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The changes of political systems in Eastern Europge. The process of Europeanization as

of efforts aimed at deepening the process of Eumope

integration. For a long time, these efforts haverbe
affected by political, economic, and social factoos
stituting the social and political situation in tdeve
lopment of Europe and the world in the second b&lf
the 20" and at the beginning of the 2¢enturies. While

Recently, the expression “Europeanizatforfias
started to be used quite frequently in connectidtih w
the process of European integration, extended snasl
a result of the Treaty of Amsterdam. Although the
! ; = e social sciences were using this term as early as th
European integration at the beginning of the 19885 19805 and 1990s, it started to be commonly usey onl
explained mainly in reference to economic intereSt$  5qer 1999, The conceptual framework of this expres

members nowadays unequivocally accept the fact thgh however, goes beyond the area of the European
European integration is also a political processi  nion and its member states, expressing also tHerwi

towards the formation of a political union as theflest i, ence of the EU on countries standing asidenfro
phase in the process of integration, where theesooil  {he jmmediate process of European integration.

the integrated group perform not only a common econ The term “Europeanization” has not been used uni
mic policy but also extend their activities intethphe formly. This is also because the concept has many
res of foreign, s_ecurlty, defence, and internaiqpes. “faces” and directions in which it operates bothtéi-

The EU, thus, simultaneously represents a formlef a nally” towards the EU and “externallj’A more preci

gal and poI|t|c.aI spacsw.generllsl se delimitation of the term was attempted by J. P.
The following exposition will mostly be methodelo G sen who formulated five basic senses of thisnter

gical. Its aim is to deal with the main conceptsttare According to Olsen, the term “Europeanization” &d
characteristic of the current development of the. E

The first part of this article focuses on the tefaro-
peanization”, with the aim of explaining it as ttwre of
European integration. At the same time, the ratatiip

between Europeanization and globalization will b o
investigated, as well as the way in which these prJhe development of executive institutions on theele

cesses are reflected in the formation of the Ewmpe®f the EU. These represent central management and
legal space. This space tends to be describedradtia  POlitical coordination, and are equipped with formal
centric legal system. The second part of this lartic/€9@! institutes and a normative order capable of
points out the difficulty of a theoretical descipt of ~€Nforcing binding decisions, sometimes with theptl
such multicentric relations by means of the traditionafanctions.

categories of “legal order” and “legal system”. Taxé- The penetration of the European dimension into the
cle concludes with a discussion of possible modéls national and suiational systems of executive power.
legal interpretation, which is considered as theege The export of political organization and politigedwer

tor of legal communication in the multentric system beyond the borders of the EU.

of law.

Yo refer to?

The changes of the external territorial borderthefEU
by admitting new member states, which become
guropeanized in the course of the process.
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The political project striving to arrive at a ueifi and 2. Globalisation as a framework
politically stronger Europe with a more significant {gr Europeanization
political position.

The process of Europeanization cannot be seen

Olsen’s overview of the understanding of the termseparately from the wider notion of wosldde globa

of “Europeanization” captures the multiple sendethe lisation, which has been described by Zygmunt Bauman
term as well as the multiimensional nature of the as “the state of human existence condensed by tenpo
process of Europeanization occurring, above alfpin  and spatial compressiofiGlobalisation refers not only
areas to the global market and the globalising economy, b
« Europeanization of policiesthe effect of member also to a complex social and political process waith

ship in the EU on the shape of public policieshef t internal structuré, whose implications affect, on one
individual member states. hand, economic, political, social, and culturalaaref

« Institutional adaptation- the change of social and life; and, on the other, the field of law. In itanifesta

political institutions in EU member states. tions and implications, globalisation creates anfra
o o work for the ongoing process of Europeanization.

