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COURSE OBJECTIVE

The course examines EU enlargement not only as a technocratic process of rule transfer, but as a geopolitical project reshaping Europe’s security order, integration mechanisms, and global role. It situates enlargement in the context of the Russia-Ukraine war and broader world order shifts,  and considers the EU’s struggle to reconcile domestic politics with security imperatives. The academic disciplines intersected are political science, political economy, international relations, and public policy. The target audience are students interested in EU affairs, lobbying, consultancy, and public policy. The course equips students with analytical insight and practical skills:
1. Analytical: Students will gain a comprehensive understanding of the historical evolution, core concepts, and institutional processes of EU enlargement.
2. Evaluative: Students will critically assess competing perspectives on enlargement, balancing normative, strategic, and institutional approaches across different case studies.
3. Practical or Advisory: Students will apply their knowledge to develop policy roadmaps and recommendations that reconcile security imperatives with other EU interests such as prosperity and unity.
4. Skill-Based: Students will strengthen transferable skills in analytical writing, oral communication, and teamwork, through interactive seminars.

LEARNING OUTCOMES

POL

Knowledge-based
· A.2 Students have a general knowledge of the main components of the EU political system: institutions, actors, decision-making procedures, competences and policies.
· A.3. Students comprehend the disciplinary knowledge and theories specific to EU studies.
· A.4 Students possess an in-depth knowledge of fundamental aspects of the EU political system (institutions, actors, policies etc.).
· A.5 Students develop a concrete understanding of the logics of policymaking and negotiations within the EU political system, thanks to simulation exercises and the drafting of policy papers.
· A.7 Students can communicate in both French and English in an academic or professional context.
Skills-based
· B.1 Students can recognize, contextualize, explain, and interpret political, societal and economic phenomena in European integration. They can assess events, governance problems and political crises.
· B.2 Students can analyse the process and actors of EU policy-making at different levels of governance and can reflect on potential developments.
· B.3 Students can transform a complex problem into a research question, mobilize theories, develop a research design, and conduct empirical work to provide solutions in an analytical and balanced way.
· B.4 Students can flexibly apply theories and analytical frameworks from different disciplinary perspectives to the main issues of EU politics and policies.
· B.7 Students can communicate clearly and effectively, through oral presentations or written documents, to different kinds of audiences.

MATA
Knowledge
1. A.1 Theoretical mastery
0. The graduate demonstrates advanced and critical mastery of the principal theoretical approaches and analytical concepts in their disciplinary focus (International Relations and Diplomacy Studies, Political Science, Regional Studies) or interdisciplinary focus and can apply them to the analysis of transatlantic affairs.
1. A.2 Command of the scientific state of the art
1. The graduate can identify, interpret and critically assess the current state of academic research on transatlantic affairs and can situate them within broader scholarly debates, in line with their (inter-) disciplinary focus.
1. A.3 Comparative political‑institutional knowledge
2. The graduate possesses in‑depth and comparative knowledge of the political systems of the European Union and the United States, including their institutional structures, policy‑making processes, and core internal and external policies, and can analyse their interactions in a transatlantic context.
1. A.4 Historical and contextual understanding
3. The graduate can contextualise and interpret contemporary transatlantic developments by integrating historical, political, legal and economic perspectives, and can meaningfully explain how past dynamics shape current policy choices, debates and institutional frameworks.
1. A.5 Integrative, multi‑perspective knowledge
4. The graduate can synthesise and integrate insights from multiple disciplines relevant to transatlantic affairs (e.g., International Relations, Political Science, Regional Studies or an interdisciplinary focus) and can adopt and compare both European and U.S. perspectives in analysing and evaluating transatlantic issues
1. A.6 Analysis of relative geopolitical standing of the EU and/or US
5. The graduate can analyse developments within Europe and/or the US that impact their relative geopolitical standing, thereby influencing EU and/or US interests relevant to transatlantic affairs.
1. A.7 Assessment on capacity to act in transatlantic affairs
6. The graduate acquires a nuanced perspective of internal political, economic, and/or social pressures and how they may impact, either directly or indirectly, the transatlantic relationship and the capacity of the transatlantic partners to act in accordance with the needs of the transatlantic partnership.
Skills / Analytical, critical and professional skills
1. B.1 Analytical openness
7. The graduate can analyse transatlantic affairs in a broad and multidisciplinary manner, assessing challenges in this domain with intellectual openness, sensitivity to diversity of perspectives, and the ability to understand and navigate complex and ambiguous situations.
1. B.2 Critical reflection, argumentation, and communication
8. The graduate is able to critically reflect on a wide range of issues in transatlantic affairs, to develop well‑informed and evidence‑based points of view, and to communicate these effectively, both orally and in writing, when working independently or collaboratively.
1. B.3 Research design
9. The graduate can independently transform complex transatlantic issues into a clear and feasible research question, find and evaluate relevant sources in line with their (inter-) disciplinary focus, apply appropriate concepts and methods, and present research results in accordance with the ethical standards of the field.
1. B.4 Information processing, analysis, and problem-solving
10. The graduate is capable of rapidly processing large volumes of information, critically analysing (inter-)discipline‑relevant sources, and proposing creative, feasible, and analytically grounded solutions to problems within the field of transatlantic affairs.
1. B.5 Professional autonomy, organisational skills, and intercultural competence
11. The graduate has the intellectual maturity and professional skills to function autonomously and responsibly in national or international professional environments—particularly in transatlantic contexts—by planning and organising work effectively, setting priorities, meeting deadlines, cooperating across cultural and disciplinary boundaries, and building professional networks.


