Conclusion

The presented history of the Polish-British relasiavithin the period of 1990-2004
as well as the research material were to provéineggcy of the hypotheses constructed at the
beginning of the research process. The author é&mtws the events which marked the
transformations of Poland’s political, economic asuatial system in 1990, with the most
historic moments leading to the country’s admissitmn the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization in 1999, and the membership in thepgean Union in 2004. Such an essential
period for Poland’s development in terms of miltapolitical and economic stability,
however, was accompanied by the participation amgbart of other countries, whose
memberships in the organizations of military sdguand economic growth were to
determine Polish aspirations.

For this reason, the author focused on Polandatiogls with Great Britain, the
country with which the link had been strengtherf@dugh history, a huge number of Polish
community in the UK as well as the closeness thinahg USA bonds. Moreover, the state’s
cooperation in context of the Partnership for Pestd NATO relations, altogether with its
position in the hard core of the European Unionld¢aontribute to the British attitude
towards Poland’s aspirations for both membershiperefore, the thesis made attempts at
proving the hypotheses of the British contributibm the acceleration of a system
transformation in Poland and the country’s amb#iém enter the integrative organizations.
Furthermore, the author aimed at proving the hygsthof the UK’s political impact on
Poland’s membership in NATO and the EU, as thedual of forcing the enlargement
processes.

On the basis of the collected research materialyelier, both hypotheses were
proven to be true, although with reference to thedrs which influenced the favourable
attitude of Great Britain in terms of Poland’s a&apons and membership in the
organizations as well as the process of enlardiagtructures with new members.

The development of the British-Polish relationsnseeé to emerge more from the
principles of Britain’s foreign policy, as Polandasvnever a crucial political, economic or
military partner in its European policy in the pdstdid not mean, though, that Poland was
not of any diplomatic interest for Great Britairs, ia was, which was mostly determined by
its location in a geopolitical arrangement in ghést of Europe.

Nevertheless, it is important to emphasize thataGRritain’s attitude to Poland’s
presence in the European as well as Atlantic strastafter 1989 became favourable, with
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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 ofdbatinent without any assistance might
result in a European instability. For this reastme UK altogether with Poland were

governed by their own goals: Warsaw intentionalgpieed for the guarantee of future
economic and military security and London could mmakkempts to retrieve the position of a
superstate after the collapse of the Soviet Undoreover, the British also pressed for the
membership of Poland in especially military struetufor fear that either Germany or
Russia could fill the role of hegemonic protectothis part of the world. The possibility of

achieving its national purpose with the help ofdpdl, though, was one of the factors
motivating Britain in the pursuit for the Polish meership.

However, Great Britain’s efforts for widening th#®) with easterners should not be
assessed as only its policy of profits. Since atidyepresence in the Community, Britain was
a member with its own aspirations, objectives aolities fairly 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 godlse history of Polish nation proved how
the Poles were attached to their nationality andsagn of losing independence might result
in their objection. Thus, Warsaw appreciated thespmlity of entering the stable and
economically secure organization on the one hand,itbowas 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 eitheariicial 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 transftong, thus accelerating inevitable
changes for the country.

Moreover, the UK’s contribution to Poland’s aspoas was also reflected in
positive and encouraging attitudes of both Britfsrties: the Conservative and Labour
Party, which, although with opposite philosophied a@olicies, approved Poland’s ambitions
for different reasons, though.

The Conservative Party’s polemics proved their regts in the membership of
Eastern European countries, including Poland, tewem mostly their vision of Europe and
the place Britain could take as an EU power. Thatwipaid by the UK’s Conservative
officials to Poland were intended to enhance Britieage in Europe than express a real care
for the applicant country. Moreover, the statemamis speeches made by the Tories showed
the genuine aspiration for enlarging the organirativith the post-communist states, and
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even if the concern referred to the states therasgltheir development, prosperity and
security, the real reason which predominated wti$ to block a deeper integration within
the European Union.

The attitude of the Labour Party towards Polamdisission 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 statusiquBritish European policy, although a
new Prime Minister strove for rebuilding Britairfereign affairs, which were neglected by
his predecessor, John Major. The European issumgseuver, were not pushed into the
background, as the government did its best to mposthe UK in Europe, with the
completion of the single market and the enlargernoéie EU to the east as the priorities.
Moreover, the Labour also intended to accelerateesprocesses, i.e. the expansion of the
EU, during the British presidency in the first hatf1998.

