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Task 1

The Eastern Enlargement of the European Union

“The challenges and opportunities imposed by the Eastern Enlargement of the European Union are unprecedented.”

World Economics. Vol. 2, No. 1 (Jan/Mar 2001), p. 1.

Explain why the EU decided for Eastern Enlargement, and describe how this process has taken place. 
Characterize economic opportunities and risks of the enlargement, and identify conflicts within the enlarged EU, in reference to the European agriculture economy.

Include sources 1-3.

Examine how the process of creating a new constitution reflects the difficulties in the development of a joined Europe, referring to at least four examples. 

Use source 4.

A successful European Union needs people who believe in the “European Idea.” Comment on the statement and include your own opinion of the European spirit.

Source 1
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European Commission,” Enlargement and Agriculture”, Directorate-General for

Agriculture, Brussels, April 2004.
Source 2
	
	New Member States
	EU-15

	- Utilised Agricultural Area (UAA):
	39,000,000 ha
	130,000,000 ha

	- Share of UAA in total area:
	55% 
	40%

	- Employment in agriculture:
	16% 
	4.3%

	- Employment in agriculture:
	9.2 Mio 
	6.8 Mio

	- Gross value-added of agriculture:
	18,000 Mio EUR 
	168,000 Mio EUR

	- Share of agriculture in the GDP:
	6.6% 
	2.0%

	- Share of food export in total Export:
	37% 
	17%


Elaboration from:

- EU-DG for Agriculture, 2004, Agriculture in the EU, Statistical and Economic Information,  year 2003, Brussels.

- EUROSTAT on-line database.

Source 3

“Friends of the Earth Europe (FoEE) has warned that EU farm subsidies flowing to new member states as of 16 October, may pose serious threats to the environment. 

In a new report released on 15 October, FoEE said the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) will favour large-scale intensive farming in countries like Poland, leading to increased use of chemical pesticides and fertilisers. This, the NGO warned, will result in higher health risks, water pollution, soil damage and a loss of biodiversity. 

The risks are heightened, the group said, because new member states do not need to abide to rules agreed in 2003, which impose standards related to environment, animal welfare and food safety. 

‘While some basic environmental conditions for farming were agreed in last year's CAP reform, the new member states will only be obliged to implement them from 2009 on," FoEE explained. 

Intensive farming, the NGO argued, will also force many small farmers and food processing enterprises out of business, leading to a rise in rural unemployment. 

On the other hand, FoEE sees opportunities from the so-called second pillar of CAP, which will lead a country like Slovenia to triple its number of farms under agri-environmental contracts. Improved legislation on hazardous pesticides, greater pollution controls and higher animal welfare standards are also cited as benefits from CAP. 

It is now up to governments in the new member states to decide which agricultural model they want to apply, FoEE said, pointing at the large differences in the way they have planned to use CAP money. ‘While the Czech Republic plans to spend 49% on agri-environmental programmes in 2004-2006, Poland or Lithuania plan only 10%.’

‘The new member states must not blindly follow the old intensive agricultural model leading to food safety scandals, water pollution, dead soil, and biodiversity loss,’ said Martin Konecny of FoEE.”

http://www.euractiv.com/en/environment/ngo-warns-cap-harm-new-member-states-environment/article-131115(on 19 0ctober 2007.

Source 4

“After marathon talks in Brussels, which lasted well into the early hours of Saturday morning, European Union leaders finally managed to agree on a new treaty that will streamline how the EU does business. 

After two years of stagnation and navel-gazing, following the 2005 defeat of the European constitution in referenda, in France and the Netherlands, the European project is back on track. German chancellor and current EU president Angela Merkel, brokered a deal replete with caveats, footnotes and opt-outs, which allowed most leaders to go home claiming they had got what they came for.

An Intergovernmental Conference will now be charged with transforming the agreement into a legally binding treaty, which will be signed by EU leaders at the end of the year. After being ratified by the member states, it should come into force by 2009.

