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THE WESTERN BALKANS AND ITS EU INTEGRATION:
2015 COMPARATIVE OVERVIEW

This is the first structured attempt to provide an analysis of the EU Progress Reports on Western Balkan countries and 
their immediate follow-up, on the basis of a harmonised methodology and unique approach by a group of CSOs (see 
Appendix 1).

A comprehensive objective analysis of the EU progress reports of the Western Balkan countries has been lacking. 
There have been efforts by CSOs at country level to provide a systematic input to the country reports and to the 
strategy through so-called “shadow reports”. These have been primarily intended to provide objective assessment of 
the accession process by the civil sector, which then served as an additional source for the Commission in the 
monitoring and evaluation of the countries’ progress. Furthermore, these shadow reports have served as tools for 
policy influence on governments. Finally, they have also been means to raise awareness of the public and promote 
engagement of CSOs in the EU accession process.
  
In addition, CSOs have provided analysis and commentaries to progress reports, primarily to enrich the public 
discourse with an objective assessment, as well as to raise awareness of the public on the content of the Report.
 
At regional level, comparative analysis of progress reports are done on specific issues: parliaments (Network of 
Parliamentary Committees of the WB) or the civil society (BCSDN).

Introduction 

The (not so) new EC methodology  
This year the European Commission promoted a new Enlargement Strategy and started with the implementation of a 
new approach in the preparation of the progress reports for the countries included in the enlargement process. The 
Enlargement strategy refers to a medium term – 2020, as opposed to previous years, when it was annual. The EC will 
update the strategy on an annual basis, if needed. 

The first and most notable change in the new approach consists of leaving behind a whole generation of “Progress 
reports” and introducing a new set of “Annual country reports”. This change is an indicator of the reformed 
enlargement strategy, which is both more rigid and prolongs the accession of the Western Balkan countries. Progress 
is no longer presumed, which has led to erasing the attribute “progress” from the title of the reports. In all honesty, 
backsliding in some countries of the region has also contributed to this change. However, this symbolic move sends 
yet another discouraging message to the acceding countries and was definitely not necessary.
 
Changes have been introduced in the report itself, in key areas of monitoring, but also in the structure of the political 
criteria. 

“The Commission is
 attempting to use uniform 

terminology although 
the process and 
the mechanisms 

behind it remain the same” 

The most “innovative” feature of this report is the introduction of a harmonized 
reporting, application of a five-tier assessment scale for the progress made in 
the previous 12 months and the level of preparation. However, this is not a 
novelty. The Commission has used harmonized phrasing, but the range used to 

1be much broader and the “code” was not published before . Consequently, 
the application of new grades also had the effect of “resetting” previous grade 

2levels .

  See Appendix  2
 This was noted when comparing and converting the grades for Macedonia, for which EPI had used the grading methodology since 2011. 
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The “backsliding” has been introduced as an assessment scale for the first time. In fact, the Commission is attempting 
to use uniform terminology although the process and the mechanisms behind it remain the same. Similar phrases to 
describe assessments in the previous reports have been used (ever since the CEE countries progress reports), but their 

3range was more diverse .

In the shift towards harmonized reporting, assessment scales have been introduced starting with the subsection “Civil 
Society” of  “Democracy” in the political criteria, thus leaving the rest of its sub-sections “elections, parliament and 
governance” subject to descriptive assessments. The probable reason behind this is that these areas are not 
susceptible to “harmonization”. However, they are the key areas that can make “the difference”. Consequently, if the 
Commission intendeds to send a message to the public, and if it cannot “harmonise” grades based on democracy 
standards, at least it can spell out the standards and criteria it uses, as it has already done with easier and more 
technical parts.
 

4The Commission defines key areas  which are subject to additional monitoring: rule of law and fundamental rights 
(including the functioning of the judiciary, corruption, organized crime and freedom of expression), economic criteria, 

5public administration reform, as well as three chapters related to public procurement, statistics and financial control .
  