The intensity of the British encouragement and@nee in Poland increased with the
period of its presidency during which both courgneished to put their actions forward to
reach the goals although for different reasons. dlaar objectives of the UK’s European
policy for the period of January-June 1998, premgntluring the Warsaw speech of
Christopher Hum, British Ambassador in Poland waslarify the government’s vision of
Europe, with the commitment of enlarging the comityuand accelerating the process of
obtaining membership for Poland. He could exprassshtisfaction for the possibility of
introducing the Poles, and the rest of easternnpesi to the European family, thus
completing the challenge which appeared after @alieof the Iron Curtain. Mr. Hum did not
hesitate to admit that the expansion could not osdylt from the British moral obligation,
but it would also contribute to its own interesg. ia bigger and more prosperous single
market, the respect for human rights and ethniontias, and the openness of Europe to the
world.

The substantial part of the research process ofhs, however, was based on the
analysis of Poland in the coverage of the Britisbsp. Although the processes of Polish
admission to the North Atlantic Treaty Organizataord the European Union did not take an
extensive interest of British journalists, poliins and experts to debate over and discuss the
intricacies of the events in the newspapers, magazor periodicals, yet the articles which
appeared in them tended to present Poland moréhancontext of the European or
international political arena, with the events #igant for Great Britain, its government and
the citizens for some reasons. The presentatitimeoPolish attempts for both entries and the
country which would become the UK'’s partner, aféelchot only the British society but also
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the Polish side. The interest of Britain’'s newspa@ad magazines proved their engagement
on the road to the organizations, and the commestan Poland’s backwardness in some
areas helped the state realize it.

Although the press could mention both the strengtitsweaknesses, Poland’s on the
road to the Alliance appeared as a trustworthyf;cgglfident and reliable partner, whose
aspirations for the membership resulted from theessty to provide its nations with
political and military safety, and prevented itsitim the potential threat of Russia. The
British newspapers and magazines emphasized theofaBolish inconvenient location,
which might contribute to the state’s possible peots, therefore fully supported its
admission to NATO. Despite some sceptical voiceghwioaccurred on the way, Poland as
the other countries, were not given a negativeptame, and their determination to be always
on the alert could dispel the doubts and show thedidate in a favourable light.
Nevertheless, the issue of admitting Poland, anaihgr eastern states, did not win much
renown in the British press, the main concern ofctloccurred to be the debates on the
relations with Russia in the context of the enlargat. Again, the fact of noticing Poland’s
efforts for the NATO entry, even if through the aspof other events connected with it,
proved the UK to involve its political potential the country’s ambitions. Furthermore,
every comment, which accompanied the Polish adwanoe the issue, became an
encouragement indicating a proper way to be taken.

The enlargement of the European Union with thedfagturopean countries found a
lot more place in British newspapers and magaziaeshe process abounded with a greater
number of substantial transformations of the fiomstig 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.

Poland’s possible admission was compared to Spaimiy, in terms of economic
criteria as well as the standards of living, unfadtely in favour of Spain, although the
membership was not stated as impossible, accotditige journalists. What did raise a kind
of concern, though, was Warsaw’s belief in earlgession, with the full awareness of the
majority of legislative work to be done in orderadjust to the EU standards.

The encouragement which Poland obtained from katburable and less favourable
coverage boosted its confidence anyway. One ofl#er evidence was an article published
in The Economist about Poland as the future EU partner, but witkinal of educational
message for the Poles in the context of Polish morental elections and the expectations
after the entry. The article was probably to préskea British with the country which was
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aspiring with such determination to share the f@gaes of the EU with them, but which
missed so much to become an equal partner. Polasl described as the state with
numerous drawbacks of the whole economic, socidl @oiitical aspects of life, yet there
were some statements of the authors which couldyitmat the nation eventually chose a
proper way on their struggle for a well-developedirtry with high standards of living.
Nonetheless, unscrambling the message the maga®Eddo convey both for the Poles and
Britons, turned out to be a hard task. Even ifithentions were to discourage the Polish side
with the presentation of all “missing points” withe EU, the determination of Poland did
not surrender, and if the plan was to threatenaBritvith the state full of troubles when in
the EU, thus depriving them of the profits, they&rwas not, fortunately, achieved.

