Bicauk XHY imeni B. H. Kapasina, cepis «Ilutanus mosiroJiorii», Bun. 38, 2020

ITOPIBHAJIBHA ITOJIITOJIOI'TA

DOI: 10.26565/2220-8089-2020-38-04
YK 321.6/.7 Oleksandr Romanyuk

Professor, Doctor in Political Science,
Simon Kuznets Kharkiv National University of Econiom
Nauki avenue, 9-A, Kharkiv, 61166, Ukraine,
olexromanyuk@ukr.net
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8756-9018

THE END OF POSTCOMMUNISM AND THE TRENDSOF THE FURTHER
DEVELOPMENT OF EX-POSTCOMMUNIST COUNTRIES

The article is devoted to clarifying the problemtted end of postcommunist transformations and
the essence of the further development of the stcguomunist countrie3he avalanche collapse of
the communist regimes at the turn of the 1980s I80s led to the beginning of postcommunist
transformations. Today it can be stated that thiscpss is over. The author argues this conclusion
with the following considerations: 1) any transf@tmonal process, the essence of which is to
replace one quality of society or its political ®m with another, cannot go on indefinitely, it mus
end someday; 2) the end of the transformation m®ce due to the establishment of a new quality;
3) the totalitarian nature of the previous communmigimes presupposes the multivariate end of
postcommunist transformations.

Various postcommunist countries have achieved rdifferesults during transformations. In
Central-Eastern Europe, the Baltic States, and anber of countries in South-Eastern Europe,
postcommunist transformations have culminated i thstablishment of democracy. The
transformations of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Tajémsaind Uzbekistan was over the establishment of
authoritarian regimes. Neo-totalitarian regimes baamerged in Belarus, Russia, and Turkmenistan.
In Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Armenia, Geayr¢fiosovo, Macedonia, Moldova and Ukraine,
political development fluctuates between democraicg authoritarianism for a long time. The
author concludes that the period of postcommunisialithese countries finally over in the middle
of 2010s.

The end of postcommunism marked the beginning ofeva stage in the socio-political
development of the ex-communist countries. Its nedencies are revealed in this pap&he
author includes in such: 1) a fall the level of demmacy in Central-Eastern and South-Eastern
Europe; 2) astrengthening differentiation of political developmh of single regions and the
countries; 3) a growth of nationalism; 4) a changasrelations with the E{J4) a strengthening
Russia's interference.

Keywords: postcommunist transformations, the end of posteonism, post-postcommunism,
democracy, authoritarianism, neo-totalitarianism.
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KIHEIIb IOCTKOMYHI3MY TA TEHJAEHIII MOJIAJILIIIOTO PO3BUTKY
KOJMIIHIX KOMYHICTUYHUX KPATH

Jocrioscyromvcs npobnemu 3aKiHYeHHsT NOCMKOMYHICMUYHUX MPaHcopmayitl. ma cymHocmi
nOOANBLUL020 DO3BUMKY KOJUWHIX NOCMKOMYHICIMUYHUX KpaiH. JIaBUHHUUL Kpax KOMYHICMUYHUX
peaxcumis Ha mednci 1980-90x cnpuuunus nouamox nocmromyHicmuynux mpancgopmayiti. Cb0200Hi
MOJICHA KOHCmamyeamu, wo yeu npoyec gice 3axinueno. Hasoosmucsa 6i0nogioni apeymenmu 0iisi
mako2o 6ucHosky: 1) OyIb-saxutl mpancopmayiinui npoyec, CYymHicnmp K020 NOAA2AE 8 3AMIHI
OOHIEL AKOCMI CYCRIbemMea abo 1020 NOLIMUYHOL cucmemMu Ha iHULY, He Modice mpueamu Oe3KiHeuHo,
BIH MAE KOMUCH 3AKIHYUMUCS, 2) 3aKIHYEHHsT MPAHCHOPMAYIUHO20 NPOYECy 3yMOGIEHE YCMAIeHHIM
Ho8oI sxocmi;, 3) momanimapHull Xapakmep HONEPEeOHIX KOMYHICTIUYHUX DEeNCUMIE 3YMOBIIOE
bazamosapianmuiCMe 3aKiHYeHHsI NOCMKOMYHICIUYHUX MPpanchopmayiil.

