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“l do not need to tell you either how necessary or how urgent it is

that the peoples of Europe should unite. You would not be here were you
not already convinced of that. Your views differ only with regard to the
immediate objectives of such unification, the methods to be employed and
perhaps the rate at which reforms should be carried out”

(Speech by Robert Schuman, in Council of Europe-Consultative Assembly)
(Strasbourg, 10 December 1951)

Introduction

Processes of European integration and EU’s political development
and institution building are shaped by interactions between elites and
masses. While large empirical evidence is available revealing mass attitudes
and orientations towards processes of European integration and identity
building there is still a serious deficit of systematic comparative research
on European elites (Best, Cotta and Verzichelli, 2005).

Elite perception about Europe is a significant point to understanding
the current European integration process as well as the future perspectives
for the continent (Slater, 1994; Wessels 1999; Holmberg, 1999; Jenny,
Pollak and Slominski, 2006).

To a certain extent since European elites are predominantly national
elites “operating together” at the European level, we can count upon a rich
collection of studies existing at the national level. Yet these studies have
been conducted fundamentally from a national perspective and without a
systematic reference to the specific problems of the EU. In order to gain
a comprehensive knowledge from a systematic retrieval of these studies
has arisen the INTUNE (“Integrated and United. A Quest for Citizenship
in an Ever Closer Europe”) Project, approved under the 6th Framework
Programme of the European Commission’.

This study, as a part of the INTUNE project, makes a specific
comparison among the perceptions which political and economical elites in

some European countries have about the European Union process and its
3
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instruments of government. The main goal is, on the one hand, to identify
the differences in the positions of each type of elites, in addition to the
variations among countries; on the other hand, to find out which is more
important —and to what degree— in influencing how Europe is perceived:
the type of elite (economic or political) or its territorial factor. In other words,
we will trace an interpretation of the current patterns of agreement and/or
deviancy among the elites’ within the EU, and more importantly, provide an
explanation about variations between some specific countries in Europe:
Germany, Spain and Poland.

Methodology

We have used the database coming from the INTUNE Project Survey
on European Elites and Masses. The questionnaire was applied between
February and May, 2007, in 18 European countries (all of them members
of the European Union, except Serbia). Table 1 details the distribution of
interviews by country and type of elite.

Table 1

Elite interviews by country

Country Political elite Economic elite Total
Austria 44 21 65
Belgium 75 0 75
Bulgary 83 45 128
Czech Republic 80 42 122
Denmark 60 40 100
Estonia 33 40 73
France 78 40 118
Germany 80 43 123
United Kingdom 45 16 61
Greece 86 12 98
Hungary 80 42 122
Italy 84 42 126
Lithuania 80 40 120
Poland 80 42 122
Portugal 80 40 120
Serbia 80 40 120
Slovakia 80 40 120
Spain 94 55 149
Total 1308 625 1962
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Inthe analysis we have shown some general descriptive statistics about
the perception of Europe taking as a reference two specific dimensions of
the INTUNE project with some variables:

1. Identity:

-Attachment to different levels of political communities.
-Most important elements to be a truly national citizen.
-Most important aspects to be a truly European citizen.

-Threats against the cohesion of the UE.

2. Representation:
-Position about representation (only Political Elites).
-Trust in institutions.

-National-European power sharing.

In addition, we have added a third dimension called general situation
and future, where we have asked about:

-Benefits from being a member of the European Union.

-Main goals of the UE in the future.

Theresults are presented distinguishing between political (national MP’s
inlow chambers) and economical elites (presidents of corporations, general
managers...) and, at the same time, among three countries: Germany as
an original member of the European Union, Spain, incorporated in 1986,
and Poland, a new member since 2004 (Rae, 2007). Our proposal is to
take into consideration the time as member states in order to show possible
differences among these states. Germany, among other states in Western
Europe, is an original member since 1957 (Schweiger, 2006). Today is one
of the most —maybe the most— important cornerstones in the European
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Union with a long and non interrupted democratic tradition since the end
of the Second World War. Spain, in Southern Europe, became member the
first of January of 1986, as a clear example of a country with a restored
democracy after almost 40 years of dictatorship, and with a membership of
more than 20 years. (Heywood & Closa, 2004) Poland, as a post-communist
country, is a very new member with only four years.

Analysis

Dimension 1: Identity
Attachment to different levels of political communities

As can be seen below, Polish elites are more attached to the state
(and sub-state) levels than in Germany and Spain, despite the fact that in
the case of economic elites, they show a stronger identification to Europe
than Germany and Spanish elites. Political elites, generally speaking, tend
to develop more ties towards the different sub-state levels. Both elites in
the three countries express a very strong identification with the European
level, higher than 90%, although economic elite in Germany is notably less
pro-European (83.7%); at the same, pro-European positions in Poland and
Spain are more visible among economic elites than political ones.

Table 2
Attachment to different levels of political communities
To feel To feel To feel To feel
attachment to attachment to attachment to attachment o
their town their region their country Europe
Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Austria % 925 886 926 80 975 943 864 829
N 80 35 81 35 81 35 81 35
Belgium % 95 614 888 568 738 791 888 864
N 80 44 80 44 80 43 80 44
Bulgaria % 98,8 80 95,1 77,3 100 932 8049 595
N 81 45 81 44 83 44 82 42
Czech Republic % 975 786 963 634 100 857 75 78
N 80 42 80 41 80 42 80 41
Denmark % 933 675 80 65 983 95 898 80
M 60 40 60 40 60 40 59 40
Estonia % 958 95 857 70 100 100 841 90
N 71 40 70 40 71 40 69 40
France % 963 70 797 625 988 952 886 952

N 80 40 79 40 80 42 79 42
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Germany % 98,7 814 83,3 69,8 94,9 90,7 949 83,7
N 78 43 78 40 78 43 78 43
GreatBr in % 959 933 84 95 76 20 44 70
N 49 15 50 20 50 20 50 20
Greece % 966 75 955 71 989 939 807 742
N 87 32 88 31 89 33 99 31
Hungary % 100 738 763 643 988 90,5 80 87,8
N 79 42 80 42 80 42 82 41
Italy % 939 902 892 659 94 100 927 833
N 82 41 83 41 84 42 70 42
Lithuania % 947 897 797 722 974 974 B43 T84
N 76 39 69 36 77 38 80 37
Poland % 100 92,7 100 78 100 97,6 938 976
N 80 41 80 41 80 42 80 42
Portugal % 911 875 800 65 98,8 100 96 95
N 79 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Slovakia % 975 875 938 75 975 925 913 75
N 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Spain % 96,8 818 957 691 935 964 915 927
N 94 55 94 55 93 55 94 55
Western Europe % 946 730 854 687 895 906 819 845
N 349 174 350 179 351 180 349 181
Postcommunist countries % 974 839 880 704 989 931 846 T80
N 467 248 460 243 471 246 461 241
Southern Europe % 940 850 928 67 972 983 896 85
N 248 113 251 112 253 115 250 113
Total % 962 815 893 697 956 937 86.5 83,7

N 1316 674 1313 673 1326 681 1312 675
Source: IntUne elite interviewing- first wave, 2007.
Question: People feel different degrees of attachment to their town or village, to
their region, to their country and to Europe. What about you? Are you very attached,
somewhat attached, not very attached or not at all attached to the following: your
town/village; your ‘region’; your country; Europe. Answer option: very attached;
somewhat attached; not very attached; not at all attached; DK / can’t say
(volunteered); Refuse (volunteered).
Note: % percentage of elite who answer very or somewhat attached.