Even if Poland’s more threatening profile happemnedoccur in the press, with
reference to the country’s ability to take advastay the situation it was in or the
description as a demanding state, quite “aggresamwach used for example the anniversary
of Germany'’s invasion 60 years before to obtairgdal, i.e. a fast and early admission to
the European structures, it did not alarm the Poles

Moreover, the nature of the Polish-British relaiamerging from the coverage in
the British press became even more distinctive calamith the advancement of the EU
negotiation accessions. Such issues as agricudnatiehe subsidies for farmers had always
aroused concern among the EU states for the reafsardifferent size of rural areas, thus
unequal division of subventions allocated to theminers. No wonder, then, that when
Poland, a country with the biggest population amthreggcandidates and a great number of
farmers, aspired for the membership, the doubtsitaihe reform over CAP increased, with
the peak of the farm debates falling on the peaibel the accession negotiations began.

However, the picture of Polish farmers in the ligiitthe CAP reform obtained a
vague reception from the British side, which tentiegresent it almost as relics of the past
on the one hand, which could have contributed ¢oféilse image of Polish farming if it had
not been for balancing it with the picture of a raod prosperous and well-off farmer, on the
other.

Although Poland attracted the British press attenturing 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 states, though some tended to call Poland eomifiortable partner. Yet, the journalists
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were able to find similarities between the Poled #re British in terms of being mistrustful
of the intentions of other member states, for tifferént reasons, though.

Moreover, a positive aspect resulting from Polanfiery 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 Sweden. Surprisingiy UK joined the issue of the Polish
and Spanish demands’ cuts as soon as the Brislelespotted the interest in the French-
German axis. The British change of the attitudBatand proved the 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, weevents 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 hmeen prepared before, though, the
situation perfectly suited Germany, which did netr attempt to avoid this kind of
impression, as one British senior diplomat stated.

All'in all, the involvement of the British press Holand’s endeavours to become the
EU partner, reflected the UK’s impact and interesthe Polish membership. A general
positive image of Poland was to convince the natlmat the engagement of one of the
leading states was not groundless and must hawegrihe Polish clout, thus encouraging
the country to fight for its goals.

Apart from the concerns around the Common AgricaltéPolicy, 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 ahfeghe moment to end with the Treaty
compared with Maastricht, and the one included s&ay shifts to function as the Union of
27 members.

Again, the comments on Poland’s haggling in Copgeh were divided, with the
harsh ones which tore the Polish behaviour to pieg&ring a picture of the Poles as the
nation using their sense of national tragedy toesehtheir goals and abusing a well-off club
of Europeans, leaving the impression of money-gngpEkastern European countries.

With the idea of creating the EU constitution agpointing the EU Convention
under the leadership of Valery Giscard d’Estaimgré was no end of the discussions and
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debates on the contents of the document as weHleatransformation of the EU it would

cause. The current states altogether with the a&$iliring countries disputed about the
consequences of the constitution for Europe, ptegenheir stances and demanding the
changes to make the draft acceptable for all, tivilh@em 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.

It would be impossible to deny, however, that phesence of Poland in the British
press during the EU constitutional project was scajust 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 perceigdm 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.

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 toaRd| or received Polish diplomats in their
country, hence having opportunities to meet anageize the picture of the future EU
partner from a political perspective.

On the one hand, a lack of a clear and distingbiwdrayal with reference to the
coverage in the British press should not be adtomgs as the information about Poland
seemed to be incoherent as well as incompleteasdtimpossible, though, to acquire at least
some pieces of knowledge about the aspiring couraingl with eagerness to widen or
confirm such an image in other sources, the ovg@miteption could be quite satisfying.
Nevertheless, without making an attempt to excume dommentaries in the press, an
average Briton was able to learn about Polish ip@its that they were determined and
intransigent to achieve their national goals, ali as& with prospects to be a strong, stable
and influential partner in the European and wornena. As for the profile of an average
farmer or an entrepreneur, however, the Britishevadale to find out that they could either be
technologically backward and poor landowners, odeno, prosperous and aspiring for the
EU funds businessmen.
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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 paimpredictable ally and a responsible
partner. No wonder, then, that the citizens ofllikedid have problems with comprehending
the information in order to get familiar with a n&\ member.

The inconsistency of Poland’s portrayal in thetiBini press was proven by presenting
Poles as highly skilled people who, although mdw@ntonce 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, thoutfie Poles were a nation still dominated by
the Catholic church and Poland was a country afshdiscussing such issues as prostitution
or paedophilia.

