Chapter IV

The political attitude of Great Britain towards Polish accession
to NATO and the EU.

1. British political arena towards Poland’s membershp.

Great Britain’s activity on the field of the Nort#tlantic Treaty Organization and
the European Union has not restricted to the veoggss of enlargement. On the one hand,
its involvement and acceptance of the expansioogegrto result from British interests for
widening rather than deepening the structures,cepeas far as the EU was concerned, but
on the other hand, the UK tended to enhance ldllatetations with the aspiring countries,
one of which was undoubtedly Poland. However, thgetbpment of the British-Polish
relations seemed to emerge more from the principleBritain’s foreign policy, as Poland
was never a crucial political, economic or militgggrtner in its European policy in the past.
It did not mean, though, that Poland was not of diplomatic interest for Great Britain, as it
was, which was mostly determined by its locatiormigeopolitical arrangement in this part
of Europe.

Nevertheless, it is important to emphasize thataGRritain’s attitude to Poland’s
presence in the European as well as Atlantic sirastafter 1989 became favourable, with
the approval of Polish aspirations. Such a politateange, with reference to its approach
after both World Wars, showed how much the statesfiormed its policy towards Central
Europe, and discerned that leaving this part ofdbtinent without any assistance might
result in a European instabilff§}. Thus, both Britain and Poland could achieve tiels:
Warsaw intentionally aspired for the guaranteeheffuture economic and military security
and London could make attempts to retrieve thetiposof a superstate after the collapse of
the Soviet Union. Moreover, the British also prelsser the membership of Poland in
especially military structures for fear that eittf@@ermany or Russia could fill the role of a

hegemonic protector in this part of the world.

45! Golembski FrpPolityka zagraniczna..gp. cit., p. 138.
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1.1 The Tories about Poland’s accession.

Along with the system transformation in Polana tiollapse of the Soviet Union and
the dissolution of the Warsaw Pact, Great Britaistance on the Polish membership in
NATO began to be more crystallized. In November2LP8lish Minister of Defence, Janusz
Onyszkiewicz, visited the British Minister MalcolRifkind, with the purpose of reviewing
the range of the development of the military coafier’®>. The Polish side explicitly
expressed its strategic objective of entering thkarmic Alliance, which met a positive
reception of the British diplomats, leading to therease of contacts at different military
levels of the countries as well as the cooperatdnarmy education and training
programmes.

Moreover, the beginning of the 1990s abounded wiénBritish-Polish encounters.
On 25-26 May 1992 the then Prime Minister John Mgaid an official visit to Poland,
preparing for the British presidency of the EChe second half of the ydat The head of
the British Government put forward a proposal oé teummit meeting between the
Community and the Central European aspiring coesitrivhich met for the first time after
signing the European Pact in 1991. The meetingrbean opportunity for the Polish Prime
Minister, Hanna Suchocka, to discuss on 28 Octob@92 the issues of Poland’s
membership in the Community with the assistancéhefUK™”. The process of enlarging
the EC with, first of all, three EFTA states — Aist Finland and Sweden, and accelerating
the dialogue with the countries of Central and &astEurope in preparation for their
admission, became one of the main objectives ®p#riod of British presidency, therefore
the UK'’s attitude to Polish presence in the Europeaganization relied on perceiving
interdependence between the state’s reforms andpdliey of the EC>® The United
Kingdom was of the opinion that the Community skiownsure the leaders in the
transformation period a clear perspective for th@ membership, open its markets for
Eastern European goods, especially those of higél lef competitiveness with Western
Europeans products, get involved in creating modssnio-economic institutions as well as
market economy infrastructure, engage capital aodriology in the economic development

of the post-communistic countrfé8
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The British approval for Poland’'s efforts of NAT@dmission, however, was
expressed by Mr. Rifkind, who on 12-14 February 498sited Warsaw bringing the
assurance of supporting Polish aspirations in thiarce®’. Furthermore, he gave Poland a
promise that only NATO and the aspiring states @aldcide about the entry, which was
crucial for regard of a possible Russia’s involvetmdhe speech of British Foreign Minister
dispelled the Polish fears in this aspect and loefpeus on the military preparations for the
admission. One of the essential moves which wagesigd by the British was a necessity of
changing Polish system of the armed forces in thiigal dimension. The shift meant
implementing a civil control over the army, the macism which Poland had not been
familiar with under the Soviet Union’s guidance.

However, all transformations, concerning a new aeatic supervision over the
army, or a new system of managing the forces infdbe of democracy, were accepted by
the Poles, as each time both partners met, thsiBriéminded of the changes being made in
order to adjust to the Alliance, and offered sulsah help. Not only was the assistance
proposed by the military experts, but also thetjwali side got engaged, with a special
concern of the former Conservative Prime Ministdargaret Thatché&t®. The Iron Lady
expressed publicly her favour for Polish memberahiNATO, and when on 10 March 1996
she made a speech in Westminster College in FulbenUUSA, confirming the necessity of
the enlargement of the Alliance, her statement rggarded as a symbolic moment, being
made after 50 years of Winston Churchill's abolighof the “iron curtain” in Europe.

The address of Mrs. Thatcher in the USA did netrséo be accidental, as the British
governments in the 1990s pursued the policy cda@ldo much extent with the US
European policy and both American presidents, Barsth Clinton, were eager to see the
doors open for the Eastern and Central Europeantiiesi®®. The keenness to follow the
American strategy towards the European continerteims of enlarging the community
suited Britain’s European interests, keeping itidistance from two significant problems
concerning the process, i.e. the issues of Commgmcéitural Policy and the Structural
Funds. As the reform of CAP was considered by tKetd&Jbe inevitable, and as long as the
state benefited from the Funds, they did not olijethe shifts in these matters being carried
out for the sake of the enlargement. Just the ofgpdndon wished that the entry of poorer
states would force the reform of CAP for the simmel@son of going bankru?.

4>’ Golembski FrpPolityka zagraniczna..gp. cit., p. 139.
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However, the matter of the farm policy occurredaasanti-enlargement problem
during the Berlin Summit at the end of March 1849The Tory MEPs were furious with
handling the case of farm reforms by the EU pasinerth the little concern being attached
to the situations of newcomers, namely Poland. Ctweservative MEPs’ spokesman, Robert
Sturdy, complained about the way the EU intendesbtee the problems of the CAP reform,
which could result in delaying the enlargementthia face of Poland’s problems with farm
products, Tory MEPs tried to fight for the fair ctions for current as well as new members
as far as CAP reforms were concerned.

Although the row over the agricultural issues presd the Tories involvement in the
shape of the EU the newcomers should face, thesBsieemed not to be worried as much
about migration issues or exports from the Viseg@uahtries as other EU states, mostly due
to the fact of a great distance to Poland. Furtbeemthe Conservative government
perceived the EC expansion, with the countries @cacally favourable from the industrial
point of view, to be a perfect point for questiapithe European Social Mod® These
quite mechanical moves, however, turned out to hidmetr consequences in a further
development of the expansion process, when thetelef@cused on the very functioning of
the European Union of 25 or even 27 members, whithbe analyzed in the following
subchapters.

Nevertheless, Great Britain’s efforts for widenithg EU should not be assessed as
only its policy of profits. Since its early presenio the Community, Britain was a member
with its own aspirations, objectives and policiesrly different from those of the
organization. Although the British approved of tmembership, they tended to loosen the
bonds with the integrative structure as much asiplesin order to save its sovereignty,
which not necessarily collided with Poland’s godlke history of Poland proved how the
Poles were attached to their nationality and agwg sif losing independence might result in
their objection. Thus, Warsaw appreciated the pdagi of entering a stable and
economically secure organization on the one handl,itowas also concerned about the
necessity of a kind of subordination to the pritespof the Union, on the other. Therefore,
both sides made efforts to avoid incurring eithearicial or social costs: London persuaded
the Poles to conduct necessary political and soefakms to reduce the costs of admitting
new members and restrict the internal EU transfaons.

461 EU Enlargement: Poland to restrict imports afterlie Summit fails to agree farm reformagri-Industry
Europe, Brussels, April 1, 1999.
%2 Ibidem.
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However, with the signing the Association Trea®gland entered the road of a
feasible beginning of negotiation procedures, theod which abounded with numerous
difficulties. First of all, Poland was not awaredhmuch institutional changes the EU needed
to be capable of including ten more partners, #ot Wwhich was presented by Christopher
Hum, British Ambassador in Warsaw, during his speat Warsaw Universif}®. Yet, as
much as Poland relied on the British involvemenitgnassistance to be admitted to the
integrative structures, the time showed that thmas did not support the words, which was
proven in the speech made by the British Prime $#émiJohn Major to commemorate50
anniversary of the Warsaw Uprising on 6 July 1994.democratic and sovereign Poland
made a decision to aspire for the EU membershgpeét this with satisfaction. Europe will
not be a unity without Poland as a full memberhaf EU. The values represented by the EU
are the values your and our citizens fought andd die 50 years ago***. His address,
restricted to the statement that Europe could motdmplete without Poland, convinced
Warsaw that the enormous work to be done as agfltur member belonged only to Poland,
with only an encouraging pat being made by thesllThe Polish could also feel “Britain’s
whole-heart support” while the UK Foreign SecretadRpbin Cook, was visiting Eastern
Europe on the eve of British presidency in the paem Councif®.

Nonetheless, the very idea of enlarging the Ewpnp€ommunity had already
appeared in the Tories under the leadership of Btatgrhatcher, and since then the party
continued the strategy of avoiding the developnwnthe EU institutions into a federal
Europe in favour of widening its members, thus mgvaway the vision of federalism. The
successor of the Iron Lady, John Major, appearethénpolitical arena as an enigmatic
leader, whose intentions were not easily revedlat with the tendency to have much of a
chameleoff®. Though, the Prime Minister did follow the plan bis party colleagues,
insisting on the expansion of the EC with the farrm@mmunist countries leading to a free
market difficult for Brussels’ bureaucracy to be maged. However uncertain the Prime
Minister’s vision for Europe for some EU partnersght seem, his party policy on
enlargement and encouraging Eastern Europeansleas the majority were in favour of

the process and eager to help and welcome the masvsdor at least three reasons,

%3 Golembski FrPolityka zagraniczna..gp. cit., p. 145.
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according to Roger Helmer, Tory Member of the Pean Parliamefit’. The first one
resulted from a moral debt of Britain to the coigsiitaken under control of the Soviet Union
after the World War Il. The second reason was cotewith Great Britain’s care for
democracy and the rule of law in order to ensuceiréy and stability, whereas the third one
was the result of the UK’s attitude to the Europ8argle Market, which would be provided
with development and prosperity owing to an extradred million people.

Although the intensions of the Conservatives irmte of the eastern enlargement
were obvious, they still opposed the bureaucragchmanism with the tendency to centralize
its power, which was criticized by the Tory lead®2000, William Hague, during his visit
to Poland®® Mr. Hague called for a more flexible Europe, witloser EU rules, especially
in the face of new partners. His speech also edieiw the state independence, and the words
of “ It [the EU] must allow Britain to be Britain. It must allow Rod to be Poland'touched
the issues of sovereignty, the issues both nati@ne sensitive to. Although the Tory leader
arrived in the country desperately waiting for thecession and expected at least
encouragement, the conference focused on theismtiof the EU organization and future
vision as a structure of 25 or 27, thus, to somengxdiscouraging the Poles to enter the EU
of that shapegreat majority of the people of Europe and the nsiream majority of the
British people do not want to be a part of a Eurapetate’, the statement whose overtone
seemed to be extremely anti-Europ&an

The address of the Conservative leader proved thies to be divided over Europe
and, surprisingly, the changes of the leadershipewsot a remedy for the internal
disagreements. The European policy of John Maja@ megeneral regarded as a policy of
compromise, especially as far as the integratios @eancerned. There were two periods of
his attempts to unite the party: between Novemb@®0land April 1992, and from
September 1993 up to 1997 For this reason, the Prime Minister did his bestbe
perceived as a Euro-enthusiast, in terms of hipauor the European Monetary Union, the
passage through the House of Commons of the Melatstireaty during the early 1990s, and
his emphasis on Europe as a main function of aypaknagement during late 1990s.

However, as much as the issues of European iniegralayed havoc among the Tories, the

6 Helmer R. EU Enlargement? Yes but.Bruges Group, Internet:
http://www.brugesgroup.com/news.live?article=83&keyd=2.

48 Hague warns of EU supersta@BC News, 29 January 2000, Internet:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/low/uk_news/politics/621&I.

%9 pidem.

7% Holmes M., John Major and Europe: The Failure of a Policy 19B@Bruges Group, Paper No. 28, Internet;
http://www.brugesgroup.com/mediacentre/index.live@a=75.
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process of enlarging the organization with the &mastneighbours did not meet the
opposition.

The Europe-favourable attitude of John Major waglaced in 1997 with quite a
sceptical policy in this aspect of William Haguehavpropagated the idea of limitation of
European political integrati6f. In May 1998 in the Insead Business School at
Fontainebleau, he called for the necessity of orgat free and flexible Europe, instead of
interventionism and regulation. Moreover, he manmgd a positive approach towards
opening the EU to post-communist countries, clagrimat:“The fall of the Berlin Wall has
completely changed the challenge facing Europeatest Bringing prosperity and stability
to newly freed states is now the most urgent obpeis tasks. (...) Push political integration
too far and accountability and democracy becomeossible to sustain.”’% Yet, the
pronouncement included much of the everlastingh@British European policy, aspiration
for replacing the idea of a deeper integration whihthought of enlarging the club.

Mr. Hague’'s opposition to Europe, however, met thajority of his party’'s
colleagues, including Chris Patten, the former Tanyairman, and appointed EU
commissioner in Brussels in 1999 He was against Hague’s European policy of théesor
being aware that such a critical attitude woulduitem the party being unelectable in the
next elections. Moreover, Patten could not comprdhgow the Conservative leader was
heading for blocking the treaty necessary for thi@rgement, insisting on the veto. The EU
commissioner realized that the British politicisaxscepted the eastern enlargement to be
their “strategic and moral duty to bring in Polaktlingary, the Czech Republic and others”,
therefore questioning Hague’s resistance.

Nonetheless, the majority of the Conservativetjptdins expressed their support for
the enlargement of the EU with the eastern cows)teeen with reference to the fact that the
process should have taken place a long time agm Whergaret Thatcher called for it in
1988"% John Redwood, the Conservative politician, cawdtice the need for the emerging
democracies of Eastern Europe as soon as the B&dlhcame down, which would have
helped them to adjust to the requirements of maeoetnomy and rules of law earlier.

However, speaking as a voice of the Tories in 28@Myas able to offer the entrants some

4" Holmes M. William Hague’s European Policruges Group, Paper No. 40, Internet:
http://www.brugesgroup.com/mediacentre/index.livé@@=107.
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tips about what to avoid as a future EU merffBeMr. Redwood was of the opinion that
the states should definitely keep away from the eaone, as their fragile economies would
not bear the costs of the financial transformattba,issue which was always a tinderbox for
the British. Furthermore, the Tory MP underlined groper direction of the party policy, i.e.
towards the enlargement, hoping that the membemsbigd ensure the eastern states with
better trade in particular, thus contributing teittprosperity. On the other hand, though, he
could not resist mentioning the wrong way the Els\waading for in the face of 10 or 12
new members: too much centralization to cope Wighrtew vision.

Nevertheless, the Conservative camp did not ptahemselves from the differences
of opinions on the European issue. Lord Tebbit, angervative minister in Margaret
Thatcher’'s Cabinet, was a leading Euro-sceptic989] acting against the loss of national
powers and supporting his views with the case damband rest of the eastern countries
which were beyond the EU at that titffe He multiplied the examples of the EU leading to
the “Euro republic”, with its own central institatis, symbols and policies, which forced the
limits and compelled the nations, the British, naport the products. Mr. Tebbit gave the
instance of the former Warsaw Pact countries, Rajgand, which were not the part of the
EU, and still managed to survive. However, theestent only proved that some of the
Conservative politicians were not completely awlaogv hard the aspiring states fought in
order to become associated, then admitted to tiegrative structures, and what were the
reasons for their decisions. It was not, thoughk, dase of a fancy, but the decision which
was supposed to change the quality of living, tked@ion of the country, its economy and
political system. Obviously, there were some peapléhe ranks of the Tories, as in each
party, who did not realize the benefits that thenmership in the Union could bring.

