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Abstract. After the dissolution of SFR Yugoslavia, between the former 
Yugoslav republics arose the problems concerning the delimitation of 
territory. Serbia, also, has territorial disputes with certain former republics 
of the SFR Yugoslavia. However, EU sets the Serbia Serbia the solution 
of those disputes as a condition for joining the EU. On the other hand, 
many EU countries have territorial disputes with other member states, as 
well as with third countries. In international law there is no general rule, 
according to which the retreating boundary between the states. The author 
deals with issues of particular territorial disputes in the EU and between 
the EU countries and countries of the Western Balkan. Practically, these 
disputes between EU countries have existed before, and have not been 
resolved to their joining the organization. Whether the EU can guarantee 
resolution of these disputes is one of the issues raised in the paper, given 
that many disputes are not settled in countries that are longer or shorter 
time-EU countries. The conclusion is that it can not, because there are no 
adequate tools for this so that all the leaves to the states in disputes.

Аннотация. После распада СФРЮ между бывшими югославски-
ми республиками возникли проблемы, касающиеся разграничения 
территории. Сербия также имеет территориальные споры с неко-
торыми бывшими республиками Югославской СФРЮ. Однако ЕС 
ставит перед Сербией решение этих споров в качестве условия для 
вступления в ЕС. Вместе с тем многие страны ЕС имеют территори-
альные споры с другими государствами-членами, а также с третьими 
странами. В международном праве нет общего правила, согласно 
которому отступает граница между государствами. Автор рассма-
тривает вопросы конкретных территориальных споров в ЕС, а также 
между странами ЕС и Западных Балкан. На практике эти споры 
между странами ЕС существовали и раньше и не были разрешены 
до их вступления в организацию. Может ли ЕС гарантировать раз-
решение этих споров – это один из вопросов, поднятых в документе, 
учитывая, что многие споры не разрешаются в странах, которые на-
ходятся в ЕС более длительно или кратковременно. Напрашивается 
вывод, что это невозможно, потому что для этого нет адекватных 
инструментов, так что в спорах все остается за государствами.

Keywords: territorial disputes, EU members, third countries, Western 
Balkan, demarcation.

Ключевые слова: территориальные споры, члены ЕС, третьи 
страны, Западные Балканы, демаркация.



Современное международное право: проблемы и вызовы434

Introduction

A territorial dispute can be defined as a conflict over the border 
between two or more states, which boils down to a dispute over the border 
line or border regime. The conflict arises when one of the interested 
parties disputes the other party‘s sovereignty over a certain area and 
asserts its demands, in situations where demarcation has not been carried 
out. A territorial dispute can arise for various reasons, such as imprecise 
geographical maps, the appearance of an island on a river that represents 
a natural border between two states, disputed activities in the border zone, 
etc. The territorial dispute must be resolved urgently so as not to endanger 
the relationship between two or more countries (Krivokapić, 311). Many 
such disputes are litigated before international courts and arbitrations. 
These disputes can also arise as a result of unresolved situations from the 
era of colonialism, then as a result of the division of the state into two 
or more new ones. A territorial dispute should be distinguished from a 
border incident, which is a form of violation of the state border. Then it 
is not an armed attack (Krivokapić, 311). 

It is a general rule that new states arise and take shape on the territory 
of the previous state formation, as well as within the borders, especially 
when they are internationally recognized and established or guaranteed 
by the treaties of the former sovereign. Neighboring countries could 
eventually raise the issue of borders in relation to new states, but that is a 
matter of negotiations between a certain country and the new sovereign 
(Čolović, 1999, 36). When determining the boundaries, it is possible to 
apply various principles. The most frequently applied principle is the 
delimitation, which can be corrected by a referendum of the population, 
i.e. plebiscite. There is no general rule in international law, according to 
which borders between states would be drawn. The criteria for this are 
very different, from natural boundaries in the geographical sense to those 
determined by the principle of fairness (Čolović, 1999, 36).