Although one may state that the image of the agumeeserved in the public opinion
has no reference to the political attitude of &esta a particular nation. In fact, though, it is
just on the contrary: the society is as importart pf the country as economy and politics,
therefore the public opinion does shape the muglations as well. Its contribution may be
manifested in the range of knowledge and the d#itaonstructed on the basis on that.
However, the role of a state is to equip the sgasgth the necessary information in order to
enable people to realize the process, and presergdtential benefits and threats resulting
from it.

The British society was deprived of a consistamd genuine picture of the Polish
nation as the study of the information publishethi press revealed. Therefore, the analysis
of the outcomes of the surveys proved the Britanbe indifferent to the enlargement, and
even if they expressed their support to welcomeablo the organizations, their approach
was rather a result of an instinctive reactionnthacareful comprehension of the issue. A
potential reader could ask why the British shoakktmore interest in familiarizing with the
Polish nation more than with other newcomers, tHEm® answer seems to be simple: for the
very reason of Poland being the biggest populamoenter the EU, and moreover, for the
reason of their state taking a particular intene$taving Poland on their side. Of course, the
second cause may be not convincing enough for arage citizen, but the first one must be
too appealing as it is connected with the labourketaand yet does not lack the link with
the state’s policy. As the politics shapes the gubpinion, the public opinion creates the
attitude of the politics, in reverse.

Therefore, if the political attitude of Great Biiit was to be evaluated in terms of its
public opinion, however, the first hypothesis slibidve been rejected.
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The second hypothesis, concerning Britain’s apgrosx the very process of
enlarging both NATO and the EU, also proved tore.tThe research process of the study
of accessible materials reflected the impact of th€s aspirations for widening the
organizations on approving Poland as a member.

The history of British relations shaped before ading the World War 1l shows
how distant the country was from the European ocenti, although located in this part of the
world. Its links and even dependence on the USAeakas an imperialist nature, but also a
geopolitical situation and a natural separatiomfithe continent gave the state a feeling of
isolation, independence and a special respectd@overeignty. Therefore, Great Britain did
not express much interest in taking a leadershi@ aftrong and long-lasting European
association, although it possessed all virtuetthdt in 1945.

Great Britain treasured the British Commonwealth iiiost. In a post-war period, a
dismantlement of the colonial system and a creaifanew line-up with colonies became a
task of a high priority. For this reason all ther&pean matters were put aside. The state
shaped a conception of three concentric circle®nttish policy, which emphasized the
significance of the British Commonwealth in the {dorand placing the issues of Europe in
the end. Winston Churchill at the conference of @omservative Party in September 1948
confirmed his strong approval for the circles’ icdeal came the British Commonwealth and
the Empire to the fore. He stated that the secamtentric circle concerned the English-
speaking world of the USA, where Canada and otblemges played a really important role.
The third circle, however, was a united Europe.hSacdistant position of the European
continent in British policy did not mean a lack mspect for a future order in Europe,
though, but Churchill realized that shaping a ne-Lip in a post-war Europe would result
from the division of the old continent, with a s@cegard on the East-West line.

The indifference of Great Britain to Europe, expegb by the society as well as
political leaders, caused a lack of knowledge alibet European economic or political
activity. However, it did not mean that Great Bintatayed in a total isolation from any form
of cooperation, as it did not. The state signedesagreements or other documents, although
without much faith in their significance or a grediange in British policy. The attitude of
Great Britain towards the integration of Europedretp change about 15 years after the war.
Although the mentality of European countries undsriathat process soon after the ravages
of war, Britain kept its indecisiveness until ab&960.

Great Britain’s activity on the field of the Nor&tlantic Treaty Organization and the
European Union has not restricted to the very m®a# enlargement. On the one hand, its

involvement and acceptance of the expansions préweesult from British interests for
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widening rather than deepening the structures,cepeas far as the EU was concerned, but
on the other hand, the UK tended to enhance thegebdl relations with the aspiring
countries, one of which was undoubtedly Poland.

The process of reshaping an international framkviayr Great Britain has been a
complex one, and not successful on each stagehbuwim of having an effective foreign
policy, in its Atlantic and European dimension, lewer, was accompanied by both,
intelligent and exploitable assets. The United Kiom possesses a military and economic
power, on the one hand, and reputation, cultuggbdiacy, on the other. All those tangible
and intangible assets contribute to a credibleedfettive foreign policy.