« Europeanization of law this includes not only the ! ) } )
formation of European law but mainly the conver The German sociologist Ulrich Beck characterises
gence of the national legal systems of th@lobalisation as a process leading to the undengiof
individual member states and states striving for Ejationstates and their sovereignty, since they are-beco

membership. It becomes indirectly reflected also ifNg Mutually connected by means of supational
the field of international law. agents, their power potential and netwotkdn this

» Transnational cultural diffusior this consists in respect, late modern societies are characterisettédy

. . irreversibility of theirglobal nature arising from globa
the extension of cultural norms, values, ideal isation and manifested by the formation oWverld-
identities and patterns of behaviour within the E y

: wide society. Globalisation is an expression of femet
and their spread beyond the borders of the EU. that no state, country, or social group can slsetfioff

from others; as a result, various economic, cultura

The discourse on the dimensions of Europeanizatidi®litical, and legal forms may clash. The process o
is also reflected in the topics of scholarly reshanto  globalisation then essentially causes the world to
this process. Significantly, the European Univgrsitbecome a single social system in which all arerdnte
Institute in Florence, which has been focusing lea t onnected in multiple ways and depend on each ofter.
study of European integration and the process &€ same time, however, such a union of sociatiogis
Europeanization since 1972, has four divisionsneco is not integrated by means of some kind of stateyo
my, the history of civilization, law, and social can The developing global society exists without thenfo
political science$.Clearly, the field of European stu Of a world state, without world rule, and with numes
dies, next to legal science, is enriched mainlytiy ~Manifestations of global disorganisatitn.
disciplines of political science, international atns, Economic, political, and legal relations that are
and economics. transgressing the boundaries of individual coustrie

From among the wide range of definitions of the&ignificantly affect the lives of inhabitants of ctu
concept of “Europeanization”, at present probablg t countries and the human population as a whole: some
most cited and suitable is the definition provideyl fundamental problems of human life, such as read¢to
Claudio M. Radaelli. In his view, Europeanizatimne €nvironmental devastation or protection from tesrog
sists of the processes of formation, extension anfiecessarily acquire a global character. Globatisati
institutionalization of formal and informal rules, as well as reactions to globalisation and its iogtlons
procedures, political paradigms, styles, ways obitdy — strengthensendencies towards pluralism national,
things” and sharing of opinions and norms which ardéligious, ideological, cultural, political, legand se
first defined and consolidated within the politicalCial areas, as well ageakens the sovereignty indivi-
processes of the EU and subsequently incorporatétyial natiorstates.
within the logic of domestic (national and sudtional) The process of globalisation brings about trends
discourse, political structures and public policlest towards universalisation i.e. the generalisation and
the same time, however, Radaelli does not limitoEur unification of institutions, symbols, and ways afha
peanization to a unidirectional process directegatds viour, including dress code, human rights, and
nationstates; rather, he conceives of it as a-tivectr democray. On the other hand, globalisation parado
onal process of mutual influence between nationdl a xically leads towardgarticularism the fragmentation
European public policies. of the sovereign nature of the state and the stneng