In order to be able to talk about territorial disputes in EU countries, 
we have to say that there are a large number of reasons that led to them. 
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On the other hand, in the countries of the Western Balkans, we must 
say that they did not arise only as a consequence of disintegration, that 
is, as a consequence of succession, but as a consequence of unresolved 
issues related to the administrative borders between the the republics 
within Yugoslavia (Čolović, 2014, 490). In order for a state to exist, in 
terms of international law, the following elements must exist: a certain 
area; population; and an organization independent of another state. And 
some authors add another condition, which is the state's ability to govern 
according to the rules of international law (Andrassy, 54).

1. Does the EU define mechanisms for resolving 
territorial disputes

The main question that we will ask in this paper refers to the fact of 
the existence of these disputes within the EU. It must be said that border, 
as well as territorial, disputes exist between the EU members themselves, 
which existed before, before their entry into this organization, as well as 
that there is this type of dispute between EU members and candidates 
for EU entry, then between of the candidates themselves for joining the 
EU, and, finally, between the aforementioned states and third countries. 
Are these disputes an obstacle to joining the EU? Obviously they are not, 
bearing in mind that the states are admitted to the EU, although it can be 
assumed that these disputes will not be resolved in a more «visible» period. 
Another question that must be asked is about the mechanisms that the 
EU has available to resolve these disputes. It must be said right away that 
these mechanisms do not exist, except for the instruments, which, by the 
way, exist within the framework of international law for solving border 
issues. These are issues that two or more countries must resolve on their 
own. Those questions are individual. Some of these disputes have a long 
history, some are less significant.

Although many of the official EU documents, which were adopted 
before the Copenhagen criteria, only implicitly foresee the norms for 
which the EU stands, subsequent documents, such as the Copenhagen 
criteria and the Madrid Agreement, define that the EU should be guided by 
the normative values on which the EU rests, when it comes to international 
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affairs. Given that the EU wants to influence the decisions and «behaviour» 
of other states, the logical question is whether non-member states will be 
interested in joining the EU, as well as what will be their motive for joining 
the EU. If a country fails to enter the EU, one of the reasons for that will 
be that that country will not be strongly motivated (Slobodchikoff, 34).

2. Territorial disputes between EU members

We will mention some of the territorial disputes within the EU. Some 
of them have existed for hundreds of years, and some are related to issues of 
the use of economic resources. However, the fact that these countries are the 
members of the EU did not lead to a solution to the problem. Practically, the 
above could lead to the conclusion that the solution of territorial problems 
as a condition for entering this international organization is selective.

2.1. Great Britain and Spain – dispute over Gibraltar

The territory of Gibraltar has caused disputes for hundreds of years. 
The reason for this is the ideal position of this territory, that is, the Strait 
of Gibraltar. The narrow passage provides access to the Mediterranean, 
which is of great importance for the transport of goods. The UK and 
Morocco have military control over the Strait of Gibraltar, unlike Spain, 
although Spain has significant military bases near the Strait. The decision 
on military control was made by NATO, which is the result of a special 
relationship between the US and Great Britain. Gibraltar's status is defined 
as «British Overseas Territory». The territory of Gibraltar was ceded 
to Great Britain, forever, by the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713 (Krivokapić, 
302). Since that year, Spain has tried three times to recapture Gibraltar 
through sieges, but without success. Due to a misunderstanding between 
Britain and Spain, the border between Gibraltar and the mainland was 
closed between 1969 and 1985. Even today, Spain does not give up its 
claim. The sovereignty of Gibraltar is the main point of contention. The 
inhabitants of Gibraltar rejected the acceptance of Spanish sovereignty 
in a referendum in 1967, as well as in 2002. Under the 2006 Constitution, 
Gibraltar manages its own affairs, but defense and foreign affairs remain 



Современное международное право: проблемы и вызовы 437

the responsibility of Great Britain. The dispute has not been resolved to 
date (Mitchell). 

