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I: INTRODUCTION

The proponents of the European Union (EU) are fond of portraying their
opponents as mere xenophobes, unpleasant nationalists verging on Naziism, old
buffers, blimps, ignoramuses, or, in one recent example by Matthew Parris,
“people with funny ears”! No doubt “Euro-scepticism”, like any stream of
political thought and opinion contains its fair share of oddballs or rogues. But
what has struck me, as a relatively recent adherent to its cause, has been the
cogency of its intellectual case. Whilst the supporters of what it is now clear
was always meant to be the creation of a European superstate have largely
relied on ridicule, assertions of historical inevitability, well-funded but
superficial propaganda, political scheming and behind-doors pressure and
threats, the Euro-sceptics have been slowly building up a body of critical
literature on the European project that is grounded in the facts, sound
economics, a genuinely realist political analysis, and an appreciation of
Britain’s essentially liberal common law traditions and constitution.

The Purpose and Scope of This Directory

This publication is an attempt to compile a selected annotated bibliography of
the best critical writings on the European project together with a directory of
useful addresses and internet resources and a chronology of relevant events.
Such a compendium has long been needed as the literature of Euro-scepticism
has been scattered amongst a wide range of groups, publishers and journals, and
was frequently poorly publicised or distributed. It also includes items of fugitive
journalism that slip easily from the public consciousness. | have generally
omitted works which now seem predominantly outdated by events, or which
were urging liberal re-forms and measures within the existing framework of
transnational Europe (except, in this latter case, where they still contain
substantially useful critical data). Since a number of sources are relatively
small, overseas or possibly hard to locate, | have wherever possible provided
their full addresses. Some items are included which, whilst not actually Euro-
sceptic in orientation or even dealing with Europe at all, contain useful data or
an analytical perspective which is valuable in some way. In the case of
collections of essays | have made an entry for the work itself as well as separate
entries for the most important contributions.

The inclusion of material in this bibliography should not be taken as necessarily
implying the endorsement, by either myself or the Bruges Group, of every
analysis or view contained therein. Neither are we necessarily endorsing all the
groups included in the directory. It should also not be assumed that the



viewpoints, analyses, or groups listed herein are all in agreement with each
other.

I have included details of pro-EU groups, periodicals and internet resources in
the directory since Euro-scepticism has full confidence in the validity of its
analyses and no fear over exposing its readers, and the public as a whole, to the
pro-European argument. It is perhaps significant that the reverse does not
appear to be the case. By providing such a comprehensive guide to the major
exponents of both sides of the European argument we are sure that Euro-
scepticism can only be furthered. We also hope that, together with its
Chronology, it will also render this publication useful to anyone interested in or
studying the European issue, whatever At one point | had also considered
including a selected bibliography of the best works in favour of the European
Union. However, the body of literature is so huge and so intellectually shoddy
that | simply could not submit myself to the ordeal of trying to sift something
out of it. There are acres of turgid volumes detailing the history and
bureaucratic architecture of the EU. Most lack any serious conceptual
framework or scholarly rigour. When they do attempt a more serious economic
or political science perspective, it is generally based on the most myopic or
guestion-begging analysis. The temper of the more elementary works is
supercilious, dogmatic, intellectually superficial and generally fatuous. Why
such a voluminous body of work has been so assiduously subsidised and
produced is clearly a topic begging for the application of interest group and
class analysis, the “sociology of knowledge”, and the psycho-logy of social
movements. The corruption of academic scholarship by what is nothing less
than political bribery by the EU is another scandalous aspect of the European
project.

This is not a definitive bibliography. It is quite comprehensive and does cover
most of the major lines of argument. However, | have not completed a full
literature search in the relevant libraries nor trawled through all the major
scholarly journals. Should anyone be willing to finance me in the few weeks
work that this would entail 1 would be happy to do so for a second edition of
this bibliography! (I can be contacted either through the Bruges Group or via
the Libertarian Alliance address contained in Part Il below, or at my email
address: director@libertarian.co.uk.) | also welcome suggestions for inclusion
in future editions.