ning of attempts to renew local social identitieflec
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ted in a return towards nationalism and autononfly (cpractices which are striving to assert themset¥és.
Quebec, Catalonia). The consequences of the weak®nnection with globalisation, Beck mentions theeri
ning of the sovereignty of individual states, condal of legal populism in Europe and other parts ofwloeld
with global transnational integration, the rexistence as a reaction to the absence of any stance towaeds
of effective institutions of a wider global managam) world whose boundaries and foundations have started
and the generally existing lack of legitimacy fising moving®® This is because a typical feature of globalisa
global authorities, call for a more cosmopolitaffirde tion resides in the fact that it does not have tangible
tion of nationality and a stronger assertion ofitmal and clearly defined centre of power: globalisatiwo-
and cultural pluralism rather than multiculturalism cesses are, essentialhgt governed by anybodsnd it
Thus, globalisation necessitates a broad discourtseimpossible to state wheif anybody— is responsible
on the nature of freedom, democracy and humansigHer it. In the postnational age, the morzentric power
in the globalising world. Sometimes the process ditructure of competing natiestates is being replaced
globalisation is looked up to with high hopes; e.gwith polycentric politics whose implementation is
former UN General Secretary Kofi Annan expressad hFharacterised by a large group of competingr co
conviction that globalisation due to its rapid changes Operating— state and transnational actors without any
brings a worldwide challenge to the area of fundamensingle one of them having the main say.
tal human rights and freedortfs.By contrast, Ralf The consequences of globalisation on the level of
Dahrendorf, for instance, has warned of the faet thpolitical decisionmaking are likewise reflected in the
globalisation always simultaneously means the- disrea of law. Until recently, traditional legal tmgo
appearance of democratywhere the global results in reflected solely two levels of law: national (imal)
the end of natiorstate. One is, thus, led to ask thdaw and international public law. In the past feecd
guestion: How realistic is the idea of the possibldes, these two levels of law have been supplemdryted
existence of dransnational stateeplacing the nation transnational law, represented mainly by European |
state? Ulrich Beck believes that such a transnaktionbut also other legal systems. In this connectitwe, t
state would be a sort of response to globalisafidiis  British legal theorist William Twining, in his book
would be a twesided hybrid model connecting featuresGlobalisation and Legal Theorpoints out that norma
that had previously appeared to be mutually caiflic ~ tive regulation reflects all levels of social (I&ga
The transnational state would, thus, be-national and relations, and that it is useful to distinguishvieetn the
nonterritorial, but it would not be intemational or following regulations: global, international, regad,
supranational either. It would be a “glocal” stdfki.e. transnational, intecommunal, state, stitate, and non
a province of the world society.In his later works, state locaf® This division, based essentially on a geo
Ulrich Beck describes the paradoxes of politicgha graphical perspective, is only one of several ssi
global world, where the boundaries of national andivisions. Its aim is to point out the existencenoit
international spheres within the cosmopolitan prit state law and the fact that the abawentioned diffe
realism are being newly negotiated in an entirgdgro rent levels of legal regulation do not expressrap
game of metgower. Ulrich considers globalisation tovertical hierarchy. Frequently overlapping, these-n
be a historical transformation in which the distiom mative orders express a phenomenon referred to as
between the national and the international is beirlggal or normative pluralism.
cancelled out within the framework of a hithertarbéd Globalisation of law finds its expression not oty
environment of the power of internal world politiés the area of parallel multevel lawmaking and law
application, but also in the change of operatiorthef
entire field of law, including the way legal proséens
3. Globalisation of law are exercised. The change of American law firms and
their international expansion have, for instanceerb
As an internally structured technological and socialocumented in several US studfswhile, in 1949,
process of transnational -operation, globalisation is there were only 5 law firms in the USA with moreh
significantly reflected in the area of la@lobalisation 50 lawyers, the figure rose to more than 287 in9198
of law, as one of the areas of ongoing globalisation, 000, there were more than 150 law firms employing
areaction to the growing interconnection betweemore than 250 lawyers, out of which 57 law firmsl ha
manufacturing, economic, political, cultural, aratisl more than 500 lawyers and 7 law firms had more than
relations that are being formed across individudl,000 lawyers each. These large law firms are giddu
political, national, and cultural units. While psirpose building networks of branches in centres of world
is to bringstability and legal certaintyo such relations, economy, specialising in legal advisory for large
globalisation of law may be perceived asgeneral corporations. A similar development is occurringhe
process of the internationalisation of internal l&iMt Czech Republic. One of the largest law firms in the
may, however, also lead to the confrontation ofaloc country is the American company White & Case, with
legal practice and transnational legal principlesl a more than 30 lawyers and 10 tax advisors emploged i
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its Prague branch and almost 2,000 lawyers worfdng norrinstitutionalised manifestations of legal globali
it world-wide. The existence of these giant law firmssation.