2.2. Dispute between the Republic of Ireland and Great Britain

The dispute between Ireland and Great Britain over Northern 
Ireland is the dispute that caused the most problems. Namely, Ireland 
was previously part of the United Kingdom, from 1801 to 1920. Before 
that, it existed separately as the Kingdom of Ireland. In the 1918 election, 
Irish MPs refused to go to Westminster and met in Dublin and declared 
the independence of Ireland, which, until then, was a British province 
without any autonomous status. After that, there was a civil war, which 
lasted for two years, and then a truce was declared and a treaty was 
concluded, which recognized the establishment of Ireland, as well as the 
property of the dominion. But, due to religious division, Ulster (Ulster) 
and Northern Ireland remained part of Great Britain (Čolović, 119). 
Later, Ireland was divided into Northern Ireland, which became part of 
Great Britain, and the Republic of Ireland, as an independent state. The 
division occurred when the British Parliament accepted the Act of the 
Government of Ireland in 1920, which divided the country into northern 
and southern parts. The act from 1920 aimed to create two self-governing 
units. The act also contains provisions on the cooperation of those two 
territories, as well as on their eventual reunification. But the division 
was strengthened in 1922, when Southern Ireland separated from Great 
Britain and became the Irish Free State. After that, tensions increase and 
Irish nationalists strive to create a unified state. They clash with unionists 
in Northern Ireland, whose goal is to remain in Great Britain. In 1949, on 
the basis of a special act (Republic of Ireland Act), which was accepted by 
the Irish Parliament, Ireland was declared an independent country and 
then it withdrew from the Commonwealth. In order to prevent tensions 
as much as possible, the British and Irish authorities agreed that the 
status of Northern Ireland would not change without the consent of the 
majority of the inhabitants of that territory, which resulted in the signing 
of the Belfast Agreement in 1998 (O'Connell).
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2.3. Dispute between Switzerland, Austria and Germany

We will also mention a dispute between Switzerland, Austria and 
Germany over Lake Constance, which is the only area in Europe where 
there are no defined borders. Austria and Germany believe that the 
lake should have the status of a condominium, that is, that sovereign 
rights should be jointly exercised without division into national zones. 
Switzerland rejects such a position and maintains that the border runs 
through the middle of the lake. All issues related to boat transport and 
fishing are regulated by special agreements of these countries. However, 
disputes do arise. For example, one dispute relates to a raft anchored in 
two countries, another to the right to fish in Bergenz Bay, etc.

2.4. Dispute between Netherlands and Germany

The dispute between the Netherlands and Germany concerns the 
river Ems and the Gulf of Dolart. The Ems River is located in northwestern 
Germany and runs through the German federal states of North Rhine-
Westphalia and Lower Saxony, all the way to the Dolart Bay. The state 
border between the Lower Saxon area of Friesland and the province of 
Groningen in the Netherlands passes through the mouth of the river Ems 
and is disputed by the two states. On the other hand, the aforementioned 
Dolart Bay is located between the northern Netherlands and Germany, on 
the western side of the mouth of the river Ems (International Boundary 
Study, Germany – Netherlands Boundary). The Netherlands and Germany 
disagree on the exact border line across the bay. The whole dispute arose 
because of the Borkum Riffgat power plant, which would use wind as 
a source of energy (Offshore Project Stirs Up German-DutchBorder 
Dispute).