3a wac nocmkomyHicmuuHux mpanc@opmayii pisHi Kpainu 0ocsenu GiOMiHHUX pe3yibmamis. Y
xkpainax [enmpanvrno-Cxionoi €sponu, banmii ma nuszyi xpain Ilieoenno-Cxionoi €eponu
NOCMKOMYHICMUYHI ~ mpanchopmayii - 3axkinuuiucs ycmaneHuam Oemoxpamii. Tpancpopmayii
Asepbatioscany, Kazaxcmany, Taoocuxucmany ma Y30ekucmauy 3aKiHUUAUCA —VYCMALEHHAM
asmopumapuux pexcumie. Y binopyci, Pocii ma Typkmenicmani uUHUKIU HEOMOMANIMAPHI
pexcumu. B Anbanii, bocuii i I'epyecosuni, Bipmenii, Ipys3ii, Kocoso, Maxeoonii, Mondosi ma
Yipaini mpusanuii  nepio0 nonimuunuii po36UMOK  KOAUBAEMbCA MIdC O0eMOKpamieo ma
aemopumapusmom. Cmeepoxcyemuvcs, WO Nepio0 NOCMKOMYHIZMY OCMAMOYHO 3A8ePUIUBC 8
cepeouni 2010x.

Kineyb nocmxomymnizmy nokiaé nouamox HO8OMY emany NOJIMUYHO20 PO3GUMK) KOJUWIHIX
KOMYHICmMU4HUX Kpain. Busnauaiomscs ocnoeni tioco mendenyii: 1) nadinns piens demokpamusayii 6
kpainax Llenmpanono-Cxionoi ma Iliedenno-Cxionoi €sponu; 2) nocunenns oughepenyiayii
RONIMUYHO20 PO3GUMKY OKpeMux pe2ionie ma Kpaiwn; 3) 3pocmanns Hayionanizmy 4) icmomui 3minu
y ionocunax 3 €C; 5) nocunenns smpyuanns Pocii.

Knrouoei cnoea. nocmkomynicmuuni mpaucgopmayii, KiHeyb NOCMKOMYHI3MY, NOCHI-
HOCMKOMYHI3M, 0eMOKPAMIsL, AGMOPUMAPUIM, HEOMOMATIMAPUIM.
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KOHEIl IOCTKOMMYHHU3MA U TEHAEHIIAW JAJIBHEMIIETO PA3BUTH A
BbIBIINX KOMMYHUCTHYECKUX CTPAH

Hccneoyromes npobrembl OKOHYAHUA NOCMKOMMYHUCMUYECKUX MPAHCHOpMayuil u CywHocmu
oanvHeuweeo  pazeumus  ObIGWUX — NOCMKOMMYHUCmMU4Yeckux  cmpawn. Jlagunnvli — Kpax
KOMMYHUcmudeckux pescumos na pyoesce 1980-90x. nonoocun navano nocmxommyHucmudeckum
mpancgopmayusam. Ce200HA MONMCHO KOHCMAMUPOBAMb, YMO IMOM NHPOYECC YiHce 3A6ePULEH.
Ilpusoosimess ~ coomeemcmesylowue  apeymenmsl  OsL  makozco  evieoda. 1)  moboil
MPAHCHOPMAYUOHHBITL NPOYecc, CYWHOCMb KOMOPO2O 3aKIIOUAEMCs 8 3dMeHe 00H020 Kauecmed
obwecmea U e2o NOAUMUYECKOU CUCIEMbl OpYeUM, He MOdCem NPOoOOHCaAMbCsl OeCKOHEYHO, OH
K020a-mo  3aKOHYUMCsi;,  2)  OKOHYAHUSL — MPAHCHOPMAYUOHHO2O0 — npoyecca  00YCI061eHO
YCMAHOBIEHUEM HOB020 Kauecmed, 3) momanumapHulil Xapakmep npeobloyuux KOMMYHUCTIUYECKUX
pedcumos 00y cnoenusaen MHO208apuUaHmHOCIMb OKOHUAHUS NOCIKOMMYHUYECKUX Mpanc@opmayui.