Those wishing to arrive at a fully comprehensive critique of the European
project would also do well to avail themselves of the broader literature of
“public choice” (the economic analysis of politics), with its realistic analysis of
the dynamics of political, bureaucrat and interest group politics. Public choice
economists have also done much work on the dynamics of federal political



structures, the economics of federalism, and “constitutional economics”. The
general literature on the economics of trade is obviously of relevance, as are the
specialised fields of the economics of customs unions and optimal currency
areas. And, of course, general monetary economics (and especially the
burgeoning area of the economics of currency competition and “free banking”)
Is also indispensable to arriving at a rational perspective. The long tradition of
classical liberal and libertarian class analysis (eg Smith and Millar, through its
French, German and ltalian contributions to such modern American exponents
as Murray Rothbard) is also of great utility in understanding the nature of state
formation, special interest seeking, neo-mercantilism and corporatism — i.e., all
the processes at work in the drive to the European super-state.

Need | say that those looking for exposures of the EU as a sign of forthcoming
apocalyptic “end times”, as the work of the devil (1), “Jewish bankers”,
Freemasons, or the “llluminati” and the like, and analyses based on the alleged
virtues of “debt free” currency and other funny-money inflationary nostrums,
will have to look elsewhere for intellectual sustenance? (Neither have I included
works produced by the Communist Party of Great Britain, since these have no
intellectual sincerity and represented merely the foreign policy diktats of its
paymasters in the USSR).(2).

As well as being a useful aide for students of politics, | hope this bibliography
will serve another function. Ultimately, political success depends upon gaining
intellectual hegemony. Even class interest and economic and power motivations
ultimately fall before the power of ideas (indeed, in the last analysis such
motivations themselves are the product of ideas as to what is in ones interest).
As this bibliography shows, there is no shortage of sophisticated and penetrating
analyses of the European project. But Euro-sceptics cannot afford to be
complacent. There is much more to be said and written, more research to be
undertaken, more critical analyses to be penned and more fallacies to be refuted.
| therefore hope this bibliography will stimulate that research and a more
systematic and fully comprehensive argument on the part of Euro-sceptics.
(And again, anyone interested in funding the present author in such work is
most welcome to contact me!). For that is the only route to political victory.

The Meaning of Euro-Scepticism

“Euro-scepticism” is an inelegant, but now rather firmly stuck, label for those
either totally opposed to Britain’s membership in the European Union, or who
seek to resist and reverse what they see as the predominant corporatist and
“federalist” economic and political character of the Union. Contrary to the
impression assiduously propagated by the supporters of the European Union, a
great many of those who are now designated “Euro-sceptics” were generally



very much in favour of European co-operation in the removal of barriers to both
economic and social intercourse. Indeed, not a few liberals and market
economists, like Friedrich Hayek and [Lord] Lionel Robbins were advocates of
some form international federal political order and were involved in the
‘federalist” movement in its early days. (3) Euro-sceptics are certainly not in
favour of national animosities or jingoism. | think it is fair to say, however, that
there has been an increasing shift in Euro-sceptic opinion from the hope that the
increasingly statist and illiberal character of the EU could be reformed to the
view that the European-project is now irrevocably flawed and inherently statist,
and that total withdrawal is the only feasible option.

The political character of Euro-scepticism in Britain is generally that of
liberalism in its broadest sense, in its broadest sense, whether manifest in
market-oriented Conservatism, free market economic thought, and classical
liberalism and radical libertarianism. There are, of course, Euro-sceptics from
the socialist “Left”, the Labour Party and the trade union movement. But even
when they favour measures of domestic economic interventionism not
countenanced by their liberal comrades, even such Euro-sceptics of the “Left”
are similarly aware of the dangers to Britain’s basically liberal political tradition
from the emerging European super-state. There is also another tradition of
thought, outside of liberalism, and that is “decentralism” and environmentalism,
although it is much stronger on the continent than in the UK. This bibliography
also contains examples of this approach, one which usually rejects the nation
state in favour of autonomous local, regional or ethnically based communities,
associated in a “Europe of Regions”. It opposes the EU because it sees it as a
manifestation of the free market, economic development and industrial
civilization per se. It is thus clearly distinct from classical liberalism and
libertarianism and free market economics - which are the embodiment of the
Enlightenment project of rationality, science, industry and technology - except
in a shared rejection of statism.