2.5. Cyprus dispute

The Cyprus dispute has been the cause of conflict between Greece 
and Turkey for centuries. The Turks occupied the island of Cyprus in 1571. 
In 1878, Great Britain annexed Cyprus, which remained under British 
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administration until 1960. However, we should also mention the Treaty 
that was signed in Lausanne in 1923, by which Turkey renounced all claims 
towards Cyprus. However, tensions on the island remained, bearing in 
mind that Greeks and Turks lived in close proximity. In 1955, EOKA, that 
is, a group of Greek Cypriots, was founded, which tried to unite Cyprus 
with Greece. This led to Turkish resistance, resulting in major fighting 
across the island. The Republic of Cyprus gained independence in 1960, 
but even then fights between Greeks and Turks were a daily occurrence, so 
Great Britain called on NATO to maintain peace on the island. However, in 
1974, the Greek military junta supported the EOKA organization, with the 
aim of ousting Archbishop Makarios from power, in order to take control 
of the island. They were successful in that. However, Turkey invaded the 
island of Cyprus in July of the same year, in response to a Greek military 
coup. In August 1974, the coup failed, and Makarios regained power in 
Cyprus. The Turks controlled 37 percent of the island, so Cyprus was 
divided. As a result of the partition, NATO sent a peacekeeping force 
to the buffer zone to control the situation, but peace was not restored. 
Only Turkey recognizes the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, and 
so far, there are no signs of unification of Cyprus (Kaloudis). In 2004, the 
Republic of Cyprus became a member of the EU. But the northern part 
of Cyprus is not accepted. 

3. Disputes between EU members  
and non-members countries

We will also mention two disputes between EU member states and 
third countries. Both disputes concern, above all, the former republics 
of SFR Yugoslavia. However, one dispute is not of a territorial nature, but 
about the use of the name of the state.

3.1. Dispute between Croatia and Montenegro

One of the most controversial territorial disputes in the Western 
Balkans is the dispute over Prevlaka. Now this dispute exists between 
Montenegro and Croatia, and earlier this dispute existed between FR 
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Yugoslavia and Croatia. According to its geographical coordinates, this 
area is located between Croatia and Montenegro. Most of it is uninhabited. 
Just as it served military and defense purposes in the past, due to its 
exceptional strategic position, in the former SFRY this area was also 
subject to the special regime of the Yugoslav People's Army. However, 
according to the administrative inter-republic border that followed after 
the Second World War, the pre-war border line of the Dubrovnik section 
of the Banovina Hrvatska was made official. Due to the great importance 
of this area, FR Yugoslavia and Croatia reached an Agreement on the 
demilitarization of the area on September 30, 1992. Based on Chapter 
VII of the Charter, the UN Security Council passed resolution № 779 of 
October 6, 1992, which confirmed the obligation of the parties to the 
dispute to leave the territory militarily, simultaneously placing Prevlaka 
under the supervision of the UN.

By the way, Croatia insists that Prevlaka is part of its territory, and 
on that basis it is demanding, according to the principle of the middle 
line, half of the entrance to the bay. Montenegro considers this to be 
disputed and will insist on it. Therefore, the bay must remain in the same 
regime as it was at the time of the disintegration of the former SFRY. In 
this context, the decision of the Badinter Commission is to some extent 
in favor of Montenegro, because the principle should be followed that 
no one can exercise sovereignty and power over that part over which he 
did not exercise it at the time when the previous state disintegrated. In 
the bay of Boka Kotorska, which actually includes the disputed area of 
Prevlaka, there was always an army, and within the bay, civil jurisdiction 
was exercised by the authorities of Montenegro.

3.2. Dispute between Greece and Macedonia (North Macedonia)

Macedonia declared its independence from Yugoslavia in 1991, and 
became a member of the UN in 1993. In 1991, it received the recognition 
of the majority of EU members (then EC) and under that name was 
recognized as an independent state. However, as a consequence of the 
dispute with Greece over the name (which has been ongoing since the 
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declaration of its independence), Macedonia is called in international 
communication by the temporary name «Former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia» (FYROM) (Kornfein, 80).

The name Macedonia was used in different periods for different 
territories, which is why it is the most controversial name in the entire 
political and social history of Southeast Europe. The Greek-Macedonian 
conflict over the name of the country stems from different discourses about 
space, that is, from the fact that political actors always inscribe specific 
meanings in space on which they base their identity and their foreign 
policy. While the Greek nationalist position «appropriates» ancient and 
medieval Macedonians as part of Greek heritage, the Macedonian side 
claims that modern Macedonians (Slavs) are, in fact, ancient Macedonians, 
including Alexander the Great (Kornfein, 82–83).