For these areas the Commission has introduced sub-issues which in fact encompass analysis of the legal and 
institutional framework (which is not such a new approach) and ads to this the results (track record) section. This 
structure does not always follow the structure of the screening reports, which might cause additional confusion 
instead of simplification. 
Compared to previous years, the entire structure of political criteria has been altered. “Democracy and Rule of Law” has 
been divided into separate subsections, while public administration has emerged as a separate subsection. 

Within the “Democracy” section, the Commission changed the wording of the subsection “Government” into 
“Governance”. The reasons for this remain unknown. Having in mind that distinctions exist between the two, the latter 
being a much broader term that refers to all processes of governing and not solely to the formal body (the executive) 
authorized to make decisions, the wording should be reversed to “Government” to properly reflect the monitoring and 
reporting in the annual report. 

The content previously moved to Chapters 23 and 24 is returned this year to the “Rule of Law” subsection, and is now 
repeated in the political criteria as well. 

“The Commission changed the wording of the subsection “Government” into “Governance”

5

 See Appendix 2
 These areas follow the principle adopted last year called “fundamentals first“ with the aim to show real results in the key chapters (23: Judiciary and Fundamental Rights, 24: Freedom, 
Security and Justice, Economic Governance and Public Administration Reform).
 The Commission refers to these key reform areas as pilot areas. 
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Challenges vs. Prospects  
This year Serbia has been praised for showing an increasingly constructive and leading role in the region, which, 
according to the EC, is important for ensuring stability and strengthening ties with neighboring countries. In a situation 
where Macedonia, as the first country to sign the SAA, was frontrunner and now  has become laggard, Serbia has 
progressed further on the road to the EU, Montenegro continues well with 20 chapters opened thus far and two 
provisionally closed, while Bosnia and Herzegovina and Kosovo are still on the beginning of their road to the EU. 

The Commission noted that, apart from progress made so far, the challenges faced by all countries in the accession 
process “are such, that none will be ready to join the EU during the mandate of the current Commission, which will 
expire towards the end of 2019”. However, even though the prospects for enlargement are inexistent in this period, 
the Commission has placed its expectations to avoid disillusionment on the real and credible anticipations of the 
countries to join the EU. The invitation of Montenegro to join NATO and the opening of two negotiation chapters with 
Serbia can be seen as an attempt to avoid EU fatigue and to give assurance that the reform process towards 

7membership is worthwhile.

“The invitation of Montenegro to join NATO and the opening of two negotiation chapters with Serbia can be 
anticipated as an attempt to avoid EU fatigue and to give assurance that the reform process towards 
membership is worthwhile”

“The invitation of Montenegro to join NATO and the opening of two negotiation chapters with Serbia can be anticipated 
as an attempt to avoid EU fatigue and to give assurance that the reform process towards membership is worthwhile”In 
the prospects for membership, from this year onwards, even more focus is placed on good neighborly relations and 
inclusive regional cooperation. The Commission reiterates the need to tackle bilateral issues among acceding countries 
and especially countries of the Western Balkans. However, from what appears to “be in the focus”, if we compare the 
EC assessments of good neighborly relations per country at regional level, one can note that, apart from minor 
adjustments, the same text has been used in each country to address this section. What is interesting though, is that 
the Commission suggests referring disputes to the International Court of Justice, forgetting that the one judgment of 
this Court already delivered in the case of Macedonia vs. Greece is not implemented – a fact totally ignored by EU 

8institutions.