COURSE CONTENTS

The course is organized into five intensive sessions, each lasting five hours (2h30 sessions with a break), combining lectures, seminar discussions, group exercises, and practitioner insights. The sequence is designed to move from historical and conceptual foundations to contemporary debates and applied policy exercises, ensuring students acquire both analytical depth and practical skills.

Week 1 – Foundations of Enlargement: History, Theories, and Institutions
The opening session situates enlargement within the EU’s historical evolution and introduces the core theories (geopolitics, political economy, integration) used to analyze it. Students will examine enlargement as both a technocratic process of rule transfer and a geopolitical project reshaping Europe’s security order, beyond the binary of “enlargement versus no enlargement.” Case studies from the Southern and Eastern enlargements illustrate how enlargement has transformed the EU internally and externally, providing the analytical grounding for the rest of the course.

Week 2 – Geopolitics and Dissensus: Enlargement in a Changing World Order
Building on the foundations, this session focuses on enlargement in the context of the Russia-Ukraine war and broader global shifts. We will explore the EU’s dilemmas in balancing democratic conditionality with security imperatives, highlighting cases such as Turkey, the Western Balkans, and Ukraine/Moldova. A guest speaker will provide first-hand insights into how enlargement is debated within EU institutions and national capitals, linking theoretical debates to real-time policy dilemmas.

Week 3 – Beyond formal Enlargement: Flexible Integration and Staged Accession
This session examines how the EU manages its neighbourhood when full membership stalls or proves contentious. Students will analyze models such as external differentiated cooperation, staged integration, and partnership frameworks like the European Political Community. The rationale is to expose students to policy innovation, encouraging them to critically assess the implications of enlargement for democracy, legitimacy, and EU unity.

Week 4 – Stress-Testing Democracy and Security under Enlargement Pressures
In this applied session, students will engage in two structured stress-testing exercises. The class will be divided into teams tasked with developing policy responses under simulated scenarios: one focused on democratic backsliding in a candidate country, the other on a security shock with implications for EU enlargement. The aim is to test how students reconcile competing imperatives of democracy, security, and institutional resilience under time pressure, directly practicing the evaluative and advisory skills central to the course.

Week 5 – Enlargement Futures: Institutions, Publics, and Policy Roadmaps
The final session synthesizes insights by examining the institutional capacity of the EU to absorb new members and the role of public opinion in shaping enlargement legitimacy. A second guest speaker will offer a practitioner’s perspective on future scenarios for EU enlargement. The course concludes by reflecting on enlargement’s role in shaping Europe’s geopolitical identity in the twenty-first century.