3a epemsi nOCMKOMMYHUCIIUYECKUX MPAHCHOpMayuti pasHvle Cmpanvbl O0CMUSTU PA3TUYHBIX
pezynomamos. B cmpanax [lenmpanvno-Bocmounoti Eeponvt, bammuu u psde cmpan [FOzo-
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Bocmounoii  Esponvl  nocmkomMmyHucmudeckue mpancgopmayuy  3aKOHYUIUCL VYCMAHOBIeHUeM
Oemoxpamuu. Tpancghopmayuu Aszepdaiiosicana, Kazaxcmana, Taoacuxucmana u Y3zbexucmana
3aKOHYUNUCL YCMAHOBNIeHUeM A8MOopumapHulx pexcumos. B Benapycu, Poccuu u Typxmenucmane
BO3HUKIU Heomomaaumapuvie pedcumvt. B Anbanuu, bBocnuu u ['epyecosune, Apmenuu, I py3uu,
Kocoso, Maxkedoonuu, Mondose u Ykpaune norumuueckoe pazeumue OaUMeNIbHbIL NEePUOO
Koneonemcsi medxcoy OemMoKkpamueu U asmopumapusmom. Ymeepoicoaemcs ymo nepuoo
NOCMKOMMYHU3MA OKOHYamenbHo 3asepuiunics 6 cepeourne 2010x.

Koney nocmxkommyHuzma noiodjcunl Havaio HOBOMY 3MAany NOJUMUYECKO20 PA36Umus Obl8UIUX
KOMMYHUCmu4eckux cmpau. Onpedensiomcsi OCHosHble e20 menoenyuu. 1) nadenue yposHs
oemokpamuzayuu 6 cmpanax Llenmpanvrno-Bocmounou u FO20-Bocmounoi Eéponvl; 2) ycunenue
oupghepenyuayuu  nOIUMUYECKO20  pazsumMusi OMOENbHLIX Pe2uoHo8 u cmpaw; 3)  pocm
Hayuonanuzma; 4) usmenenus 6o ézaumoomuoutenusx ¢ EC; 5) ycunenue emewamenscmea Poccuu.

Knroueswvie cnoea. nocmxkommyHucmuieckue mpancghopmayuu, Koney noCmKOMMYHUIMA, NOCH-
HOCMKOMMYHU3IM, OEMOKPAMUSL, ABMOPUMAPUIM, HEOMOMATUMAPUIM.

regimes at the turn of the 1980s and 1990s le@f It end and the trends of further development
to the beginning of postcommunist of the former communist countries are still
transformations. Although they had a muchdebatable. Theim of this paper is to express
more complex structure than previous political MY Vision of these questions.

transitions due to the fact that radical change%hou\é\{]rt'gtoir? mg grr'% %ff Egzttccoonr]nr?nuunri]isgnrr? I\\/AvKich I

had to take place not only in politics but also in > .
the econompy and SOCiE;./| Cl?lture and to theSet ?uli[ in my previous work (Romanyuk 2017),
are follows.

binary nature of transformation processes in , .
most countries today we can stated that First, any transformation process cannot
last indefinitely, it must end someday. The

postcommunist period is over and new period “> . : :
begun. ?ekrIOd dlurlng _Wh(Iij]l th(ca]l trans\,tfr(l)rmtat|onf proc?_ss
akes place is defined as the transformation
The problems = of the end of period. The transformation period ends with the

postcommunism were raised in the works by ;
Charles King (King 2000), Andras Bozoki end of the transformation process. The essence

(Bozoki 2004), Peter Gross and Viadimir Of the transformation period is the change of
Tismaneanu (Gross&Tismaneanu 2005), OlehPne guality of society or its political system to

Havrylyshyn ~ (Havrylyshyn ~ 2006),  Paul another. Thus, the identifier of the end of

Kubicek (Kubicek 2009), Peng Lu (Peng Lu Postcommunist  transformations = and

2012), as well as in one of my previous postcommunist period should be considered the
publication (Romanyuk 2017). The new stage,change of communist quality to a new (non-
which came after postcommunism, was covered?©mmunist) one. L .

in the latest reports «Nations in Transit» by ___Second, the new quality is characterized by