6

 potential candidate (1); sea negotiations start (2); SAA signed (3); application lodged (4); SAA in force (5);  questionnaire sent (6); questionnaire answered (7); candidate (8); decision for 
negotiations (9); launch negotiations (10); negotiations proceed (11), (12), (13); negotiations closed (14); membership (15);
 http://www.osw.waw.pl/en/publikacje/analyses/2015-12-16/european-union-opens-first-chapters-negotiations-serbia 
In its Judgment, the Court has stated that Greece has breached the Interim Agreement between the two countries, by blocking its NATO bid.
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The process of accession negotiations of all Western Balkan countries has been conditioned with taking up the 
necessary reforms in the rule of law field, fight against organized crime and corruption and track record of 
investigations, prosecutions and convictions at all levels in the fight against organized crime and corruption. Hence, an 
explicit condition has emerged for Macedonia, where the recommendation to open accession negotiations is 

9conditioned with the implementation of the June/July political agreement  and substantial progress in implementation 
10 of the “Urgent Reform Priorities”.

5. The fundamentals in the Western Balkans
5.1 Political Criteria

11Below, the average is calculated and presented for the areas that have been subject to harmonized grades. 
Overall, the analysis of the findings made in accordance with the assessments scales are not in favor of prospects for 
EU membership. This does not come as a surprise having in mind that the Commission also notes the lack of proper 
implementation of legislation. However, it serves as an indicator both internally (for the countries) and externally (to 
the EC) on where to channel more focus. The situation in Macedonia is particularly alarming because in comparison to 
other countries of the region is backsliding in its progress with an average value of -0.2.  

13

5.1 Political Criteria
Fragile democratic institutions are common for the countries in the region. Additionally, boycotting parliaments has 
emerged as a new phenomenon and the EC especially notes the cases of Macedonia, Montenegro and Kosovo. In the 
last two the boycotts have been followed by violent incidents inside and outside the parliaments. 
The Commission highlights the politicization in the electoral process, which is present in all countries, but takes note of 
the elections in Montenegro, Albania and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Improved climate towards cooperation with civil 
society was noted in all countries, with representatives of the civil society playing a constructive role in important 
developments in the countries and displaying an increased involvement in the accession process. 

5.1.1 Democracy
Fragile democratic institutions are common for the countries in the region. Additionally, boycotting parliaments has 
emerged as a new phenomenon and the EC especially notes the cases of Macedonia, Montenegro and Kosovo. In the 
last two the boycotts have been followed by violent incidents inside and outside the parliaments. 
The Commission highlights the politicization in the electoral process, which is present in all countries, but takes note of 
the elections in Montenegro, Albania and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Improved climate towards cooperation with civil 
society was noted in all countries, with representatives of the civil society playing a constructive role in important 
developments in the countries and displaying an increased involvement in the accession process.

7

 Agreement signed by the leaders of the four primary political parties in the Republic of Macedonia for resolving the political crisis with international assistance
 Group of independent senior rule of law experts, on a request by the European Commission (8 June 2015). Recommendations of the Senior Experts' Group on systemic Rule of Law issues 
relating to the communications interception revealed in the spring of 2015. Brussels. Available on: http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/news_corner/news/news-
files/20150619_recommendations_of_the_senior_experts_group.pdf
 Public administration reform, Functioning of the judiciary, Fight against corruption, Fight against organized crime and Freedom of expression
 Progress: Backsliding -…- -1; No progress – 0; Some progress – 1; Good progress – 2;  Substantial progress – 3
 Preparedness: Early stage of preparation - 1; Some level of preparation - 2; Moderately prepared - 3; Good level of preparation – 4; High level of preparedness - 5
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5.1.2 Public Administration Reform
The public administration in the region is characterized by high politicization, lack of adherence to the principles of the 
merit system and poor service delivery. Introduction of meritocratic principles in the management of civil service and 
ensuring adequate administrative procedures remains a key requirement for all Western Balkans countries. In this 
field, Bosnia and Herzegovina is at an early stage of preparation, Kosovo has some level of preparation, and the rest of 
the countries are ranked with moderate levels of preparedness. 

5.1.3 Rule of law 
The rule of law remains a challenge for all countries in the region. 

Positive developments are noted, such as putting legal frameworks and institutional structures in place. However, 
adequate implementation needs to be ensured.
  
