treaty-Based Powers: Consultation Without Control?

· What does Article 36 TEU actually require regarding consultation and information?

· Why is the EP excluded from adopting CFSP legislative acts?

· Does consultation meaningfully influence policy, or is it procedural formalism?

Debate angle:
Is the EP structurally sidelined in CFSP, or does it exert influence behind the scenes?

2. Budgetary Power as Political Leverage

· How does the EP use its authority over the EU budget to influence CFSP priorities?

· What role does Parliament play in financing CSDP missions?

· Can financial control substitute for legislative power?

Debate angle:
Has the EP transformed budgetary oversight into a strategic foreign policy tool?

3. Democratic Accountability in CFSP

· Does limited parliamentary oversight create a democratic deficit?

· How does executive dominance (European Council, HR/VP) affect legitimacy?

· Should CFSP be more parliamentarized?

Debate angle:
Can CFSP remain intergovernmental and still meet democratic standards?


	Week five:  
	EU CFSP AND THE ROLE OF THE EUROPEAN COURT OF JUSTICE
Discussion points:

1. Limited Jurisdiction in CFSP

· Why is the CJEU generally excluded from reviewing CFSP acts (Art. 24 TEU)?

· What exceptions exist, such as review of sanctions or external agreements?

· How does the limited role affect legality, accountability, and compliance?

Debate angle:
Does restricted judicial review protect CFSP flexibility or undermine legal certainty?

2. Key Cases Illustrating CJEU Influence

· Kadi & Al Barakaat (2008–2013): review of UN sanctions for fundamental rights compliance.

· Opinion 1/75, 1/76, 2/15: shaping competence limits in CFSP agreements.

· How do these cases illustrate the balance between constitutional autonomy and international obligations?

Debate angle:
Can the CJEU meaningfully enforce the rule of law in CFSP despite formal restrictions?

3. The Autonomy Doctrine and EU Constitutional Identity

· How does the CJEU defend EU legal autonomy against international law (e.g., Opinion 2/13 on ECHR accession)?

· Is autonomy a safeguard of the constitutional order or a barrier to deeper integration?

· How does the Court balance respect for UN obligations with fundamental EU rights?

Debate angle:
Does protecting autonomy enhance EU credibility or isolate it from global norms?


	Week six:
	EU’s TREATY MAKING CAPACITY
Discussion points:

1. Scope of EU External Competence: Express vs. Implied Powers

· How does Article 216(1) TFEU codify the doctrine of implied powers developed in the ERTA case (Case 22/70)?

· When does the EU have exclusive competence to conclude agreements (Art. 3(2) TFEU)?

· Does the Court of Justice expand EU external authority through teleological interpretation?
Debate angle:
Is the EU’s treaty-making capacity primarily treaty-based or Court-driven constitutional evolution?
2. Mixed Agreements and Competence Complexity

· Why are many EU international agreements “mixed” (EU + Member States as joint parties)?

· Does mixity reflect legal necessity or political caution?

· What are the implications of Opinion 2/15 (EU–Singapore FTA) for competence allocation?

Debate angle:
Do mixed agreements strengthen Member State control or undermine the EU’s credibility as a unified global actor?

3. Institutional Balance in Treaty Negotiation (Article 218 TFEU)

· What roles do the Commission, Council, and European Parliament play in negotiation and conclusion?

· How has Parliament expanded its influence through consent procedures?

· Does Article 218 create effective democratic oversight, or does executive dominance persist?

Debate angle:
Has Lisbon constitutionalized EU treaty-making, or does political control remain concentrated in the Council?



	Week seven:  
	THE STATUS OF INTERNATIONAL LAW IN THE EU LEGAL ORDER
· Agreements concluded by the EU
· The status of UN law within the EU legal order

· General international law

Discussion points:

1. Direct Effect and Hierarchical Status of International Agreements

· Under what conditions do international agreements concluded by the EU have direct effect (e.g., Kupferberg)?

· Where do international agreements sit in the hierarchy of EU norms (above secondary law but below primary law)?

· Why are WTO agreements generally denied direct effect?