Although Great Britain might consider a “cautioysdlicy, sheltering behind the
security policy of others, or becoming the perighef international politics, but why shall
it? While it is strategically located, with globdaterests and commitments developed and the
glory of historical super power, the state stilspesses the assets to play a major role on the
European and world stage. Moreover, Britain peegigtrengthening its economy as a
driving force of an effective foreign policy, whigh closely connected with free trade. In
terms of security, however, the power believeshmdrmed forces as a guarantee of peace.
The defence factor expresses itself mainly thrddgfi' O membership, whereas the political
and economic aspects are chiefly associated withbaeship of the European Union. Great
Britain has relied on the Anglo-American relatioipsim the context of security since the end
of the Second World War, being aware of the faat the USA is the only power able to
take decisive action in case a state or a grogpadés is in danger.

The question of “what kind of Europe”™? in Britisbréign policy, however, occurred
to be not less troublesome to answer. Since theoeBgcond World War and the speech of
Winston Churchill about the circles and, at the edime, the position of Europe in British
policy, the conception for the UK’s vision of Euepas not transformed. Great Britain has
tended to be in favour of a “Europe of states” golagn cooperation, in contrast to a “Federal
Europe” with a focus on integration, which has bgaming more and more followers on the
continent. Such a British attitude has confirmedmber states in the conviction of its
reluctance and obsession with independence asw/shvereignty.

The biggest problem for Britain in the EU, howeusrits commitment to economic
and monetary union (EMU). The issue in questionthasdimensions of losing sovereignty:
the symbolic one — e.g. the Queen’s head on baeknand the practical one — connected
with limiting the independence of national economanagement. Moreover, the British
anxiety about EMU results from the fact whether flystem will be able to handle the

necessary management tasks and how much supponillitreceive from national
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governments in case of making unpopular decisibughermore, the political dimension of
the monetary union is also a great enigma for GBedin: if the countries hand over to
“federal” authority their national economic managet, will it mean no return and the final
surrender of autonomy? Again, then, the prospebiecbming EMU member will bring the
UK closer towards federalism, the model which sagproved of by many British elites.

Therefore, the Britain’s favourable approach te gnocess of enlargement resulted
from its own interests to a great extent, espscasdlfar as the EU expansion was concerned.
With enlarging the Atlantic Alliance, the UK wastrgoverned by its benefits only, although
that aspect could become an important part either.

It is essential to underline that all politicalripas in the UK had approved of the
Atlantic Alliance since its establishment in 194¢hich undoubtedly contrasted with their
attitudes to the country’s membership in the Euamp€ommunities. Nonetheless, it does
not mean that there were not any disputes amonBritieh politicians over the involvement
in the forces. There were, the same as the temyperaf the relationships between two
allies, which had changed according to the opearatiteld by NATO. There was the other
side of fluctuation in British attitude to NATO amts: the party in power. The Conservative
cabinet of John Major had less favourable relatiwitl Bill Clinton, which was reflected in
the differences in coping with the crisis in thenfer Yugoslavia, whereas the Labour
government became more Atlanticist, which revived atmosphere on the Blair-Clinton
line and the engagement of British forces.

However, Blair's government distinguished more djga from the cooperation. It
did also realise that the UK’s value for the USAsvedosely associated with its leading role
in the EU, which was emphasized by the Foreigneagy, Mr Cook. After all, the United
Kingdom perceived its goal in joining the militasyructures and opening its door to the new
members. Firstly, the alliance with the United &atmeant keeping under control either
Germany or Russia and preventing them from potee@@erness to dominate Europe.
Secondly, the enlargement of NATO was supposedetp Ksermany tied to the western
democracies and the institutions of the westernrggacommunity, thus sharing the role of
a co-ordinator for the new countries and allowitigeo EU states to play the role, especially
Britain.

Britain’s aspirations for the expansion of the Exgan Union, however, resulted
from different reasons, although a common inteloesiveen those two processes existed: the
UK’s ambition for a political clout in the internahal scene. The issue of the EU

enlargement, brought more committed a BritishuadBt as the stake was higher.
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However, with the origin of the European Union, fvespects for Britain’s equal
role with France and Germany began to materialipgiged that Great Britain would play
its hand well. Therefore, when John Major took lp €Cabinet and declared in March 1991
Britain’s place at the heart of Europe, the EU s$enatates hoped for weakening the Franco-
German hegemony and gaining the vote for theirasts. The Tories’ stance since 1988
accepted the membership of the Community as anamggable part of British politics and
their leader became famous for his pro-Europeawsvias early as in 1994 when, as a
Labour leader, created a “Europe Group” associaiéitl all aspects of the EU policy. His
objective at that time was to perceive the Labaiaa anti-federalist party, but willing to
cooperate with the EU partners in order to chahgarhage of an isolated country.