with extensive networks of branches in many coastri

comes as the result of a growing demand for legal

services that provide comprehensive legal assistanc 5, Europeanization of law as an instrument
transnational transactions. in the process of the integration

of Europeanization

4. Europeamza}tlon as aresponse While EC/EU law is an important manifestation,
to globalisation? means, and outcome of the process of Europeanizatio
the process of Europeanization may be described as
Globalisation may be characterised as a universgéing C|ear|y apparent in tkﬁuropeanization of law
transnational or worldvide process of integration, This consists not only in the making and implenemnti
bringing both positive and negative effects. Insthiof European law, but also the Europeanization of
connection, there occurs confrontation between the sources of law, the concept of human rights and the
global and the localwhere the trend towards locali state of law, judicial activities, interpretatior taw,
sation — as a reaction to globalisation enforces |egal procedures and methods, as well as in theneman
attempts aimed aegionalisationin its numerous politi  of legal thinking?® The Europeanization of law is, thus,
cal and legal forms. The aim of such regionalisat® reflected in the entire area of EU law as well a$ E

also a way to describe the development of Europeglitics, increasingly modifying the national legal
integration. space.

In this context, Ulrich Beck deals with the issife 0 European integration is significantly organized and
whether there is some way out of the trap of glebalimplemented by legal forms and legal institutionbe
sation and some protection from its adverse effectsuropeanization of law is mostly manifested by nsean
This may be assured, in his opinion, by a supranati of the Europeanization of sources of law, thereby
body of the size of the European Union, which ie thgvercoming the traditional image of “the nationah
only body that could restore the democratically -conmaker” who uses legal means to regulatessentially
trolled social and political ability to act amon@-c in a unified manner the entire relevant extent of legal
operating state¥.It is only a strong and democratic EUrelations. By contrast, we are witnessing an énverea
that could be a real player in the game of globtib®.  sing number of sources of lawa phenomenon referred
According to Snyder, the relationship between Eurao asthe multicentricity of sources of law
peanization and globalisation may be describedras a  These sources of law include, in addition to inaérn
lationship between both friends and riv&idn other state law, what is comprehensively callEdropean
words, these are two complementary and partial§r-ov |5, |n 3 more narrow sense of the word, the exprassio

lapping processes, which both strengthen and c@&npe{qy,is communautairis often used in this connection,
with each other. even though the term is not quite unequivodaquis

On closer inspection, the relationship betweenehegommunautaire— understood as everything that has
two processes- globalisation and Europeanizatioh peen attained within the European Community, mainly
can be expressed as follows: Europeanization i®-a pin law- is a set of all rules, mostly of a legal naturd an
cess of economic, political, and legal regionalbglé  in any form (including individual acts in law) thhas
sation whose dominant institutional architectures hapecome the “property” of the EBcquis communautai
become the European Community/European Uflldh. re represents everything that the members of the
is this institutional anchoring of European inté@a Community— mainly its new members must relate to
that helps Europeanization to turn the otherwisgnd respect because it is the convergence and harmo
generally applicable worldide globalisation trends njsation of national legal systems with EC law, eihat
into an actual phenomenon existing in real liferdp@  creating a compatible legal space, and the approxi
anization, therefore, needs to be seamlike globalt  mation of institutions, procedures, and policiesitth
sation— also as a political project following certain pre represents the crucial agenda of the EU. As Robert
set goals and agendas. Ladrech points out, the answers to the challengiesd

The institutional anchoring of the European integraby the process of European integration, and th&a-var
tion process, combined with political decisioraking, bility of approaches and results of this processhim
finds its expression in the EC/EU law, which reaots individual countries, depend on whether a givenneou
the most significant economic relations formed tiglo  try has a unitary or federal structure and whatldingr
the process of globalisation. The legal tools agubli term traditions of political culture are like, aghas on
within the Europeanization process, thus, perforrthe balance between the public and private sedioegs,
awider and more important role than the essentiallpatterns of ceaperation and competition between

political parties, and many other aspétts.
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6. Communication as a medium The formation of the European Union makes it even

of the European legal space more difficult to describe the legal space using th
terms “order” and “system’. Within the EU, only g®

