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Europe without European Union : Towards an alternative democratic Europe




Against the European
Union of capital

The European Union is the
project of European hig eapital
with the aim of achieving
peonomic growth in order to
increase profits. This is the
design of the Single Market
with freedom of movement for
capital, goods and labour as well
as the monetarist austerity
policies in order to meet the
terms of the EMU. A new
European great power is being
constructed in order to compete
with other world economic
powers and to promote ELT
intereats on a global scale.

The damage of EL policies is
felt first of all in the spheres of
social and environmental
policies,

Unemployment has risen
dramatically during recent
yeara. Closing or moving of
factories make thousands of
workers redundant.
Privatization and reduction of

the public sector add their huge
ghare. As a result of unemploy-
ment and cuts in public services
huge social divisions are being
produced, The rich get richer
and the poor get poorer.

Follution grows worse because
too few and Loo small steps have
been taken to improve the
environment. On the contrary
the single market completion
and the EU policy of creating
transeuropean networks in-
crease pollution through a huge

expansion of transport of goods
all over Europe.

An improvement of the environ-
ment would necessarily en-
eroach upon the ETT free market
policies and transnational
corporate interests. Quite
simply, & fundamental improve-
ment of the environment is
incompatible with EU policies
a8 ia a real social chapter
ereating new employment,
improving working conditions
and better standards of living.

An end to austerity policies
would mean an end to the EMU
- the backbone of EU-integration
- anid possibly the disintegration
of the ETT.

European Union or democracy

A central motivating force for
Danish opposition to European
Union is oppogition to the
transfer of power to Brussels,
because it increases the distance
betwesn citizens and decision-

makers, Ta the Danish left this
is an important reason as well
to oppose EU integration.
Maastricht II will tranafer even
more power to Brussels. The
more majority voting prevails in

The Alliance was formed in 1958
by a number of left-wing partics
and groups, but hos since then
developed into an indopendent
organigation with itz own internal
democracy and no special privi-
leges for the affilisted portics. We
now have an indlvidual and
incromsing membership, First of
all we have been able to attract a
great number of young members.
At the gonernl alections in 1904
we entered the Danish parliament
with 3,1% and & out of 178 neats.

Enhedslisten - the Red-Green Alliance - who are we?

This success wos due bo our radieal
socialist palicies, but perhaps maat of
all to pur consistent. opposilion Lo
European Unicn. We were the only
lefl-wing organisation opposing the
Maastricht Treaty standing in the
elections. This must of course be
woen agalngt the background of the
narrow Danisgh “No™ vote in the
referendum on the Maastricht
Treaty in 1092, and nearly 44% of the
voters still voting “WNo”™ the fllowing
yvenr, when the Dansh government
hod had the Edinburgh aummit

accopt 4 purely formel Danish opt-
outs ta the treaty. Many voters felt
cheated by the government.

The political ambition of the Red-
Green Alliance is to combdne
polities for social change with
polities for golving the great
ecological problems on the
national and international agenda,

The Alliance has no chairman, bt
& eollective loadership of 21
pEraons.




the Council of Ministers, the
more the EU is transformed
from being intergovernmental to
having a gupra-national charac-
tier,

The EU experience has shown
us that when national democ-
racy is undermined hy supra-
national structures, there is no
Eurvpean demoeracy to sup-
plant it. And none can be
developed in a centralized and
bureaucratic construction like
the ETJ.

Wa disagree with those Euro-
pean socialists who believe that
the solution to this so-called
“demoeratic deficit” is to build
up a federal Europe. First of all
it ig anillugion to beligve that
European Union as part of
neoliberal globalization can be
reformed into o functioning
democracy - federal or other-
wige. The only way to counter
globalization and its social and
economic ConsequUences in a
democratic way is to co-ordinate
aocial action and atrengthen
international eo-operation
among popular and social
movements at a European level.
Such as we have seen over the
last couple of years,

But there are other barriers to
ereating a Europenn federal
Union. The EU member states
are not culturally and linguisti-
cally homogeneous like the
states in the USA. There is no
commaon public sphere where a
democratic debate can take
place, and the language barriers
would make any attempt to
ereate such a public sphere an
exclusive project for the political
and economic estahlishments.

A European Parlinmentin a
federal Union with full parlia-
mentary powers 15 no guarantes
for democracy. There would still
be a wide gap between citizens
and decision-makers, which
waould make MEPs less and not
maore reapongible to those who
eleeted them. As is the case
already, the small member
countriez would get a very amall
number of MEPa, far toa few to
reflect the political diversity of
the citizens of their countries,
And the supra-national party
political groupinga of the EF are
dominated by the political
parties of the large member
countries,

There iz no indication that the
nation state has lost its role as
the framework for democratic
development and discourse.
Consequently, it is important
that international and European
co-operation is intergovernmen-
tal - i.e, takes place on an equal
basis belween countries so that
no country and its citizens can
be voted down in matters vital
to them. Intergovernmental co-
operation lends more transpar-
eney to the pelitical proceas and
increases the possibility of
democratic participation.