Except for the extreme anti-European slogans amibweg Tories, some party
colleagues could also dispute each other’s atttudeards the European policy. Jonathan
Collett questioned his party partner, Douglas Humdl, his support of the enlargement in
2001"". He doubted whether Mr. Hurd’s favour for the @se resulted from the conviction
of real benefits for the applicant countries onlceytwere the EU members or the care
seemed to be a cover for pushing away the deepehnthg Union. Nevertheless, Mr. Collett
concerned about true profits for the Eastern Etanpdrom their membership, being able to
notice only the advantage of the access to Wesbdean markets, but with the

7 Ibidem.
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disadvantage of being engaged in high labour awstsireaucratic regulation, on the other
hand.

No matter what made the Conservatives look forotingin of their views and beliefs
on the EU, though, the polemics proved their irgesrein the membership of Eastern
European countries, including Poland, to concerstiptheir vision of Europe and the place
Britain could take as an EU power. The visits paydthe UK’s Conservative officials to
Poland were intended to enhance British image irojgithan express a real care for the
applicant country. Moreover, the statements aneédpes made by the Tories showed the
genuine aspiration for enlarging the organizatioth whe post-communist states, and even if
the concern referred to the states themselves,deeelopment, prosperity and security, the
real reason which predominated still was to blodeaper integration within the European

Union.

1.2.The Labour Party’s attitude to Polish membership.

The attitude of the Labour Party towards Polardisiission to the Atlantic Alliance
and the European Union was also favourable and ewere open to the Polish side,
especially during the rule of the Labourers. Sitieebeginning of Tony Blair in power, his
politicians made attempts to sustain the statusigudritish European policy, although a
new Prime Minister strove for rebuilding Britairfereign affairs, which were neglected by
his predecessor, John Mdjr The European issues, however, were not pushedttiet
background, as the government did its best to mposthe UK in Europe, with the
completion of the single market and the enlargerétiie EU to the east as the priorifi€s
Moreover, the Labour also intended to accelerateesprocesses, i.e. the expansion of the
EU, during the British presidency in the first hatf1998.

No wonder, though, that soon after the LabouryParbok over, the new foreign
secretary, Robin Cook, paid a one-day visit to \&argn October 1997 with a speech at the
conference titled “Great Britain and Poland in tBeropean Uniorf®’. The British
statesman confirmed the UK’'s eagerness to suppolishP aspirations for the EU
membership, expressing his state’s belief in thmission as soon as possible to make
Europe complete, although without stating the exite, the Polish officials were waiting

for. However, Mr. Cook clearly admitted that Gr&aitain was ready to begin the accession

4’8 Europe is Britain’s worldNew Statesman, London, April 4, 1997, p. 20.
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negotiations with the aspiring countries, includiRgland, on 31 March 1998, during its
presidency, with the hope to welcome the Polesatvery beginning of the new century.
Furthermore, the new secretary was also the adwoshtthe expansion of NATO on
democratic grounds, giving Poland encouragementheir plans to be the part of the
Alliance.

In his address in the House of Commons in July818®bin Cook appealed to the
artificial division of Europe made among the peopleo shared the same culture and
heritagé®.. Moreover, the statesman supported the NATO eidensith the right of the
post-communist countries to be in the communitge@iocracy and freedom of speech, as
well as be able to share the EU prosperity. Heccoahvince the politicians of the rightness
of his statement proving the move of the enlargenerbe beneficial for the Alliance’s
current members as well. Once Poland and othereioi®oviet countries entered NATO,
according to Mr. Cook, all military partners cowgdin from increased security and mutual
defence. Besides, the foreign minister did notthesito remind his colleagues of a new role
of the Alliance, since the end of the Cold War,bting peace and stability, therefore to
admit the Eastern European countries, which deddhaesense of safety.

The British foreign secretary’ pronouncement oa #xpansion of NATO in the
House of Commons turned out not to be groundlés#s a response to the letter sent to the
Prime Minister by British military and defence exigein May 1998 with the opposition to
the proces$? The opponents perceived the expansion to hawufting implications” on
the Alliance, especially being concerned about Risseaction to the move. Nevertheless,
the British politicians could accept the sensibiguanents of Robin Cook in favour of the
accession, rejecting the doubts of the experteeardtually signing the treaty.

The action for the membership on the Polish-Brigsis did not slow down; on the
contrary, as both countries wished to take advantdghe period of the British presidency
in the EU, although for different reasons. The cl&gectives of the UK’s European policy
for the period of January-June 1998 were presenhadng the Warsaw speech of
Christopher Hum, British Ambassador in Polandhat\Warsaw University in May 1998,
The ambassador clarified the government’'s visionEafope, with the commitment of
enlarging the community and accelerating the pa&Esobtaining the membership for
Poland. He could express his satisfaction for th&sjility of introducing the Poles, and the

481 Cook supports NATO expansj@BC News, July 17, 1998, Internet:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/low/uk_news/politics/134398).
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rest of eastern partners, to the European famiiys tcompleting the challenge which
appeared after the fall of the Iron Curtain. Mr.niuid not hesitate to admit that the
expansion could not only result from the British raloobligation, but it would also
contribute to its own interest, i.e. a bigger amat@rprosperous single market, the respect for
human rights and ethnic minorities, and the openpé&urope to the world.

In his address, the ambassador referred to thession negotiations, which were
supposed to officially start on 30 March 1998 inugels, and the day after Poland would
begin its individual discussioff§. Presenting the details of the negotiations, @byptser
Hum indicated the areas Poland should particulzaly attention to, such as the restructuring
of industry, Polish agriculture sector, the devetept of administrative structures or
informing the society. However, the speaker alsmtioaed the EU assistance being given
to Poland through PHARE programme, as a means tdirobg financial resources
altogether with the access to professional knovdeattd consultancy.

Nonetheless, the issues which appeared during $iuspeech concerned the
necessary shifts in the EU structures in the fatethe enlargement as well. The
transformations in the functioning of the communitgcame the core of the Amsterdam
summit held in June 1997, the encounter which wigpased to bring the union closer to
expanding to Eastern Eurdfe Tony Blair, a brand-new Prime Minister, came asta
confident statesman, capable of fulfilling his patl interests and obtaining a positive
reception from his new approach to Europe. In thpeat of the eastern enlargement,
however, all the crucial changes in the EU insbing brought more confusion than real
solutions, leaving the summiteers with the ideatedmpting to implement shifts as soon as
the aspiring countries approached the éftry

At the end of 1998, the EU leaders met the terigoy countries, including Poland,
in Vienna, and although the negotiations had ajrds&fjun, the future members could not
hear a firm date for the enlargenf®htHowever, the aspiring states expressed theirezanc
about the finances of the EU being reformed, batK Foreign Secretary, Robin Cook,
dispelled the misgivings with the reassurance efrésources being allocated to the entrants,
no matter what budget limits could affect the EU. Klook’s mission as the enlargement’s

advocate continued through the following vyears, latewy Britain to be the
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“champion” of the expansion to the ex-communist ntdgas in July 200t Visiting
Hungary, the aspiring country, the British ministenvinced its citizens that Britain urged
the final date of the Eastern Europeans joiningcthb.

Despite the assurances of helping the post-conshurdtions to enter the EU,
though, the Labour politicians preferred the aasise of warm support than incurring any
financial charges as a result of extending the roegdéion. A good example of such an
attitude towards the process was Tony Blair's asklgn 6 October 2000 in Warsaw, which
was heralded as a speech criticising the visioBusbpe as a union of 27 memb&Fsin his
address, the Labour leader appealed to Poland&asittal role in breaking the domination
of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold #faHe underlined the relationship between
both nations in critical moments in Europe’s higtowith reference to the enlargement,
however, the Prime Minister multiplied the benefids the eastern states, for instance open
markets bringing prosperity, yet he did not hesitat mention the concerns of the EU as
well as the future members, namely the Common Agtical Policy. Nevertheless, the
Premier focused on the advantages resulting framtbmbership, indicating that it would
not be possible for Poland and other eastern stateamchieve prosperity, security and
strength in another way. Therefore, as an exponérreat Britain’s beliefs, Mr. Blair
promised to push his European partners to endeabetiation road as soon as possible.

The rest of his speech turned to the place arel @bIBritain in Europe and the
prospects of building a stronger and democratiopgithrough the necessary changes being
made to the functioning of the EU. The commenth&Warsaw address, though, could not
resist mentioning his aspiration for creating tloelfective power” of the EU members,
economically and politically strong, but not a sigtate — as the “hard core” states were
heading for — but a superpower with free, indepahaations whose own interests could
only contribute to the common gd8d Moreover, Francis Maude, Tory politician,
questioned whether Blair really believed the Unomuld be a superpower without being a
superstate, and his tendency to rival America’snenac and political power would,
according to Maude, damage good relations with NAR@ the U$?

“88 Black I.,Cook champions bigger EU and urges deadiBecial report: the European Commission, the
Guardian, July 26, 2000, Internet: http://www.guandco.uk/print/0,,4044239-106710,00.html.
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Telegraph, from October 6, 2000, Internet:
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/r&£2000/10/06/weu06.xml.
“9prime Minister's speech to the Polish Stock ExcleaRgime Ministers Speeches-2000, Internet:
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The reception of other participants of Britishipoal arena was not favourable as
well. Andrew Duff, Liberal Democrat MEP, criticizethe Premier’'s idea concerning the
reforms of the EU institutions, indicating a cenmtairisis with the French and German
partners, whereas Christopher Beazley, the ConsevMEP, summarised Mr. Blair's
address as “another missed opportunity in Britairektionship with the EU®® The
European Reporthowever, claimed that Blair's reference to th&on of a superpower was
the response to Mr. Fischer’'s debate over a fdtlefal Europe and Mr. Chirac’s desire to
shape a two-speed Europe, both images the Priméststinwas not in favour &F
Nonetheless, whatever motives of the declaratiodsvasions presented in his address, Tony
Blair expressed his concern for the eastern entaegeé demanding for the process to be
completed before 2004.

The following years, leading to the admission ofaRd to the integrative structures,
abounded with the meetings and discussions betBe&sh and Polish officials, with the
involvement of the UK’s Prime Minister Tony Blai@ne of them was the interview of the
British Premier and the Polish Prime Minister, LedsMiller, soon after the suicide attacks
by al-Qaeda on the United States, on Septembefdd]. Both leaders encountered on
November 2 to commemorate the tragic events ankl $te&ps to give assistance, but the
meeting of the heads of governments could not tpleee without reference to the
approaching Polish accession in the*BUMr. Blair underlined the strong relationship
between two nations, whose great contributor wasincon history of the countries.
However the origin of the bond was, though, thenerMinister referred to the position of
Poland in Europe and the future of Europe as well.

Mr. Miller was reassured of Britain’s strong suppof Poland’s membership in the
EU, the event being part of the first wave of tdengsion, with a special appreciation of the
progress Warsaw had métfe The UK’s leader enumerated once again the prBfitand as
a member state could gain, i.e. economic growtth@fstate, prosperity and increased living
standards for people, which would definitely ovexdbw the difficulties related to the
process. Moreover, Mr. Blair appreciated a comnititude to the future of Europe, both of
the leaders shared. Receiving Mr. Miller's approvhé British statesman called for more

functionality of an enlarged Europe, with gainingibpc acceptance of European
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institutiond®”. Furthermore, the politicians opted for the engeget of the citizens of
Europe, the current and future members, in thaud@ons on institutional changes, with the
law, the EU was based on, to be more compreheraitaleaccessible for people. The speech
was the exclamation of a vision the United Kingdbad already forced among the EU
partners, and having gained the advocate of itgy@man the form of Poland, it could
become more confident and powerful in attemptinguidd a modern XXI century model of
the EU.

The efforts of both Prime Ministers to aspireitothe case of Poland, and to build, in
the case of the UK, a new shape of Europe conathta a common article titled “Poland
and Great Britain together towards a future EurdfieThe article became a Polish-British
contribution to the debate on the future of the &iih a special reference to the actions for
economic transformations agreed on in Lisbon indd&000. However, not only the leaders
focused on the necessary shifts to be implememtede functioning of the EU to create a
superpower, but also underlined the necessity tdrging the structure with the eastern
countries to be a great challefife The authors referred to the summit of the Eurnpea
Council in Laeken in December 2001, which confirntleel irreversibility of the expansion,
considering the year 2002 to bring the end of tegotiations, and allowing the states,
including Poland, to become the EU members in 200érefore, Great Britain and Poland
decided to join forces in order to achieve thedgrgccording to the British Prime Minister.

A full commitment to Poland’s membership in the Bids given again by Mr. Blair
in the press conference on 18 November 2002, diMingViller’s visit to the UK. With
the appreciation of Polish partnership within NAT®Ir. Miller was one more time
encouraged to cooperate with Great Britain on tle pf changing Europe and creating a
new European Union. With the time leading to thec@al moment for Poland, however, the
frequency of encounters between the politicianthagreatest allies increased.

At the end of May 2003 Poland was visited by th&igh head of the government
and the American president, George B35t he visits would not have surprised anyone,

9" The Future of Europe. Bringing Europe Closer toQitizens: Polish and UK Contributiom, Joint
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though, if it had not been for a kind of busindgss, The United Kingdom had realized for
some time the power Poland as the biggest new gowmbuld have in the EU, and
moreover, with blessing of the USA, its positiom ftbe new members could become even
more attractive and help the UK gain more alliesfdoce its stance in the Union.
Furthermore, the two states did not need to makatefto gain Poland’s favour, as the
enthusiasm for the American leaders was obviouysaimong the others, the sake of NATO
admission, whereas recent endeavours of the Briildo brought them remarkable
popularity among the Poles. On the other hand,ghpsuch a distinction, Poland as the
Eastern European country could be given, flattehedex-communist country’s clout and
confirmed it in the conviction of the ability totmduce the balance on the European
continent. All in all, the interests were suppotetie satisfied on both sides.

Nonetheless, the visit the British Prime Minigt@id in May 2003 to Poland was not
groundless, as apart from well-known reasons, hadcalso make sure the Poles would
approve of the membership in the looming referedirm his speech on Europe he could
not resist mentioning the similarities both natisis|ared when facing the entry to the
European communit§y®>. Mr. Blair propagated his vision of Europe refegito the goal of
the Lisbon strategy: building a powerful Europepatale of competing with other powers in
the world for the sake of an economic balance awgperity. What is more, he engaged
Poland in his image of Europe and NATO, invokinghe Poles’ partnership in the Atlantic
Alliance, thus supporting the plans of reforming thrganization, and convincing of the
necessity of participating in the debate over Earajready in order to gain the most of it
once they were a legitimate member. In the presgecence part during the visit, however,
the British leader met the Polish PM’s support loa Yision of his nation state, except for
creating a federal Europfé&

For the period of six months the bilateral meetifgetween the UK and Poland
increased to three, with the participation of thign@ Ministers. However, on the eve of the
accession, on 28 April 2004, it was also Tony Bleno appeared as the host of an exquisite
party at the Foreign Office to celebrate the hisedrand memorable event and to welcome
ten new partner®>. With the company of the celebrities, the entrdregan the series of

events around the official ceremony of inviting tiew countries in Dublin on May 1, 2004.
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After the glamorous party with sports, arts, mealia business figures was held at
the Prime Minister's office, though, Mr. Blair cauteceive the official visit paid by the
Polish President, Aleksander Kém@ewski, on 6 May, 2004. The significance of Great
Britain for Poland was highlighted by the fact béffirst visit after the admission to the EU
to that country’®. The President expressed his gratitude for Btgasnpport on the Polish
road to the EU, looking forward to a close and@fie cooperation as partners in the EU for
challenging goals of a new enlarged Europe. Acisighe EU equal members, however, was
to prove the partnership, struggling for the mastvenient position, protecting the interest

of the Union as a community of nations, but gairtimg individual benefits as well.