As stated above, one of the aims of European intgconomic relations which had formed the basis ef th
gration is the formation of a common legal spadeese  European Community cease to be the object of legal
efforts have met with various receptions by |egar|egulat|on. Similarly, the removal of borders_ undles
theorists. Some of them are highly sceptical irarddo Schengen Ag_reement called for the_ formation of llega
Europeanization, perceiving it as a highly contrsi  fules and regimes (procedures) which control tbevfl
project that will lead to crisis and chaos in natip ©f information, goods, investments, migration, and
legal systems. Others consider EU law as a “unjqueF”me' rather than specific forms of economic attiv

mixed pedigree” from which no real unity can ever ne draft of the Constitution for Europe reveakst tthe

arise?” By contrast, optimists unequivocally interpret=urorean legal space should be formed in harmony
this process as a challenge leading to new models With the social order striving to implement tradital

law. They believe that Europeanizatiensimilar to humanistic values. This will result in a strengtben
globalisation— results in the formation of a multi Intérconnection and applicability of human rightet
centric system of law characterised by theegistence 1USt @s values that need protection but as real,
of various norhierarchically organised centres ofachievable aims for EU life.

adjudication. The legal space will be formed by Objects that are subject to legal regulation within

network relations that derritorialize national legal the European space take the form of flows and rules
orders. Their movement and operation do not occur in -ava

The difference between these two approaches §¥Um; they are enabled thanks to a specific communi
often interpreted as a clash between the strucamdl cation infrastructure which can hf_;lrdly be contmblle
functional conceptions of law, or, more specifigathe  TomM the centre of some stateOne is led to ask how
positivist and systemic conceptions of law. Theistr 1S network of flows and rulss of communication,
tural approach tends to be characterised by arhierd/hich is likened to a system of “nerves” of the &pe-
chical view of law, while the functional approach i an legal space, operates. What form of communicatio
characterised by a network arrangement of legat relhas th_e decisive role? These are questions W_hldh wi
tions?® Although this assessment describes a certafffiderlie the structure of the present legal thewaet
trend in the knowledge of law, it represents soime s account. Th_e following exposition will outline only
plification in connection with the endeavour to chise some of the issues and problems.
the Europeanization of law. The subject mattershef
structural or functional approaches are relatiesgy to i i . )
grasp, because they are always related in sometavay/- What is the object of interpretation
social behaviour or some activity. In the caset& t  in @ multi-centric system of law?
Europeanization of law, no reference to the objsct
directly observable. Therefore, it is importantcteate One of the basic preconditions for EU membership
a common legal space, i.e. something that can taByha is the harmonisation of national law with Européan.
described by means of traditional categories sgdin@ The implementation of European directives and rules
legal norm, legal order, legal system, etc. significantly disrupts the communicative homogepeit

An evidence of the insufficiency of the notions ofof individual national legal systems with the airh o
system and order for the description of the Europe®pening new communicative flows and generating new
legal space is furnished by a decision by the Eemop rules. However, this process is not automaticaigge-
Court of Justice referring to the Agreement on théed by implementation. Practice has shown that its
European Economic Community. The aim of this agre@peration depends on the understanding and interpre
ment was interpreted differently in different laages. tation of European law. In this connection, we ddist
In English, the aim is expressed as a way towdrds t& whole range of examples of judicial decisiond sti
formation of a legal system to integrate parts ld t adopted on the basis of national legal norms, witho
legal systems of the individual member states. 1aPplying the implemented rules. This is becauseyman
French, in contrast, the aim of the agreement is tgdges still perceive EU directives as the mardfiesh
achieve one’s own legal ordeordre juridique to be ©Of an expansion of a superordinate order into natio
integrated into the legal systems of the individudegal systems. Their understanding of law as orliea
member states. To complicate the matter even fyrthéarchically organised order is, therefore, highdgistant
the German version uses yet another combinatisheof to the new topie- the multicentric system of law.