Summary table 2

To feel To feel To feel To fesl
attachment to attachmentto  attachment to attachment to
their town their region their country Europe

Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite

Germany % 98,7 814 83,3 698 949 90,7 949 837
Poland % 100 92,7 100 78 100 976 938 97,6
Spain % 96,8 81,8 957 691 935 964 915 927
Western Europe % 946 730 854 687 895 906 819 845
Postcommunist countries% 97,4 83,9 880 704 989 931 846 78,0
Southern Europe % 94,0 850 928 67 97,2 98,3 896 85
Total % 96,2 815 893 697 956 93,7 865 837
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Graphic 1
Attachment to different levels of political communities (Political Elite)
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Graphic 2
Attachment to different levels of political communities (Economic Elite)

Economic Elite Attachment

100 e
80
60
40
20 A
0 - T T
Western Europe Germany Postcommunist Poland Southern Europe Spain

BTo feel attachmentto theirtown B To feel attachment to their region

O To feel atachment to their country B To feel attachment to Europe

Elements to be a national citizen

While “being Christian” is highly emphazised by political as well
economic elites in Poland in order to be a national citizen, it has much
less importance in Germany and, particularly in Spain. At the same time,
“to share cultural traditions” is dramatically important in Poland, but less
demanded in Germany and even less in Spain, particularly among political
elites. There are greater territorial differences related to the question “to be
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born in the country” and to “have national parents”. Poland, as well as the
postcommunist group, gives alarge importance to both elements, while they
are less relevant in Spain and, specially in Germany and Western Europe,
showing no difference between economic and political elites. Regarding
the relevance of “feeling national”, it is stronger in Spain than in Germany
but, above all, in Poland, with cent per cent in both elites.

Table 3
Most important elements to be a truly national citizen
To share cultural To be born To have national
To be Christian traditions in the country parents
(to be a national (to be a national (to be a national (lo be a national
citizen) citizen) citizen) citizen)
Palitical Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Austria % 309 20 815 829 333 286 259 171
N 81 35 81 35 81 35 81 35
Belgium % 12,5 14 55 795 392 477 392 50
N 80 43 80 44 79 44 79 44
Bulgaria % 696 614 98B 977 756 727 838 841
N 79 44 81 44 82 44 80 44
Czech Republic % 25 73 963 81 70 452 813 548
N 80 41 80 42 80 42 80 42
Denmark % 254 325 B97 7O 31,7 425 389 385
N 59 40 58 40 60 40 59 39
Estonia % 40,3 10 97,2 95 833 70 83,3 725
N 72 40 72 40 72 40 72 40
France % 21 116 926 86 519 279 61,7 558
N 81 43 81 43 81 43 81 43
Germany % 205 405 B80B 90,7 115 442 115 628
N 78 42 78 43 78 43 78 43
Great Britain % 10 211 816 B95 16 53 14 57,9
N 50 19 49 19 50 19 50 19
Greece % 57,8 417 B8B44 75 57,8 472 66,7 667
N 90 36 90 36 90 36 90 36
Hungary % 338 20,5 100 976 595 512 795 659
N 80 39 79 42 79 41 78 4
Italy % 488 452 869 929 714 643 738 690
N 84 42 84 42 84 42 84 42
Lithuania % 475 45 888 775 5625 675 725 85
N 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Poland % 76,3 50 98,8 100 775 619 86,3 786
N BOD 42 80 42 80 42 80 42
Portugal % 26,3 35 938 95 66,3 70 775 75
N 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Slovakia % 40 17,9 975 821 55 436 613 462
N 80 39 80 39 80 39 80 39
Spain % 140 273 728 873 699 636 645 564
N 93 55 92 55 93 55 93 55
Western Europe % 205 194 794 807 362 337 377 433

N 351 180 349 181 351 181 350 180
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Postcommunist countries % 42,7 276 964 887 664 585 768 683
N 471 243 472 247 473 246 470 246

Southern Europe % 449 40,7 882 881 65 61 724 703
N 254 118 254 118 254 118 254 118
Total % 359 299 6879 872 558 521 615 614

N 1327 680 1325 686 1329 685 1325 GB4

Source: IntUne Elite interviewing- first wave, first wave 2007.

Question: People differ in what they think it means to be (national). In your view,
how important is each of the following to be (national)? To be Christian; To share
(country) cultural traditions; To be born in (country); To have (national) parents; To
respect (national) laws and institutions; To feel (national); To master language of
the country; To be a country citizen. Answer: very important, somewhat important,
not very important, not important at all, DK; Refusal.

Note: % of elite who answer very or somewhat important.

Table 3 (cont.)
To master Tobea
To respect To feel national language country citizen
(national) laws  (to be a national (to be a national (to be a national
and intitutions citizen) citizen) citizen)
Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Austria % 95,1 886 889 857 889 0943 679 571
N 81 35 81 35 81 35 81 35
Belgium % 925 955 590 791 913 100 70 73,8
N 79 de 78 43 80 43 80 42
Bulgaria % 988 932 988 100 988 977 915 932
N 80 44 80 44 82 44 82 44
Czech Republic % 93,8 88,1 97565 762 963 905 788 667
N 80 42 80 42 80 42 80 42
Denmark % 100,0 1000 949 925 983 95 864 75
N 60 40 59 40 60 40 59 40
Estonia % 986 1000 972 975 958 100 875 925
N 72 40 72 43 72 40 72 40
France % 963 884 926 884 951 907 857 814
N 81 43 81 43 81 43 56 43
Germany % 936 884 61 76,7 98,7 100 68,8 744
N 78 43 7 43 7 43 77 43
Great Britain % 98 842 896 684 100 947 898 889
N 50 19 48 19 50 19 49 18
Greece % 933 833 956 889 822 778 744 528
N 90 36 90 36 90 36 Q0 36
Hungary % 90,7 675 100 949 988 100 545 452
N 75 40 79 39 80 42 77 42
Italy % 988 905 929 905 881 905 833 81
N 84 42 84 42 84 42 84 42
Lithuania % 95 875 975 90 95 925 875 725
N 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Poland % 93,8 81,0 100 100 888 976 B1,3 69
M 80 42 80 42 80 42 80 42
Portugal % 975 975 97,5 100 98,8 100 938 75
N 80 40 80 40 80 40 80 40
Slovakia % 925 923 938 769 938 0949 775 658

N 80 39 80 39 80 39 80 38
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Spain % 935 982 826 891 849 945 796 80
N 93 55 92 55 93 55 93 55
Western Europe % 96,0 923 841 844 940 95 78,2 742
N 352 181 347 180 352 180 325 178
Postcommunist countries % 949 882 975 893 964 96 796 728
N 469 245 471 244 474 247 471 246
Southern Europe % 965 90,7 953 932 894 B98 835 T03
N 254 118 254 118 254 118 254 118
Total % 952 90,1 905 886 933 949 795 732
N1326 684 1321 682 1330 685 1300 682