2. British press towards Polish membership in NATO andhe EU.

The processes of Polish admission to the Nortandit Treaty Organization and the
European Union did not take an extensive interésBrdish journalists, politicians and
experts to debate over and discuss the intricafidse events in the newspapers, magazines
or periodicals, yet the articles which appearetheam tended to present Poland more in the
context of the European or international politiae¢na, with the events significant for Great
Britain, its government and the citizens for som&sons.

The British press market consists of serious sbaets, with well-edited articles, in
conformity with a code of journalistic ethics, atabloids, engaged in scandals and affairs,
the former ones being the basis of research asailyghe thesis. The research focused on
the articles printed in such newspaper3ias Daily Telegraph, The Times, The Guardias
well as such magazines d%he Observerand The EconomistThe Guardianand The
Observerbelong to the press of liberal and socio-demaocnaditure, with a pro-European,
independent and objective attitude, wher&ag Daily Telegraphs a very conservative
paper, with some tendencies against a closer mtiegrwith the EUThe Timeson the other
hand, is one of the oldest newspapers on the prageset, which used to influence the policy
of the government and public opinion in terms déinational issues, with a slight change
into a conservative way. Finally, The Economists known as a politically independent,
economic-financial magazine, one of the most inmftis# weeklies in the world, with
responsible and sensible views of all world pditiand global economy issues.

Nevertheless, the British most popular press wasmred by the articles published in less
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widely-read newspapers, such lew Statesmarperiodicals, such a¥he WorldToday,
American magazines, such@&greign Policy,and a great news source of BBC.

Although the examined issues of Great Britaintglate to Poland’s membership in
NATO and the EU proved to be average-significargngés for the British, the enlargement
of the organizations with eastern countries in ganéowever, found its essential place in
the newspapers, especially with reference to thputable matters of the processes. The
expansion of the Atlantic Alliance was not so dabl in terms of necessary changes,
concerns or fears for the functioning of the suuet but the circumstances of enlarging the
EU turned out to be more favourable to inflammaghdénts. The adjustment of common
policies, with a special regard for the Common Agitural Policy, the labour movement
within the Union, the substantial transformationghe EU institutions or the intentions to
create a European constitution brought the new meesnbncluding Poland, to the front
pages. The so far encouraging and friendly attitidBritain towards Poland’s partnership
in the integrative structures also had the momehtsjection, as when the sheer interests of
national policy matter, even the closest alliesadnle to make an about-turn.

2.1.Polish admission to NATO.

With the beginning of a democratic era in post-camist countries, the North

Atlantic Treaty Organization started to prepare éapanding within the eastern part of
Europe. In the second half of 1993, the debates ttneefuture of NATO, with opening the
door to the eastern partners, hosted in the Brgiglss.The Economistaised the issues of
discussing the Alliance’s future moves, with theus on the former Warsaw Pact countries’
positior®. The new situation of the ex-Soviet states wad-kredwn for the Alliance’s
members: Eastern Europeans were stuck betweernes@tstern Europe and unpredictable
Russia, therefore it was the role of the militamgamization to include also those less
fortunate countries, yet being left alone. Moregtbe goal of embracing them within the
structure was perceived to be favourable for Wasteuropeans as well, since the EC
members would like to provide the nations with threembership, they wished to see them
economically and democratically stable, which wassible in the situation of military
security.

However, the problem of transforming NATO into thrganization serving the needs

of a new order after the Cold War was over, toak ititerest of other magazines as well.
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Foreign Affairs the American periodical, could suggest the changethe organization
indispensable in the face of American and Europeam strategied”. It was observed that
NATO needed to be transformed into an alliance @gnat projecting democracy, stability,
and ability to manage crises in a broader strategise. The authors referred to the countries
aspiring to the Alliance’s and EC partners, i.elaRd and other Visegrad states, regarding
them as future members, but after fulfilling thecemted criteria. Poland was friendly
approached as a country with greater possibilitdsecome a NATO member sooner than to
join the EC.

The following year, though, the journalists Bfie Economistook a closer look at
Poland as a candidate for the Alliaft@eThe country’s determination to enter a secure and
stable world was perceived to result from its hist@xperiences, the hegemony of the
Soviet Union and still no guarantee for safety freither the European Community or
NATO. However, Polish attitude to press for the itaily integration as the state of
“aggrieved by history” could have been regardednas enough to fulfil the Alliance’s
criteria. The magazine noticed the weaknesses &dilad, which made it not ready for the
admission, i.e. falling defence spending and theggle of the generals for taking control of
the armed forces. Moreover, the stance of the firesident, Lech Wasa, did not also
convince the Alliance of accelerating the procéssng of the opinion thatall links in the
chain don’t have to be of equal strength becausectnfrontational structure is gon&™* .

When in 1995 the answer to the question of NATOaespon became a closer reality
for Poland and other eastern countri#ége Economistdiscussed the dilemma President
Clinton faced, as welcoming new partners might heagulted in a row with RussSid
However, the US president realized that postpomiegdecision about the process was a
wrong move, delaying the ex-communist countrieshair road to the economic security.
The caution of Mr. Clinton was then a justifiediant yet he decided to press ahead the
plans for extending eastwards, leaving the detdilthe accession unrevealél Although
the document draft which was created by the Alkamxluded the information about the
reasons for the process, the influence on decisiaking and the financial obligations,
according to theeuropean Voicethe names of the future allies were kept sealdipugh

Poland was regarded as the most likely memberind*fo
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From the American point of view, however, the Weastpartners in the structure
began to see either enlarging NATO or finishingntsitary activity as the only solution
when the issue of admitting the Eastern Europe&csarbe a predominant one within the
EU°™ Moreover, the US observers brought the fearshef fiossible entrants, including
Poland, concerning a fast enlargement, which, aatgrto critics of the process, could
diverge from the objective. The invitation of the@mmunist states to the Partnership for
Peace in 1994 was considered to be a step of postpthe final decision, although the
intention for that was to enable the countries teppre in terms of NATO requirements.
Nonetheless, Poland, Hungary and the Czech Repdidinot give up pressing with their
membership, the acting which was understandableéh®rexperts, and resulting from the
aspiration to complete a political independencenfiRussia on the one hand, and to retrieve
the sense of security, as living between Germard Russia did not allow trusting the
safety, on the other.

The readiness and attitude of the Poles towardsmpithe Alliance was subjected to
scrutiny when the date of announcing the countaeproached. In June 199@he
Economistpresented the advantages of eastern candidate®lassatheir disadvantages
concerning the chances to become future NATO partifePoland was given the hallmarks
of a reliable state, mainly due to its assistancdBosnia, but the country’s democratic
credentials, especially in a military dimension,revaénot highly assessed. However, the
situation with bringing the army under firm civiiadzontrol and subordinating generals to the
defence ministers rather than the president chaagesbon as the state rule was taken over
by Aleksander Kwgniewski. Not only did the Polish army become moglian, though,
but also the EU members regained the belief inrlgleeonstitutional and democratic
action$'”. Furthermore, Poland’s keenness to join the mylitarganization was again
regarded as the move to keep away from Russia.

However cautious about Russia the Poles were thestcto be in the British press,
though, the approach seemed to be a bit oversemsitihich was proven by the Polish
president, Aleksander Kwmaiewski, in his speech at Chatham House in Octdis&6*8,

Mr. Kwasniewski emphasized proper relations between hismtcpuand Russia, with a
special regard being paid to rapidly growing ecommoexchange. Nevertheless, the goal the
Polish state of head wished to achieve with hiswals to convince NATO partners about a

lack of threat from Russia’s side once the orgamnaenlarged. Moreover, he seemed to

> |bidem.

*1%Take threeThe Economist, London, June 29, 1996, p. 47-48.

1 |bidem.

*18polish president pushes partnershie World Today, December 1996, p. 319.

185



have solutions to possible emergencies, namelgekielopment of the relations between the
Alliance and Moscow, thus not frustrating the staith the expansion. But since NATO
authorities did assume a military Russia’s reactmie feasible, so the Polish president’s
convincing point of view must have been a coverHis real plans: he made the greatest
efforts to push the accession to the organizabowdrd.

On the eve of the NATO summit in Madrid in July I9%he newspapers presented
the views and stances of politicians and jourralispecialised in the key issu&he
Economistinvited the American secretary of state, MadeleMiaright, to debate over the
expansion from the US point of viélé. Mrs. Albright approved of the enlargement with
only three European countries: Poland, HungarytaedCzech Republic, being aware of the
advantages such move could bring, namely the sewae of inviting next group of
partners soon. In the discussion with the NATO s from Europe, however, Britain
agreed with the final decision, although still apt®r Slovenia to be among the certain
candidates. Taking the circumstances of individurais consideration, though, Poland was
regarded as the country with strong military pasntNonetheless, the press tended to
discuss whether the candidates really could takeardgedge of the possibility NATO
offered??°.

Despite big hopes connected with the Madrid sungimiing which the invitations to
the Alliance were given, the results occurred tonbé as satisfying as some participants
predicted®’. The meeting carried out by the American PresidBiit Clinton, eventually
fulfilled the expectations of some EU members, Gi@atain among the others, which
accepted Mr. Clinton’s confidence that such anrgelment meant less money, easier to pass
through the Senate and greater possibilities tdk lfmoward to the next one. The US
president supported the intention of expandingsthecture with Eastern Europeans with the
argument of their struggle for liberty, bearingnnind heroic moments in the history of the
nations.

The whole series ofhe Economi& articles soon after the event focused on the
repercussions the decision would bring to the Aim However, there was not a slight
regret with reference to inviting the three ex-commist states at all, although what gave
some politicians sleepless nights was the fadh@fcbsts to bear in relation to the process. It
turned out, though, that so well promising relasidretween Europe and the USA could
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have been squandered for the reason of some falamtsunderstandings. In November
1997, the situation seemed to be serious as theovewthe costs could have blocked the
ratification of the enlargement treaty by the Arman Senafé? Out of the sudden, both
sides, American and European, found it difficultaigree on the amount each of them was
supposed to pay. The core states of the EU, intdu@ireat Britain, were surprised to see the
costs presented by the Pentagon, suspecting thaf t#Ring advantage of the situation and
decreasing its financial burden of the expansioteurthe pretext of improving own forces.
The UK, altogether with France and Germany, oppdisecdrgument, stating that it was first
of all the newcomers which would have to bear tleatgst expenditures.

The issue, however, which raised BBC journalistgiasity in 1997 concerned the
fact of a smooth and almost undisputable eventdmhitiing eastern partners once the
invitations were givetf>. Jonathan Marcus, the BBC's Defence Corresponadenisidered
the discussions taking place on the process ohditg the Alliance, either in the US Senate
or the EU members, coming to the sharing of respoitg of the partners and the future
shape of the organization rather than the suitgb#éind advantages of the entrants.
Nevertheless, assuming that NATO accepted the patenembers of only certain merits,
what role would it play, if not as the structureoyiding the military security of all
democratic and independent countries which heanletthé stability of the world?

The experts’ predictions over the debates to comienat turn out be groundless, as
the period of sheer celebration of the invitatiéithe Eastern Europeans overshadowed a bit
the troubles that were to appear in parliamentasgudsions or reactions of particular
countries, namely Russia. BBC News published iry 1898 Russia’s president Boris
Yeltsin’s warning of a “cold peace” once the expansproceedef®. It proved the fact,
though, that the previous single voices of critofsthe process or the threats were not
imaginary, as Russia did insist on being treatetbggly. Even when the Polish president
sounded quite confident of his proper relationshwiitoscow, he could not predict that the
ex-superpower would wish to remind the world aktaiexistence and clout. Moreover, the
concerns about the expansion began to appear iop&am states as well in the form of
British military and defence experts’ letter semthie Prime Minister at the beginning of the
year?>. The authors of the letter, including Lord Healéhe former Defence Secretary, were

afraid of threatening repercussions if the expansmntinued in the form of Russia’s anger.
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Moreover, the message expressed the oppositioivéosgcurity of the Eastern Europeans
through widening the structures of the Alliancatasould reduce the security of the current
NATO states.

However, the letter was not the voice of the majooif the British, but only those
ones who could not discern the real role of thetany organization and did not wish it to
antagonize Moscow with acting against its will. V/élsome of the UK’s experts’ idea was to
withdraw its approval for the enlargement, the &llte in general had been convincing
Russia for a long time that the process was nokaiat any country, but it was a right
sequence of events after the arrangement of poaertriansformed on the continent. The
intentions of the organization, though, headed “trawing and redrawing the line” in
Europe, not dividing it, and to make Russia conaflolé about the extension, the USA
confirmed its openness to all democracies, with ghssibility of Moscow joining it one
day?®.

The concerns for the expansion appeared not thebertly ones, ashe World Today
published in November 1997 the article about Pqgl&huhgary and the Czech Republic to
be persuaded by potential suppliers to buy a fighiteraff?”. On the one hand, the situation
of military demands provoked the companies to campeong the potential customers with
the most favourable offers, but in the case of Eastern Europeans on the verge of the
membership, it was proved that they were givenitii@mal message about making the
right choice for their defence procurement souncerder to be admitted.

Despite the appearance of the fears, possibleaanttion of law, and the criticism
of Moscow, the three Eastern European countriesiaff became NATO members on
March 16, 1999. BBC News, in the interview of tiMorld Affairs correspondent, Nick
Childs, commented the event to be crucial for tkistence of the Alliance from a historic
point of view?®. The journalist paid much attention to the factigjentle enterprise by the
organization and, what was more, exposed to caangtehe accusations of Moscow.
Nonetheless, NATO’s willingness to welcome Poladdngary and the Czech Republic
among the existing members was regarded as reg@itom the role of sustaining stability
throughout Europe. The interviewee’s opinion abihé choice of Poland and two other
neighbours as first entrants was that the USA esdiyt decided about such a small
expansion, and besides, these were the states WwastHulfilled the criteria of the process.

The issue, however, which allowed the countriesember as the first group, was the
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capability of having a dialogue with the represémés of NATO and the ability to join the
Partnership for Peace. Such eagerness provedattes b be committed future partners, the
feature which Russia seemed to be devoid of.

The admission of Poland and two other Eastern Eaogountries to the Atlantic
Alliance gave rise to discussions on the visiorthef new NATO of 19 members, with a
special speech of Javier Solana, secretary-gentthe Alliance, inThe Economist®. His
article appreciated the membership of “sovereigh seif-confident nations”, which marked
the Alliance’s close relations with the states ambueurope. Poland, as its new military
partner, was presented as the country aware of thbahdmission would mean in terms of
benefits as well as accountability. Moreover, Mvla®a emphasized the Eastern Europeans’
active role in the North Atlantic Council, with pexial regard for their reliability each time
NATO asked for the assistance either in Bosnia esd¢o. The fact that Poland, Hungary
and the Czech Republic made huge efforts to rdsmneitheir armed forces and bring them
under civilian control convinced the secretary-gahelong with other Alliance authorities,
that the states deserved their place among thertupartners, and what was more, the
organization would not become less effective oapable of some actions due to enlarging
with such big nations.

The favourable words towards the Eastern Europe@ns also to prove the sceptics
of the expansion that they were not the reasothfodivision of Europe, but on the contrary,
their entry meant creating more connections betweemegions situated further on the East,
with reference to Russta. The opponents of the process were again reastaeMoscow
should not be feared of, as NATO had taken stepsig@age it in building security in Europe
as early as the three new members were to be dntatthe structures.

All in all, Poland’s on the road to the Alliancepmared as a trustworthy, self-
confident and reliable partner, whose aspiratioms the membership resulted from the
necessity to provide its nation with political amditary safety, and prevented itself from the
potential threat of Russia. The British newspa@ard magazines emphasized the fact of
Polish inconvenient location, which might contributo the state’s possible problems,
therefore fully supported its admission to NATO.spie some sceptical voices which
occurred on the way, Poland and the other countwese not given a negative reception,
and their determination to be always on the alertld dispel the doubts and show the

candidates in a favourable light. Nevertheless,isbae of admitting Poland, among other

% 5olana J.By invitation-NATO's future: Growing the alliancehe Economist, London, March 13, 1999, p.
23-25.
% |bidem.
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eastern states, did not win much renown in theidBripress, the main concern of which

occurred to be the debates on the relations wigsiun the context of the enlargement.