terms “system” and “order”, stating that the aintas What is, then, the object of understanding and
form one’s own legal order that will be acceptediy interpretation in a mukcentric system of law? Is it
legal orders of the member statés. European law? But what does this term actually rdean
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Current legal theory does not seem to have a cleaxpression “coherence” in the French version pdimts
answer to this question. Numerous definitions $ifgu  an understanding of this process not only as threvel
that the core of European law is made up of thedaw of logical discrepancies- which seems to be the
the European Communities. At the same time, it imeaning of the terms of “consistency” and “contiyti
being emphasised that the words “community” and but also the formation of positive relations betwe
“union” are not synonyms. It is recommended that onvarious areas or systems of law.
should distinguish between European law in theavarr This different understanding of the principle of
and wider senses of the wdtdNot much help is integration is not, however, an obstacle preventire
offered by those definitions, which try to delintite  formation of real integrative relations. Howeveris
European space from a functional or structural {pofn not a way to some reduction of one’s own natioegél
view, i.e. as a system or an ordér. tradition, either. Rather, it is a challenge for exten
The logical question creeps in about how possible $sion of the communicative competence of a given
is to understand and interpret once we know that tilanguage. The process of the Europeanization of law
object is open, variable, and diffused within nattvo also shows that any understanding of legal phenamen
relations? — legal behaviour, acts, rules, or principles possible

Interpretation still remains an interpretation bt only after understanding their operatioReChtswir
meaning of something for someone. Its mechanisi wkung. From this perspective, the concept of “European
presuppose the understanding of what was and is, la@” could perform the function of a reason exteyi
well as empathy towards the new outlook. But, omtwh the observation and understanding of the proceskes
will the prior understanding of the interpretertimsed? European integration. In brief, the English undamsit
Will it be based on the national legal order ortje ing of the term ‘integration” would change only as
existing legal cases dealt with within the Europeadresult of observation of the practical effectstbé
Union? The search for answers to these questioREocess of European integration. Nevertheless, stiil

brings us back to the notion of “European law” aisd ot clear what role in the observation and undecstey
function in legal thinking. of the world can be performed by a term.

9. What role is played by the concept
of “European law” in the practice
of interpretation?

8. Why do we need the concept
of “European law”?

The absence of the concept of “European law” is | et us deal with this question by answering why we
most strongly perceived in the understanding ofl&in need the concept of law for legal practice at all.
mental principles of integrity formation in the Bpean According to the English theorist H. L. A. Hartjish
legal space. Linguistic problems, as mentioned @bovVshould help us to understand the differences betwee
occur in connection with not only the descriptidrt®e  yarious things or qualities. The concept is thezdlis a
nature of the European legal space but also the- int sjtyation where we understand something but arblena
pretation of the fundamental principle of integrifhe g express it* A similar opinion is shared by the
English version of the Treaty of the European Uniogerman legal theorist R. Alexy. In his view, “copte
translates the term “integrity” in the sense ofrisi&  Jpes not have any meaning in real legal practite. |
tency” and “continuity”. By contrast, the French'sien  pecomes urgent where decisions need to be made in
refers to “coherence”. unusual cases the secalled “hard cases® In such

Some authors believe that such a discrepancy dguations, the concept fills a gap in law, thereby
caused by an insufficient description of this piphe in  assisting judges in finding suitable solutions. téwer,
the Accession Treaty, requesting that it be madeemothe application of European law by means of nationa
specific?® Nevertheless, although additional featurefaw does not constitute such “hard case” situations
may lead to a better understanding of a given pimeno Both Hart's and Alexy’s approaches, however,
non, they do not guarantee the understanding of ifgmind us that the function which the concept of la
meaning. This also presupposes a change in theananfyfis is not only epistemic but also practicaledntly,
of thinking; the current description of the prineipf 4 pragmatic moderation of concepts has been popular
European integration appears to be insufficiertirtog  \yith many theorists. For instance, a very intengsti
about a change in thinking and result in the adopf  pragmatic model of the concept of law has been
some other meaning of the notion of “integration”. suggested by the American philosopher R. R. Brandom