TEACHING METHOD(S)

Attendance to all classes is mandatory. The class takes the form of an interactive seminar. Active participation of students is required. The course will combine a range of teaching methods designed to balance conceptual grounding with applied learning. Lectures will provide students with the necessary theoretical and historical foundations to understand the evolution of EU enlargement, while seminars will foster critical engagement with assigned readings and case studies through debate and reflection. To connect classroom knowledge with practice, students will participate in policy simulations in stress testing exercises that replicate real-world EU decision-making, encouraging them to navigate trade-offs and institutional constraints. Group projects will further develop collaborative problem-solving skills, allowing students to work collectively on complex policy challenges. Finally, guest lectures from practitioners will offer direct insights into the policy world, bridging academic debates with the realities of political negotiation and implementation. The language of instruction is English.    

COURSE MATERIAL*

Week 1:
· Anghel, Veronica, and Erik Jones (2025). ‘The Enlargement of International Organizations.’ West European Politics 48:1, pp. 1-28.
· Juncos, Ana E., and Nieves Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2025). ‘European Union Enlargement.’ In Michelle Cini and Nieves Pérez-Solórzano Borragán, eds. European Union Politics, Eighth Edition. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 255-270.
· Schimmelfennig, Frank, and Ulrich Sedelmeier (2002). ‘Theorizing EU Enlargement: Research Focus, Hypotheses, and the State of Research.’ Journal of European Public Policy 9:4, pp. 500-528.
· Cecchini, Paolo, Erik Jones, and Jochen Lorentzen (2000). ‘Europe and the Concept of Enlargement.’ Survival 43:1 (2001) pp. 155-165.

Week 2:
· Anghel, Veronica, and Jelena Džankić (2023). ‘Wartime EU: Consequences of the Russia-Ukraine War on the Enlargement Process.’ Journal of European Integration 45:3, pp.487-501.
· Anghel, Veronica, and Erik Jones (2024). ‘The Geopolitics of Enlargement: From Club to Commons.’ Survival 66:4 (2024) pp. 101-114.
· Karjalainen, Tyyne (2023). ‘EU Enlargement in Wartime Europe: Three Dimensions and Scenarios.’ Contemporary Social Science 18:5, pp. 637-656.
· Koval, Nadiia, and Milada Anna Vachudova (2024). ‘European Union Enlargement and Geopolitical Power in the Face of War.’ Journal of Common Market Studies 62:S1, pp. 135-146.

Week 3:
· [bookmark: _Hlk109736173]Anghel, Veronica, and Erik Jones (2022). ‘Failing Forward in Eastern Enlargement: Problem Solving through Problem Making.’ Journal of European Public Policy 29:7, pp. 1092-1111.
· Delcour, Laure, and Irina Petrova (2023). ‘Europe’s Troubled Neighborhoods.’ In Erik Jones and Masha Hedberg, eds. Europe Today: A Twenty-First Century Introduction. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, pp. 382-407.
· Hedberg, Masha (2023). ‘Russia: Back to Authoritarianism.’ In Erik Jones and Masha Hedberg, eds. Europe Today: A Twenty-First Century Introduction. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, pp. 221-247.
· Müftüler-Baç, Meltem (2023). ‘Turkey’s Influence as a Third Country on the European Union: From Association to a Key Partner.’ Journal of Common Market Studies 61:6, pp. 1471-1487.

Week 4:
· Anghel, Veronica, and Erik Jones (2024). ‘What Went Wrong in Hungary.’ Journal of Democracy 35:2, pp. 52–64.
· Bohle, Dorothee (2018). ‘European Integration, Capitalist Diversity and Crises Trajectories on Europe’s Eastern Periphery.’ New Political Economy 23:2, pp. 239-253.
· Grabbe, Heather (2014). ‘Six Lessons of Enlargement Ten Years On: The EU's Transformative Power in Retrospect and Prospect.’ Journal of Common Market Studies 52:S1, pp. 40-56.
· Vukov, Visnja (2025). ‘European Integration and State Capture: Insights from the EU’s Earlier Eastern Enlargement.’ Journal of European Public Policy (online first) https://doi.org/10.1080/13501763.2025.2513652.