The Commission is quite direct and uses words such as “selective justice” and “political interference” in the work of 
judicial bodies. Political interference has been explicitly mentioned in the cases of Serbia, Macedonia and Kosovo. 

In the field of functioning of the judiciary, only Montenegro is moderately prepared, while Albania and Kosovo remain at 
an early stage of preparation. Bosnia and Herzegovina, Macedonia and Serbia have some level of preparation. 

Regarding the fight against corruption, only Kosovo is at early stage of preparation while the rest of the countries have 
some level of preparation. None of the counties are at a moderate stage in this field. 

On fight against organised crime, all countries have the same level of preparation as in the fight against corruption. 
Further progress in these areas is dependent upon credible track record in prosecutions, investigations and final 
convictions. 

5.1.4 Human rights and the protection of minorities 
Freedom of expression and media represents a concern in all countries. All countries, without exception, are ranked 
with “some level of preparation”. In term of progress made, Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovina are backsliding in 
this field, while Serbia, Montenegro and Kosovo have no progress. Only Albania has been assessed with some progress 
regarding the freedom of expression and media for this reporting period. 

Intimidation of journalists, interference in the work of public broadcaster, attacks against media practitioners 
and violence against the media are some of the phenomena present in the region.

Intimidation of journalists, interference in the work of public broadcasters, attacks against media practitioners and 
violence against the media are some of the phenomena present in the region. Actions are needed to tackle all of these 
negative developments.
 
The legal framework for protection of human rights is broadly in line with EU standards in most countries of the region, 
except for Bosnia and Herzegovina, where many challenges are noted in this field. In Kosovo the legal and institutional 
framework is “fragmented and ineffective”. 

In all country reports the Commission noted the worrisome situation of Roma, which needs to be improved. The 
discrimination against the LGBTI community, which still needs to be addressed, is especially present in the case of 
Serbia, Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovina.  
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5.1.5 Regional cooperation  
Overcoming bilateral disputes among enlargement countries and Member States continues to present an essential 
part of the accession process.   

All Western Balkan countries have unresolved “bilateral issues” between them and some also with Member States, 
which clearly overshadows the membership prospectsT he Commission notes the positive steps taken through the 
intensified contacts and cooperation at bilateral and regional level. It especially welcomes the border agreements 
between Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Montenegro and Kosovo and the progress made in the 
relations between Serbia and Kosovo. 

In the case of Macedonia, bilateral relations have been developing with most of the countries, except for the relations 
with Bulgaria and Greece, which are described as “continued to be affected” - by the interpretation of history with 
Bulgaria and by the name issue with Greece. 
Montenegro continued with actions towards developing good bilateral relations with all countries, with no major 
obstacles in the dialogue with any of them. 

In the case of Serbia, the demarcation of borders with Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro and Croatia remains 
pending. With regards to the relations with Albania, the Commission notes that the situation has improved overall. 
However, the EC notes fluctuations in the relations with Croatia. With the other countries relations remained good or 
were strengthened further.
 
In the case of Kosovo, it is noted that there are no official relations with Bosnia and Herzegovina since the latter does 
not recognize Kosovo's independence, while with the other countries the relations were maintained, good or improved. 
Progress in the relations between Serbia and Kosovo is seen as a milestone in the accession process. Regarding the 
normalisation of relations between Kosovo and Serbia, the Commission used the same phrases for both countries and 
did not identify separate priorities in this respect.
Albania has good relations with and a constructive approach towards most of the countries in the region. The relation 
with Serbia has been improving.
Bosnia and Herzegovina has also maintained good relations with most of the countries except for Kosovo, the 
independence of which it does not recognize. 
In general, the “Regional Issues and Bilateral Relations” section in the reports does not differ substantiallycountry to 
country. The overall description is the same, with minor adjustments depending on the country. 
 What can be concluded is that all countries of the Western Balkan have unresolved “bilateral issues” between them 
and some also with Member States, which clearly overshadows the membership prospects. 