Summary table 3

To share cultural  To be born
To be Christian traditions in the country

(to be a naticnal (to be a national (to be a national

To have national

parents

(to be a national

citizen) citizen) citizen) citizen)
Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Germany % 205 405 B0B8 907 115 442 115 628
Poland % 76,3 50 98,86 100 77,5 619 86,3 78,6
Spain % 140 273 728 873 699 636 645 564
Western Europe % 205 194 794 807 362 337 377 433
Postcommunist countries % 427 276 964 887 664 585 768 683
Southern Europe % 449 40,7 882 881 65 61 724 703
Total % 359 299 879 872 558 521 615 614
Graphic 3
Most important elements to be a truly national citizen (Political Elite)
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Graphic 3. 2 (cont.)
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Graphic 4
Most important elements to be a truly national citizen (Economic Elite)

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Economic Elite (NAT)

Western Europe  Germany Postcommunist Poland Southern Spain
Europe
@ To be Christian is important (to be a national citizen)
B To share cultural fraditions is impotant (to be a national citizen)
O To be born in country (to be a national citizen)

O To have national parents (to be a national citizen)

Graphic 4.2 (cont.)
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Elements to be a European citizen

Table 4
Most important aspects to be a truly European citizen
To share European To born To have Eurepean
To be Christian  cultural traditions in Europe parents
is important to is important to is importantto  is important to
be a European  be a European  be a European  be a European
Palitical Economic Paolitical Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite

Austria % 215 235 759 853 372 265 359 235
N 79 34 79 34 78 34 78 34
Belgium % 103 93 813 886 213 477 263 545
N 78 43 80 44 80 44 80 44
Bulgaria % 481 295 913 956 438 66,7 443 578
N 81 44 80 45 80 45 79 45
Czech Republic % 333 195 859 81 468 452 519 405
N T8 41 78 42 79 42 79 42
Denmark % 22 275 66,7 625 362 325 316 425
N 59 40 57 40 58 40 57 40
Estonia % 472 211 958 872 783 66,7 764 B15
N 72 38 71 39 69 39 72 39
France % 234 179 811 944 566 359 526 66,7
N 77 39 74 36 76 39 76 39
Germany % 278 37,2 844 90,7 238 535 228 581
N 79 43 77 43 80 43 79 43
Great Britain % 4 5 70,2 75 24 25 18 35
N 50 20 47 20 50 20 50 20
Greece % 329 265 774 882 535 424 506 471
N 85 34 84 34 86 33 85 34
Hungary % 363 19 988 976 488 452 575 66,7
N 80 42 80 41 80 42 80 42
Italy % 44 286 867 81 675 66,7 566 452
N 84 42 83 42 83 42 83 42
Lithuania % 40 333 829 846 459 513 60 46,2
N 75 39 76 39 T4 39 75 39
Poland % 646 381 925 976 646 595 722 571
N 79 42 80 42 79 42 79 42
Portugal % 16,3 30 873 875 638 60 538 70
N 80 40 79 40 80 40 80 40
Slovakia % 43 158 91,3 868 595 368 646 395
N 79 38 80 38 79 38 79 38
Spain % 154 259 755 855 548 545 489 436
N 91 54 94 55 93 55 92 55
Western Europe % 169 176 76 816 357 35 34 46,3

N 343 176 337 174 342 177 34 177
Postcommunist countries % 41,3 23,1 91 889 534 522 588 522
N 465 242 465 244 461 245 464 245

Southern Europe % 31,3 284 837 853 614 574 536 543
N 249 116 246 116 249 115 248 116
Total % 318 247 843 868 492 493 493 510

N1306 673 1299 674 1304 677 1303 678
Source: IntUne elite interviewing, first wave 2007.
Question: People differ in what they think it means to be a European. In your view,
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how important is each of the following to be a European?: a. To be a Christian; b.
To share European cultural traditions ;c. To be born in Europe ; c. To have
European parents; e. To respect the European Union’s laws and institutions f. To
feel European; g. To master a European language. Answer: very important,
somewhat important, not very important, not important at all, DKs, and refusal (V).
Note: % of elite who answer very or somewhat important

Table 4 (cont.)
To respect European To master an
Unions laws and To feel European European language
institutions is important is important is important
to be a European to be a European to be a European
Political Economic  Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Austria % 93,7 97,1 92,4 94,1 96,2 97,1
N 79 34 79 34 79 34
Belgium % 92,5 97,7 88,6 86 91,3 97,7
N 80 44 79 43 80 44
Bulgaria % 97,5 100 93,8 95,6 84,8 95,5
N 81 45 80 45 79 44
Czech Republic % 87,3 83,3 92,4 81 94,9 92,9
N 79 42 79 42 78 42
Denmark % 93,2 92,5 84,5 87,2 93,2 95
N 59 40 58 39 59 40
Estonia % 97,2 100 95,8 100 100 100
N 72 39 72 39 72 39
France % 94,7 92,5 96,1 97,4 92,1 97,5
N 75 40 76 39 76 40
Germany % a0 90,7 81,3 88,4 91,3 95,3
N 80 43 80 43 80 43
Great Britain % 86 80 86 85 94 95
N 50 20 50 20 50 20
Greece % 96,5 94,3 98,9 97,1 90,7 91,2
N 85 35 87 34 86 34
Hungary % 91,1 87,8 98,7 97,6 96,3 92,9
N 79 41 78 41 80 42
Italy % 97,6 97,6 93,8 85,7 92,9 92,9
N 82 42 81 42 84 42
Lithuania % 96,1 94,9 97,5 89,7 90,7 97,4
N 76 39 79 39 75 38
Poland % 85,9 83,3 98,7 100 88,5 92,9
N 78 42 79 41 78 42
Portugal % 86,1 100 97,5 100 97,5 100
N 79 40 79 40 80 39
Slovakia % 97,4 97,4 97,5 97,4 93,7 100
N 78 38 79 38 79 38
Spain % 97,9 96,3 95,7 98,2 87,2 87,3
N 94 54 94 55 94 55
Western Europe % 924 93,3 90,1 90,3 93,3 96,6
N 343 178 342 175 344 178
Postcommunist countries % 94 4 93,9 95,9 93,4 93,3 96,3
N 465 244 467 244 463 243
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Southern Europe % 93,5 97.4 96,8 94 93,6 94,8
N 246 117 247 116 250 115
Total % 93,2 93,7 93,8 93,2 92,5 95,1

N 1306 678 1308 674 1309 676

Summary table 4

To share European To born To have Eurepean
To be Christian cultural tradilions in Europe parents
is important to isimportantto  is importantto  is important to
be a European be a European be a European  be a European
Puolitical Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite

Germany % 278 372 844 907 238 535 228 581
Poland % 646 381 925 976 646 595 722 571
Spain % 154 25,9 75,5 85,5 54,8 54,5 48,9 43,6
Western Europe % 16,9 176 76 816 357 35 34 46,3
Postcommunist countries % 41,3 231 91 889 534 522 588 522
Southern Europe % 31,3 284 837 853 614 574 536 543
Total % 31,8 247 843 868 492 493 493 51,0

Concerning the most important elements “to be a truly European
person”, religious factor keeps being especially relevant among political
elite in Poland, but not for economic ones, with percentages more or less
close to Germany. Conversely, MPs in Spain, Germany and Western
Europe in general are less interested in Christianity than their businessmen
connationals. However, Southern Europe as well as postcommunist
countries (Poland included), seems to be more interested in the religious
component. Spanish political elite is the least concerned with this element
as a determining factor to be a “good European”, as can be seen in the table
above. As in the case for being a national citizen, Poland is also the hardest
supporter of the necessity of sharing cultural traditions and having parents
coming from a member state, in order to be a European citizen. Germany
and especially Spain display a very high valuation about the obligation of
“respecting European laws and institutions”. Something lower is the elite
support in Poland for the some item, where “to feel European” is particularly
important, followed by Spain and Germany to a certain distance. Similar
remarks could be made regarding “the need for mastering a European
language” among the national elites —both MPs and businessmen-. There is
a general consensus about these last three elements (respect EU laws and
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institutions, to feel European and to master a European language) added
to the necessity for sharing cultural traditions as the main ingredients to
build the “European essence”.