Nationalism, Good and Bad

There has been a consistent attempt by the advocates of the EU to smear Euro-
sceptics as extreme nationalists or even Nazis. (See, for example, the
disgraceful libels by the Labour MEP Glyn Ford against Sir James Goldsmith,
which he had to ignominiously retract and apologise for in open court). This is
particularly ironic since dreams of European pan-Aryan unification have always
been a significant part of National Socialist and Fascist doctrine. It was, for
example, the British Fascist leader Sir Oswald Mosley who proclaimed the ideal
and goal of “Europe A Nation” (4). Moreover, the institutions and political
dynamic of the European Union are increasingly those of corporatism, one of
the features of the theory and practice of classic Fascism.



In so far as Euro-sceptics are “nationalists” they are liberal nationalists, in the
sense described in virtually all the scholarship on the history and theory of
nationalism (5). Liberal nationalism is not the blind worship of national
sovereignty or the assertion of the precedence of the nation over the individual.
It is not the <“integralist”, “solidaristic”, xenophobic and expansionist
nationalism which emerged later as collectivist and racialist doctrines began to
displace classical liberalism. For liberals what the nation state system preserves
Is “polycentricity”, a realm of diversity and political “competition” which
provides some (although by no means perfect) remedy for the inevitable growth
and misuse of state power. (6) Moreover, the proponents of the EU are not
committed to the liberal, cosmopolitan ideal of world harmony, free trade and
peace. As Rodney Atkinson has put it, their “supra-nationalism” is really “super
nationalism”. It is motivated by illiberal desires for autarchy, power and
prestige and can only lead to a political order characterised by such dismal
features.

The European Ideal

It is one of the further ironies of the European Union that it masquerades in the
garb of “The European ldeal”. But if there is anything that distinguishes
European civilisation from other historical or contemporary civilisations it is
precisely the ideal (if not, alas, always the practice) of liberty and diversity. The
idea that the core of the project of European unification was the establishment
of a real free market or a liberal social order has been increasingly been
revealed to be mistaken. Free market rhetoric seems to have been a tactical ruse,
to conceal the core agenda: the creation of “federal” superstate. Moreover, many
of what are called the EU’s “free market” policies are really those of
corporatism and neo-mercantilism. Socialist and Marxist attacks on the EU as a
“rich man’s club” or a manifestation of “organised capital” are often justified.
Unfortunately, they confuse privilege-mongering and corporatism - the
“political means” to wealth, with the “economic means” - free market
capitalism, the non-coercive process of production and exchange. As Adam
Smith, and countless advocates of the free market since, have pointed out,
business, both big and small, frequently seeks to escape the rigours of market
competition by utilising the state to gain special privileges, subsidies, and anti-
competitive controls and regulations. The EU is a classic example of such “neo-
mercantil-ism” and corporatism, a wonderland of what Ayn Rand once called
“pull-peddling”, in which big business is frequently at an advantage over its
smaller competitors. (7)

Perhaps the best brief critique of the project of European political unification
was penned by the great German free market economist and liberal social



philosopher Wilhelm Roepke (the principal intellectual architect of Germany’s
post-war “Economic Miracle”) as long ago as 1958:

“We can be loyal to Europe only if we preserve her spirit and heritage ...
Decentrism is of the essence of the spirit of Europe. To try to organise
Europe centrally, to submit the Continent to a bureaucracy of economic
planning, and to weld it into a block would be nothing less than a betrayal of
Europe and the European patrimony. The betrayal would be the more perfidious
for being perpetrated in the name of Europe and by an outrageous misuse of that
name. We would be destroying what we ought to defend, what endears Europe
to us and makes her indispensable to the whole free world.

“It is an ominous sign that there should be any need even to argue about the fact
that a certain method of European economic integration should be excluded
because it is un-European, centrist, and illiberal in the broadest sense of
“European libertarian thought. Economic nationalism and planning on the
continental scale is no progress whatever in relation to economic national-ism
and planning on the national scale. Indeed, it is much worse because these
tendencies would have much freer scope on the larger territory of a whole
continent ...