Debate angle:
Is the EU more dualist or monist in its treatment of international agreements?

2. Autonomy of EU Law vs. International Judicial Systems

· What does Kadi reveal about the EU’s willingness to review UN Security Council measures?

· How does Opinion 2/13 (ECHR accession) illustrate the Court’s protection of autonomy?

· Can the EU participate fully in international dispute-settlement regimes without compromising constitutional identity?

Debate angle:
Is the autonomy doctrine a safeguard of constitutional integrity or a form of judicial exceptionalism?



	Week eight:   
	MID-TERM EXAM


	Week nine:  
	EU AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
· The right to accession under EU and international law 

· UN

· Council of Europe
Discussion points:

1. EU Accession to International Organizations: Legal and Constitutional Limits

· Under what conditions can the EU accede to an international organization (Art. 216 TFEU; principle of conferral)?

· Why is accession sometimes exclusive (e.g., WTO) and sometimes mixed (FAO, UNESCO)?

· How does the autonomy doctrine (Opinion 2/13) limit participation in organizations with binding judicial mechanisms?

Debate angle:
Is EU accession to international organizations a natural extension of integration, or constitutionally constrained by sovereignty and autonomy concerns?

2. The EU and the United Nations

· What is the legal and political significance of the EU’s enhanced observer status in the UN General Assembly (2011)?

· How does the EU coordinate Member States’ positions within the UN Security Council?

· Does EU participation strengthen multilateralism or create representational complexity?

Debate angle:
Should the EU eventually replace Member States in certain UN forums, or is dual representation inevitable?

3. The EU and the Council of Europe (CoE)

· Why has EU accession to the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) been legally problematic (Opinion 2/13)?

· How do the EU and CoE divide human rights authority in Europe?

· Does non-accession undermine coherence in European human rights protection?

Debate angle:
Is the CJEU’s autonomy doctrine a safeguard of constitutional identity or an obstacle to deeper European legal integration?



	Week ten:
	EU COMMON SECURITY AND DEFENSE POLICY
· Origins of common security and defense policy within the EU and the role of the Western European Union.

· Integration of security and defense policy within the CFSP.

· Main objectives, strategies and challenges of the EU security and defense policy.

Discussion points:

1. Nature of CSDP: Civilian Power with Military Tools?

· Does CSDP contradict the idea of the EU as a “civilian” or “normative” power?

· Are CSDP missions primarily civilian, military, or hybrid in practice?

· Has the Strategic Compass (2022) shifted the EU toward hard power politics?

Debate angle:
Is CSDP a transformation of the EU’s identity or simply an extension of crisis management logic?

2. Decision-Making and Sovereignty

· Why does unanimity remain central in defence matters?

· What is the significance of Permanent Structured Cooperation (PESCO)?

· Does differentiated integration strengthen or fragment EU defence policy?

Debate angle:
Is defence integration advancing through unity or through flexible coalitions of the willing?

3. CSDP and NATO

· How does Article 42(7) TEU (mutual defence clause) relate to NATO’s Article 5?

· Is EU strategic autonomy compatible with NATO membership?

· Does CSDP duplicate, complement, or compete with NATO structures?

Debate angle:
Can the EU achieve credible defence autonomy without weakening transatlantic ties?



	Week eleven:
	THE EU-NATO PARTNERSHIP
· The role of Euro-Atlantic values and cooperation.

· Legal framework of cooperation between the EU and NATO.

· Common challenges, threats and future cooperation between the EU and NATO.

Discussion points:

1. Complementarity or Competition?

· Does CSDP duplicate NATO capabilities, or does it fill civilian and hybrid gaps?

· What is the practical significance of the Berlin Plus arrangements?

· Are EU defence initiatives (PESCO, EDF, Strategic Compass) aligned with NATO planning?

Debate angle:
Is the EU strengthening NATO through capability development, or risking fragmentation of Western defence structures?

2. Strategic Autonomy vs. Transatlantic Solidarity

· How do different Member States interpret “strategic autonomy”?

· Is autonomy compatible with NATO’s collective defence framework?