2.2.Poland’s road to the EU in the light of the most diputable issues.

The enlargement of the European Union with thedfadturopean countries found a
lot more place in British newspapers and magaziaeshe process abounded with a greater
number of substantial transformations of the fiomgtig of the integrative organization.
Poland, as the biggest state aspiring for the meshlpeturned out to be more debatable in
the context of its adjustment to the EU, the neargsshanges being implemented in the EU
institutions as well as the fears or concerns comaewith Polish accession.

With the beginning of Poland’s official announcemeabout applying for the
membership in March 1994he Guardianpresented the demands of Eastern Europeans as
“the pressure to begin eastern expansidnThe move, however, was understandable on the
one hand as the result of Russia’s closenesshb@ommunity standing in the face of being
widened with Austria, Finland and Sweden, was aotdager to even consider the issue, on
the other. Nonetheless, some of the European meimheluding Great Britain, put forward
an initiative of bringing the eastern states cldsethe concept of integration by involving
them in the EU foreign and defence policy, whichantea plan to connect them with the
Western European Union. That was the intention Wwhi@as supposed to omit Russia’s
dissatisfaction with Poland’s and other countrigaftnership with NATO, whereas the EU
or WEU did not raise so many doubts. Moreover, saichell-thought-out strategy proved
Britain and other EU states to be friendly towapdsviding ex-communist countries with
security and welcoming them within their structuoee day.

The Economisthowever, analyzed the prospects of Polish merhigens the EU on
the grounds of its economic condition, aiming anpog out the country’s weaknesses and
overrating aspirations with being unfounded in itg2> Poland’s possible admission was
compared to Spain’s entry, in terms of economitedd as well as the standards of living,
unfortunately in favour of Spain, although the memnship was not stated as impossible,
according to the journalist. What did raise a kiid¢oncern, though, was Warsaw’s belief in
early accession, with the full awareness of theonitgj of legislative work to be done in

order to adjust to the EU standards.

%31 palmer J.Poland joins the queue for Europehe Guardian Weekly, March 13, 1994, p. 3.
32 Brook U.,Halfway in.., op. cit., p. 21.
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The issue of Poland and other Eastern Europeafnguas EU partners came back to
press discussion forums with the summit in Amsterdia 1997, which was to make some
changes necessary for the Union to function inrgelagroup of states. Before the summit,
however,The World Todaynade attempts to figure out why for the last pyasiyears the
Western Europeans had done so little to creatsianvbf a future enlarged Europe The
lack of reaching the compromise among the EU sttesit the looming process might have
proven, according to the author, the difficultieg anly on the entrants’ side, but also inside
the Union. William Wallace was concerned aboultlittie crisis especially with reference to
the eastern countries, which had already begumfanmal integration, such as Poland, the
Czech Republic, Hungary and SloverifaHe was of the opinion that mainly Poland was the
country significant for both, NATO and the EU, erms of having the biggest economy and
population, as well as possessing half of the oElércandidates’ agriculture population,
therefore the essential transformations withindrganization had to take place to make the
admission less troublesome.

Thus, the Amsterdam summit was to prepare the Ebetpn enlarging to eastern
Europe, nevertheless reaching an agreement onidbaé occurred to be more time-
consuming.The Guardiandescribed the results of the meeting as the &ilas far as
reforming the decision-making institutions for #mepansion was concerréd The shifts in
the Council of Ministers, the extension of majoritgting or the improvement of the
Commission were avoided, hence the predictionsvef &r more new members in the EU
would have been condemned to decision-making peisaliet alone ten or twelve entrants.
What could have been surprising, though, was thwide of the British Prime Minister,
who, in order to defend the UK’s national interestdled for no further institutional changes
as the EU would manage with the enlargement iridime as it was.

The Economist however, also commented on the Amsterdam as timemg
“unwilling to make the changes necessary to cop w&iUnion of 20 or 25 members”,
although it was inclined to shift the unsatisfagtoesult on to the difficult economic
times>®. The magazine claimed the current EU states afjetti the changes in CAP or
structural funds as part of the enlargement planfdar of the fewer benefits they might
obtain, convincing the eastern partners of devalpgheir market economies in order to

survive in a competitive world once they joined tdoenmon market.

>3 Wallace W.On the move-destination unknowiie World Today, April 1997, p. 99.

%34 |bidem, p. 100.

%35 palmer J.No agreement on voting despite push from Biiie Guardian, June 19, 1997, Internet:
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/britainabroad/stér451346,00.html.

*3%Welcome to.,.op. cit., p. 16.

191



When the emotions after the summit calmed dowme Economispublished an
article about Poland as the future EU partnerwotit a kind of educational message for the
Poles in the context of Polish governmental elestiand the expectations after the efifry
The article was probably to present the Britishhwilte country which was aspiring with
such determination to share the privileges of tbenth them, but which missed so much to
become an equal partner. Poland was describec addte with numerous drawbacks of the
whole economic, social and political aspects d, lijet there were some statements of the
authors which could imply that the nation eventualose a proper way on their struggle for
a well-developed country with high standards oinllv Nonetheless, unscrambling the
message the magazine tried to convey both for gtesRAnd Britons, turned out to be a hard
task. Even if the intentions were to discourage Rbésh side with the presentation of all
“missing points” with the EU, the determinationRdland did not surrender, and if the plan
was to threaten Britain with the state full of tiobes when in the EU, thus depriving them of
the profits, the target was not, fortunately, acbce

As it soon appeared, however, the goal was clastré first assumption. When the
accession negotiations with Poland were due tonhbége debates around the biggest country
to join the EU increased, with a little fear of @rdritain. At the beginning of 1998 he
Economiststarted to worry about the situation inside theodnnamely about the attitudes
of core states, once Poland entered the strdctushy? Suddenly, the British press tended
to perceive the Poles to be unaware of a big guyaoitiwork on the way to the organization,
therefore the articles were more of a warning matiNevertheless, the presentations of
Polish economic and political conditions turned taube a basis for pointing out Poland’s
self-confidence in political strength as well as faith in taking a leadership of Central
Europe, the conviction, according to the magazindairly kept. Moreover, the message
which was clearly conveyed through the press comckrthe British fear of the Poles’
behaviour as the EU members, resulting from thearconfidence and eagerness to fight,
kept mostly by France and Germany, which couldteeeadvantages of such an attitude.
The Franco-German axis made efforts to sympathitie Roland for the sheer reason of
creating a lobby forcing the issues favourablealgre.g. farms. Therefore, the British began
to spot a threat for their position in the EU, ngnehanging the balance of power among
the current membet¥.

37 Unfinished businesdhe Economist, London, September 20, 1997, p. 23-24
>3 Eyrope: Awkward would-be partnefBhe Economist, London, February 28, 1998, p. 54.
%39 eaders: Europe’s. op. cit., p. 20.
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Nonetheless, Poland occurred to be a country \wéhability to take advantage of the
situation it was in, a3he Guardiannoticed, or maybe it was just a compensation ter t
losses and crimes the country was exposedtoPhe journalist described Poland as a
demanding state, quite “aggressive”, which usedativ@versary of Germany’s invasion 60
years before to obtain its goal, i.e. a fast anty emlmission to the European structures. The
event, however, was presented as the Polish presdéleksander Kwéniewski, hysteric
impatience about the slow pace of the process,hm@sulted in the German feeling of the
duty, thus making the Polish nation be accepteith@&U member as soon as possible. The
occasion of meeting to commemorate the anniverpesgluced, indeed, the possibility to
close all historic legacy, and moreover, to enceunhe of the leading states of the EU, did
create favourable conditions to raise the issueemfirgement, whereas the political
experience of the Polish president would nevemalion to make any demands.

However, a tenacious attitude in politics did nantout to be a domain of Poland
only, as Great Britain soon proved its intransigean tax reforms before the EU summit in
Helsinki at the end of 198%. The British Prime Minister found it difficult toeach
compromise with his EU partners on the issuesedltd the European institutions, whereas
other countries felt disappointment when it cammtwe essential matters for the EU, which
undoubtedly resulted from a lack of understandumgyillingness to prefer Europe’s interest
to own business or eagerness to prove its posititime organization.

The closer Poland approached the historic date, ntlbee favourable coverage
happened to appear in the British press. InGéetral Europe Reviethe beginning of 2000
was presented as the period with a more friendiude to Polish membership in the B¢
The visit the Polish Prime Minister, Jerzy Buzeiidoto Brussels on 6 April 2000 improved
the relations between the EU and Poland in termsegiessary negotiation areas to be
accelerated, and with more faith put in Polish kéoMoreover, the Prime Minister kept
Poland’s confident approach as far as the complatiothe requirements was concerned,
expressing his belief in the commitment on the Edé sthe words which revealed a more
gentle tone of the British press.

NeverthelessThe Economistould raise the issue of Poland not being prepared
order to complete the Union quick and secure adamssplan, which would either lead to
letting the state in, without fulfilling the criter, or delaying the accession until Warsaw met

> Traynor I.,Germany and Poland lay ghosts to rédte Guardian, September 2, 1999, Internet:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/print/0,,3897760-1036&1tAml.

41 Black I., Bates SEurope’s leaders unwilling to march in stéfhe Guardian, December 9, 1999, Internet:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/print/0,,3939940-1035Z0tImI.

*42 Craske O.Poland Pushes for Commitme@entral Europe Review, 10 April 2000, Internetphtivww.ce-
review.org/00/14/craskel4.html.
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the demandé®. Despite the advantages of postponing the protesagh, the authors did
not see the option to take place, as neither thegean Commission nor the most likely
states, Poland and Hungary, supported the offereMer, another issue which would seem
to be a re-appeared problem for the new EU wasdatleepening or widening? The more
members within the organization, the more difficoldecide which way to follow.

However, the question of either deepening of widgrdid not seem to be an issue
for the observer of the European arena fromQGhetral Europe ReviewAndrew Cave, who
demonstrated the point to be a goal for the EUfjtdewvas the organization which should
take care of supporting the states and encouraberg to develop their national identities
while in the Uniori**. Yet again, the author analyzed the role eacle statld find and play
in the EU, referring to Poland as the country wile sense of leadership, although a
dangerous place to take, in the aspect of Frandereat Britain, before its position was
consolidated as equal partners. Moreover, thengeQdserved another drawback of the
Polish state, i.e. an inability to develop an idgnand the whole country’s confidence in the
EU membership, which might have contributed to asugcessful EU admission once its
leading role was questioned. Nonetheless, the e)xqsmmed a bit controversial to put
forward such a daring assumption, difficult to a&gweith, especially as far as “the inability
for an identity” was concerned, the feature whiald hlways been cherished, maintained and
distinguished in the Polish nation. It was anotblele, though, that the British press was
desperately striving for avoiding Poland to be gniicant player in the EU, let alone
depriving Britain of its place in the hard core.

The end of 2000, however, marked another turnenBliropean policy, with gaining
a more friendly approach by Poland in terms of ithprovements the state had m¥de
Nevertheless, not all newspapers noticed only pespoints on the Polish side, ahe
Daily Telegraphpresented the country to be a problem in an eethEdJ) due to the majority
of farmers among the Poles, which obviously pos#teat on the EU agricultural poliy.
Furthermore, Evans-Pritchard frofhheTelegraphobserved a favourable, for Poland, turn of
British policy towards the enlargement, being altyua step back from the core states’
attitude to the process. The British Prime Ministecided to build alliances with smaller EU
states in order to oppose the policy of France @adnany, which pressed for a two-speed
Europe, the shape Mr. Blair would never accept. rdfoee, the PM’s

>3 |bidem.

*# Cave A.Finding a Role in an Enlarged E\Gentral Europe Review, 22 May 2000, Internet: Hitpvw.ce-
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address in Warsaw occurred not to be accidentaheatJK’s government leader turned to
Poland again to look for a proponent to propagat@sen of his Europe, a European
superpower. The uncomfortable situation Blair waisnfl in was noticed in September by
The Economistwhen either French nation-state or German fedaredpe did not take to the

Premier, thus searching for the alff€s

The year 2002 brought the Copenhagen summit inrBkeeeand revived discussions
on the future of the new EUlhe Timeswith the looming date of the entry, noted the
Commission report on the fulfilment of the EU cri¢eby the aspiring countrig®. The
requirements included numerous areas to adjustedJnion’s demands, with Poland lying
behind “a political, administrative and businesstuwre” which had to resist corruption.
Moreover, on the eve of the summit, Poland wasagi@picted as a demanding state,
struggling for bigger funds for farmers, and prayitself to be a significant member among
the ten as well as the one fighting fiercely towghts Euro-sceptics how much the state
could obtaii*>. However much trouble the Polish entry causedh® EU, though, the
enlargement had to change the shape of Europehuagdhe vision of creating a superstate
with ten more members to joit}.

The following year was dominated by the press conimeon Poland’s EU
referendum, but before June 2003 Guardianpublished the article on the influence of the
US on the attitude of some Europeans, the issuehmvias also directed to Poland
Poland’s Foreign Minister, Witodzimierz Cimoszewiceplied categorically to the alleged
accusation of being forced to act or demand som®rag thus proving the state’s
independence of attitude and confidence in itsvaiets. The Economiston the other hand,
focused on the commentaries of the EU referendunPaland, hence emphasizing the
significance of the country due to its power in plagpion in the EU as well as its close ties
with the Atlantic policy, in favour of the UR% The coverage in the magazine was able to
prove the British experts’ fear of Poland’s makailies on different European isst&s The
concern, however, about the Polish possible comigesnbeing made could mark the

meaning the state would have and the partners @latlons it would choose. As for the

*47Bair’s vision.., op. cit.
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political strength, though, the image of Polandhresmeaningful member did not seem to be
so obvious, as the journalists were inclined toelvel that Warsaw would become a strong
partner provided its power was proven at home, whlid not occur to be plausible at the
times of Leszek Miller's in rule.

The Timeshowever, brought the image of Poland as the cgpurglebrating and
cheering the victory of the EU referendum, with esefrved triumph of an open and
ambitious mentality, yet with some restrictions tme sense of sovereignty. The
favourable tone of the article was diminished by domments of Polish unwillingness to
surrender a part of independence to Brussels, lamdaict of perceiving Warsaw as “un
uncomfortable partner”, for the reason of being adimm-size power among Britain,
Germany, France, Spain and Italy, and the powepdnting the voice of the Eastern
Europe.

In two months after the referendum, though, Polaad still under the discussion,
being called “a category of its owl". Although the country was regarded as the onesto b
worked on the most, due to its size, among thersthewas still looked closer at. The
dissatisfaction from home policy was seen as anpi@lereason for the Poles to perceive the
EU as a possibility of short-term gains when alyeaagnember. Moreover, Warsaw'’s picture
was completed by the eternal fear of appropriategEU money through farm subsidies and
structural funds allocated to poorer countries gegions. As for the Atlantic dimension of
Poland and Europe’s policy, however, the future Bember was regarded as the one
eagerly waiting for developing foreign relationghex than defence policy through the
organization. The most surprising argument whicheaded from the discussions in the
British press on Poland’s entry to the EU seemebet@ sheer calculation the state would
rely on, the profits it would gain, instead reapke for a secure and prosperous life, with an
economic and political balance in favour of itszahs, altogether with the care for its own
interests not to be omitted in a large group ofr&nbers.

However, it was eventually comforting and givingtdato readThe Economi&t
article on May 1, 2004, the historic and memorataee for the EU itself but first of all for
the citizens of the new members, that the eveniroed to be a victory considered in several
aspects®. The most significant of them seemed to be a dadmplementing some former

communist countries to complete the secure Eurape, the ones being much more

> Boyes R.Poland celebrates a huge “yes” to EU membersfiipe Times, June 9, 2003, Internet:
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poorer than current members, which marked the momiejoining the continent after 45
years divided by the Iron Curtain. Although therasva day to remember, the gloom seemed
to dominate the mood of the EU, which was the tesuthe biggest concern ever, i.e. the
diversity of the new states in terms of an econodewelopmerit’. According to the
forecast presented by the magazine, though, Palasdsupposed to reach the EU average
GDP in 59 years’ time, which was the depressingrmftion as for the first day in the EU.