Week 5:
· Anghel, Veronica, and Erik Jones (2025). From Club to Commons: Enlargement, Reform and Sustainability in European Integration. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2025, pp. 20-37.
· Anghel, Veronica (2025). Why the EU is a Geopolitical Power: Wartime Enlargement, Integration, and Reform. Journal of European Public Policy.
· Hobolt, Sara B. (2014). ‘Ever Closer or Ever Wider? Public Attitudes Towards Further Enlargement and Integration in the European Union.’ Journal of European Public Policy 21:5, pp. 664-680.
· Panchuk, Dmytro (2024). ‘The Impact of the Russian Invasion of Ukraine on Public Support for EU Enlargement.’ Journal of European Public Policy 31:10, pp. 3128-3150.

EVALUATION
Student performance will be assessed through three main components. Each component is designed to capture a different dimension of learning – participation and engagement, applied problem-solving through simulation, and comprehensive knowledge through a written exam. Short written feedback will be provided for each component at the end of the course.
1. Active Class Participation (20%)
· Students are expected to contribute constructively to class discussions, engage with peers, and demonstrate preparation by referencing readings and case materials.
· Assessment will focus on the consistency and quality of contributions rather than quantity.
· Feedback will highlight individual strengths in discussion and areas where deeper engagement could be developed.
2. Stress-Testing/Simulation Exercise (30%)
· Students will take part in a simulation exercise designed to test analytical, strategic, and teamwork skills under pressure.
· Grading will be based on three criteria: (a) quality of preparation and research, (b) ability to collaborate and negotiate in a team setting, and (c) clarity and persuasiveness of final presentations or outputs.
· Written feedback will identify both individual and group performance, including how well students applied theoretical knowledge to practical scenarios.
3. Final Written Exam (50%)
· The final exam will assess comprehensive understanding of course materials, theories, and case studies.
· Students will be evaluated on accuracy, depth of analysis, ability to synthesize arguments, and clarity of written expression.
· Feedback will summarize performance on key sections of the exam, noting both well-developed arguments and areas for improvement.


Plagiarism: Pursuant to Articles 39a and subsequent provisions of the College of Europe Study Regulations 2025–2026, plagiarism, self-plagiarism, collusion, and the falsification of data are expressly prohibited and shall be deemed to constitute academic misconduct. All written work submitted by a student shall be subject to assessment with regard not only to its originality but also to the scope and rigor of the research undertaken. Any instance of plagiarism, self-plagiarism, collusion, or falsification of data, as defined in the aforementioned Study Regulation, shall give rise to the imposition of penalties in accordance with Article 40 thereof.
Artificial Intelligence: Pursuant to Articles 38 and subsequent provisions of the College of Europe Study Regulations 2025–2026, the category of permitted generative AI (genAI) use for the present course is open use. Students may employ genAI tools at all stages of the work process, including brainstorming, literature screening, data organisation, analysis, interpretation, argument generation, and drafting of text, provided that any use is transparently acknowledged in accordance with the department’s referencing guidelines. The non-generative use of AI tools, such as for spell-checking, reference style management, or information searches, remains by default permitted for all course work and the Master’s thesis. Students bear full responsibility for the entirety of the content they submit, irrespective of the tools used, and must ensure compliance with College regulations on academic integrity, data protection, and intellectual property. Violations of proper AI use, including failures to acknowledge genAI assistance, shall constitute academic misconduct and will be sanctioned in line with Articles 39a, 39b, and 40 of the Academic Regulations on plagiarism, falsification of data, and related infringements.
Assessment at second attempt
During the second examination session the course is assessed 100% on the basis of a written resit exam.


[image: ]
image1.png




image2.png




image3.png
College ot Europe
Collége d'Europe




image4.png
CONNECT LIFE
& LEARNING.