But it wasn't easy. Despite the smiles all round on Saturday morning, the summit tested the limits of Europe's ability to agree on how to move forward. A showdown between Merkel and Poland's President Lech Kaczynski brought the summit to the brink of failure. At one stage the German leader threatened to move on without Poland, after which French President Nicolas Sarkozy and British Prime Minister Tony Blair intervened, persuading the reluctant Pole to agree to a deal, after Warsaw won concessions on the new voting system. […]

There was a sharp intake of breath among Europe's politicians when Kaczynski said, just a few days before the summit, that his objection to a proposed new EU voting formula based on a country's population size, went back to the country's suffering under German occupation. 'If Poland had not had to live through the years of 1939-45, Poland would be today looking at the demographics of a country of 66 million,' he told Polish radio”. […]

Has Europe Damaged Its Soul? (25 June 2007), Spiegel-online-English,
<http://service.spiegel.de/cache/international/0,1518,k-6895,00.html> on 10 July 2007.
Task 2

The Democratic Order of Germany

“Democracy is a device that insures we shall
   be governed no better than we deserve.” 
   George Bernard Shaw
Describe the main features of Germany’s political order and explain the special constitutional character of the basic rights established in Basic Law. 

Representative elements are central to Basic Law and therefore, the introduction of plebiscite elements are being discussed.

Referring to events in German history, give reasons for and against plebiscites as a feature of our constitution.
Imagine you are a student of political sciences and have to write an article for an English political journal. Define the term ‘defensive readiness of democracy’ and find examples of that in the Basic Law.

Discuss whether defensive democracy, guaranteed by Basic Law, is still relevant in relation to the new security debate in modern democracies.

Use the sources.

Source 1

[…] “As a result of its difficult Third Reich history, Germany's constitution has a provision allowing neo-Nazi parties to be banned by the Federal Constitution Court. A government petition to ban the NPD faltered in 2003 after the court refused to grant a main hearing in the case because the government had infiltrated the party with informants in high places. The process caused alienation among the three branches of government responsible for interpreting the constitution: the court, Germany's parliament and the Schroeder administration. The Schroeder administration has accused members of the court of being sticklers for their principles while ignoring political realities. The judges, for their part, are accusing politicians of playing fast and loose with what they believe are the unassailable principles of a constitutional democracy. And they have reminded Berlin that one of the cornerstones of democracy is that the majority should not be readily allowed to silence a minority. […]

If things go Schäuble's way, storing phone data is just the beginning. His agenda goes well beyond that.

A survey by the Federal Criminal Police Office found that in 2005 there were only 381 crimes where stored data may have helped the investigation. 381 out of 6 million crimes committed. This tiny number is supposed to justify the surveillance of all citizens and the tremendous costs arising to companies.

The economic consequences are only one side. The other is a massive shift of the balance between protecting citizens and state control. It's especially irritating that Schäuble in this context made confusing remarks about the innocence until proven guilty assumption.

The debate has become 'a little confusing', said Federal Justice Minister Brigitte Zypries. That's the least one could say. Schäuble needs to clarify his thoughts as soon as possible and scale them back to an acceptable measure."

Is Germany Turning Into a Big Brother State? (19 April 2007), from: Handelsblatt, (3/ 2007).
Source 2

"The federal constitution created the president like God created Adam: naked and bare. The office itself isn't much, what counts is the person who occupies it. Electing him would therefore mean assigning a lot of legitimacy to someone who holds little power. The result would be something the constitution didn't envisage, a power struggle between the president on the one hand and parliament and the chancellor on the other. Being publicly elected could easily tempt the president to intervene more in day-to-day politics than the constitution entitles him to.

The office of the president was and remains a stroke of luck. It is one of the pleasing institutions of this republic. One shouldn't damage it with constitutional experiments.... The balance of power in Germany wouldn't be easier it would be more difficult if a further powerful player was in the game."

German President Aching for More Power, (26 June 2007), from: Sueddeutsche Zeitung, (4/2007).
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