Freedom Houge However, the questions of the MOreé _or less long-term —consistency. The
transformation period differs from the «normal»

one in that there a change in social quality in the
first case, while changes occur within the
established quality in the second event. Namely,
1 Of the 30 post-communist countries, 24 (80%) werethe establishment of a new (non-communist)
newly formed states that emerged as a result of theOlitical system should be considered the end of
collapse of the Soviet Union, the socialist anchttiee ~ the postcommunist period of the ex-communist
new Yugoslavia, and the «velvet divorce» of
Czechoslovakia_. As a result, within the framewo_fk O 3 Thys, Peng LU sees China and Vietnamtas tird
the_transf(_)rmatlon process, there were tv_vo traomssti camp of postcommunismxPeng Li 2012: 353).
somo-po_hhcal (tr;a_nsﬂmn from a_t_otalltarlan $§8) _ However, as the political systems in China and
and national-political one (transition to a SOV8Mei  \/igtnam remains communist due to the monopoly rule
national statehood). of the communist parties, their control over ecoiwom

2 Nations in Transit program was set up to studydevelopment and the official status of communist
reforms in the former communist countries. Today it ideology, it is not possible to consider them
covers all these countries except Mongolia. postcommunist countries.
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countries development, after which a new (Huntington 1993:. 267). The «two-turnover
period begins. Peng LU notes that when theest» allows also identify the end of
normalization is achieved and stabilized, thepostcommunist transformation in Mongofia.
transition isover andthe new problems of these The postcommunist transformations of
countries«are not transitional matters anymore» Azerbaijan, = Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and
(Peng Lu 2012: 350-351). Uzbekistan ended with the consolidation of
Third, if the end of the transition from authoritarian regimes at the turn of the 1990s
authoritarian regimes was the establishment oind 2000s. This is illustrated by the monitoring
democracy or the failure with its establishment,of Freedom House. Oleh Havrylyshyn noted in
the totalitarian nature of communist regimesthis regard that although these countries were
leads to more options for determining the end ofcaught in a trap oligarchic, autocratic regime of
postcommunist transformations. They may endpartial capitalism and is far from developed
in the establishment of democracy or democracy, transitional processes in these
authoritarian regime, or a return to the countries are finished (Havrylyshyn 2006: 255).
totalitarian quality of society (Romanyuk 2017: The elections are also held periodically in these
6-8). countries (albeit with the dosed patrticipation of
When and how did the postcommunist the opposition), but they are not free,
period over? Postcommunist transformations competitive and fair.
lasted of different time period and had ended ir A special place among the postcommunist
different consequences in various countries.  autocracies is occupied by Belarus, Russia and
In Central-Eastern Europe (Poland, Turkmenistan, where the tendencies of re-
Slovakia, the Czech Republic, Hungary), thetotalitarianization have taken effect. Their
Baltic (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania) and a number systems are characterized not only by the
of countries in South-Eastern Europe (Bulgaria,autocratic nature political power but also the
Romania, Slovenia and Croatia), state-monopolistic character of the economy,
postcommunist transformations lasted from oneideological control and brutal interference of the
and a half to two decades and are over thigovernment in private life. As for Russia, we
establishment of democracy. Andras Bozokimust add to this its imperialist and expansionist
aptly remarkedthat «just as neither Germany foreign policy. Such systems should be defined
nor Italy were called postfascist countries inas neo-totalitarian, as they are not only different
1960, fifteen vears after the Second World War.from classical totalitarianism, but are not
so Poland, Hunagary, and the Czech Republiicommunist.  Neo-totalitarian  systems in
have shed the title of postcommunist statesdifferent countries of this group have their own
fifteen years after Communism fell» (Bozoki specifics. The system of Turkmenistan can be
2005: 34).The establishment of democracy in defined as patriarchal totalitarianism, since the
these countries is ambiguously evidenced byintroduction of totalitarian relations is justified
their accession to the European Union, whicrby the historical and cultural traditions of the
requires its new members to have a stabliTurkmen nation. The Belarusian system is a
democracy, a functioning market economy ancconservative totalitarianism that retains many
to ensure respect for fundamental civil libertieselements of the Soviet era, but power persecutes
and political rights. The Czech Republic, the Communist Party (as well as the opposition
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia andas a whole). In Russia, imperialist
Slovenia joined the EU in 2004, Bulgaria and totalitarianism was formed during Putin's rule,
Romania in 2007, and Croatia in 2013he  as its goal is to create a «Russian World» based
establishment of democracy in these countries ion the annexation of territories inhabited by
also evidenced by the Hunington’s «two- ethnic Russians and the so-called «Russian-
turnover test» according to which democracyspeaking population». Since during the
can be considered consolidated if the authorityfunctioning of such regimes new (non-
twice passed after the first free elections fromcommunist) system quality has been
one political force to another by electoral way established, it should be noted that the