In November 2008, Macedonia filed a lawsuit against Greece at the 
International Court of Justice in The Hague. The Court's verdict (delivered 
by 15 votes to 1) considers that Greece, which opposed Macedonia's 
entry into NATO in April 2008, violated its obligation not to block the 
country's entry into international organizations, if the country is listed 
under the name «Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia». And the 
Greek accusation and claim that the Court is not competent to decide 
on that bilateral dispute was also rejected.

At the beginning of 2012, the international community's efforts to 
resolve the dispute intensified and finally the idea that the dispute would 
ever be resolved on a bilateral level was rejected. However, the dispute was 
resolved by signing the Prespa Agreement in 2018, according to which 
Macedonia took the new name North Macedonia (Kornfein, 89–90).

* * *

When we talk about border disputes between countries that are 
already members of the EU, then it must be said that it is expected that 
there will be fewer of these disputes than when it comes to disputes 
between EU members and other non-member states. However, when 
we talk about border disputes, we are also talking about other types of 
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disputes, which can be classified as border disputes, that is, which can be 
related to territorial claims, such as an mentioned dispute between Greece 
and Macedonia over the name of the country. But we should rather see 
that dispute as a conflict of identity. Both sides believe that «the other 
side» has a hostile motive. Greece believes that Macedonia, by the very 
use of that name of the country, has territorial claims towards Greece, 
more precisely towards the area of Macedonia in Greece. Through EU 
forums, Greece demanded that Macedonia use the name Former Yugoslav 
Republic of Macedonia. 

It is an interesting opinion that territorial problems between member 
states should not be present, if it is a question of countries that started 
the EU accession process with the end of the «Cold War», that is, in the 
late eighties and early nineties. However, in practice it is not like that. 
Certain authors distinguish between different types of border disputes, on 
which the EU, as an organization, can have an impact, not only through 
the integration of those territories, but also through signed cooperation 
agreements.

4. Territorial disputes of Serbia  
with the former republics of SFR Yugoslavia

As one of the condition for joining the EU, Serbia is determined 
to resolve its territorial problems. We must say that Serbia has only one 
real problem. That problem is with Croatia, which is the most important 
from the point of view of joining the EU. However, we will also mention 
other disputes that are less problematic, but which exist and must be 
resolved.

4.1. Dispute between Serbia and Croatia

The dispute between Serbia and Croatia concerns the border on the 
Danube. About 10,000 hectares of land from the Serbian side and about 
2,500 hectares from the Croatian side are disputed. The largest part of this 
land is located in the municipalities of Sombor and Apatin. The disputed 
territories are not inhabited. The Republic of Serbia advocates establishing 
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the state border in the middle of the natural course of the Danube River. 
This is the current factual situation at the border. All territories to the 
left of the proposed demarcation line are administered by Serbia, and all 
territories to the right are administered by Croatia. In connection with that 
dispute, some Croatian authors believe that the borders of the cadastral 
municipalities and the private property of the citizens of each of the states 
on the banks of the Danube, as well as on the opposite bank of that river, 
should be taken into account. That is why, in this opinion, the state border 
of Serbia and Croatia should, sooner or later, «go» along the channel 
of the Danube, as is the case with other border navigable international 
rivers (Degan, 49). Accordingly, the common land border beyond the 
Danube behind Ilok should be jointly determined, and according to the 
mentioned principle of uti possidetis from 1991. At the same time, both 
sides can take the borders of cadastral municipalities as an auxiliary 
demarcation criterion. This agreement should regulate the right of private 
owners to, without difficulty, go to their properties in another country 
to use and cultivate them. So, the Republic of Croatia bases its proposal 
for delimitation on the cadastral survey from 1878, from the time of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy (Čolović, 2014, 497). 