Moreover, what made the Union lack the sense dfusmsm was also the fact of a
slow economic growth in the “old” member states@mnection with the organisation losing
popularity with the European sociefijhe Economistorebode. The author raised even more
concern about the entry of the easterners wherrddiged the increase of dissatisfaction
once the 15 states’ population realized what tem members could actually mean, i.e. less
money and bigger migration.

One could think, however, that the aim of the &tigas to threaten the old as well as
the new European states with the reality of themperation, but fortunately, a depressing
tone was tempered in the end with a smart remaokitatringing some positive aspects to
the EU by the newcomers. The author was able toesemembers giving encouragement to
accelerate the economic growth since they wereldewveg fast, or creating a new model of
the organization, a competitive one to the USAhgaitgh comforting as the final comments
were to sound, the atmosphere of celebrating the Dy in the British press did not appear

to be enthusiastic, but rather convincing the mublithe right decision.

2.2.1. Common Agricultural Policy.

The issue of agriculture and the subsidies for &srhad always aroused concern
among the EU states for the reason of a differeetaf rural areas, thus unequal division of
subventions allocated to the members. No wonden, tthat when Poland, a country with
the biggest population among the candidates anmeat gumber of farmers, aspired for the
membership, the doubts about the reform over CAdPeased, with the peak of the farm
debates falling on the period after the accessegotiations began.

However, Poland, altogether with Hungary and Czsldwakia, became a part of the
EU discussions, observed fyie Economistin terms of their membership as early as in
1991, when the paper issued by the European Conomissnsidered the countries to have

such areas as agriculture, which were a contradictd their EU aspiration¥. Polish

7 |bidem.
%8 Guilt by AssociationThe Economist, London, July 11, 1992, p. 25.

197



condition of this branch of economy, though, wampared to the third-world economies,
with a surprising and unthinkable phenomenon that dtate almost did not subsidize its
farms at all in 1991, although a 36% fall in famtomes had been already noted between
second half of 1990 and the first half of 1991. [desthe fact that the image of the countries
in the British press was not favourable, and eveni¢, the magazine did believe that some
EU members would support their membership, evethiiprice of increased costs, to delay
the process of deepening in favour of widening.aBaxically, the move concerned the
British as well.

Nonetheless, the eagerness and confidence of thmremunist states met the
response of some EU members, namely GermBEmg.Economispublished the reaction of
Franz Fischler, the European Union’s commissior@r dgriculture, to the attitude of
Germany’'s Chancellor Kohl, when he commenced supgprPoland’s admission by
2000°°. The German leader perceived agriculture to beyadtement strategy of bringing
Polish nation to the EU, the belief which raised dtommissioner’'s opposition with the fear
of “killing of the common agricultural policy” onceuch countries joined the organization.
Moreover, what caused a real concern in the visiotPoland and other easterners in the
EU” was the fact that agriculture accounted for@it27% of employment in those states,
whereas there was only less than 6% in the EU.thteat, however, resulted from a huge
amount of produce in the Eastern European countwbgh would encourage them to a
bigger production when the high prices of CAP wextended to them.

Therefore, the reality of having such partners e tUnion did not sound
encouraging, yet placing the EU authorities in thee of the question: was it better to
reform the policy, scrap it or postpone the enlarget? It soon appeared, though, that
reforming CAP was to solve the problem. When a dews after the negotiations begahge
Economistwas committed to a real struggle between Mr. Festh “totally unacceptable
reforms” and the EU membéP& Both events, the official opening of talks wiilief states
from Central and Eastern Europe and Cyprus by RGoiok, and the transformation of the
agricultural policy marked a symbolic date, yetnbali for the candidates, as the overhaul
was connected with drastic cuts, which could symskahn unfriendly approach. However,
an uncompromising move of the European commissipraared the area of agriculture to be
the most significant field in the EU and the mosticilt one in the negotiations with the

new members.

9 Farm follies, The Economist, London, July 29, 1995, p. 36.
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As soon as the negotiation process was in progtessssue of farming could not
have been omitted.he Guardiampresented the looming vision of creating a motegrated
union of states with the hard core to lead and guige other countries, which also
influenced the aspiring ones in terms of their fetin such a structut¥. The fear of
building a divided organization did not convincéher the current partners or the waiting
ones, although Poland and its neighbours were nerwehen a disagreement over the
extension to which the EU would subsidize inefintieagricultural sectors occurred.
Moreover, not only the concern about supporting Isfiaams which resisted the era of
communist collectivisation gave especially Polatekgless nights, but also the fact of
entering the organization with a division againthbscenarios appearing as a threat.

Nevertheless, it did not take a long time sinceaction to Germany and France’s
plan of the new EU began to tell on the PolishetyciThe visit of Romano Prodi, the Head
of the European Commission in Poland in 2001 wéste@ byThe Economisas an open
clash with the opponents of the membership, with niajority of farmer®? One of the
reasons of such an unwelcoming reception was tttettfat the Poles were more and more
convinced of being treated not as equals when bexame the members. Furthermore,
although they used to perceive the EU to be a soafcfinancial aid, with the greater
awareness of the Union’s actions, the Polish eiszevere more inclined to believe in
bearing more costs than gaining benefits. Findhg, magazine also focused on Poland’s
weakest point, i.e. agriculture, with two hottesgatiating problems: quotas and subsidies,
in a range of which the country fought fiercely gersuade the authorities that Warsaw
deserved being treated on equal rights, not ordlydegal obligations.

The reactions to the issue of agriculture took esemore serious form and the
concern of the Polish negotiators at the beginoing002, when the EU began to prepare for
the eastern admissiohe Daily Telegraphpresented deep dissatisfaction of Poland in
return of GlUnter Verheugen’s statement that thegbagip of 10 states would “receive only a
quarter of the vast subsidies given to existing tmensi°®. The indignation over Brussels’
restrictions on farm aid again raised Warsaw’s watvout the vision of unequal treatment
after the accession. Moreover, according to théesRdrime Minister, Leszek Miller, there
was a threat of the objection to the EU membersglhijgh might result in saying “no” in the
referendum. But a worse thing that revealed fromamb was the anti-EU campaign

%51 Eastern Europe await3he Guardian, July 31, 2000, Internet: http://wwwaggian.co.uk/print/0,,4045871-
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promoted by the leader of the Polish Self-Defeneetyl Andrzej Lepper, who could
threaten the efforts of Polish government with affaganda war” over the membership.
Although Brussels’ decision met the frustratiorafifaspiring countries, the response of the
Polish side seemed to be the boldest, which didgonotinnoticed by the journalists. What
was more, though, the fiery attitude, accordinghDaily Telegraph was the consequence
of Poland’s confidence in its strong position ie t6U, whereas the European Commission
acted so bravely to calm down some of the curreatnber states, whose opposition to
allocating an increased number of subsidies migitehcontributed to delaying the
enlargement.

However, the picture of Polish farmers in the lighthe CAP reform was presented
by Charles Clover in th®aily Telegraphalmost as relics of the past, which could have
contributed to the false image of Polish farming iiad not been for balancing it with the
picture of a modern, prosperous and well-off farnoer the other haritf. The author’s aim
was probably to contrast Polish farms, which, alttodiffered, still were afraid that their
conditions might have deteriorated due to unfair gtibsidies. However surprising it could
sound, though, the British seemed to understandthes’ fears, as their farmers felt much
pressure of the cuts put on especially cereal fexitie

The other light was cast on the alarming protef®@fand byrhe Economistwhose
presentation of the Polish harsh reaction refaiwatie country’s dramatic history of the land
exploited by powerful neighbouf§. The magazine did not tend to blame Warsaw for the
anger at the issue of direct payments, but ratkeressed its disappointment for the EU to
ruin such a historic event — the reunification of&e — with the clash over milk quotas and
subsidies. However, frustration and strong emotionsboth sides proved the issue of
agriculture to be of the highest priority due te flacts of involving about half of the EU
spending and being the main source of the incomth&majority of people in the candidate
states. Moreover, the situation did not seem toebsy to solve. Although the future
members did hope for common persuasion to do nesad the EU, the present EU states
would push Brussels to be even less generous. theless,The Economistliscouraged to
investigate whether the EU states’ meanness orPtiles’ nationalism should be found

guilty, as it was the very Common Agriculture Pwgliavith its cost and complexity
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as well as sometimes stupidity of its functioninghich should be blamed for the
incapability of creating a satisfying plan for ti®largement.

In July 2002,The Economistvas still busy with agricultural matters, althoughhe
context of the European and the world affftsThe magazine focused on the farm
problems as having the impact on the following y@aha round of trade talks and the EU
enlargement. The concern which was revealing froenissue, however, was supposed to
show a different tendency towards agriculture ia BlJ; while the USA increased farm
subsidies connecting them with production, the peams cut them off, for the sake of
widening the organization and protecting their iests. Although the efforts seemed to be
logical, The Economistould spot a hidden danger: with entering the teesas Poland, so
strongly supporting farm subsidies, the createchfoobby would enhance the actions on
CAP.

With the time leading to the EU summit in Brussgening on 24 October 2002 on
financing the entry of ten new memberbse Timepublished a series of articles on the farm
battle between France, the biggest beneficiary #fPCand Great Britain with the
agricultural rebate. Few days before the cruciakting the newspaper mentioned the
fighting spirit which would accompany France’s stance to conduct the reform of CAP,
referring to the 1999 Berlin summit which fixed tpelicy budget until 20082 On the eve
of the summit, however, the French began theirggiai for postponing the cuts by
threatening the British to change their “discouritie rebate which was the victory of
Margaret Thatcher in 1984 to compensate Britain iferhuge contributions to overall
spending®®. Nevertheless, Paris decided to defend its safr@AP subsidies, even for the
price of challenging London, as the reform wasspdnsable in the face of entering Poland
and other poorer new states, whose demand fordingriarming would kill the annual EU
budget.

The Brussels summit, though, appeared to be thearkpushing Britain to resign
from the rebate in favour of financing the expansibhe Timesstated’®. The British,
however, could resist the French “suggestion”, sufupg their stance with the fact that Mr.
Chirac personally approved of the “cheque” at tlegliB summit on March 25, 1999. The
stalking of Paris did eventually succeed, as then€o-German deal over financing the

%7 eaders: Cleansing the Augean stables; Farm subsjihe Economist, London, July 13, 2002, p. 14.
%8 Riddell P.,Hope is ahead of reality for EU optimis®he Times, October 18, 2002, Internet:
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/politics/ate1180221.html.

9 Bremner Ch., Watson RChirac threatens British rebate in row over CAFhe Times, October 23, 2002,
Internet: http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/\iarticle816610.html.

>0 Charter D. Straw dismisses Chirac’s cuts thre@ihe Times, October 24, 2002, Internet:
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/world/arti8lE7018.html.
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enlargement occurred in the night of the meetiniyirdy Britain out of the hard core,
though’™. As a full supporter of the ongoing process, Feaaicd Germany presented a joint
solution of the CAP reform, with the subsidiesngsgradually in the first three years of the
new countries’ membership up to 2006. From 200Wewer, the CAP spending would be
limited to the previous year’s level and would ea&se only with inflation.

Despite the compromise, the French president dgiNed into the issue of British
rebate, since the EU had to manage its expendiamefully, thus investigating the areas
some states benefited frafh The conflict over the agricultural policy, witeference to the
eastern enlargement, became the basis for losiitgiBs authority and its position in the
hard core. However, London’ frustration contributedtaking a revenge over the French
gambit in the form of threatening the enlargementhe squaring with France’s victofy
The conclusion which revealed from the events predant in 2002, though, was that the
Common Agricultural Policy became the battlefiedd the EU members, overshadowing the
anger, fury and disappointment that Poland expdessee the farm reform became the key
element of the accession.

At the end of the year, however, Poland let theopean Union know about its
looming membership and its entitled rights. Warsawisistence and fight for more
improvements on the EU policies in favour of itsiora during the Copenhagen summit did
not meet with much understanding, according to Ratson froniThe Time¥” The Poles
again raised claims to direct payments to farmersvall as lower VAT rates on new
building and new farm equipment, which was comneie the Danish Prime Minister and
summit host, Fogh Rasmussen, as an inappropri#tedatto the efforts that had been made
to assist the eastern countries since 1989 in otdebring Europe together. In the
newspaper’'s assumptions, even if Poland was ta teféritain’s annual budget rebate
towards its pay as a significantly poorer statdetermined approach of the host would not
disturb the proceedings of the enlargement negmtigiat the summit.

Nonetheless, the results of the Copenhagen summil3 December 2002, the
meeting concluding the accession negotiationsPfdand occurred to be partly successful,
especially in the area of agriculture. On the Bhitwebsite forum of EU policies, actions and

actors,Euractiv.com Poland’s road to the EU and the outcome of thgotigions at the
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time of the summit were evaluated as an overattesg’>. The discussions with the biggest
of the candidate countries abounded with toughcetgrdemands, failures and compromises,
the largest of which turned out to be the transfemoney allocated for rural development
on direct payments, giving big amounts of the fumosfarmers. Moreover, the Polish
negotiators succeeded in persuading tenacioussespedives of the Danish presidency to
make smaller concessions altogether with gainimgesaon-financial benefits in terms of
agricultur@’®. The first of them was the increased amount ofknujliota, especially
significant for Poland as the majority of farmeetied on a few cows, whereas the second
one — safeguard clause for agriculture marketaelint for Poland having the Commission’s
declaration that the EU could monitor the inflowfobd into the markets and in case they
were disrupted the institution took immediate actiovhich provided Polish markets with
economic safety.

Although Poland attracted the British press attentiuring the hottest period of the
negotiations, the general reception of the stubbodetermined and sometimes
uncompromising attitudes of Polish politicians hre tfight for farm benefits, eventually
successful, met general favour of the coverage. Hblesh aspirations and ambitions to
satisfy the needs of its citizens, mainly farmeosld be perceived as a positive feature of
the state, though some tended to call Poland aanuioctable partner. Heather Grabbe, the
deputy director of the Centre for European Refomas able to find similarities between the
Poles and the British in terms of being mistrustfithe intentions of other member states,
yet for the different reasofé. The author discerned the main difference in Riban
obsessive belief of disregarding their interestshim EU, which would definitely result in
becoming awkward each time the budget debates fptasde, with Grabbe’s prediction of
Warsaw tough fight during the 2007-2013 budget ptanthe Polish farmers would struggle
for compensating smaller amounts of subsidies mpayison with France and Germany.

Moreover, a positive aspect resulting from Polanfiksy attitude to oppose the
unfair farm policy and a federalist foreign polioyn by Brussels, was appreciated by the
British as Poland did approve of joining “anti-CommAgricultural Policy” club led by

Britain, Germany, Holland and Swedéh

°5 Grabbe H.The Copenhagen deal for enlargemeenter for European Reform, January 19, 2008rmet:
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2.2.2. From Nice to Copenhagen summit.

Apart from the concerns around the Common Agrnigalt Policy, though, Poland
became present in the issues of institutional cbswramd overall transformations connected
with the enlargement ranging from the Nice summittihe official completion of the
accession negotiations and the invitation givethatCopenhagen meeting. The significance
of the Nice summit was crucial for the reason ahfgghe moment to end with the Treaty
compared with Maastricht, and the one included s&ay shifts to function as the Union of
27 members.

Few months before the essential event for the Hi¢, Guardianwas still worried
about the agreement among the current membergfdherthe summit in Feira, Portugal, in
June 2000, was supposed to motivate the statesién to accelerate the pace of consensus-
building and decision-making proces¥ésAlthough the newspaper realized that the slow
progress was not the cause of the EU reluctanceveltome the new countries, it
emphasized the required changes to be made inrdss af qualified majority voting
(QMV), the weighting of votes in the Council of Msters, the composition of the
Commission and Parliament, otherwise, though, thesd rfor the candidates might have
lengthened to 2005.