5.1.6 The expanding “fundamental firsts”
Financial Control, Statistics and Public Procurement are the three additional chapters added to the “fundamentals 
first” as of this year. The criteria and rationale for selection of these areas is not clear, although experts in EU 
integration could find an appropriate explanation. The tendency to connect political criteria (I Copenhagen criterion) 
with membership obligations (III Copenhagen criterion) might lead to more confusion instead of simplification. 
Montenegro, Serbia and Macedonia are moderately prepared in all three chapters. Albania is moderately prepared in 
financial control. Albania has some level of preparation in statistics and public procurement, while Bosnia and 
Herzegovina displayed some level of preparation in public procurement only. Only Kosovo is at an early stage of 
preparation in all three chapters, followed by Bosnia and Herzegovina which is at an early stage in the first two 
chapters (Financial Control and Statistics). 

All Western Balkan countries have unresolved “bilateral issues” between them and some also with 
Member States, which clearly overshadows the membership prospects

9



5.2 Economic criteria  
The most pressing challenges common for all countries are the low level of investments and the high level of 
unemployment. The highest level of unemployment has been noted in Kosovo at 35.3%. Macedonia remains high at 
28%, Bosnia and Herzegovina is at 27.6%, in Serbia it has fallen below 20%, while Montenegro remains persistently 
at 18% and Albania at 17.5%. Especially worrisome is the unemployment among the young, which is above 60% in 
most of the countries and is constantly growing.

The economic criteria tend to be overlooked in comparison to political criteria. In turn, this creates the feeling that not 
much attention is devoted to this Copenhagen criterion. The Economic Reform Programmes (ERP) have replaced the 
pre-accession economic programmes, in line with the strategy not to emphasize accession. This year the 
recommendations from the ERP were reflected in the Annual country reports, which were positive, both in terms of 
consistency and clarity. However, the Commission announced that starting from next year the ERP will be presented 
as a single integrated document with a focus on employment and social challenges. It remains to be seen whether this 
document will also “swallow” the previous pre-accession instruments for employment and social inclusion.

Only Macedonia has a good level of preparation in developing a functioning market economy. Kosovo and Bosnia and 
Herzegovina are at an early stage, while the rest are moderately prepared in developing a functioning market economy. 
Montenegro, Serbia and Macedonia are moderately prepared to cope with competitive pressure and market forces 
within the Union. Albania has some level of preparation, while Bosnia and Herzegovina and Kosovo are at an early 
stage of preparation in their capacities to cope with competitive pressures.
 
Even though only Macedonia has a good level of preparation in developing a market economy, and has had even better 
assessments in the previous years, in terms of “the carrot” this has not made much of a difference. The second stage of 
SAA has continued to be blocked for years now. 

Regionally, progress is quite modest, even low. Macedonia and Kosovo have the lowest grade of progress (0.5), 
Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Montenegro rate at (1), and Serbia with highest grade (1.5) in comparison to 
other countries. Preparedness wise, Macedonia leads with 3.5 (average grade), followed by Montenegro and Serbia 
(3), Albania (2.5) and Bosnia and Herzegovina and Kosovo with the same level of preparedness (1). 

10



5.2 Ability to take the obligations of membership  
All countries face challenges in implementation. Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, and Albania are moderately 
prepared for most acquis chapters, although the level of alignment differs. Bosnia and Herzegovina and Kosovo are at 
an early stage of approximation of legislation for most chapters. 

Only Montenegro has a high level of preparedness, but only for one chapter – intellectual property rights. In terms of 
progress, none of the chapters in any country have been assessed with substantial progress. 

As with the political criteria, the situation with the ability to assume membership obligations is similar at the regional 
level. The progress (0.9755 regional average) and preparedness (2.100 regional average) are not satisfactory at all. 
By comparison, progress wise, Montenegro (1.225) ranks higher and has higher level of progress than the rest of the 
countries, while Kosovo has the lowest level (0.746). Preparedness wise, Macedonia leads regionally with (2.91), 
while Serbia with (2.5) is slightly better, but very close to Montenegro (2.48). Bosnia and Herzegovina has the lowest 
level of preparedness in the region. 