Respect for distinctions and particularities, for diversity and for the small units
of life and civilisation ... these are the general principles whose observance
alone identifies us as true Europeans who take the meaning of Europe
seriously”. (8)

Notes

1. Well, if you twist my arm, see: Colin Hudson, Europe and the Beast, C. G.
Publishing, St. Austell, nd (c19947?)

2. For those with a streak of intellectual masochism or an interest in historical
forensics, see: Dave Bowman, The Alternative to the Common Market,
CPGB, London, 1961; Gordon McLarren, Quit the Market, Join the World,
Communist Party of Great Britain, London, 1975; CPGB EEC Study Group,
The Common Market: Let’s Get Out, CPGB, London, 1980. For some other
Marxist attacks on the EU, not necessarily at the behest of the late USSR, see
John De Courcey Ireland, Ireland’s European Traditions: The Historical
Case Against the Common Market, Vanguard Publications, Greystones, Co.
Wicklow, nd (1970), Ted Grant, Common Market - No. Socialist Europe -
Yes, Militant, London, 1975, and Anon., Britain and the EU: Time to Leave,
Communist Party of Great Britain (Marxist-Leninist), (78 Seymour Avenue,
London, N17 9ED), nd. The latter item actually makes some valid points.



3. Both Hayek and Robbins were on the Economists Subcommittee of the
Federal Union Research Institute and presented the case for federalism in a
number of their writings. See Lionel Robbins (1937), “International
Liberalism”, and “Nationalism or Internationalism”, in Idem, Economic
Planing and International Order, Macmillan, London, pp. 221-268 and pp.
309-328; and (1939), “The Economics of Territorial Sovereignty”, Idem, The
Economic Basis of Class Conflict and Other Essays in Political Economy,
Macmillan, London, pp. 81-106; “Economic Aspects of Federation”, in
Channing-Pearce, M., ed., Federal Union: A Symposium, Jonathan Cape,
London, 1940, pp. 167-86; “The Meaning of Economic Integration” (1953), and
“Liberalism and the International Problem” (1960), ldem, Politics and
Econo-mics: Papers in Political Economy, Macmillan, London, 1963, pp.
113-133 and pp. 134-158. His Interim Report on Economic Aspects of
Federation, was published as a Federal Tract by the Federal Union Research
Institute & Macmillan, London, 1941; and was reprinted in Ransome, Patrick,
ed., Studies in Federal Planning, Federal Union, London, 1941 and in
Ransome, Patrick, ed., Towards the United States of Europe: Studies on the
Making of the European Constitution, Lothian Foundation Press, London,
1991, pp. 91-97. Also see Anon (October 1984), “Federalism in the History of
Thought: Lionel Robbins”, The Federalist: A Political Review (European
Federalist Movement, Pavia, Italy), XXVI1(2), pp. 152-158.

For Hayek’s relevant works see: Friedrich A. Hayek, (September 1939), “The
Economic Conditions of Interstate Federalism”, New Commonwealth
Quarterly, V(2), pp. 131-49; reprinted in Idem, Individualism and Economic
Order, Routledge & Kegan Paul, London, 1949, pp. 255-272; (1944), “The
Prospects for International Order”, Idem, The Road to Serfdom, Routledge &
Kegan Paul, London, pp. 163-176; The Road to Serfdom, Routledge & Kegan
Paul, London, 1944, pp. 163-176. The very first conference of the Mont Pelerin
Society, set up by Hayek, in April 1947 included a session “The Problems and
Chances of European Federation”.

