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vereign states because of itsmulti-level governance nature The situation becane e
ven more diversified with the big-bang eastvard enlargement, since ten new member
states cane with their owvn hisories, preferences and quite different political cul-
tures After analyzing the nev member states original foreign policy documents and
their positions during the Convention and the 2003/2004 intergoverrmental Confer-
ence, thispaper suggests that, the BU'sCFSP inner decision-making context has be-
came more diversified owing o the impactsof the ten nev member stateson the deci-
sion making

91 “ Eumopean Civilian Power”: Concept, Detemant and Its D evelopm ent
Xiong W ei
“ European Civilian Power” is reflected in the objectives and instrumentsof European
foreign policies, and is detemined by the basic values of the BU. W hile the basic
valuesmake the nomative content of the European foreign policies and confim their
nomative orientation, the characteristic of the decison-making procedure and the
lack of military cgpability constrain the policy optionsof the BJ. Therefore, it isal-
most inevitable that the BU chose the European Civilian Power in its foreign policy
practice Yet, there are increasingly more military elenents in the © called® Euro-
pean Civilian Power”. Even if this situation can not change the characteristic of the
“ European Civilian Powver” , it shows the contradiction in the concept

102 EU’s Policy b Serbia and Montenegro: From* State Union” ©* Twin
Track”
L U Zuokui
The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia(FRY) became a nev‘ State Union’ , Serbia
and Montenegro (M), inMarch 2002, under the mediation of the BU. Establis
hing & functional federation’ is the precondition for BJ spolicy to 9. To pramote
the 9V to fom a steady federal unity by enforcing conditionality, and to root up the
seeds of conflict and lit in M through the accession © BU under the franewvork of
Stabilisation and A sciation Process, are the basic policy franevork of BU's con-
flict relution However, the framework failed o ®lve the essential contradiction
Dewite conflicting parties gecial situations, unilaterally pursuing ulterior pressure
through conditionality and the* polarization’ of European policy are the main rea
onsof the failure The BU had o give up® state union’ and tum " win track”

policy.