* The delay in the democratization of Croatia was ® Mongolia became an electoral democracy and gained
caused by the Serbo-Croatian war of 1991-1995. the status of a free country in 1991 [Freedom & th
5 Thus, Gross and Tismaneanu believe that theWorld 1992-1992: 330-332]. The 1992 parliamentary

postcommunist period in Romania is over when the ex €lections were won by the ex-commuriiséPRP. The

communists were again ousted from power in the 20047€Xt parliamentary elections brought victory to Bie.
presidential and parliamentary elections (Gross &S @ result of the 2000 electionslPRP returned to

Tismaneanu 2005). power.
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postcommunist period is also over in theselatest socio-economic, domestic and foreign
countries. policy factors will play a leading role in
The most difficult problem is finding the end determining the further trends of their social
of postcommunism in Albania, Bosnia and development.
Herzegovina, Armenia, Georgia, Kosovo, What trends determine the new period
Macedonia, Moldova and Ukraine, whose of development? The main trends in the
development varies between democracy andlevelopment of ex-communist countries in the
authoritarianism for a long time (with the new period of their history are as follows.
difference that some countries cross this border  First, there is a fall of the level of
and others approach it and return). In this casedemocracy in Central-Eastern and South-
we can say about the «stabilization of Eastern Europe. If in 2010, there were 5
instability». The permanent changes inconsolidated democracies and 7 semi-
democratic and authoritarian trends in someconsolidated ones in this region, the number of
Latin American countries, as Huntington noted, consolidated democracies decreased to 3 and
are their political systems. (Huntington 1993, semi-consolidated democracies to 4 in 20109.
41-42). Thus, postcommunist transitions can bdnstead, the number of hybrid regimelsas
considered complete in this group of countriesmore than doubled (from 3 to 7) (Nation in
as well, albeit with the establishment of Transit 2011 & 2020). The situation in
unstable systents. Hungary, which was one of the democratic
Summarizing the above, we can concludeleaders in the postcommunist period, is
that the period of postcommunism in a group ofparticularly striking. After the return to power
the countries that lost communist regimes at theof FIDES (it won an absolute number of seats in
turn of the 1989-90s finally completed in the the republic's legislature at the 2010
middle 2010s. During this time, communist parliamentary elections (263 seats out of 386)
systems were dismantled and new (non-and the formation of a second government by
communist) systems created, although they ar&/iktor Orbart®, processes of curtailiment of
very different from each other. The end of democracy, attack on political rights and civil
postcommunism also means that the return ofiberties, strengthening government control over
communist regimes is no longer possible.the mass-media and education began. The result
Today, there are no political forces in the ex-was a rapid decline in the country's
communist countries that can turn the wheel ofdemocratization rating. Hungary worsened the
history back. The communist parties of thesequality of its political regime from a
countries either became social democratic, orconsolidated democracy to a non-consolidated
were marginalized or banned. Over the pasibne in 2014, and it has been characterized as a
twenty-five years, a new generation, that hashybrid one since 2019 (Nations in Transit 2015
been formed in a new social context and has no& 2020). Poland (another leader of
been zombied by communist propaganda, haslemocratization in the 1990s) is deteriorated the
entered an active social life. quality of its regime from consolidated
The end of postcommunism does not meardemocracy to semi-consolidated in 2019
that in the ex-communist countries there cannofNations in Transit 2020). Albania (in 2010),
be any new system changes in the near fliture Northern Macedonia (in 2013), as well as
However, these will be other transitions that Serbia and Montenegro (both in 2018) crossed
will have their starting and ending positions. from semi-consolidated democracies to hybrid
Although the consequences of the communistegimes (Nations in Transit 2011, 2014 and
era will still affect the development of these 2017).
countries for a long time, but not them, but the

" Kubicek believes that the end of postcommunism in® Political regimes are classified as hybrid acaugdo
Ukraine came as a result of the Orange Revolutionthe Nation in Transition’s methodology, while
(Kubicek 2009: 323). Freedom in the World defines of most such reginges a

8 The events that began in Belarus in August 202@ we electoral democracies, ~as gov-ernment is formed
a clear confirmation of this thesis. Until recently through free and competitive elections.