The UK’s approval of the EU enlargement has alwasen the part of British policy.
The Britain’s willingness to open to new countriaguse, to a great extent, from its
reluctance to seek for a deeper integration, eajpetd enter EMU. John Major emphasized
repeatedly that he continued the vision of the &mua of the European Community. He
agreed with all member states’ duty towards the democracies in Central and Eastern
Europe and the necessity of their incorporating itite European structures in order to
prevent divisions in Europe.

With coming the Labour Party to power, the issughaf expansion became even
more distinguished, with its hottest period durthg British presidency whose programme
concerned the enlargement of the European Uni@septing the leader’s positive attitude.
Nevertheless, the UK could discern its interesadvancing the process of entering new
members: the extension of the European structuoeddwnean less integration, and thus not
pushing Britain into strengthening monetary relagiops. However, the British stance on
the enlargement favoured equal criteria for eacthefentrants, regardless of progress each
state was making.

However clearly the UK advocated its support fa BU enlargement, Germany and
France also made their contribution to the process, is better to say: in the name of the
expansion. Yet, it is beyond question that the stages were in favour of the enlargement,
nevertheless they pressed for closer links betwaeh other in order to create a “hard core”
with a vision of a two-speed Europe, the modeldmnitvas strongly opposed to.

However, the objective of NATO as well as the E@ap Union of enlarging their
structures and ensuring new countries with secuaityl democratic, altogether with
economic stability, was especially favoured by &Matain. In the case of the Atlantic
Alliance, though, the UK could not follow any natal business, as the matter of military

guarantee of peace in Europe and in the world wasr any question. Nevertheless,
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Britain’s inclination to welcoming new members bétEU could bring some doubts whether
its attitude was nothing else than a sheer cara bmlanced development of the continent, or
there might be hidden reasons for maintaining sustance.

Yet, taking into consideration Great Britain’s etfoto cut through to the leading
core, it seemed to be obvious that the state waerdto act in favour of the enlargement in
order to weaken the position of Germany in the Bldgeneral and French commitments to
some moves of common policies, which were unacbéptr the UK. Moreover, in the
British interest was to speed up the process anehhg in order to delay the actions for a
closer integration, just as the economic and moyaiaion. On the other hand, however,
one could not exclude the fact that Britain wisk@dhvite new members for the reason of a
historical and traditional attitude of contributing a well-balanced arrangement of the
economic power in the world.

The quoted facts proved that Great Britain’s attuwas favourable and even
pressing for the process of enlargement, which ubtdully contributed to Poland’s
membership in the organizations. The other issoeeker, is the question of the factors
influenced such an approach. Although the reseeociid get the author familiarized with
various contexts of the events leading to and atdte expansions, it was impossible to
state clearly that Great Britain acted only in fawvof its national interests and a favourable
position in the structures. The history of BritiShropean Policy showed that this area had
always been a significant issue for Britain, no teratvho took the rule. Moreover, the
aspirations for uniting the continent, providing #tability in terms of security and economy
were not of the very national nature either, ay there beneficial for all countries located in
Europe.

On the other hand, however, the skill of politicaimpetence, based on experience,
diplomacy and culture, allowed the state to takeaathge of some favourable conditions
and obtain profits for itself as well. Yet, it wast an attitude which led the UK to their
goals at the expense of Poland, as escaping frolosar integration of the EU or keeping
Germany or Russia under control in case of NAT@, bt bring Poland any threats or did
not push it away from the structures. On the coptithe favourable attitude of Great Britain
to the enlargement of both organizations, regasdiéghe reasons, helped Poland enter the
areas of military and economic stability.

Having undertaken the research in the aspect asHRBFitish relations with the
contribution of the UK to Poland’s membership i tNorth Atlantic Treaty Organization
and the European Union, the author hoped to prhoaketihe cooperation between Poland and
Great Britain existed and brought positive resultsere are a lot of publications about the
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Polish-German relations in terms of European poticyPolish-American relations in the
aspect of military cooperation. However, the higtof Polish-British links consolidated the
stereotype of an indifferent nation, without a defl attitude towards particular issues. The
author’'s aim was to prove the significance of takationships between those two nations,
their cooperation in the areas of mutual interestd the development of dependence as
NATO partners and the EU members, which would douate to the increase of knowledge

in the field of the European and international fpcdi relations.
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