Graphic 5
Most important aspects to be a truly European citizen (Political Elite)
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Graphic 6

Most important aspects to be a truly European citizen (Economic Elite)
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Threats against the cohesion of the EU

Table 5
Threats against the cohesion of the EU

Economic and social
Immigration from  The growth of The effects of differences among
non EU countries national attitudes globalization on  member states
is a threat isathreat  welfare is a threat is a threat
Palitical Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite

Austria % 321 265 827 829 675 114 667 314
N 78 34 81 35 80 35 81 35
Belgium % 375 465 6625 932 45 295 45 56,8
N 80 43 80 44 80 44 80 44
Bulgaria % 512 585 875 886 375 385 663 578
N 82 41 80 44 80 39 B3 45
Czech Republic % 4625 357 823 833 488 317 519 50
N 80 42 79 42 80 41 79 42
Denmark % 383 538 783 692 186 282 533 625
N 60 39 60 39 59 39 60 40
Estonia % 746 65 507 475 21 79 343 35
N 71 40 71 40 62 38 70 40
France % 46,7 39 925 854 526 256 613 488
N 75 41 80 41 76 39 80 43
Germany % 30 333 608 69 47,5 405 413 558
N 80 42 79 42 80 42 80 43
Great Britain % 245 55 653 65 26,5 20 30 20
N 49 20 49 20 49 20 50 20
Greece % 261 242 864 829 349 212 621 441
N 88 33 88 35 86 33 87 34
Hungary % 481 366 747 78 452 359 56,3 667
N 79 41 79 41 73 39 80 42
Italy % 28,0 366 768 927 434 15,0 59 54,8
82 41 82 41 83 40 83 42
Lithuania 525 625 564 75 372 282 6595 325
80 40 78 40 78 39 79 40
Poland 506 317 653 643 329 22 57,7 333
79 41 75 42 73 41 78 42
Portugal 192 526 75 7949 438 525 63,75 625
78 38 80 39 80 40 80 40
Slovakia 544 50 81 875 39 28,2 46,3 55
79 40 79 40 77 39 80 40
Spain

138 20 753 77,8 344 145 521 491
94 55 93 54 a3 55 94 55
365 435 78 6810 448 237 53 473
342 177 350 179 344 177 351 182
541 512 725 769 387 285 529 498
471 244 466 247 450 235 471 249
246 384 796 852 406 301 616 543
248 112 250 115 249 113 250 116
Total % 304 422 744 782 406 26,7 541 492
N1314 671 1313 679 1289 663 1324 687

Source: IntUne elite interviewing, first wave 2007.
Question: Do you think that (ITEM) is a threat or not a threat for the cohesion of the

Western Europe
Postcommunist countries

Southern Europe

zRzRzRzRzsfzfzftzs 2z
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EU? Answer: a big threat, quite a big threat, not that big a threat, not a threat at all,
DK/can't say (volunteered), Refuse.

Iltems (rotate randomly, except for b1-b2): (a)lmmigration from non EU countries;
(b1), Expansion of the EU to include Turkey; (b2), The expansion of the EU to
include countries other than Turkey; (c), The growth of nationalist attitudes in
European member states; (d) The close relationships between some EU countries
and the United States; (e) The effects of globalization on welfare; (f) Economic and
social differences among member states; (g) The interference of Russia in
European affairs.

Note: % percentage who answer “big threat” or “quite a big threat".

Table 5 (cont.)
Enlargement of Enlargement of Close Interference
EU to include the EU include relationship of Russia in
Turkey countries other between European
is a threat than Turkey EM- USA affairs
Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Austria % 494 424 303 12,1 288 286 309 17,6
N 79 33 76 33 80 35 81 34
Belgium % 63,8 50 60,8 50 38,8 341 351 52,3
N 80 44 74 40 80 44 7 44
Bulgaria % 474 625 273 26,2 14,5 18,6 309 429
N 78 40 77 42 83 43 81 42
Czech Republic % 33,8 476 15,6 31,7 15 214 456 548
N 80 42 77 41 80 42 79 42
Denmark % 492 615 385 382 20 10 288 375
N 59 39 52 34 60 40 59 40
Estonia % 57,7 513 29 33,3 11,4 5 843 825
N 71 39 69 36 70 40 70 40
France % 584 61 574 69,8 43 375 361 39,5
N 77 41 47 43 79 40 61 38
Germany % 342 51,2 368 429 241 93 338 279
N 79 43 68 42 79 43 77 43
Great Britain % 14,3 38,1 6,1 14,3 22 48 347 263
N 100 21 49 21 50 21 49 19
Greece % 33,7 606 247 382 425 40 18,6 242
N 86 33 85 34 87 35 86 33
Hungary % 582 683 324 314 225 333 455 30
N 79 41 T4 35 80 42 77 40
Italy % 183 38,1 221 43,9 17,3 19,5 338 26,2
N 82 42 77 41 81 41 80 42
Lithuania % 46,8 65 23,1 23,1 3,8 17,5 66,7 925
N 79 40 78 39 78 40 78 40
Poland % 46,8 34,1 12 12,2 7,8 48 T4 69
N 77 41 75 41 77 42 77 42
Portugal % 253 40 19 35,1 8,75 15 2375 25
N 79 40 63 37 80 40 80 40
Slovakia % 575 55 12,8 10 16,25 125 43 50
N 80 40 78 40 80 40 79 38
Spain % 23,7 352 13 25,9 13,8 9,1 344 40,7
N 93 54 92 54 94 55 93 54
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Western Europe % 497 522 396 409 318 25 33 36,6
N 344 178 298 171 349 180 327 175

Postcommunist countries % 50,1 583 232 258 14 18,2 51,9 587
N 467 242 453 233 471 247 464 242

Southern Europe % 259 452 222 393 234 241 252 2572
N 247 115 225 112 248 116 246 115
Total % 424 50,7 26,3 323 207 189 41 44 4

N 1307 673 1211 653 1318 683 1284 671

Summary table 5
Economic and social
Immigration from  The growth of ~ The effects of differences amang
non EU countries national attitudes globalization on  member states
is a threat isathreat  welfare is athreat s a threat
Folitical Economic Political Economic Political Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Germany % 30 33,3 608 69 47,5 405 413 558
Poland % 506 31,7 653 643 329 22 57,7 333
Spain % 13,8 20 753 778 344 145 521 491
Western Europe % 36,5 435 78 81,0 448 237 53 47,3
Postcommunist countries% 54,4 51,2 725 76,9 387 285 529 498
Southern Europe % 246 384 796 852 406 30,1 61,6 543
Economic and social
Immigration from  The growth of The effects of differences amang
non EU countries national attitudes  globalization on  member states
is a threat isathreat  welfare is athreat s a threat
Political Economic Political Economic Palitical Economic Political Economic
Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite Elite
Germany % 342 512 368 429 241 93 338 279
Poland % 46,8 34,1 12 122 78 48 74 69
Spain % 23,7 352 13 259 13,8 9,1 344 407
Western Europe % 49,7 522 396 409 31,8 25 33 36,6
Postcommunist countries% 50,1 58,3 23,2 258 14 18,2 51,9 58,7
Southern Europe % 259 452 222 393 234 241 252 252

The “growth of nationalist attitudes” is the mostimportant topic perceived
by political elites in the three analyzed countries and their respective
territorial blocks. In Southern European countries (Spain included) and
Western Europe (Germany included) non European immigration is a less
evident danger than in the postcommunist countries. Similar positions may
be found regarding the effects of globalization, as shared by political elites,
with strongerincidence in Germany and Western Europe. In postcommunist
area “the potencial interference of Russia in European affairs” is seen an
important threat, as well as the future integration of Turkey in the EU. The
position of economic elites towards the different threats for the cohesion
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is, generally speaking, similar to those of political elites, although they are
more concerned about the possibility of economic and social differences
among member states.