The border drawn in this way, along the line that separates cadastral 
municipalities, would deviate from the course of the Danube and would 
even cross it 18 times. However, in that case, the Šarengrad and Vukovar 
ada would be on the Croatian side, which are the most disputed, and in 
which Croatia is most interested. Such a solution would be detrimental 
to Serbia, because it would lose part of the territory of the municipalities 
of Apatin and Sombor. Croatia also demands that, in accordance with 
the decision of the Badinter Commission, the rule that the established 
borders between the former republics of the SFR Yugoslavia become 
interstate (Nogulović, 75). In the meantime, the Danube moved its bed a 
few kilometers towards the Croatian side, and for the needs of unhindered 
navigation, several canals were dug that further changed the course of 
the Danube.
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4.2. Dispute between Serbia and Montenegro

Disagreements about the border and delimitation of Serbia and 
Montenegro have never been a problem in the EU Reports. An important 
fact in the process of border delimitation with Montenegro is that Serbia 
accepted the EU standards for border management, adopting the National 
Strategy and Action Plan for integrated border management in 2006. The 
strategy should facilitate the movement of people and goods and prevent 
the development and operation of organized crime in the border area 
(Brozović, 4–5).

By the way, the border between these two countries was defined for 
the first time by the London Agreement from 1913. Both countries were 
satisfied with this solution. In the period from 1945 to 2006, when Serbia 
and Montenegro were republics in the same state, the administrative line 
did not represent the state border. After the declaration of independence of 
Montenegro in 2006, the delimitation process again became a diplomatic 
issue (Čolović, 2014, 498).

The demarcation process between Serbia and Montenegro is still not 
over. The two states formed Commissions for Demarcation in 2008. Shortly 
after the formation of these bodies, Montenegro recognized the independence 
of Kosovo. In such a situation, it made no sense to start negotiations, because 
Serbia did not want to participate in border negotiations if Kosovo was not 
understood as part of Serbia (Brozović, 6).

There is only one minor territorial dispute in this territory, which 
refers to the territory between the municipality of Pljevlja in Montenegro 
and the municipality of Prijepolje in Serbia. Since it is a forest under the 
jurisdiction of the public company «Srbijašume», this dispute does not 
affect the daily life of people in this region. It is likely that this dispute 
will be resolved by compromise, so it should not represent a significant 
obstacle when conducting border negotiations (Brozović, 8).

4.3. Dispute between Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina  
(Republic of Srpska)

There is also a border dispute between Serbia and Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, more precisely Republika Srpska, concerning the village of 
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Sastavci. That village is located on the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
more precisely in the Republic of Srpska, in the municipality of Rudo, that 
is, in the region of Foča. However, it is territorially located on the territory 
of the municipality of Priboj in the Zlatibor district and is an enclave in 
Serbia. However, according to the territorial organization, Sastavci belong 
to the village of Međurečje in the municipality of Rudo. It has an area 
of about 400 ha (Ćirković, Golić, 325). It is not known since when this 
exterior territory was defined in this way, but it is certain that since the 
Berlin Congress in 1878, Austria-Hungary, in this way, separated this 
village from Turkey (Ćirković, Golić, 327).

5. Consequences that can be caused  
by territorial disputes

Territorial disputes can cause a number of consequences. We will 
refer only to the consequences in relation to the population in the disputed 
territories, as well as in relation to international agreements, especially 
when it comes to disputes between countries that were an integral part 
of federations.

When it comes to the population, the most important issue is the 
issue of citizenship. Citizenship is a very complex problem in terms of 
territorial disputes, especially if they arise in the changed circumstances 
related to the dissolution of a federal state. When a new state is established, 
all persons on its territory fall under its authority, and have the status of 
either citizens of the previous state or foreigners. However, citizenship 
cannot be forced on anyone, but it is left to the natural person to decide 
within a certain period. It is the so-called the right of option, and the 
issue of optants can only be resolved by contract. The status of natural 
and legal persons, in the event of a change of sovereignty, cannot be in 
conflict with the mandatory rules of international law.