· Has Russia’s war against Ukraine reinforced NATO primacy?

Debate angle:
Can the EU become strategically autonomous without weakening NATO?

3. Institutional and Political Obstacles

· How does the Cyprus–Turkey dispute limit formal cooperation?

· Why does EU–NATO cooperation often rely on informal coordination?

· Are joint declarations (2016, 2018, 2023) legally or politically transformative?

Debate angle:
Is EU–NATO cooperation structurally constrained by political disputes beyond security policy?



	Week twelve:   
	ENLARGEMENT AND NEIGHBORHOOD POLICY
· EU, South East Europe and WB
· How EU engages with countries in SEE with the WB countries.

· The EU conditionality and its role in political, economic, and legal development in SEE.

· Normalization of relations between Kosovo and Serbia



	Week thirteen:    
	THE ROLE OF EU AND REPRESENTATION IN KOSOVO
· How is the EU represented in Kosovo?

· Interaction of the EU office in Kosovo with main governmental actors.

· Building a policy and relationship within a fragmented organization where 5 EU members refusing to recognize Kosovo.

· Signing of the SAA as the first contractual agreement with the EC and other legal challenges.

Discussion points:

1. Enlargement as a Foreign Policy Tool

· How does conditionality (Copenhagen criteria) drive domestic reforms in candidate countries?

· Why has enlargement been considered the EU’s most successful external policy?

· Has “enlargement fatigue” reduced its transformative power?

Debate angle:
Is enlargement primarily a normative project (democratization) or a geopolitical strategy?

2. Credibility and Reversibility of Conditionality

· What happens when the EU delays accession despite reforms?

· How has democratic backsliding in Hungary and Poland affected enlargement credibility?

· Should accession be reversible in cases of rule-of-law decline?


Debate angle:
Is EU conditionality losing effectiveness due to inconsistent application?

3. The European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP): Integration Without Membership

· Why did the EU create the ENP instead of offering enlargement to eastern and southern neighbours?

· Do Association Agreements and DCFTAs provide sufficient incentives for reform?

· Does the absence of a membership perspective weaken EU leverage?

Debate angle:
Can the EU export stability without offering accession?



	Week fourteen:   
	ASSESSMENT OF THE EU CFSP AND CHALLENGES OF THE EU IN MODERN ERA
· How can the EU overcome its main challenges?

· Brexit

· Cyber crime

· Hybrid warfare

· Terrorism

Discussion points:

1. Effectiveness and Coherence of CFSP

· How coherent are EU foreign policy actions across trade, sanctions, and diplomacy?

· Does decision-making by unanimity impede timely responses to crises?

· Are institutional reforms (High Representative, EEAS, Strategic Compass) sufficient?

Debate angle:
Is CFSP effective in shaping global outcomes or mostly symbolic?

2. Strategic Autonomy vs. Member State Sovereignty

· What does “strategic autonomy” mean in practice?

· Can the EU develop independent defence and crisis-management capabilities without undermining NATO ties?

· How do divergent national priorities (France vs. Germany vs. Poland) shape CFSP?

Debate angle:
Is EU foreign policy limited by internal divisions, or does it pragmatically reflect multilevel governance?

3. Civilian Power vs. Military Capability Gap

· How well does the EU combine civilian tools (sanctions, diplomacy, development) with military operations?

· Are CSDP missions (Battlegroups, EUFOR, Atalanta) effective in practice?

· Does the EU risk being perceived as a soft power actor lacking hard power credibility?

Debate angle:
Is CFSP primarily a civilian policy instrument, and is that sufficient for 21st-century security challenges?



	Week fifteen:    
	FINAL EXAM


	Academic policies and rules of conduct:

	Students during the process of learning, examinations, as well as their presence in the faculty should pay attention to: 

· respect the academic and non-academic staff of the university.
· not hinder the teaching process. 

· listen carefully to the professors and their colleagues.
· not use food, drinks, chewing gums in the classroom.
· not use the mobile phone in the classroom.
· attend in time in the classroom. 
· not copy during the exam and other tests
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