Graphic 7
Threats against the cohesion of the EU (Political elite)

Threat. Political Elite

Europ G y Postc i Poland Southem Europe Spain

BInmigration from non EU countries is a threat
B The growth of national attitudes is a threat
OThe effects of globalization on welfare is a threat

DOEconomicand social differecences among member statesis a threat

21



ICPS Working Papers

Threat (Cont.). Political Elite
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Graphic 8
Threats against the cohesion of the EU (Economic Elite)

Threat. Economic elite
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@ The growth of national attitudes is a threat
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Threat (Cont). Economic Elite
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@ Expansion of EUto include Turkeyis a threat
B Expansion of the EUinclude other countries
O Close relationships between some European countries and USA
O Interference of Russia in European affairs
Dimension 2: Representation
Position about representation
Table 6
Position about representation (Only Political Elites)
Representative
Representalive Representative  of the Refused to
of Representative  ofa  citizens of your choose
your of your particular  country as only
constituency party social group  as a whole one N
Austria 52,5 12,5 11,3 23,8 0 80
Belgium 25 20,8 16,7 37,5 0 72
Bulgaria 54,5 9,1 4.5 31,8 0 66
Czech Republic 48,8 6,3 3,8 41,3 0 80
Denmark 13,5 46,2 1,9 38,5 0 52
Estonia 28 13,9 11,1 72,2 0 72
France 338 2,6 0 58,4 52 77
Germany 35,1 8,1 4.1 52,7 0 74
Great Britain 75 12,5 0 12,5 0 32
Greece 224 14,9 15 61,2 0 67
Hungary 42,1 14,5 11,8 31,6 0 76
Italy 224 171 6,6 53,9 0 76
Lithuania 17.7 51 7.6 64.6 51 79
Poland 60 25 5 31,3 1.3 80
Portugal 147 4 0 81,3 0 75
Slovakia 7.6 17,7 5,1 63,3 6,3 79
Spain 32,3 18,3 2,2 46,2 1,1 93
Western Europe 374 17,6 7 36,7 1.3 313
Postcommunist countries 28,5 11,1 7,3 51,1 2 452
Southern Europe 19,7 11,9 2,8 65,6 0 218
Total 32 12,7 5,7 48,5 1.2 1230
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Source: IntUne elite interviewing- first wave, 2007.

Question: Do you think of yourself primarily as ...representative of your
constituency, representative of your party, representative of a particular social
group, representative of the citizens of your country as a whole ?, refuse to choose
only one answer (volunteered).

Summary table 6
Representative
Representative Representative  of the Refused to
of Representative  ofa  citizens of your choose
your of your particular  country as anly
constituency party social group  as a whole one N
Germany 351 8.1 41 52,7 0 74
Poland 60 25 5 31.3 1.3 80
Spain 32,3 18,3 22 46,2 1.1 93
Western Europe 37.4 176 7 36,7 1.3 313
Postcommunist countries 28,5 11.1 7,3 51,1 2 452
Southern Europe 19,7 11,9 28 65,6 0 218
Total 32 12,7 57 48,5 1.2 1230
Graphic 9
Position about representation (Only Political Elites)
70
60
50
40
30
20 —— — ——— —
10 i
0
Western Europe Germany Postcommunist Poland Southern Europe Spain
@ Representative of your constituency
m Representative of your party
O Representative of a particular social group
O Representative of the citizens of your country as a whole

Most of the analyzed political elite perceives itself as “representative of
the citizens of its country”, although in Postcommunist area this position is
shared with the “representation of its own constituency”, a perception even
more important in the case of Poland. Only a minority of MPs perceived
themselves as representatives of their party or a particular group. However,
this minority reaches almost 20% in the case of Spain.
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Trust in national/European institutions

Table 7
Trust in institutions

Puolitical Elite Economic Elite
Reg. or
Nat. local
TRUST IN: E.P. E.C. E.C.M. |Nat.P. E.P. government E.C. E.C.M. government

Austria Mean 6,81 5,06 5,20 591 4,97 6,03 543 5,71 5,59
N 80 80 80 34 35 34 35 35 34

Std. Deviation 1,917 1838 1945 1798 2065 1930 2062 1,888 2524

Belgium Mean 6,48 565 546 6,36 5,86 6,50 6,50 5,97 6,21
N 80 80 78 44 44 21 44 44 42

Std. Deviation 1,949 2,020 1,952 1296 1424 1,000 1,372 1,464 1,855

Bulgaria Mean 577 578 5,86 4,16 541 4,25 5,50 559 4,07
N 77 79 78 44 44 44 44 44 44

Std. Deviation 2,328 2,257 2,340 2134 1,821 2201 1,947 1,921 2425

Czech Mean 5,26 4,89 5,31 4,21 4,15 4,55 4,18 4,45 5,73
Republic N 80 80 80 42 41 42 40 40 4

Std. Deviation 1,986 2,087 1,797 1802 2,104 1,880 2275 2,195 1911

Denmark Mean 597 555 6,32 7.85 5,93 7,93 6,33 6,10 6,70
N 60 60 60 40 40 40 40 40 40

Std. Deviation 2,597 2664 2554 1,167 1559 1071 1403 1,429 1,698

Estonia Mean 5,92 6,25 6,04 6,92 6,65 7,48 6,80 6,45 498
72 72 72 39 40 40 40 40 40

Std. Deviation 1,361 1402 1,368 1,306 1460 1301 1506 1467 2201

France Mean 5,84 4,45 5,50 5,67 5,65 5,85 5,00 5,03 511
N 79 i7 76 42 40 40 40 39 38

Std. Deviation 2,296 2,064 1,927 1946 1,805 1,861 2038 1,678 1,914

Germany  Mean 7,41 5,96 6,05 6,35 5,21 6,07 5,05 5,19 5,84
N 75 7 76 43 43 43 42 42 43

Std. Deviation 1,453 1,713 1,688 1888 2042 1907 1,807 1,700 1,731

Great Britain Mean 5,16 4,14 4,65 5,00 3,62 5,62 4,19 5,10 517
N 49 49 49 21 21 21 21 20 3]

Std. Deviation 2,444 2,092 2471 1897 2012 1465 1914 1,252 0,983

Greece Mean 7.1 6,03 6,30 5,31 6,08 5,39 6,31 6,28 3,06
N 90 90 90 36 36 36 36 36 36

Std. Deviation 1,645 2025 1,851 2214 2222 2,296 1954 2,106 2484

Hungary Mean 6,37 6,13 6,16 4,50 5,54 4,43 5,68 6,05 5,12
N 79 80 79 42 a1 42 41 40 42