6. REACTIONS   
The publication of the country reports was followed by “internal campaigns” of different actors within the countries. 
The attitudes differ among leaders of the governing parties, opposition and the civil society. While in all countries the 
first used the reports as “PR materials”, to emphasize their commitment towards EU membership and focused 
exclusively on the most positive EC statements, the opposition leaders used them to “blame  and shame” the 
government for their failures to bring the countries closer to the EU and to complete the reforms. Overall, the civil 
society has been more reserved. While all actors praised the EC for the new methodology, only the representatives of 
the civil society raised concerns about the “new approach” and the lack of transparency of the EU on accession 
negotiations; however, they also recognized the critical findings in the reports and called on state institutions to take 
concrete measures to address them properly. 

While the leaders of the governing parties used the reports as “ PR materials”  and  focused exclusively on the 
most positive EC statements, the opposition leaders used it to “blame  and shame” the government for their 
failures to complete the reforms

14
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While the leaders of the governing parties used the reports as “ PR materials”  and  focused exclusively on the most 
positive EC statements, the opposition leaders used it to “blame  and shame” the government for their failures to 
complete the reforms. Montenegro officials focused on the positive side of the report and linked the assessments 
presented in the report with another foreign policy priority of the country – joining the NATO, which was expected in 
early December. In this context, Milo Đukanović, the country's Prime Minister, said that the 2015 report is “the most 
positive report” so far, and will have a positive impact on the country to receive an invitation to join NATO. 

 Computed weighed values, depending on number of EU measures and complexity of chapters.
 Computed weighed values, depending on number of EU measures and complexity of chapters15
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Aleksandar Andrija Pejović, Chief negotiator, highlighted that continuous progress is being made in two thirds of 
negotiation chapters. Representatives of the civil society addressed the lack of transparency of accession 

19negotiations  and have launched an initiative before the European Commission, asking it to proactively publish 
expert opinions on Montenegrin draft laws, reports of TAIEX experts, together with the reports drawn within the 
Twinning Projects and Peer Review Missions. This would be a strong impetus towards the democratization of the 
country. On the other hand, it would prevent the Government from manipulating the findings on its progress (or lack 
thereof).

In Serbia, the vast majority of political leaders' rhetoric focused predominantly on the most positive of EC's 
statements, emphasizing Serbia's success and expressing a strong commitment to the EU integration process. 
However, the Report has a more rigorous tone in a number of areas (principally in the “fundamentals”), indicating that 
challenges are still ahead for Serbia and that its ambitious political and economic reforms need further 
implementation. Despite the precisely nuanced grading of the Commission, that needs to be observed with additional 
caution, the Prime Minister made a statement based on his rough calculation that Serbia showed progress in 33 out of 
34 fields, and that 93% of the Report is positive. Moreover, he indicated that “looking at the results in each country in 

20the region, Serbia has much to be proud of, maybe a little more than others.”
In Macedonia, the report created quite a dilemma between all actors. Whether the report contains a recommendation 
to open accession negotiation or the recommendation is missing has been subject of debate. While the Prime Minister 
Nikola Gruevski said that there is such a recommendation in the report, the representatives of the civil society could 

21not be louder in pointing out that the conditioned recommendation is tantamount to frozen recommendation.  
Actually, at the moment, there is no recommendation by the Commission communicated to the Council. It is a bit 
puzzling how the Commission intends to simplify the messages to the public with a whole new methodology if it does 
not clearly convey its basic conclusion. The declaration of the Prime Minister at the joint press conference with the 
head of the EU Delegation Aivo Orav caused quite a debate. According to the former, the report contains positive 
comments and evaluations; while there are marks and areas where there is insufficient progress, and there is criticism, 
the fact that there is a recommendation means that positive moments have prevailed in the EC assessment regarding 
the fulfillment of the criteria. Still, his main message was that “the people of Macedonia will write the progress report at 

22the election in April.” He added that additional assessments, apart from the one from the people, are not needed. 