It is a well-known rule that, in case of succession, international 
agreements are transferred automatically from the predecessor state to the 
successor state, in the field of officialdom and border regime, if there is no 
dispute. Regarding territorial sovereignty, in terms of succession, it should 
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be said that it depends on territorial changes. The key question is what 
is included in the succession by the successor state, as far as obligations 
and rights in territorial matters are concerned (Lauterpacht, 115).

All general rules related to the settlement of territorial disputes are 
not applicable in every individual case. What»s more, in many situations, 
these rules are deviated from. Europe tends towards unification with the 
observance of certain defined rules by all countries. However, Europe, 
like the EU, bears the burden of various disputes regarding borders and 
territories, which arose for various reasons, both related to changes on 
the soil of one or more countries, and to the relations of two or more 
different countries. We cannot, of course, classify all disputes into one 
of these groups of reasons, but we would have to say that, within the EU, 
framework rules for resolving these disputes would have to be defined, 
which would be modified in accordance with the nature of the dispute 
and the reason for which arose.

The fact is that the EU does not have instruments for solving border 
disputes and other territorial problems. The EU cannot provide direct 
assistance to parties that have a territorial or border dispute. The delimitation 
process is considered a bilateral issue over which the EU is not competent. 
When it comes to border problems, the acquis communautaire does not 
exist, nor does there exist a methodology to monitor the development of 
events on the ground. However, regional cooperation and good neighborly 
relations are not only «an essential part of the process of integration into 
the European Union», but are also an integral part of the Progress Report, 
which the European Commission regularly issues (in the Political criteria 
section), for countries that are candidates for joining this organization 
(Brozović, 4).

Conclusion

Border disputes in EU countries will be resolved by the states 
themselves that are in dispute. These disputes are present in most member 
countries, regardless of when they became part of this community. The fact 
that the EU insists that the new members do not have disputes with their 
neighbors can hardly be realized, if you take into account the situation 
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between Slovenia and Croatia, as well as the dispute in Cyprus, bearing 
in mind that these countries were admitted to the EU in 2004. that is, 
in 2013. Therefore, we cannot expect that EU membership will resolve 
border disputes in the countries of the Western Balkans. The entry of 
those countries into this community can alleviate the consequences of 
these disputes, but it cannot finally solve them. Even the adoption of 
certain acts, at the EU level, cannot automatically solve this problem. This 
requires a bilateral agreement, that is, the agreement of several countries. 
Division of border disputes according to the manner or time of occurrence, 
according to their nature or cause, is unnecessary, given that all disputes 
are specific, especially those that have been discussed. Border disputes 
in the countries of the Western Balkans appeared as a consequence of 
the breakup of the former Yugoslavia, that is, as a consequence of the 
succession, although many of these disputes can be said to have existed 
even before the creation of the common state. Precisely because of all the 
above, it can be concluded that the EU will demand that border disputes 
between countries that are future candidates for joining the EU must be 
resolved, as a condition of entry into this organization, but that not all 
disputes will be able to be resolved and that they will also exist within E U. 
After all, we have greater tensions over border disputes in Northern Ireland, 
Gibraltar and Cyprus than in the countries of the Western Balkans. All 
general rules related to the settlement of territorial disputes they are not 
applicable in every single case. What's more, in many in many situations, 
these rules are deviated from. Europe tends towards unification with the 
observance of certain defined rules by all countries. But Europe, like the 
EU, bears the burden of various disputes regarding borders and territories, 
which have arisen for various reasons, both related to changes on the 
ground of one or more countries, and for relations between two or more 
different countries. We cannot, of course, resolve all disputes classified 
in one of these groups of reasons, but we would have to say that, within 
the framework EU, framework rules had to be defined for the resolution 
of these disputes, which would modified in accordance with the nature 
of the dispute and the reason for which it arose.
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