Std. Deviation 1,834 1885 1,815 2452 1976 2254 2043 2,062 2,086

Italy Mean 6,17 5,54 5,53 5,07 5,43 4,83 583 552 449
N 83 83 83 42 42 42 42 42 41

Std. Deviation 1,840 2044 1741 1659 1,876 1,912 1886 1,941 1,951

Lithuania Mean 6,38 6,29 6,38 3,85 5,49 5,65 6,34 6,08 4,22
80 80 B0 40 39 40 38 37 37

Std. Deviation 1,951 1917 1803 2293 2235 2167 1805 2,080 2359

Poland Mean 5,18 5,08 5,10 3,05 4,29 3.3 4,55 4,57 5,55
N 80 80 80 42 42 42 42 42 42

Std. Deviation 2,299 2293 2,120 2208 1,686 2,042 1468 1,484 2,051

Portugal Mean 5,93 5,90 6,24 5,65 5,21 6,38 6,15 574 453
N 80 80 B0 40 39 40 40 39 40

Std. Deviation 2,097 2162 2,070 1511 1,592 1444 1272 1,332 2,088

Slovakia Mean 5,68 5,58 6,41 4,03 4,75 3,68 4,98 4,94 4,28
N 80 80 80 40 40 40 40 36 40

Std. Deviation 2,005 1,756 1,620 2154 1,864 2,379 1,833 2,292 2418

Spain Mean 6,29 6,16 6,05 6,57 5,89 6,02 6,00 5,80 5,156
N 94 94 93 54 54 52 54 54 52

Std. Deviation 1,806 1512 1,590 1849 1910 2,063 1,387 1,323 1,984

Western Mean 6,14 5,02 5,44 6,29 539 6,48 5,65 5,64 590
Europe N 348 346 343 181 180 156 180 178 160

Std. Deviation 2,269 2209 2,183 1846 1,878 1,774 1907 1,618 2,044
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Postcommunist Mean 5,89 5,81 6,03 4,59 5,33 4,98 5,57 5,60 473

countries N 468 471 469 247 245 248 243 237 244
Std. Deviation 1,968 1961 1847 2288 2,052 2391 2080 2106 2297

Southern Mean 6,43 583 6,03 534 5,56 5,53 5,08 583 4,06

Europe N 253 253 253 118 117 118 118 17 17
Std. Deviation 1,925 2078 1914 1803 1923 189 1723 1,830 2256

Total Mean 6,13 5,60 5,82 534 5,36 548 562 558 505
N 1318 1321 1314 685 681 659 679 670 658

Std. Deviation 2,072 2,068 1967 2249 1,971 2256 1907 1,838 2,251
Source: IntUne elite interviewing- first wave, 2007.

Question: Please tell me on a score of 0-10 how much you personally trust each of
the following EU institutions to usually take the right decisions. 0 means that you do
not trust an institution at all, and 10 means you have complete trust. What about the
[national] parliament (Nat. P.) 7; The European Parliament (EP)?; The [ your
national] government?; The European Commission (EC)?; The European Council of
Ministers (ECM)?; The ‘regional’ government? [or focal’, depending on national
system)?

Summary table 7
Palitical Elite Economic Elite
Reg. or
Nat. local
TRUSTIN: E.P. E.C. E.CM. NMal P. E.P. government E.C. E.C.M. government
Germany Mean 741 5,06 6,05 6,35 5,21 8,07 5,05 519 5,84
Poland Mean 5,18 5,08 5,10 3,05 4,29 3,31 4,55 4,57 5,55
Spain Mean 6,29 6,16 6,05 6,57 5,89 6,02 6,00 5,80 515
Western Europe Mean 6,14 5,02 5,44 6,29 5,39 6,48 5,65 5,64 5,80
Postcommunist
countries Mean 5,89 5,81 6,03 4,59 533 4,98 5,57 560 473
Southern Europe Mean 6,43 5,83 6,03 5,34 5,56 553 6,08 5,83 4,06
Total Mean 6,13 5,60 5,82 5,34 5,36 548 5,62 5,58 5,05

Political elites were inquired about their trust in EU institutions
(Parliament, Commission, and Council). Economic elite questions also
included national institutions (national parliament and government, and
regional government). German political elite stands out because of their
high trust in European Parliament, with values above the mean in Europe,
and clearly above Poland, the country, close to UK, with the smallest
confidence towards this representative institution. With regard to the
European Commission and the European Council of Ministers, there are
not very significant differences among geographic areas or between types
of elites. However, we have to emphasize once more the higher degree
of trust shown by the Spanish political elites, and those of other Southern
European countries foreconomic elite, toward these institutions. Also German
political elites show a high degree of trust for these organs of European
government. In fact, the Polish elite is the least pro-European country in
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our analysis. Regarding national parliaments (economic elites only) there
were significant differences among geographic areas. While in Spain the
mean (within a scale between 0 —“no trust at all’— and 10 —“complete trust”)
was at 6,57 points, in the Post-Communist countries, and especially in
Poland (3,05) this figure is much lower; only Southern Europe is above 5,
and in Western Europe 6,29. Moreover, economic elites in Germany, and
in Western Europe as a whole, are on the top of confidence towards state

and sub-state executives.

National-European power sharing

Table 8

National-European power sharing (Political Elite)

Member states

actors of EU

European Commission
remain the central should become the true
government of EU

Powers of EP

ought to be

strengthened

Political Elite % Agree N % Agree N % Agree N
Austria 72,8 81 39,5 81 90,1 81
Belgium 65 80 722 79 84,8 79
Bulgaria 84,6 78 68 75 81,8 7
Czech Republic 88.8 80 325 80 47,5 80
Denmark 88,1 59 167 60 63,8 58
Estonia 81,9 72 444 72 43,1 72
France 40,5 79 48,8 80 53,8 80
Germany 727 77 347 75 92,3 78
Great Britain 92 50 4 50 63,3 49
Greece 81,1 90 61,1 90 92,2 90
Hungary 65,8 79 67,5 80 72,5 80
Italy 53,6 84 702 84 81,0 84
Lithuania 97,5 80 48,8 80 58,8 80
Poland 87,5 80 50 80 58,8 80
Portugal 76,3 80 425 80 75 80
Slovakia 88,8 80 35 80 46,8 77
Spain 67,7 93 77,4 93 92,5 93
Western Europe 69,1 349 40 350 72,3 347
Postcommunist 84,6 469 493 467 58,6 466
Southern Europe 70,5 254 58,3 254 83,1 254
Total 76,1 1322 497 1319 71,3 1318

Source: IntUne elite interviewing- first wave, 2007

Question: How much do you agree with the following statements:
a. The member states ought to remain the central actors of the European Union.
b. The European Commission ought to become the true government of the

European Union

c. The powers of the European Parliament ought to be strengthened

Options: 1. Agree strongly ; 2. Agree somewhat ; 3. Disagree somewhat; 4.