Roll back of the European Union

The Allianes has a twin ap-
proach to the emerging federal
Union.

Firstly we want to put a stop to
the ongoing process of increas-

ing the powers of the Union and
secondly we want to deprive the
Union of the powers it already
has.

To us this is a matter of na-




tional sovereignty and democ-
racy, The tranafer of power from
the member countries to the
Union undermines national
sovereignty and excludes the
overwhelming majority of the
Europeans from any real
influence on the way their
societies should develop. Deci-
gion-malking is being moved
away from the national level,
Instead the decisions will be
taken by a European elite of
peliticians, experts, bureaucrats
and lobbyigts who have moch
maore in commaon with each
other than with the peoples they
come from. They are convineed
that they know better than

ordinary people.

The Union wants ita own
unified currency and a Euro-
pean central bank with powers
to dictate economic policy to the
member states, The Evropean
Monetary Union enthusiasts
conveniently “forget” to tell the
peoples of Europe that the EMT
will entail the harmonization of
awide range of policies so that
there will be very few real palicy
opticns left to the member
states.

The present frenzied race to
meet the monetarist eriteria of
convergence for entering the
EMU has given the peoples of

Europol and
Schengen co-operation

Demoeracy i8 undermined by
the Schengen agreement and
the Europol Convention, the
European police co-operation.
Both are going to be strength-
ened as the national borders are
removed and new external EUT
horders are built up. Although a
European FEI is still some way
off, Europol will lead to increas-
ing police co-operation where
police forees of other EU mem-
her eountries will be allowed to
operate in neighbouring coun-
tries. Increasing control and
SUPETVISION of citizens will be a
congequence of the lack of
horder control, A8 new means to
combat criminal activity,
terrorism, and illegal immigra-
tion. Within the Schengen co-
operation secret files are being
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get up, where not only criminals
but persons who are unwanted
in the eyes of any member state
can be registered. Information
about e.g. race, political and
sexual leanings can be included.
First and foremaost palitical
refugees will sufer from the
severe restrictions that will
result from the Schengen
agreement. But increasing
gecret control mechanisms and
transnational police powers will

the Union a powerful hint of
what iz in atore for them if the
EMIT becomes reality.

The Alliance haa therefore
introduced a number of propos-
alz in the Danish parliament
aiming at rolling back the
powers of the Union, These
proposals have not won majority
suppart, but they have sue-
ceaded in raising many discus-
sions inside and outside the
parliament: Europol and
Schengen, the EMU, harmoni-
zation of policy concerning
water pollution and the use of
pesticides, Union transport
policies, the WEU to mention
just aome.

necegsarily undermine the rule
of law for individual citizens.

Both Europol and Schengen are
at present situated cutside the
formal European Union treaty
framework. But the perspective
has always been to slowly
integrate them into European
Union sa that they in turn could
contribnte to EU integration in
the field of legal and internal
affairs,




Integration of defence
and foreign policy into the EU

Especially France and Germany
have a long standing wish to
endow the EU with its own
fareign policy and defence
identity so that the EU finally
will be able to act as a real
union. A majority of EU coun-
triee agree that WEU - the
Western European Union -
gradually should be integrated
into the EU as its defence arm.
Similarly a substantial majority
wants the Union Lo be able to
take decisions on foreign affairs
and security on the bagis of
qualified majority voting.

The Red-Green Alliance consid-
ers this a very dangerous
development. [t will increase the
domination of the large member
states, and it will move the
debate on these matters away
from the national scene to

Brussels. Such a tendency will
further atrengthen the Union
institutions and impose Union
deeisions upon indrvidual
member states, even if these
dizsagree with the dacisions
made. This is “sclidarity” in EU
parlance!

In order to promaote this develop-
ment ET Commisgioner Martin
Bangemann has sugpested a
policy for co-ordination of the
European arms industry so that
it can compete efficiently with
the Americans on the booming
global arma market.

We are firmly opposed to the
tendencies described above. A
Eurvpean superpower equipped
with its own arms industry,
defence and foreign policy is
truly a frightening perspective.

The enlargement of the
European Union and NATO

The Red-Green Alliance oppases
the enlargement of EU as well
as NATO.

Our opposition to the expansion
of EU into Central and Eastern
Europe is based on three major
arguments:

Firstly, as we are committed to
rolling back the Union, support
ofits enlargement would in it-

self be a contradiction in terma.

Secondly, it is obvioua that only
a few of the Central and Eastern
European countries would
qualify for EU membership.
And the first admissions are not
likely to take place within the
next ten yvears. This admission
process is however bound to
create n new divide in Central
and Eastern Europe between the
chosen few and the rest left
outside in the cold.

Thirdly, in order to achieve the
eoveted entry into the EU, these
countriea would be foreed to
change their societies so drasti-
cally that the economic and
gocial costs would be horren-
dous, It is unacceptable to us
that the peoples of these coun-
triez sheuld be forced to pay thia
price for the ambitions of their
ruling elites.