On the eve of the summiThe Daily Telegraplpublished the clash between the
Tories and the Labourers on the Prime Minister'sigien to give up some amount of
sovereignty in favour of making the way of expanseasier and improving the decision-
making proces§’. The readiness to contribute to the enlargemeatyeker, met the
Conservatives’ opposition, the attitude which wasmmmented by the Government leader’s
spokesman as “betraying countries such as Polard Hungary” in their dogged
determination to reject the extension of qualifeaority voting.

During the first day of the summit, however, tispiang countries were invited to
participate, therefore Poland and other candidaiek advantage of the opportunity and
requested the EU for enabling the historic reuatian of Europe to eventually happen,
which was observed byhe Guardiar®™. The Polish minister for European affairs, Jacek
Saryusz-Wolski, encouraged the European leadertake faster steps as Poland was
determined to enter the integrated Europe, no méibsv long the Union decided to

> Work in progressThe Guardian, June 19, 2000, Internet: http://wwaargian.co.uk/print/0,,4030989-
103682,00.html.
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complete the process. The address proved Polamalive the destination it headed for, thus
putting impact on the proceedings of the meetirtte $peech of the Polish representative,
however, turned out to be going as the UK intendedich helped Mr. Blair to refer to
Poland, “a proud, independent country” in tryingctmvince his partners of putting aside the
extension of QMV.

The Economi& review of the summit brought more enthusiasmualioe success of
the event, though’ The magazine focused on determination of botessithe EU and
candidate states, to agree on the transformattatsnieeded to be carried out in a mutual
interest. Nevertheless, there were some questaesd by the author, which could bring
some concerns, but the replies were expected aadarsatisfying solutions. To make the
vision less euphoric, the article wondered whetPeles, Czechs and other nations would
move freely across Europe to find work once theyeweembers. A positive coverage of the
Nice, however, could give more confidence in the<sEsiiccessful cooperation in order to
satisfy the newcomers’ expectations, one of theimgooland.

The optimism before the summit could be referiedby The Economissoon after
the memorable event came to an“€hddne may wonder, however, whether the success of
the negotiations, according to the summiteers, ltexsifrom sharing equal opinions and
reaching a consensus, or going through an exhgustiarathon of five-day disputes?
Whatever the reasons, though, the big states ioltirecould express their satisfaction with
the agreements on the number of votes in the CbohdVinisters, unfortunately at the
expense of small countries. Moreover, the summg signed off with extending the areas of
QMV, although the Germans could complain aboutansatisfying result, as there were still
about 20% decisions subject to national vetoesetbee not making the summit integrative
enough.

What was the reaction of the candidate countadbe changes, then? On the day of
the summit, the German Chancellor Schroeder, ngitWarsaw before his flight to Nice,
reassured Polish leaders that the idea of reunttiegcontinent and restructuring a new
Europe would motivate the meeting, with the Europé&aterests taking priority to the
national one¥*. The words of the German leader were of great itapoe to all aspiring
states, which felt tiredness with the date of ttieigsion being postponed for a long time, as
if any of the EU member had not been keen to takedsponsibility. However, a wait-and-

see attitude did not bring an expecting resulRaland, altogether with Slovenia, two most

°82| eaders: Grow, Europélhe Economist, London, December 9, 2000, p. 23.
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advanced in accession negotiations countries, coolcsee the end of the proc8asThe
statement of the Polish Prime Minister, Jerzy Buzafter the Conference, referred to
defining the final date, but the Nice Conclusiodsift could only mention the candidates to
enter the EU in time for the 2004 European elestidvioreover, the Polish leader opposed
openly the idea of a “Big Bang” joining the Union favour of the fast track single
candidates, Poland, Hungary, Slovenia, CyprusChech Republic and Estonia being the
most possible ones.

Obviously the summit was of greater significanoce the member states, which
reorganized the structures to build a well-funatignunion of 27 members, thus the
calculations on the number of votes in the CoumdilMinisters aroused the biggest
concern®. The weighting of votes in the institution wasated to the fear the big four, i.e.
Germany, Britain, France and Italy faced in thétigf entering up to 12 newcomers and the
possibility of being outvoted by a coalition of dleanations. Therefore, the states had to
work on such a system that could require the ppdion of at least three of them in the
decision-making. On the other hand, though, thellsmmembers could see the threat of
eliminating them from the process and creating ieettiory” of voting power. Eventually,
the compromise contributed to allocating the sanmmaber of votes, i.e. 29, to the biggest
ones, with a powerful number to be given to Pol&1d,as a country with a leading quantity
of people as well.

After the Nice struggle, however, the EU as wallthe aspiring countries looked
forward to Copenhagen, which was supposed to afficimark the completion of the
accession negotiations. Two months before the stntinough, the European Commission
issued a declaration of the ultimate date of testeeaers to be admitted, although, Tdee
Daily Telegraphobserved, with some worri®4 The Copenhagen summit was regarded as
the final stage of the decision, nonetheless, t@i@ission had some doubts concerning the
state of the adjustments. The article gave an isgwa that although the EU could truly
fight for the longed-for final, the decision couttbre result from the historic duty, with the
statement of “none wants to be seen to be failntheir moral duty to embrace the once-
captive nations of the Soviet Union”, than with steeer need to reunify Eurdf® In the

Commission’s report, Poland was again subjectit@ism for corruption, and perceived as
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the state which desperately strove for aid on the ltand, and missed the mechanisms to
manage it, on the other.

Nevertheless,The Guardiars Observerissue’s accuracy of information allowed
aiming the criticism at, not only the would-be merg but also the EU itséff. It seemed
that the newspaper could notice how much the Bagsteropeans managed to achieve in
terms of their industries, economies open to tatkinvestment and the adoption of the EU
legislation. Heather Grabbe also enumerated thasawéhich still lacked some work,
although could see the role of the EU in providing future members with the resources to
develop high-tech goods, knowledge-based servigesnwestment in technology and
education. To present an honest picture, howelier EU’s state of preparations was also
taken under scrutiny. The critical comment wasquthe budget and institutions as well as
on the European public opinion, little prepare@doept the enlargement.

The period leading to the official membership deation abounded with analyzing
the possibilities of the entrant3he Economistook a closer look at the newcomers’
capabilities of entering the euro-zone once theyew®rmal members, publishing the
Commission and the European Central Bank’'s warmhg¢oo fast euro inclusion as the
disturbance of monetary flexibility and an economiowtt?®>. One may wonder why such
deliberations appeared so soon, but the euro dimmss on the eve of the Copenhagen
summit were provoked by the new members themsehasiely Poland, whose finance
minister, Grzegorz Kotodko, presented his EU pagtnéth the fiscal strategies to bring the
country closer to euro. Therefore, the EU, anxiabsut the economic stability, warned the
easterners of any bold moves, and focused on theedc development instead.

The real battle, however, took place two days fgefbe summit, and aghe Daily
Telegraphpresented, the massive attack directed at Polasdive result of acting at its own
request’™. The Polish dogged determination of demanding drigaubsidies frustrated the
host of the meeting, Denmark, whose foreign minj$eer Stig Moeller, attempted to make
Poland aware of the limits of its exaggeration. &bwer, he tried to make Poland also
realize that such a tenacity of its claims may heesslted in leaving the club before it
joined. Although other candidates initially objetteo the EU unsatisfactory proposal in
different areas, all of them surrendered, or redcb@me kind of compromise, whereas
Polish attitude was, according to the newspapeaceaptable.

°% Grabbe H.Enlargement, ready or notBecember 8, 2002, Internet:
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The Time<ould not also omit the opening of the summit véttough Polish stance
on demanding more money, although less accusirgydabthe article allowed realizing that
the other aspiring states were holding out fordsetirms as welf2. The host of the meeting,
Danish Prime Minister, advised Warsaw either taegip or to adulate to mainly Germany to
obtain some more funds, which showed a human nafiutlee politician known for a firm
chairmanship during his six months as the EU pesgid

The so far comments on Poland’s haggling in Copgeh had not been so harsh, as
The Daily Telegrapls overview of the summit, which tore the Polisthaeiour to pieces®
Evans-Pritchard gave a picture of the Poles asdtien using their sense of national tragedy
to achieve their goals and abusing a well-off abdiliEuropeans, leaving the impression of
money-grubbing Eastern European countries. To ceta@ bitter profile of a new greedy
member, the author cited the words of one Poligiciaf who claimed that the EU would
lose a lot more if the enlargement did not takeg@lddowever, unbelievable as it seemed to
be for Mrs. Evans-Pritchard, such a reprehensibten@ found the support of some EU
states, namely Germany, whose chancellor persuaeedU heads to agree to speed up the
payments to the Poles instead of spreading themtbxee years, which satisfied the Polish
Prime Minister, Leszek Mill&P*

The reception of the Copenhagen summiThg Economistvas far more favourable,
with the encouraging prospects for a new EU of’27The magazine brought readers the
picture of easterners, eager to join the orgarminatyet with referendums still to come, the
most expecting one to be in Poland. Although thd step was the official membership on 1
May, 2004, the concerns that seemed not to leav&lthreferred to the cooperation after the
admission, especially in terms of an economic dguakent and its influence on the Union
itself. The predictions for the growth of the EastBurope’ economies appeared to be quite
positive, though, with the exception of Poland, s&@conomic indicators approached the
unsatisfactory line for the EU experts.

Nevertheless, it looked a bit gloomy that Polandh its determination to fight for
more, and aspirations for aiming higher, could haweeared as a big disappointment for the
EU leaders who supported its membership and beljemeit was convenient for them to

believe in the Poles’ capabilities and the coustrgtonomic abilities. The concerns were
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not groundless, however, @ake Economishoticed at the beginning of 2003, when Poland
was subject to a crisiS. The magazine observed the cabinet of Leszek Mitleolved in
the corruption and scandals, which contributedotinlg the society’s trust, an economic
slowdown or the stagnation of the legal systemintakears of minor cases to be heard.
Although the picture of a strong “Polish tiger” eesbled more a domestic cat, which was
perceived to be losing the world political arenedmfidence as well, there was still faith in
rebirth of an energetic, muscular state, which Ipetinise for a big success.

2.2.3. EU constitution.

With the idea of creating the EU constitution ampointing the EU Convention
under the leadership of Valery Giscard d’Estaimgré was no end of the discussions and
debates on the contents of the document as wehleasransformation of the EU it would
cause. The current states altogether with the a$iliring countries disputed about the
consequences of the constitution for Europe, ptesgnheir stances and demanding the
changes to make the draft acceptable for all, tivtth@m being of a special interest: Great
Britain, whose sceptical attitude to a legislatrestriction resulted from the lack of such a
document and Poland, whose belligerence and doivpdwer had attracted publicity of the
British press.

Before the Convention officially completed thefti@an 10 July 2003The Guardian
presented the difference of opinions between PNtiméster Tony Blair and the president of
the European Commission Romano PtUdiAlthough both politicians put criticism on the
document, the origin of it was quite different, agave rise to the debate on Europe in
Britain, with the ultimate settlement whether todag or in Europe as well as whether to be
more integrated with the EU. Blair's reassurancé@fefits from the place in Europe, in
terms of peace and prosperity, led to avoiding dbestitutional referendum, the idea of
which appeared during the discussions, and whichtha last thing Blair wished to have in
the light of the euro struggle. The debate on Eerdywwever, showed two polar opposites:
Blair perceived the retention of the national vetoa such areas as taxation and defence and
foreign policy to be the key element of the EU, vedas Prodi regarded them as a “step
backwards”. Nevertheless, the Prime Minister in &fiforts to convince the EU partners

again supported his goals with such a “proud natsnPoland, which would never agree to
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surrender its sovereignty after tyranny it had calhmeugh. Obviously, it was convenient for
the British leader to refer to Poland in such deresiissues in order to protect his policy
against British Euro-sceptics and oppose the Elisns.

Before the areas of decision-making process irdthé& of the EU constitution came
under scrutiny,;The Daily TelegrapHocused on Poland’s claims to Christian referethee
preamble to the EU constitutidf Although the Polish president admitted being treiat,
Evans-Pritchard wrote, he accused the draft ofimgdtiding the Christian values, which
were so significant to the development of Europewkler, the title of the article suggested
that an atheist fighting for Christianity did indie an attempt for sustaining the clout Poland
as the biggest candidate country had, thus putnpgct on the project. Moreover, the call
was supposed to convince the Poles of not playiegsecond role as the EU members, the
faith which was so crucial in the pre-referendumique Again, the journalist emphasized
the anxiety Polish political scene felt just beftire final Polish decision, paying attention to
disappointed Catholics on the one hand, and theetuf@mers, on the other, which
completed the picture of Euro-sceptical and natlistic Poles.

The determination of Poland to prove its rightshe EU was signalised againThe
Daily Telegraph when the Polish president made alliance with@aech head of state to
demand for revising the constitutional dr&ttAs the document implemented changes in the
number of states’ representatives in the EU insing, to the newcomers’ disadvantage,
therefore Prague and Warsaw combined their forcesder to protect the nations from the
potential threats, i.e. the new rearrangement enbtbdies, the creation of the EU president
and foreign minister, which brought the Union close the vision of a federal state
unacceptable by the states.

The Economisthowever, made efforts to avoid political judgenselyet presenting
clear stances on the actions towards the EU catietit At the beginning of November
2003, the magazine published the warning Polaneived from the European Commission
about improving the adjustments otherwise it mayehast the resourc&®. In the context
of the slowdown, Poland was shown as the candidatesing the greatest number of
concerns, with the oversights on some professiagsicultural areas or the legal and

computer requirements necessary to obtain the EbegndMoreover, the Poles seemed to
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be taken to task by the magazine, when the congpalistween the neglected areas and the
claims of the constitutional draft’s revision waaae, to Poland’s disadvantage.

Nonetheless, the picture of Poland whithe Economisplaced at the end of the
month turned out to be an overview of the Polesraftlong time of battles in the European
arend". The distinctiveness of the article may have Heend quite shocking, although the
presentation was based on the accuracy of the agdoam different points of view. Taking
the reception of the Polish nation by the EU statés consideration, though, one could
learn that a “selfish, greedy, nationalistic, untpgan” nation was the Polish nation, with
the lack of political culture, common sense andahidity to make compromises. The claims
in terms of the EU constitution that Warsaw madewéver, were regarded as well-
grounded, although the would-be member was coreilder be lacking a wider vision of
Europe, but cherished its national interest only.the light of self-centerednes$he
Economistcontrasted Polish attitude with the approach o #lJ states, and proved
Germany, France or Britain to act as egoistic darfeb

With a critical outlook on Poland in its aspiratsofor the EU membership, one
should agree thathe Economi& remarks were much of the favourable advice giethe
state with a short period of democratic experiemnaghe country with little time of being
respected and acknowledged in the internationaiesctherefore taking the comments at
face value. On the other hand, however, the pictfr@a poor, clumsy and politically
awkward newcomer was overshadowed with a sardassige of the nation being patronized
by the members, with the inclination to considelaRd’'s manner liberated from the yoke of
the history, thus always excused. With frustratidtmgugh, the magazine pointed out the
country’s daring as the virtue sometimes undesralilen the core states made a decision.

With the time leading to the crucial summit in Bsels on 12-13 December 2003,
during which the fate of the constitutional drafasvsupposed to be decidéithe Daily
Telegraphtook under scrutiny the attitudes and reactionallaftates to proposed regulations
of the project. Few days before the event, howewer coverage was full of dissatisfaction
the EU and aspiring countries expressed with tbpgsal, for the main reason of France and
Germany’s leadership of the oth®fs The newspaper’s tone accused the two core sttes
manipulating the other partners into rising thesiast of Europe above the national ones,
which stood in contradiction to the goal both stattempted to achieve,

%1 Those pesky PoleShe Economist, London, November 29, 2003, p. 46.
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i.e. to rearrange the institutions in such a waadcumulate the power among the biggest
members.

The hard and memorable day of the Brussels sumastcommented in the series of
coverage inThe Daily Telegraphwhich showed the determined attitudes of the Bd a
candidate states to the constitutional projectanges. On the day of the meeting, Poland
was presented in the context of having an argumaht Germany about the division of
votes in the institutions, the row which resulteahi the change against the Nice sy$feém
Three of the EC founders, Germany, France and, tedyned the opposing countries, with
Poland and Spain taking the lead, of sustainingr thiiance as long as the opponents
stopped pushing for the Nice restoration. Moreo¥land and Spain’s initiative was in
favour of Britain, whose Prime Minister wished tké advantage of their demand as it
would mean for the UK not being in isolation with counter-arguments. Mr. Blair strongly
objected to creating a federal super-state, andetreof leading to a two-speed Europe and
leaving Britain behind gave him a boost to reaclarapnsensus eventually.