Disagree strongly; 5. Don't know (V); 6. Refuse (V)
Note: % of respondents who strongly or somewhat agree.
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Table 9

National-European power sharing (Economic Elite)

Member states

European Commission

Powers of EP

remain the central should become the true ought to be
actors of EU government of EU strengthened
Economic Elite % Agree N % Agree N % Agree N
Austria 65,7 35 429 35 65,7 35
Belgium 61,4 44 773 44 90,9 44
Bulgaria 90,7 43 73,8 42 78,0 41
Czech Republic 92,9 42 40 40 52,5 40
Denmark 875 40 25 40 55,0 40
Estonia 85 40 52,5 40 40,0 40
France 69,8 43 39,5 43 72,1 43
Germany 78,6 42 333 42 79,1 43
Great Britain 100 15 10 20 68,4 19
Greece 63,9 36 61,1 36 88,9 36
Hungary 56,1 41 66,7 42 54,8 42
Italy 64,3 42 81 42 81,0 42
Lithuania 87,5 40 40 40 57,5 40
Poland 88,1 42 45,2 42 59,5 42
Portugal 75 40 575 40 62,5 40
Slovakia 75 40 35 40 51,3 39
Spain 60 55 69,1 55 80,0 55
Western Europe 73,4 177 42,9 182 71,3 181
Postcommunist countries 81,3 246 51,6 244 55,8 242
Southern Europe 67,8 118 66,9 118 771 118
Total 75,4 680 51,8 683 67,3 681
Summary tables 8 & 9
Member states  European Commission  Powers of EP
remain the central should become the true ought to be
actors of EU government of EU strengthened
Palitical Elite % Agree N % Agree N % Agree N
Germany 727 77 34,7 75 92,3 78
Poland 87,5 80 50 80 58,8 80
Spain 60 55 69,1 55 80,0 55
Western Europe 69,1 349 40 350 72,3 347
Postcommunist countries 84,6 469 49,3 467 58.6 466
Southern Europe 70,5 254 58,3 254 83,1 254
Member states  European Commission  Powers of EP
remain the central should become the true ought to be
actors of EU government of EU strengthened
Economic Elite % Agree N % Agree N % Agree N
Germany 78,6 42 33,3 42 79,1 43
Poland 88,1 42 45,2 42 59,5 42
Spain 60 55 69,1 55 80,0 55
Western Europe 734 177 429 182 71,3 181
Postcommunist countries 81,3 246 51,6 244 55,8 242
Southern Europe 67.8 118 66,9 118 77,1 118
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Graphic 10
National-European power sharing (Political Elite)
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While Western and Southern Europe (Germany and Spain included),
clearly support, politically speaking, more power and a more relevant role
forthe European Parliament, in the Postcommunist area, especially Poland,
the main objective is focused on “remaining member states as central
actors in the UE”. Political elites along Europe share the idea of giving less
importance to the idea of a European Union becoming the true government
in the Union. However, in Spain the option that got most support was the
idea of maintaining member states as the central actors.

Among economic elite the situation is something different. In Poland
and its Postcommunist scene, “supporting states as central actors” versus
the idea of a future European government is still the most important goal.
Againin Spain, the tendency in favour of the federalization of Europe is more
important than the statalist positions, even in economic elite. In Western
Europe, the common position is strengthening the European Parliament
but at the same time keeping the sovereignty of member countries.
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Graphic 11

National-European power sharing (Economic Elite)
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Dimension 3: General situation and future directions

Balance of being a member of the European Union

Table 10
Benefit from being a member of the EU
Political Elite Economic Elite

% N % N
Austria 93,2 100 73 34
Belgium 98,7 100 79 44
Bulgaria 96,3 100 81 38
Czech Republic 88,8 95,1 80 41
Denmark 86,4 97,5 59 40
Estonia 98,6 100 70 36
France 91,3 100 80 42
Germany 974 100 76 43
Great Britain 89,8 94,7 49 19
Greece 97,7 97,1 88 35
Hungary 87,2 95,1 78 41
ltaly 96,3 95,1 82 41
Lithuania 97.4 97,5 76 40
Poland 89,2 100 74 40
Portugal 949 100 78 40
Slovakia 100 95 70 40
Spain 97,9 100 94 55
Western Europe 92,4 98,9 340 179
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Postcommunist countries 94,5 97 455 236
Southern Europe 96,4 97.4 248 116
Total 94.4 98,2 1287 669

Source: IntUne elite interviewing, first wave 2007.

Question: Taking everything into consideration, would you say that your country has
on balance benefited or not from being a member of the European Union? Answer:
has benefited, has not benefited, don't know (volunteered).

Note: % of respondents who think their country has benefited.

Summary table 10
Political Elite Economic Elite
% %

Germany 97,4 100
Poland 89,2 100
Spain 97,9 100
Western Europe 92,4 98,9
Postcommunist countries 94,5 a7
Southern Europe 96,4 97,4

Table 10 clearly shows that in Spain and Germany, the elite mostly
perceive beinga EU member as beneficial. This fits with the pro-EU standing
held by the majority of the public mass in Spain and in Europe. Similarly,
elites in Mediterranean countries also manifested a positive perception
—almost 95%). The percentage for Postcommunist and Western Europe
is slightly lower, but above the 90% of satisfied interviewees, except for
political elite in Poland. Post-Communist countries in general were a little
below the mean, although almost nine out of ten of the interviewed elite
felt positively about their countries becoming a EU member. Finally, the
column for the whole sample of countries showed that there was a clear
consensus on the subject.

Considering each type of elite separately (Graphs 12 and 13), we find
quite similar results, economic elites being more susceptible to having a
positive opinion about their countries being EU members. In Spain, Germany
and Poland 100% of the economic elites think that EU membership has
benefited the country, while the percentage in Spanish MPs is slightly lower,
with a greater gap between political and economic elites in Poland as we
have seen above.
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Graphic 12
Benefit from being a member of the European Union (Political Elite)
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Graphic 13
Benefit from being a member of the European Union (Economic Elite)
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Main goals of the European Union

Table 11
Main goals of the European Union in the future (Political Elite)

More  Better social none /
Political Elite competitive  security Both can't say N
Austria 26,3 63,8 10 0 80
Belgium 36,3 47,5 16,3 0 80
Bulgaria 28,4 3,7 65,4 25 81
Czech Republic 57,5 325 8,8 1,3 80
Denmark 40 53,3 6,7 0 60
Estonia 50 45,6 4,4 0 68
France 17,7 27,4 48,4 6,5 62
Germany 43,6 449 9 2,6 78
Great Britain 44 14 28 14 50
Greece 7 33,7 59,3 0 86
Hungary 58,8 28,8 12,5 0 80
Italy 23,2 50 26,8 0 82
Lithuania 48,8 45 5 1,3 80
Poland 61,3 11,3 23,8 3.8 80
Portugal 30 37,5 30,0 25 80
Slovakia 66,3 20 13,8 0 80
Spain 14,9 51,1 33 1,1 94
Western Europe 32,2 43,7 20,8 3.3 332
Postcommunist countries 51,6 28,8 18,8 0,9 469
Southern Europe 19,8 40,3 39,1 0,8 248
Total 38,0 36,3 23,9 1,8 1301

Source: IntUne elite interviewing.
Question: I'm going to read you two statements. Please tell me which of them

comes closer to your view:

1. The main aim of the EU should be to make the European economy more
competitive in world markets” and 2. The main aim of the EU should be to provide

better social security for all its citizens". Answer: More competitive, better social

security, both (volunteered), none / can't say (volunteered), refused (volunteered).