The English and the French versions exist as-intesn the basis of his theory of inferential semantfesr
pretations of different understandings of the ofiena this purpose, Brandom chose the model of judicial
of one’s national legal orders under the conditiofis decisionmaking under the conditions of “strict case
the current process of European integration. Thaw”: the judge does not have anything at his dispo
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save his own understanding of existing cases. Brand one’s own understanding with view to other people’s
poses the question of how a judge can make a stablederstanding.

decision in such a situation, arguing that thipassible The current differences and conflicts between Euro
thanks to responsible application of concepts (&pbrd pean and national courts are presented as thet sul
But what does this mean? alack of mutual respect for decisions of other auth

First, Brandom shows that the concept functions noities. Some authors believe that a potential smiut
only as a “bridge” between our thinking and the enat could reside in c@peration and coherence in regard to
rial world. He presents the concept as the ahilftpur the protection of fundamental European values and
thinking to always conceptualise somethifi@his opi  principles. Their point of departure is the facttmost
nion is not a new finding. What is new, howevetthist of these principles and values, protected by padic
Brandom probes this process in the following mannelegal systems, are simultaneously contained in all
“He moves from what people do to what they mean arfeuropean constitutional instruments. But, is timelifig
think, and from their practical behaviour to thentamt of points of contact enough for the creation dfia
of their statements and expressions.” ctional European legal space? Will this also be an

Second, the judge must express himself in sucdffective way for the enactment of those culturadi a
away that his message respects the understandingngtional rights which are contained in only somehef
other participants in a conversation. The undeditgn national constitutions?
of the other must become a part of his understgnain In the adjudication practice, European integration,
legal rules and laws. This is what Brandom consider however, does not mean only the finding of more
be the prerequisite of responsible judicial decisio universal models of rules and principles guarantgei
making. The judge does not make stable and corrdandamental rights and values. This union should be
decisions because this is what he is required fddb formed by means of a reciprocal understanding ef th

because it is his virtue. sense of the fundamental rights regulating theoffeU
According to Brandom, judicial decisionaking Citizens.
based on prior judicial decisions is performed Birai- To sum up, Brandom’s model makes it possible to

lar manner. In this situation, however, the juddeps deal with the concept of “European law” by introihge

in his understanding and language the perspective @ moderation of languagese into legal thinking that
alegal authority. The adoption of this positionush leads not only to a deeper knowledge of the presess
brings him to reflect on his own practice, wherdigy of European integration, but also to understanding
discovers himself as an authority. away to law’s existence.

Brandom’s model of decisiemaking corrodes the
“pblind power” of the exclusively set authority byeans
of the reflexive power of one’s own understandimg a

interpretation of a concept. The use of a conceyiot rof. JUDr. PhDr. Milo§ Vegeta, CSc., Head of the Depart
arbitrary but strives for reasonable and successfHEam of Legal Theory of Law, the’Masaryk Universi/
understanding. Brno, the Czech Republic, email: milos.vecera@lamincz

Successful understanding means that the judd®c. PhDr. Tatiana Machalova, CSc., works as a dookn
respects in his understanding the perspective loérot Legal Theory of Law, the Masaryk University of Bynite
participants in such a way that the participants aczech Republic, email: tatiana.machalova@law.mani.c
simultaneously able to interpret this expressiortia  HIX, S. The Political System of the European Union
same way in which it was understood by the juddgs T zBasmgstoke. Palgrave, 1999, p. 164. ) y
reciprocity of understandings creates a networlcstr m;lj;;?)se gﬁggjrr]‘ttg'e (;h;s EVZ%"Sh expression  “Europiera
ture of legal communication which is based on maér '

3 - . . .
. A . Cf. DANCAK, B., FIALA, P., HLOUSEK, V. “Evropeiza-
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