Other major classical or neo-liberal supporters of Federalism included Leonard
Woolf, Sir William Beveridge, James E. Meade, Ivor Jennings (author of A
Federation for Western Europe, Macmillan, New Y ork/Cambridge University
Press, 1940), Ernest Barker, H. A. L. Fisher, and Philip Kerr, the 11th Marquis
of Lothian. See especially Lord Lothian, “Liberalism in the Modern World”,
Idem, Pacifism Is Not Enough: Collected Lectures and Speeches of Lord
Lothian (Philip Kerr) (Pinder, John and Bosco, Andrea, eds.), Lothian
Foundation Press, London, pp. 146-176. The post-war classical liberal journal,
The Owl: A Quarterly Journal of International Thought (published by The
English League of Youth), which featured some of those who were shortly to be



major activists and thinkers in the revival of British Liberalism (e.g., Ralph
Harris, Arthur Seldon, and Arthur Shenfield), was in favour of European
unification (including a common currency and a common language!) and
published a number of essays and reports on its early stages. See, for example,
William Clark (January 1954), “The Spiritual and Cultural Unity of Europe and
the Mission of Europeans in the Contemporary World”, pp. 3-10; Paul Adam
(November 1952), “Britain and Strasbourg 19527, pp. 19-31; ldem (April
1953), “Strasbourg in January - And After”, pp. 16-34; ldem (January 1954),
“London-Strasbourg-Rome”, pp. 23-37; Victor Decroyere (January 1954), “Les
Routes de L’Unite Europe-enne”, pp. 38-45; “Special Correspondent” (April
1953), “The Sterling Area, Little Europe and Convertability”, pp. 35-41. These
essays are now interesting for their frank admission that the goal of the
European-project was the creation of a new, unified state.

For some brief accounts of federalism in British liberal thought see John Pinder,
(1989), “Federalism in Britain and Italy: Radicals and the English Liberal
Tradition”, Stirk, Peter M. R., ed., European Unity in Context: The Interwar
Period, Francis Pinter, London, pp. 201-203; (1991), “The Federal Idea and the
British Liberal Tradition”, Andrea Bosco, ed., The Federal Idea: The History
of Federalism From Enlightenment to 1945, Vol. 1, Lothian Foundation
Press, London, pp. 99-118; (1996), “Prewar Ideas of European Union: The
British Prophets”, Bond, Marilyn et al, eds., Eminent Europeans:
Personalities Who Shaped Contemporary Europe, The Greycoat Press,
London, pp. 1-21. Dr. Nigel Ashford of the University of Staffordshire is a
contemporary example of this tradition in libertarian thought. (See the
Bibliography, below). It should be noted however, that the pro-federalist writers
massively over-state the extent, and subtly misrepresent the nature, of the sort of
“federalism” countenanced by many of the classical liberal economists.

On the continent classical and neo-liberal supporters of federalism included
Luigi Einaudi, Bertrand de Jouvenal, Count Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi,
Salvatore de Madariaga, Gustav Stolper (author of Uniting Europe, Yale
University Press, New Haven, New Jersey, 1930). In the USA Walter Lippmann
also wrote in favour of European economic union. A full assessment and
critique of all these thinkers is long overdue, and would assist in the formulation
of a comprehensive classical liberal/libertarian theory of international relations.

4. See Sir Oswald Mosley, Europe A Nation: Mosley’s Speech in East
London, 16th October 1948 on The Election of a European Assembly,
Mosley Publications, Wiltshire, 1948, and “Europe A Nation”, in Idem,
Mosley: Right or Wrong?, Lion Books, London, 1961, pp. 9-46, amongst
many other expressions of this view in his writings.



5. See especially the works of the premier historian and analyst of nationalism,
Hans Kohn, including The Idea of Nationalism: A Study of Its Origins and
Background, Macmillan, London, 1944 and Nationalism: Its Meaning and
History, D. Van Nostrand, Princeton, New Jersey, 1955. See also the work of
Carlton J. H. Hayes, Elie Kedouri, Hugh Seton-Watson, Louis L. Snyder, and
Kenneth Minogue amongst others.

