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Abstract: This PhD project proposal examines the relative progress of implementing national minority rights protection mechanisms in Romania and Bulgaria on the one hand, and Sweden and Finland on the other. It investigates why the two post-communist states sharing a large number of political, economical, social, and cultural characteristics reached different degrees of success in implementing national minority provisions as compared to the two Scandinavian countries that achieved a better and comparatively similar outcome in minority protection? My expected explanation dwells on a rationalist-constructivist theoretical approach which can be used for investigating the role of actors’ choices in the decision-making process affecting national minorities’ rights. Accordingly, I expect that constructivist related behaviour performed by relevant actors through the logic of persuasion would be conducive to heightened national minority protection. Au contraire, I anticipate that a rationalist-enforcement political conditionality approach would hold little explanation for the varying degrees of implementation to be found in the case-studies. In verifying my initial expectations, I test the role that three sets of factors may have on changes on national minority implementation at the state level, namely, the main relevant European organisations, the neighbouring kin states, and the domestic institutional setting. Henceforth, I predict that heightening the degree of success of national minority implementation at the domestic administrative level is accomplished primarily through the presence of domestic institutions in which national minorities are represented while holding the possibility of mobilising and arguing for specific rights and policies at the domestic level.  