We propose the following alter-
native: The EU should open up
its markets for exports from
Central and Eastern Europe.
The EUJ Commission and the
EU eountries have paid o lot of
lip serviee to solidarity with
their European neighbours. It is
time that their high-sounding
wards are translated into reality
by means of fair and reascnable
trade arrangements and aid
that could encourage these
countries to develop according to
their own needs and not those of
the EU.

Such hopes are bound to be
vain, however. What the EU
wants is market access in
Central and Eastern Europe.
They demand of these countries
that they make their economies
compatible with this grand
design.

Probahly only Poland, Hungary
and the Czech Republic will be
granted full membership in due
course. These three would be
tha anly ones sufficiently
develaped to fit into the Union.
To admit the less advanced
countries would entail expendi-
tures to modernize their
economy and infrastructure on
such a scale that the E1T would
not be able or willing to cope.



The Alliance opposes the coming
enlargement of NATO. The top
candidates for NATO member-
ship are the same countries that
may look forward to eventual
EL memberzhip. This enlarge-
ment is going Lo seal the politi-
cal and military expansion of
the Western alliance into
Eastern Burope and right to the
doorstep of the old Soviet Union.

After the breakdown of the
Soviet Union and its European
alliance and the unification of
Germany thers was renson to
hope that the dogmatic blac
thinking prevalent in both
camps of the Cold War would
die away.

Bul while the Warsaw pact
dissolved quickly into thin air,
NATO was determined to prove
ita continued usefulness,
although ita raison d'#tre had
disappearad. So NATO is
presently busily reconstructing
ita organisation in order to
prepare it for combating the
pereeived future threats to
“Wesatern civilization™ terror-
ism, Islamie organisations and
states, the spectre of nuclear
weapons in the hands of terror-
iats, ste.

Simultaneously NATO has
decided to expand into Eastern
Europe in arder to fill the
“military vacuum” left by the
collapse of the Soviet Union,
The promises made by the West
to Gorbachev when he acqui-
egeed in German unity, that
NATO would not expand east of
its present boundaries, have

heen forpotten.

Rut eastward expansion of
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NATO would be very dangerous.
It would be a clear signal to
Russia that the West is deter-
mined to take advantage of its
present weakness, Hussia is not
in a position to halt the thrust
of WATO, and even lesa has it
succseded in obtaining legally
binding guarantees that NATO
will desist from deploying
nuclear weapons in the new
member countries,

The Alliance finds it absurd
that the Central and Eastern

European countries should be
driven into a very costly rear-
mament in order to enable them
to comply with MATO require-
ments.

Instead we are firmly commit-
ted to developing and strength-
ening OSCE as the forum where
all problems related to security
and regional conflicts can be
disengsed and salutions sought
on a basis of equality between
all participating eountries.

What will happen at the
intergovernmental conference?

Muost EU governments are ready
to transfer more powers to the
Unian. A majority of govern-
ments auppart that some of the
issues now belonging to the
Third Pillar (Justice and
Internal Affairs) are transferred
to the First Pillar where deci-
gions can be made by qualified
majority and not by unanimity.
The policy issues in question are
the free movement of persons,
agylum and immigration
matters, border controls and the
prevention and combating of
erime. Similarly a majority of
governments want the
Schengen Treaty incorporated
in the Union Treaty and imple-
mented over a period of 3 to 5
YEears,

Another item on the IGC agenda
is "enhanced co-operation”
which will enable a majority of
countries to pursue policies

separately that do not win the
approval of all member statea,
This opens the door for a
gituation where a majority of
countries can take decisions on
anumber of issues within the
institntional framework of the
Union. The recalcitrant minor-
ity will be presented with
accomplished facts and i all
prabability be forced to follow
suit after a while, if they do not
want to be completely
marginalized,

Propaosals for poliey areas that
should be transferred to major-
ity voting include: culture,
industrial policy, research and
development, environmental
taxes, foreign affairs ete.

The voting system in the
Couneil of Ministers is up for
revision ns well, The large
countries demand more votes,
but so far they have met deter-



mined resistance from a coali-
tion of smaller countries.
Similarly the question of
streamlining the Commisaion
and reducing the number of ils
members is atill unresolved.

These proposals have been made
by the large number of member
atates in the name of “efficiency™
and preparing for new entrants,
but the hidden agenda is not so
hidden anymore: they aim at

reducing the effective influence
of the smaller member stales.

Another important item on the
1GC agenda i8 the creation of an
EU foreign affairs secretariat or
“foreign ministry”. This should
enahble the EIT to “speak with
ane voice” in matters of security
and foreign affairs. Such a
eonatruction would necessitate
majority voting in these mat-
tera.

1t is not certain that all the
things deseribed here will
actually happen - the battle is
far from over vet. But we can be
pretty certain that the outcome
of the IGC will lead to a rein-
forcement of the federalist
character of the E1T.

The EU governments are
getting their act ready - now it
iz time for the people Lo react!

May 1997
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