Table 12
Main goals of the UE in the future (Economic Elite)
More  Better social none /

Economic Elite competitive security Both can't say N
Austria 91,4 57 0 2,9 35
Belgium 68,2 9.1 20,5 2,3 44
Bulgaria 53,3 4.4 40 2,2 45
Czech Republic 81 7.1 7.1 4,8 42
Denmark 72,5 20 7.5 0 40
Estonia 67,5 25 7.5 0 40
France 66,7 0 33,3 0 42
Germany 90,2 0 9,8 0 41
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Great Britain 61,9 0 23,8 14,3 21
Greece 34,3 8,6 57,1 0 35
Hungary 73,8 14,3 9,5 2,4 42
Italy 78,6 11,9 95 0 42
Lithuania 92,5 7.5 0 0 40
Poland 85,7 4,8 4.8 4,8 42
Portugal 82,5 12,5 5 0 40
Slovakia 79,5 15,4 51 0 39
Spain 54,5 10,9 34,5 0 55
Western Europe 72,5 7.7 17 2,7 182
Postcommunist countries 74,2 12,1 12,1 1,6 248
Southern Europe 66,7 11,1 22,2 0 117
Total 72,6 9,5 16,4 1,6 685
Summary tables 11 & 12
More  Better social none /
Political Elite competitive security Both  can't say N
Germany 43,6 449 9 2,6 78
Poland 61,3 11,3 23,8 3,8 80
Spain 14,9 51,1 33 1,1 94
Western Europe 32,2 43,7 20,8 3,3 332
Postcommunist countries 51,6 28,8 18,8 0,9 469
Southern Europe 19,8 40,3 39,1 0,8 248
More  Better social none /

Economic Elite competitive security Both  can't say N
Germany 90,2 0 9,8 0 41
Poland 85,7 48 4.8 4,8 42
Spain 54,5 10,9 34,5 0 55
Western Europe 72,5 7.7 17 2,7 182
Postcommunist countries 74,2 12,1 12,1 1,6 248
Southern Europe 66,7 11,1 22,2 0 117
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Graphic 14
Main goals of the UE in the future (Political Elite)
Political Elite
Spain
Southern Europe
@ More competitive
Poland B Better social security
Postcommunist 0 Both
0O none / can't say
Germany '
Western Europe
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Political elites in Postcommunist countries, especially in Poland,
support the idea of developing a more competitive European economy in
world markets. Germany shares this option, but adding the need to give
more social security to citizens. This one is the majority option expressed
by Western countries and to a greater extent by the Spanish ruling class.

Graphic 15
Main goals of the UE in the future (Economic Elite)

Economic Elite

Spain

Southern Europe
@ More competitive

Poland B Better social security
Postcommunist 0 Both
O none /can'tsay
Germany

Western Europe

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

There is a wide consensus among economic elites about the priority
of economical competence over any other target, although in Spain and
other southern countries there is some more social awareness.
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Notes

The authors would like to acknowledge the assistance of Francisco Javier Alarcon
in the management of data used in this paper.

1. See the offcial website www.intune.it
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ANNEXES

>ldentity

(*) E.ID1. ATTACHMENT TO DIFFERENT LEVELS OF POLITICAL
COMMUNITIES:

People feel different degrees of attachment to their town or village, to their region,
to their country and to Europe. What about you? Are you very attached, somewhat
attached, not very attached or not at all attached to the following:

a.
b.

aoe

oakroN=

Your town/village,

Your ‘region’ [use the appropriate term according to the countries / code the
same for sub-regional but non local] / mass: whatever you understand as your
region.

[Country] (e.g. ‘Italy’)

Europe

Very attached

Somewhat attached

Not very attached

not at all attached

(DK / can’t say) (volunteered)
Refuse (volunteered)

(*) E.ID9.
People differ in what they think it means to be (national). In your view, how important
is each of the following to be (national)?

(randomly rotate them)

@*ooo0oTo

To be a Christian

To share (country) cultural traditions

To be born in (country)

To have (national) parents (e.g. ‘Italian parents’)

To respect (national) laws and institutions

To feel (national)

To master (language(s) of the country) I [in relevant cases] one of the official
languages of the country

To be a country citizen [never put as first]
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Very important
Somewhat important
Not very important
Not important at all
DK (V)

Refusal (V)

oakroN=

* EID10 MOVED HERE. Former E.ID.10.
People differ in what they think it means to be a European. In your view, how
important is each of the following to be a European?

To be Christian

To share European cultural traditions

To be born in Europe

To have European parents

To respect the European Union’s laws and institutions
To feel European

To master a European language

@*ooooTow

Very important
Somewhat important
Not very important
Not important at all
DKs

Refusal (V)

oakroN=

E.ID13. THREATS
Do you think that (ITEM) is a threat or not a threat for the cohesion of the EU?

A big threat

Quite a big threat

Not that big a threat

Not a threat at all

DK/can'’t say (volunteered)
Refuse (V)

oakroN=

Items (rotate randomly, except for b1-b2)

a. Immigration from non EU countries

b1. Expansion of the EU to include Turkey

b2. The expansion of the EU to include countries other than Turkey
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@~ooao

>Representation

The growth of nationalist attitudes in European member states

The close relationships between some EU countries and the United States
The effects of globalization on welfare

Economic and social differences among member states

The interference of Russia in European affairs

(*) E.RP9 « Subjective » Representation: Trust in Institutions

For political elites
Please tell me on a score of 0-10 how
much you personally trust each of the
following EU institutions to usually take
the right decisions. 0 means that you do
not trust an institution at all, and 10
means you have complete trust.

RP9.2 The European Parliament?
notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

RP9.4 The European Commission?
notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

RP9.5. The European Council of
Ministers

no trust at all
complete trust

012345678910

For economic elites
Please tell me on a score of 0-10 how
much you personally trust each of the
following institutions to usually take the
right decisions. 0 means that you do not
trust an institution at all, and 10 means
you have complete trust.

RP9.1 What about the [national]
parliament ?
no trust at all
complete trust
RP9.2 The European Parliament?
notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

RP9.3 The [national] government?
notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

RP9.4 The European Commission?
notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

RP9.5. The European Council of
Ministers

no trust at all
complete trust
RP9.6 The ‘regional’ government?
[or ‘local’, depending on national
system]

notrustatall 012345678910
complete trust

012345678910

012345678910

(*) M.RP8.1b. Some say European unification should be strengthened. Others

say it already has gone too far. What is your opinion? Please indicate your views
using a 10-point-scale. On this scale, '0' means unification "has already gone too
far" and '10' means it "should be strengthened". What number on this scale best

describes your position?
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0-10
11. DK (S)
12. Refusal (S)

E.RP8.1. How much do you agree with the following statements:

a. The member states ought to remain the central actors of the European Union.
b. The European Commission ought to become the true government of the
European Union

The powers of the European Parliament ought to be strengthened

134

Agree strongly
Agree somewhat
Disagree somewhat
Disagree strongly
Don’t know (V)
Refuse (V)

oakroN=

>General / Future

(*) EV2.
Taking everything into consideration, would you say that (YOUR COUNTRY) has
on balance benefited or not from being a member of the European Union ?

Has benefited

Has not benefited

Don’t know (volunteered)
Refused (volunteered)

PoON=

Former (*) E.SG4. I'm going to read you two statements. Please tell me which of
them comes closesr to your view:

1. The main aim of the EU should be to make the European economy more
competitive in world markets”

2. The main aim of the EU should be to provide better social security for all its
citizens”

More competitive

Better social security

Both (volunteered)

None / Can’t say (volunteered)
Refused (volunteered)

A wWON -
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