Belarus was considered a pattern of political $itgpi ' Prior to that, Orban was the Prime Minister of
but the brute falsification of the results of thestl Hungary in 1998-2002 Paradoxically, Hungary
presidential election sparked mass protests, wiacte integrated ininto NATO (in 1999) and created the

not stopped for the fourth month and are capable ofconditions for EU accession (in 2004) under his
overthrowing the Lukashenko regime. leadership.
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Second, the differentiation of political influx of migrants from the Middle East and
development of single regions and the countrieAfrica to Europe. The Czech Republic,
amplifies. In contrast to countries where theHungary, Poland and Slovakia strongly opposed
quality of democracy has deteriorated, thethe introduction of refugee quotas by EU and
Czech Republic, Slovakia and Slovenia, as wellrefused to accept migrants. The pressure on the
as the Baltic States, retain their status asmplementation of quotas by EU has caused
consolidated democracies. Moldova (in 2010)great concern in Croatia, Estonia, Latvia and
and Kosovo (in 2016) improved their status other countries.
from semi-consolidated authoritarianism to Fifth, Russia's interference in the political
hybrid regimes(Nations in Transit 2011 & development of other ex-communist countries is
2017). Bosnia and Herzegovina, Georgia andintensifying. When Putin came to power,
Ukraine maintain the hybrid quality of their Russia's policy toward the countries of the
regimes in the conditions of the continuing former communist camp changed from
struggle between democratic and authoritarianconservative to revanchist. Its deepest goal is
tendenciesThere has been little movement on the integration of post-Soviet states into Russia
the autocratic spectrun®ver the last decade, and established controls over the CEE and SEE
only Kyrgyzstan has changed the status of itscountries. In order to implement it, Russia
regime from semi-consolidated authoritarianismresorted to direct military aggression against
to consolidated ones (in 2017) (Nations in Georgia (in 2008) and Ukraine (in 2014), thus
Transit 2018).Today, only Armenia remains a trying to stop the movement of these countries
country with a semi-consolidated authoritarianto the EU and NATO. Russia wage a real
regime (Nations in Transit 2020). information war against liberal democratic

Third, there is a growth of nationalism. governments, standard accusing them in
Radical-nationalist parties (Jobbik in Hungary, corruption, supporting anti-Western forces, and
Ataka in Bulgaria, LPR in Poland, PRM in interfering in elections in other countries.
Romania, SDP in Slovenia, EKRE in Estonia) Conclusion. The understanding that the
entered to parliaments or increased theirfformer communist countries are no longer post-
representation there. Nationalist tendencies haveommunist has become established in political
significantly intensified in Poland since the Law science as well as in economics. The difference
and Justice Party came to power in 2015in approaches to the definition of
Nationalism flourish even more in Hungary «postcommunism» and the position of its end is
under Orban's government, and its foreigndue to the social-politic context in which
policy became inherent irredentism. We are noresearchers to work. Although the term «post-
longer talking about Russia, where nationalismpostcommunism» has appeared in some
IS rampant. scientific works?, it has not yet acquired its

Fourth, there are significant changes inmeaning as conceptual basis.
relations with the EU. In the past, European Of course, the new period of development
integration was a priority for most European of the former communist countries is connected
postcommunist countries, as it promised towith the post-communist one (just as the
include them in the free trade EU area and ledostcommunist time was connected with the
to significant EU assistance in implementing communist one). However, the essence, tasks
economic reforms and mitigating their social and trends of socio-political development have
consequences. Today, the wave ofchanged significantly. If the postcommunist
Euroscepticism is gaining strength in them. Thisperiod was characterized by a change in the
is due to the decline of the EU economy due tosystemic quality of societies, then in the new
the financial and economic crisis of 2008, period social development takes place in
which significantly reduced the ability to help conditions of relatively stable quality. If the
new members and candidates as well as thahain task of the past period was to change the
pressure for immediate implementation of EU quality of socio-political systems, now such a
political and humanitarian standards, withouttask has been to preserve them.) The study of
taking into account the specifics of the situationthe conditions in which the further social and
and the state of culture in individual countries, political development of the former communist
and that a certain disregard for the interests ofnow former postcommunist) countries and it
new members in decision-making by EU tendencies takes place has only just begun.
governing bodies. The conflict between the EU
governing bodies and new members was greatly! the authorship of this term belongs to CharlesyKin
fueled by the migration crisis that arose in (King 2000).
autumn 2015 in connection with the record
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Some of them were only outlined in this paper. Freedom in the World 1991-1992. Political
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