In Albania, as in the other Balkan countries, the progress reports was used as “good PR material” for political leaders 
and main institutions to make promises at least two weeks after the official publication of the report, and emphasize 
their commitment to accomplishing the EC recommendations. These declarations were mostly aimed at attacking the 
opposition instead of using the report as a key document and giving concrete reflections to set the direction of ongoing 
reforms. And this is always matter of culture on political discourse.
The report was received positively in Kosovo, with key politicians referring to the substantive developments outlined 
by the Commission. Prime Minister Isa Mustafa referred to the report as “[a] messenger of the intensification of the 
process of integration into the EU”; he praised the collaboration within the ruling coalition and gave assurance that the 

23implementation of the EC recommendations will be a priority for the Government.  However, civil society has been 
significantly more reserved, and noted that many of the recommendations from the 2014 Progress Report on Kosovo 
were reiterated in the current report; they also requested that the institutions take seriously the findings and 
recommendations in the EC report.
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 Jovana Marović and Stevo Muk, Negotiations Between Montenegro and the EU: Data Access for the Privileged Only, Institute Alternative, October 2015, Available at:  http://institut-
alternativa.org/crnogorski-pregovori-informacije-samo-za-odabrane/?lang=en
“Milićević: Izveštaj je potvrda vidljivih rezultata” [Milićević: The Report is a Confirmation of Visible Results] 
http://www.rts.rs/page/stories/sr/story/9/Politika/2100463/Mili%C4%87evi%C4%87%3A+Izve%C5%A1taj+je+potvrda+vidljivih+rezultata.html (10.11.2015)
 Vučić: Napredak u 33 od ukupno 34 poglavlja [Vučić: Progress in 33 out of 34 Chapters] http://www.novosti.rs/vesti/naslovna/politika/aktuelno.289.html:576166-Vucic-Napredak-u-33-
od-ukupno-34-poglavlja-Prosvetarima-7000-dinara-pomoci (10.11.2015) 
 Vučić: EK uvažila rezultate Srbije u 33 poglavlja [Vučić: EC Acknowledged Serbia's Results in 33 Chapters] 
http://www.b92.net/info/vesti/index.php?yyyy=2015&mm=11&dd=10&nav_category=1262&nav_id=1061619 (10.11.2015)
 Ibid.
 http://epi.org.mk/docs/Zamrznata%20preporaka_Analiza%20na%20Izvestajot%20na%20EK%20za%20RM%20za%202015_EPI.pdf 
 http://www.mia.mk/mk/Inside/RenderSingleNews/281/132887870 
 http://www.kryeministri-ks.net/?page=2,9,536323
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http://www.novosti.rs/vesti/naslovna/politika/aktuelno.289.html:576166-Vucic-Napredak-u-33-od-ukupno-34-poglavlja-Prosvetarima-7000-dinara-pomoci%20
http://www.b92.net/info/vesti/index.php?yyyy=2015&mm=11&dd=10&nav_category=1262&nav_id=1061619
http://epi.org.mk/docs/Zamrznata%20preporaka_Analiza%20na%20Izvestajot%20na%20EK%20za%20RM%20za%202015_EPI.pdf
http://www.mia.mk/mk/Inside/RenderSingleNews/281/132887870
http://www.mia.mk/mk/Inside/RenderSingleNews/281/132887870
http://www.kryeministri-ks.net/?page=2,9,5363


7. Appendixes 
7.1 Appendix 1 - Methodology of the comparative overview

Subject of the analysis are:

1.Documents contained in the enlargement package of DG Neighbourhood and Enlargement Negotiations:
- Enlargement Strategy – Communication of the Commission 
- Country reports – staff working papers 

2.Immediate country reactions following the publication of the progress reports
The country reports are analysed through a content analysis method. Each area/chapter of the report is coded in 
terms of two variables:
- Progress done in the last year; 
- Level of preparedness (to take on obligations for membership).