During the second day of the summit, however, Bugish leader changed the
attitude, which clearly showed how the “culturecoinpromise” worke¥f“. Soon after his
claims on tax, foreign policy and budget rebateenterbe accepted, the UK’s premier took a
role of a mediator between Germany and Poland. WéHinal revised draft to appear at the
end of the Brussels’ talks, though, the hagglingaoe According to the commentary of
Evans-Pritchard, the rebellious approach of Poland Spain put Germany and France
against their determination, although Spain, a nexgerienced international player, could
show a sense of diplomatic tactics and was williagreach a “reasonable” consensus,
whereas the emotional attitude of the Poles as agh lack of political manners, left the
nation in its own battle. Although Britain was peiked as the state to help mediate the
compromise with Spain and Poland in gratitude F& &cceptance of its “red lines”, Mr.
Blair did not make an effort.

Paradoxically, in the interview for tHBBC Newsthe UK Foreign Secretary Jack
Straw expressed his regrets over the unsuccessfuhit on the EU constitutional dréfft.

He referred to main disputable issues, such assliP@nd Spanish insistence on voting
arrangements or the threat of creating a two-spga@wpe with the rule of France and
Germany, although “life would go on” despite a lakagreement.

693 Evans-Pritchard A., Jones &V prays for miracle to end deadlockhe Daily Telegraph, December 12,
2003, Internet: http://www.telegraph.co.uk/newstmjatml.

%94 Jones G., Evans-Pritchard Blair cast as summit peacemak&he Daily Telegraph, December 13, 2003,
Internet: http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtm

895 UK regret over EU summit failur&BC News, December 14, 2003, Internet:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr/-12/hi/luk_news/picii’3317473.stm.
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However, Mr. Straw’s attempts for diminishing tfaélure of the Brussels meeting
was criticized by The Daily Telegraph which brought into public the leaders’
recrimination&”®. The Irish Prime Minister, who would take over e presidency, tried to
cool the atmosphere after the summit, thus suggeséking time to consider the issues,
whereas the Czech Republic’s president, in a mastndt statement, accused the most
powerful states of persuading serious changes utithaommon accord, but for the sake of
“personal prestige”. Furthermore, the person wha mere personal accusations was the
chairman of the summit, Silvio Berlusconi, whostude of little involvement frustrated the
participants and was also believed to bring fiasciine meeting. Finally, the approach of the
UK'’s playing a double game became a point of csitic for the French president, whose
expectations towards Mr. Blair concerned the suppbrbuilding a strong core of states
cooperating on economics, defence and crime-fightin

In a tone of smaller accusations the failure @& Brussels summit was commented
by The Guardian which could consider the conflict of intereststvieen the states’
aspirations and the EU’s integrative model to be Higgest reas6f. However, the
coverage of the event in terms of the German atidiPdash looked much less accusing for
Poland, as the newspaper emphasised Germany’sitgupodt power and a lack of
integrationist attitude to accept a “poor, undepebb nation of around 40 million people” to
share equal rights. Moreover, the British premiexjgproach, criticized byrhe Daily
Telegraph was excused iThe Guardianas a manner of a sophisticated political player,
controlled and steady, who “aware of the difficesti recognised the realities, protected his
own interests but cooperated in search of the isofytmaking a perfect picture of an ideal
statesman.

The Timeson the other hand, published Tony Blair's accafrthe Brussels’ fiasco
to the British parliament, giving the House of Cooms a picture of his successful
participation, bravely opposing the idea of a tweed Europ®® The Prime Minister
agreed to allow the most sensitive issues of tmst@ational project some time and fiercely
criticised the vision of Europe the core stateppsed, meeting his colleagues’ approval in
this area, yet being laughed when praising Berliss@hairmanship. Moreover, the House
of Commons could appreciate Poland’s insistendddok the agreement since it prevented
the draft from gathering all states’ acceptance résult which satisfied the British.

89 Evans-Pritchard A., Jones &V constitution “in the long grass” for at leastyear, The Daily Telegraph,
December 15, 2003, Internet: http://www.telegraphuk/news/main.jhtml.

®97Back to the futureThe Guardian, December 15, 2003, Internet:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/print/0,,4819363-1067 I0HImI.

% Hurst G. Blair pours scorn on two-speed Eurofiéne Times, December 16, 2003, Internet:
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/uk/article 38B6.ece.
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Although Poland’s clinging to its fight for votegustice in the EU found the
understanding and acceptance among the BritisheDeatsves, cited byfhe Observerthere
were worries about much greater number of diffiesltto appear on the way to the
enlargemerif®. The British political arena went into a discussance the summit finished,
which brought the participants to the conclusioattthe rearrangement of Europe was
indispensable in the face of 25 or 27 members, igeavthat the changes were carefully
contemplated.

However, the comment of Will Hutton, pro-Europea@presentative of the British
politics, in The Observerdid not present such a peaceful reception oBthmssel&'® The
politician expressed his disappointment with théuate the European nations had towards
the EU: instead of the eagerness for sustainingotiganization, improving its structure,
developing a sense of pride, the members as welbakl-be states tended to criticize in the
atmosphere of nationalism and Euro-scepticism. mplasize the inglorious manner the
participants of the summit presented, though, Hutederred to Poland’s unacceptable way
of claiming its voting power and the rapacity of r@any or Britain for forcing their
interests. He also disapproved of the members’edior power, domination and gaining
control, while treating the rules, requirements dadisions to govern and manage the Union
as an enemy.

Furthermore,The Observeés journalists summarised the failure of the megtia
result mainly from Poland’s fierceness and not gmabrthy hagglinf>. The Polish
approach was shown in such an impermissible liggit @ne might consider the state to be of
the highest clout as to obtain tolerance with sactlmanner of political debates; the
conviction which undoubtedly turned out to be wrohigwever, in the newspaper’s eyes,
the crisis between Poland and Germany proved tlee nations to stick firmly to their
opinions: Poland, to the agreement on the votesheshin Nice, Germany, to the belief in
being harmed as the most populated state, hencandiémg their rights. Moreover, the
German sense of injustice on decision-making syst&s supposed to stem from Poland
and Spain’s broken promise for supporting the gelarent, for this reason, though, Berlin
called for reweighing the votes. Whatever the cafs®#and, not even being the official
member, was presented as the source of all exlhenEU and mainly responsible for the
fiasco of the constitutional summit. Obviously, nthethere must have been always a

%99 Ahmed K., Hinsliff G. Blair faces backlash amid fears of EU chable Observer, December 14, 2003,
Internet: http://observer.guardian.co.uk/print/81,8112-110406,00.html.

®10 Hutton W.,Why | fear that the dream is doomdthe Observer, December 14, 2003, Internet:
http://observer.guardian.co.uk/print/0,,4818960Z1&,00.html.

1 Hinsliff G., Traynor I.,Europe’s grand follyThe Observer, December 14, 2003, Internet:
http://observer.guardian.co.uk/print/0,,481895846)00.html.
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scapegoat, and since Poland fought uncompromisiiighas a perfect country to be blamed
for.

Germany’s eagerness to find a perpetrator ofdheré found its place in the articles
on EurActiv website which referred to the most disputabledssie. Poland and Spain’s
persistence to rearrange the votes in the CourfciMmister£*? According to the
commentary of John Palmer, although the summiteeade efforts not to blame for the
disastrous meeting, though, Germany’s disappointriezh to a bullet aiming at the two
countries: “Poland and Spain have shown that theyat at the level of European history”.
Such a harsh judgement did not give them a goadfsigcooperation, moreover it heralded
their big trouble in the negotiations on the follog/seven-year budgetary period, according
to chancellor Schroedér.

Surprisingly, the UK joined the issue of the Polend Spanish demands’ cuts as
soon as the British leader spotted the intereshénFrench-German axi§he Guardian
observe®. The British change of the attitude to Poland prbthe mastery of the “culture
of diplomacy”, or rather a sense of craftinesdjalgh Tony Blair claimed the decisions of
cutting the budget expenditures of the four biggesitributors to the EU budget, i.e. France,
Germany, Britain, with the support of Austria, Swadand Holland, was made before the
collapse of the Brussels summit. Nonetheless, wte dvents coincided at the same time,
which could not allow limiting the EU spending tanfl aid to poorer regions to be regarded
differently than Warsaw and Madrid’s punishment lidwcking the agreement on the draft
constitution. Despite the fact that the decisiom Heeen prepared before, though, the
situation perfectly suited Germany, which did neer attempt to avoid this kind of
impression, as one British senior diplomat stated.

A few days after revealing the unexpected news,Bkck returned to the alleged
plan of the greatest contributors before the mgefim his vision over a new Eurdjg2 He
could see the uncomfortable situation which waateck after Brussels, and regardless of the
blame, the connection between the budgetary cudstlan flasco summit was too clear to
deny, with the biggest losers, Poland and Spaire ddse of how much the Poles lost,

however, was analyzed by Kirsty Hughes, senioo¥elbf the Centre for European Policy

®12 palmer J.After the Failure of the Constitutional Treaty Néigtions: New Directions for European
Integration?, the European Policy Centre, December 15, 20@8¢rat: http://www.euractiv.com/en/future-
eu/failure-constitutional-treaty-negotiations-neiredtions-european-integration.html.

13 Summit failure re-opens debate over ,two-speed Betpthe European Policy Centre, December 15, 2003,
Internet; http://www.euractiv.com/en/future-eu/suimfailure-opens-debate-speed-europe.html.

14 White M., Black I.,Blair backs move to punish Spain and Polafde Guardian, December 16, 2003,
Internet; http://www.guardian.co.uk/eu/story/0,,I7806,00.html.

615 Black I.,Inside EuropeThe Guardian, December 22, 2003, Internet:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/eu/story/0,,4824209-10389.html.
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Studies, who believed Poland’s intransigence alatlaof compromising policy resulted in
undermining its political credibility as well as lgwal capital in the EU, so thoroughly
being built by the European minister, Danuta Huhmeto the conventidh®.

The sounds of the unsuccessful summit appeardgdeoave of the admission, when
The Timesummarised Blair's achievements in terms of theopean polic§*’. In the light
of his failures, however, the revival of the congional debate marked the approach of the
turn of events, with the willingness of the Spartsltompromise with France and Germany,
and the signs of reconciliation coming from theistogovernment.

It would be impossible to deny, however, that phesence of Poland in the British
press during the EU constitutional project was gcalust the opposite, as the Poles stood
out with their attitude of a proud and rebelliouation, whose objection to being
subordinated or manipulated made the EU membeies’ di misery. On the one hand,
determination to act against all odds was perceivdm the state’s virtue, but sometimes the
frustration of the observers contributed to Polangitture of an inexperienced, politically
unprepared to face compromises, nationalistic aitkd & lack of political culture country,

which so willingly referred to history, each tinte European fate was endangered.

3.British public opinion towards Polish accession.

The image of Poland and the Polish nation for Bnéish population had been a
mystery, as while the British political scene colddrn a lot from the direct relations with
the Poles as well as their presence and partioipah numerous European events, the
Britons, as a society, were deprived of such kndgde Moreover, the British Prime
Minister, altogether with the representatives af tmbinet, and the distinguished politicians
of Labour and Conservative Party paid visits tcaRd| or received Polish diplomats in their
country, hence having opportunities to meet anageize the picture of the future EU
partner from a political perspective.

Furthermore, the coverage of the British pregse@slly around the most significant
events for the EU, presented Poland in a wider igan context. The image of the Polish
nation coming from this source, however, could metessarily reveal the real view, as the

commentaries were more than once marked emotignatlywith political sympathies.

618 Hughes K.Summit Collapse: Ongoing Crisis for the Enlarged, Bléntre for European Policy Studies,
December 19, 2003, Internet: Internet: http://wwwaetiv.com/en/future-eu/summit-collapse-ongoinigist
enlarged-eu.html.

17 Riddell P.,Blair’s long goodbye to his European dreafine Times, March 25, 2004, Internet:
http:www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/comment/columnisttgr _riddell/article1051342.html.
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Therefore, the reception of the Poles for the ayeefaritish person might have been quite
vague and, without a proper information policy ba future EU member, with a tendency to
be misleading.

The British newspapers were not unambiguous abeuprofile of the Poles, though,
as in the context of analyzed issues of the labmarket, or the political arena, or the picture
of Polish village, the nation’s portrayals variedrh these of a positive, favourable approach
to those of a negative, full of fears and thredtgude. Nevertheless, such a publicity
resulted from the events which Poland participateénd its manner of approaching them.
The friendly coverage accompanied the situatiornth \Wiolish engagement, aspirations to
prove its commitment, whereas the more anxious cemtamies were connected with
Poland’s uncompromising moves, which raised frtistna or the moments which made the
British realize the Polish potential as the wouddrbember.

However, despite the emotions Poland’'s membershised among the British, the
fact was that the picture of Polish nation wasueficed by both, real virtues that the Poles
could reveal to the Britons as well as the stermegywhich still persisted for the majority of

British society.

3.1.The Poles in the eyes of the British.

At the beginning of 2001, ICM Research Institubeducted a survey on the picture
of Poland and the Poles in Great Britain, whosaltesvere determined by such factors as:
the frequency of information about the Polish maiio Britain, the presence of Polish goods
on the British market or a lack of Poland’s papation in the world arena for almost two
centurie§'® Although these issues could be perceived asltrithough, they did contribute
to quite a fragmentary picture of the Poles indies of the British.

Taking the above deliberations into consideratiumyever, one may state that the
knowledge of the UK’s citizens about Poland wasscaevery fourth Briton regarded the
area of the future EU member to have a bigger @bjoul than their country, and almost

every fifth was of the opinion that the area wathefsame size, which stretched the fttith

618 Strzeszewski M., Wenzel MPolska-Wielka Brytania. Wzajemny wizerunekl174-176, [in:] Kolarska-
Bobinska L.,Obraz Polski i Polakéw w Europiénstytut Spraw Publicznych, Warszawa 2003.
%19 |bidem, p. 175.
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Graph 3. Do you think Poland has more inhabitants than the UK?
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Source: Instytut Spraw Publiczny Obraz Polski i Polakéw w EuropieWarsaw 200:

Moreover, the portrayal of the internal situationRmland, in the chosen aspects, was not
satisfactory either, as the majority of respondengsked the political elite and the Polish
administration with a bad quality, considering theeaucracy and corruption to be on too
high a level. Furthermore, the British people’s wierlge of economic and political
condition of the future EU partner was also littieghe light of the research, though, as only
one fifth of the asked Britons realized that Polamds a market economy with a
parliamentary system.

The fact that the inhabitants of the United Kingdknew so little was the reason of
sparse contacts between them and the Polish nagiavell as a limited access to available
sources of such information. The survey revealed ¢rery twenty-fifth person had visited
Poland, every seventh knew a Pole, and every miotid admit having any relations with
the Polish citizens. Since, then, direct contactsewnot the source of learning about the
representatives of this aspiring country, was &t British mass media or literature, though?
As the results showed, the answer, in the year® 3001, was negative: four times fewer
Britons than Poles were inclined to watch a Pdiilsh or read a Polish book. Moreover, a
smaller number of the nation in question could e television to be the source of
information about Poland than in the opposite imsta

Nonetheless, despite being “cautious” to refehtosources of knowledge, the Poles
were likeable among the British society, with thejonity of 38% for and only 12%

expressing aversi6f?.

620 CBOS,Brytyjczycy o Polakach, Polacy o BrytyjczykaResearch Release, March 2001.
218



Graph 4. Attitude of Britons to Poles
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Source: CBOSBrytyjczycy o Polakach, Polacy o Brytyjczykaéharch 2001.

Moreover, while being asked about the similarittésPoland’s inhabitants to the
Western Europe’s nations, 36% respondents stagydrdsembled western Europeans, with
23% being of a different opinion. What could bepsising, and a bit alarming, though, was
the fact that as many as 27% were not able to el@flmether the Poles were or not similar.

Although the amount of knowledge, altogether vifie range of sympathy towards
Polish nation, could indicate the British publidrapn’s attitude to Poland and its citizens at
the beginning of the accession negotiations, asyppeoach as well as stance of the political
elite influence the society, but the public opintwes an impact on the political arena either.
Before the results of the British’ attitude could bontrasted with the outcomes of the
society’s survey on the verge of the admission Hradr reference to Britain’s political
views, the examined group of Britons portrayed ®aish nation according to their
distinctive features, which built a stereotype &fae in Great Britaitf

In the eyes of the British, though, the Polislzeits were regarded as religious and
hard-working, with 40% of those being convincedtdir self-discipline, responsibility and
friendliness. As for the negative feature, 32% eexated backwardness and a lack of
modernity. However, in the light of the survey thiggest group of respondents presented
indirect attitudes, which contributed to an indistive picture of a Pole in Britain in 2001,
for instance the views on whether the nation wagessful or unsuccessful were divided,
whereas the opinion that a Pole was efficient predated over inefficiency. Almost every
third perceived them to be tidy, with one out af te admit their untidiness. Adding honesty
and tolerance as the features mentioned by thedaskepleted eventually quite a positive

profile of an average Pole.

621 Strzeszewski M., Wenzel MPolska-Wielka Brytania.. op. cit., p. 192-194.
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The next important issue in the Polish-Britishatigins put into examination was
Poland’s membership in the EU and the British adgt to the enlargement. In the research
included the period from 1993 to 1996, however4206 were convinced that the European
Community should be expanded with Poland, the CEgbublic and Hungary, while 28-
31% opposef The 2001 research results showed that 40% oBthish agreed for the
new members which fulfilled the EU requirementshvas many as 27% undecided, making

the results comparal5fe.

Graph 5. What is your opinion about the future EU
enlargement ?
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Source: CBOSBrytyjczycy o Polakach, Polacy o Brytyjczykabkarch 2001

Moreover, the interviewees, in 27%, consideredaflto become the EU state
within 5 years, with a majority of opinions suppogt the accession for economic reasons
(35%), international security in the world (25%) wsll as enhancing the EU with new
traditions and cultural values. On the other hdmayever, 39% of the British expressed
concern and fear of the flow of cheap labour fdroen Poland, whereas 20% worried about
the functioning of the organization with 25 membeansl the increase of costs for the current
states. The areas of anxieties will be thorougidgussed in the following subchapter.

The issue of building the British’ awareness, hesvewas taken into consideration
as well, and unsurprisingly, it turned out that thierviewees mentioned the media as the

622 pttitudes to the EUMORI survey, May 1996, Internet: http://www.ipsos
mori.com/polls/1996/t960526.shtml.
623 CBOS,Brytyjczycy 0.,.0p. Cit.
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first source of the information about the EU, intthg the candidate stafé$ As a possible
way of accessing knowledge the respondents indictite Internet used by a substantial
minority. When asked, though, people also displapéetest in participating in local, open
debates if such meetings took place, but when maltipolitical figures were suggested to
them as possible “mediators” for the EU informatidhe idea was often automatically
discredited, to a benefit of a European Commissidheugh.

Surprisingly, however, the results of “trust” lé&vén the UK revealed that the British
citizens’ belief in the press was at the end of80startlingly low level of 17%, which was
less than half the EU average of 44%, and less s¢hdmnrd of that in Spain reaching the
highest 61%™. The outcome of little trust to the press resuitethe number of people who
had a feeling of having any information about thecpss of enlarging the EU with the
Eastern Europeans, as only 58% of the Britons cowtdirm such knowled§é®.

On the one hand, such a result with referencénéocbverage in the British press
should not be astonishing, as the information alBmlidnd seemed to be incoherent as well
as incomplete. On the other hand, though, despéekaof a complex and consistent picture
of Poland in this source of information, it was wspible to acquire at least some pieces of
knowledge about the aspiring country, and with eaggs to widen or confirm such an
image in other sources, the overall perception cccg quite satisfying. Nevertheless,
without making an attempt to excuse the commerganiehe press, an average Briton was
able to learn about Polish politicians that theyemgetermined and intransigent to achieve
their national goals, as well as with prospectsda strong, stable and influential partner in
the European and world arena. As for the profilaofaverage farmer or an entrepreneur,
however, the British were able to find out thatytikeuld either be technologically backward
and poor landowners, or modern, prosperous andragpor the EU funds businessmen.

Finally, the way Poland was portrayed did not alkoify the British nation a real
picture of the country, as once it was perceivedragconomically and politically unstable
state, while the other day the view changed to dpaimpredictable ally and a responsible
partner. No wonder, then, that the citizens ofliikedid have problems with comprehending

the information in order to get familiar with a né&& member. What were the reasons for

624 perceptions of the European Union. A qualitativedgtof the public’s. Attitudes to and expectatiohthe

EU in the 15 members states and in 9 candidatetdesnSummary and resultie European Commission,
June 2001.

625 pyblic Opinion in the European Union. National Repdnited Kingdom Eurobarometer 61, European

Opinion Research Group EEIG, the European ComnmnisSipring 2004.

620 Kurczewska U.QOpinia publiczna w Unii Europejskiej wobec rozseaia UE,PISM, no. 42 (146), 2003,
Internet; http://www.pism.pl/biuletyn_content/id/84
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concerns which was interspersed between the synsptmmadmiration for the aspiring

country, then?

3.2.British fears of Poland’s membership.

The period around Poland’s accession to the Earofiion in the British press was
portrayed with the debates about opening the lab@uket for the newcomers. According to
the research conducted by MORI institute in 2000%4of Poles declared living and
working in another European country within the daling five year¥’. Although the
member states had assumed the free movement oémgookce the easterners became part
of the EU, the estimations stated that if thereemen restrictions within this negotiation
area, between 1.6 to 2.4 million people would agteto move from Poland, the Czech
Republic and Hungary to the EU by 2006. Howeves,wision presented with the outcomes
of the survey did not seem to threaten the EU stateluding Britain, because, as Mark
Ambler, the leader of the research team noticeglfltw of skilled workers would contribute
to decreasing emerging skill shortages in the mermbentries, which would be beneficial
to thenf?®> On the other hand, the phenomenon which posetireatt in terms of
employment, was the influx of unskilled or unemm@dypeople who would damage the EU
states’ markets’ conditions.

Nevertheless, the researchers could also discelisaalvantage of labour market’s
flexibility for Poland’s economy provided that thestimated number of skilled Polish
workers did decide to work abroad. InterestingB%®bof Poles, Swedes and 52% of Czechs
were in favour of easier possibilities of workingdaliving in other EU countries, whereas
only 25% of Britons and 20% of Germans could agegt@ that notion, which explicitly
indicated little enthusiasm to the new nationstwigiand occupying their markets. The least
unfavourable attitude of Germany to that issue rgflected in imposing transitional periods
in the area of labour movement between Poland aadnény, the British government,
however, did not take the suggested approach gfubgc opinion into account, and opened
its borders to the newcomers as soon as the &tatesne the EU members.

When asked about the motives of leaving their tguihough, the Poles tended to
refer to the increased payment more than the netsidd any other candidate countries, and

moreover, as the biggest obstacles, they enumegmtldtk of information about work

%27 New Insights Into Labour Migratioripsos MORI, 27 September 2001, Internet: http:Anipsos-
mori.com/polls/2001/pwc.shtml.
628 |hidem.
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possibilities, poor command of language and thécdifies in obtaining work permité’.
Therefore, the citizens of Poland longed for themmant of admission to begin to experience
the new working and living opportunities, but dicetEU members and their residents look
forward to it with the same enthusiasm?

The right-wing newspapers as well as the Britedbldids criticised Tony Blair for
the policy of “open door” with reference to the @atial immigrants, whereas the
commentaries in more opinion-forming press focusedhe disputes over how the presence
and flow of ten new members could affect the sitiaof the UK. The Timeemphasized
the significance of the enlargement not only fa& teason of its size, but also its diversity of
living standards and economies between the custatgs and the joining oriés Although
the article indicated the advantages of Britaintfog new citizens in terms of migrations,
such as immediate employment and residential rightsthe right to full access to the
welfare system, the tone gave the impression af afltoncern: “Britain’s welfare system
will prove a powerful attraction for new EU membersspecially connected with the
unskilled and unemployed workers, though. Moreotee, author slipped a dose of fear
when mentioning still small incomes in Poland, Sk or Estonia in comparison to the
UK'’s salaries, which made the country even momaetit/e for their nations.

Furthermore, the fact that the very Poland wadtggest and highly populated state
out of the ten newcomers attracted the press, wasthally presented Polish workers as
reliable, diligent and cheap unlike idle and spbit the public sector Britofi¥. Polish
employees had a distinguishing feature of beingegggn their trades, therefore the British
homeowners needed a Polish worker to do a goofbjol reasonable price, the newspaper
claimed. What is more, however, the Poles wereidersd to be well motivated labour,
which was ready to take long journeys and wouldawohplain about hard work. All these
positive pictures of Polish immigrants were encgurg and motivating on the one hand, but
they also pointed out the condition of the Polisbremy and high level of unemployment,
on the other.

The Time'sdiscussion on the labour opportunity led to teadusion that one of the
eastern Europeans’ incentives to work in the UK high wage level, citing the EU analysis

which suggested the purchasing power of Polish wages equivalent to about 40% of the

°29 |pidem.
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current EU membe?&’. Moreover, the journalist referred also to thet fat undeveloped
benefit systems in whole eastern Europe, makingreete to Poland and its 19% of
unemployment, whereas the rate in the Czech Repualpliounted to 7.6% and 5.9% in
Hungary. No wonder, then, that the British Primeniglier's speech at the House of
Commons just before the entry called for the palssilof changing the welfare benefit rules
in Britain in order to discourage “benefit touri$ts.

The inconsistency of Poland’s portrayal in thetiBini press was proven by presenting
Poles as highly skilled people who, although mdwntonce worked as labourers, trades
people or service sector workers, could apply tekills more rationally in the EU market
due to the membership, and contrasting such anemath a traditional, a bit backward
society®. Following this way of perception, though, the é2olere a nation still dominated
by the Catholic church and Poland was a countrpicfof discussing such issues as
prostitution or paedophilia. The observation thalaRd was a catholic state, where families
took care of the elders, and the care for othernstdated a national feature, completed the
view from a different perspective, leaving a readath a question: how wrong such a
picture should be according to the “European statsia

The issue of no labour barriers in the UK took gheatest coverage at the time of the
accession, when the press referred to Poland iodhtext of the other entrants, justTase
Times or dedicated more commentaries to Poland onkg Tihe Daily TelegraphThe
debate on the range of Great Britain’s diversitg &8 “capacity” to include more nations
appeared iThe Timeshree weeks before the big 8%y The question of multiculturalism in
Britain contributed to the area of fears as theeolex claimed not to oppose the migrations
or undermine the government’s ability to manageisisee, nevertheless, the concern was
more of functioning of the state. The Poles weez@dl in the context of the greatest flow of
foreigners to Britain, which allowed defining theoplems in question: the impact of ethnic
and cultural differences on the state, and moreoeeuntry’s physical capacity to
accommodate the strangers. Thus, even if Britagogernment considered the open door
policy not to be a threat for its residents, thesre and would appear the issues which
influenced the immigration indirectly.

The day of the accession, however, became the maimeelebrate with the series
of articles about Poland iithe Daily TelegraphOn the eve of the membership, the
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newspaper showed Poland’s strong reaction to this BEN on workers in the form of
“revenge” over some EU states, hence implementimgas limitations to those willing to
work in Polan8®’. Although Hungary had declared imposing the resitis either, it was
the biggest joining country which attractd@legrapls attention, with the possibility to
present the state’s dogged determination and enatiesponse.

On 1 May 2004The Daily Telegraphmade attempts to dispel possible British
concerns about Poles’ flooding its labour markeing the statement of Jan Mokrzycki, the
president of the Federation of Poles, who belid®ethin could experience only a short-term
arrival of his countrymefi®. To convince themselves, however, the journalistsrred to
economists and statisticians, according to whonmtbeement of workers to the UK would
be attractive for only first years, then the adimrawould slow dowf’®. The assumptions
were based on the data from 1980s, when the Eumspkeared the admission of Greek,
Spanish and Portuguese craving for better workimg) laving conditions. Moreover, the
experts of migrations reassured that those ofrgshfmembers who wished to emigrate had
already been in the EU, therefore it was groundiesgorry about “eastern invasion”.

The press coverage became the source of informattwout Poland’s lack of
opportunity for young people to earn decent moneyrier to lead a comfortable ff& The
young Polish generation complained about low ssdadespite the fact that they had
degrees, but also mentioned willingness to leafor@ign language as a reason for leaving
the country. They seemed to be so desperate akdap any work for some time in order to
satisfy their needs, i.e. to buy a flat, car orstart a family. Furthermore, the British
newspaper did not hesitate to present Poland adeatmal threat for other EU newcomers,
namely Hungay’'. Hungary appeared as a wealthier country, whichried about its
labour market and considered imposing curbs: “...ic@mghe fact that more and more old
EU members are limiting access of the new workfdroen new member states to their
labour markets, then the next consequence is tlah@, with 18% of unemployment (...) —
where could they go? (...) — for example Hung&H”
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Another issue, which took the British publicityycacould be perceived as a possible
concern was a Polish political arena, with evemngtyoms of the government’s instability
taken into consideratioi.he Timesoted down the problems with the public supporthef
Polish Prime Minister, Leszek Miller, regarded hg imajority of British newspapers as one
of the most essential EU lead¥fs Under the headline: “Unstable newcomers posethre
the author presented his analysis of political scamong the entrants, including Poland,
with the concern about having unpredictable nevingas for the Western Europe if their
governments were to change so often. Unstable ethithe newspaper claimed, might
contribute to reaching compromises in the Euromeana as well, as with each shift of the
government its policy transformed.

The fact which resulted from Poland’s politicastability and was against its strong
position as the EU member was the tendency to pbomscandals, the defect noticed by all
newspaperslhe Guardiannterspersed this with all unfavourable featureBaand, such as
less than 20% of Miller’s popularity, 20% of unemyhent, problems with farmers meeting
the EU hygiene standards, maliciously calling ttees“full of attraction®**. Moreover, the
British newspaper could sow the seeds of doubthenEU 15 states with presenting the
“worst” features Polish politicians possessed, gpeantough, self-centred, uncompromising
partner, with a nationalistic, sometimes un-Europapproach some of the EU members did
not hesitate to state, yet the partner for the gema Union impossible to re$ist Although
Poland was perceived as “behaving like the pridcgmaver in the region”, described as
having “acquired a reputation for combining the stocharacteristic of the member of
existing awkward squad (...) the arrogance of th@éhethe Euro-scepticism of the British
and the stubborn selfishness of the Spanish”, ooklmot deny it had excellent examples to
follow.

All in all, the British attitude towards Polandy ierms of possible fears, began to
change the closer the enlargement date approadiddugh at the beginning of the
accession negotiations, as well as during the ddmg@iprocess, the Poles were perceived as
a nation with both strengths and weaknesses, hhetstrengths’ advantage, the peak of the
event brought more and more concerns. The featnesh used to be called advantages of
the Poles, such as the eagerness to fight forrdefiteg conditions, tended to be described
by the British public opinion as potential threa®sit of the sudden, the UK’s citizens were
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in fear of the Polish nation’s invasion, especialtyracted by the welfare benefits. Moreover,
the government almost joined the panic accedingecsociety’s call for paying attention to
the “open door” policy. Such an approach was therg®e of mutual dependence between
public opinion and the politics, which influenceatl other, though.

However, despite the fact that the hysterical treamf the British to the admission
of Poland did cause a great concern among thegabdlglites, the press made attempts to
prove the membership not to make a revolution, thasing the alarming voices. If the
public opinion was to decide about Poland’s mentbprim the EU and the conditions of its

accession, the outcome of the negotiations wouiditldy be of a different turn of events.
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