24 For the purpose of the coding, a coding matrix has been developed.

Since, the EC has not applied the harmonised assessment to all areas, coding is applied for areas where EC 
assigned clear grades. In areas where reports are descriptive, the main conclusions are derived from the 
Enlargement strategy, the countries summaries attached to the Strategy and conclusions from the report itself. 
Grades are presented as average values separately for political criteria, economic criteria and acquis/standards. 
Weighing: weighing is applied for the 33 chapters of the acquis, since some chapters are much more demanding 
than others. 
The weighing is based on:
- number of EU measures (directives, regulations, etc.);
- complexity of transposition and implementation of the EU acquis. 
The coding system is applied for all countries to ensure consistency and comparability. 
In order to achieve comparability, the assessment of European standards for Bosnia and Herzegovina and Kosovo 
are classified according to chapters of acquis. In cases when the grade in the text is differentiated for 
areas/chapters, they have been coded as such in the matrix. If not, the same grade is repeated for all the chapters 
covered by the corresponding title. 
In addition to the coding matrix, each think tank has produced a report with the main findings, separately on 
political criteria, economic criteria and acquis. These contain the main differences from last year, key challenges 
and observed trends. 

13

    The methodology of this analysis has been developed by EPI – Skopje. EPI has used this methodology since 2011. 
See EPI previous reports:
Same recommendation, New recommendation, the Report of the European Commission on the progress of the Republic of Macedonia in 2012 under scrutiny 
http://epi.org.mk/docs/analiza_-_zakluchoci_-_ocenki_po_kriteriumi_i_poglavja_pr_2012_mk_commentary_%D0%9C%D0%9A.pdf
Initial analysis of the Report of the European Commission on the progress of the Republic of Macedonia in 2013, available at:
http://epi.org.mk/docs/prvicna_analiza_na_izvestajot_na_ek_za_napredokot_na_rm_za_2013.pdf
Overshadowed recommendation, Analysis of the Report of the European Commission on the progress of the Republic of Macedonia in 2014
http://epi.org.mk/docs/Preporaka%20vo%20senka_Analiza%20na%20Izvestajot%20na%20EK%20za%20napredokot%20na%20RM%20za%202014.pdf 

http://epi.org.mk/docs/analiza_-_zakluchoci_-_ocenki_po_kriteriumi_i_poglavja_pr_2012_mk_commentary_%D0%9C%D0%9A.pdf
http://epi.org.mk/docs/prvicna_analiza_na_izvestajot_na_ek_za_napredokot_na_rm_za_2013.pdf
http://epi.org.mk/docs/prvicna_analiza_na_izvestajot_na_ek_za_napredokot_na_rm_za_2013.pdf
http://epi.org.mk/docs/prvicna_analiza_na_izvestajot_na_ek_za_napredokot_na_rm_za_2013.pdf
http://epi.org.mk/docs/Preporaka%20vo%20senka_Analiza%20na%20Izvestajot%20na%20EK%20za%20napredokot%20na%20RM%20za%202014.pdf


7.2 Appendix 2 – Previous EC assessment scales 
and those introduced in 2015 

7.3 Independent analysis and follow up of EC country report of Western Balkan countries
7.3.1 Analysis and follow up of the EC country report for 2015 for Montenegro
7.3.2 Analysis and follow up of the EC country report for 2015 for Serbia
7.3.3 Analysis and follow up of the EC country report for 2015 for Macedonia
7.3.4 Analysis and follow up of the EC country report for 2015 for Albania
7.3.5 Analysis and follow up of the EC country report for 2015 for Kosovo

Not used in 2015
Next editions will include separate analysis of Bosnia and Herzegovina as wel
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