6. Thus, see the work by Professor E. L. Jones in the Bibliography below.

7. The concept of the “economic and political means to wealth” is central to
libertarian class analysis (as opposed to the more well known socialist and
Marxist views) as found in the work of Franz Oppenheimer and Albert Jay
Nock and successive writers. See Franz, Oppenheimer, The State: Its History
and Development Viewed Sociologically, Bobbs-Merrill, Indianapolis,
1914/Vanguard Press, New York, 1914/Allen & Unwin, London, 1923/The
Right Wing Indi-vidualist Tradition in America, Arno Press, New York Times,
1972/Black Rose Books, Montreal, nd (1990s?) and Albert Jay Nock, Our
Enemy, the State, Halberg Publishing, Delaven, Wisconsin, 1935/Caxton
Printers,, Caldwell, lIdaho, 1950/Free Life Editions, New York, 1972. Ayn
Rand’s incisive essay “The Pull Peddlers”, can be found in her Capitalism:
The Unknown Ideal, New American Library, New York, 1967, pp. 167-172.
My own essay, “Against the New Mercantilism: The Relevance of Adam Smith,
Il Politico: The Italian Journal of Political Science (University of Pavia),
XLII(4), December 1978; reprinted under the same title as Pamphlet No. 1,
The Libertarian Alliance, London, 1980, provides a concise introduction to
Smith’s class analysis and its relevance to the critique of modern corporatism.

8. Wilhelm Roepke, “International Centrism”, Idem, A Humane Economy:
The Social, Framework of the Free Market [1958 in German], Henry
Regnery, Chicago, 1960/Liberty Fund, Indianapolis, 1970, pp. 243, 244,
emphasis in original.

***k
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I1: ADIRECTORY OF THE PRINCIPAL EUROPEAN INSTITUTIONS,
PRO-EU AND EURO-SCEPTIC ORGANISATIONS, PUBLICATIONS
AND INTERNET RESOURCES AND OTHER RELEVANT
INFORMATION SOURCES

Descriptions within quotation marks are drawn from the publications of the
groups themselves. Other comments are those of the author.

I: Pro-EU Organizations

Action Centre for Europe (ACE)
Lord Rothschild, Chairman

Lord Howe of Aberavon, President
Rt. Hon. Viscount Whitelaw, Patron
Michael Welsh, Chief Executive

2 Queen Anne’s Gate

Westminster

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 493 8111/0171 222 1720/976 7706
Fax: 0171 222 0869

or.

181 Town Lane
Whittle le Woods
Chorley
Lancashire

PR6 8AG

Tel: 01257 276992
Fax: 01257 231254

“ACE’s main activity is to commission and publish original papers by
independent academic and other experts on key topics relating to European
Union, with a view to stimulating public discussion. ACE is a company limited
by guarantee. It is independent of any political party or group and is financed by
the sales of publications and by voluntary donations from individuals,
organizations and companies”. There is some confusion as to ACE’s real
address. Different addresses are given on different publications, whilst other



materials sent out in response to inquiries contain no address. The telephone
number given out by Directory Inquiries, 0171 493 8111, and answered in their
name, turns out to be that of John Stevens, the Conservative MEP. But they then
refer one to another number: 0171 976 7706. Another number given out, 0171
222 1720, turns out to be that of the European Parliamentary Conservative
Group. On some publications it uses the address of the European Parliament’s
UK office, who, on inquiry admit to allowing it to use their facilities for
meetings. All this clearly contradicts its claim to be “independent of any
political party or group”. ACE’s Advisory Council and Management Committee
includes such independent and non-party political figures as Tory grandees and
Parliamentarians as Sir Leon Brittan, Kenneth Clarke, Lord Kingsdown, Lord
Stockton, and Lord Plumb MEP, David Hunt MP, Tim Renton MP, John
Stevens MEP, Chris Patten, and Stephen Dorrell (who, as of writing,
predictability and cynically started making Euro-sceptic noises to curry favour
in the lead up to the Tory leadership struggle!). Its Chief Executive is Michael
Welsh, a former Tory MEP.

The Association of European Journalists (British Section)
Sara O’Neil, Secretary

31 St. James’s Gardens

London

W11 4RF

Tel: 0171 371 4376
Fax: 0171 371 4376

“The AEJ was founded in 1963 and now comprises some 2,000 journalists from
22 countries from Finland to Spain, Ireland to Turkey. Membership is open to
journalists from countries in the Council of Europe and who favour the
unification of Europe on a democratic basis. Each year the Association holds a
congress in one or other member country ... Subjects discussed include the state
of European unification, especially as viewed by government and other speakers
from the host country, and factors affecting the practice of journalism in
Europe, including freedom of expression. The national sections also carry out
individual activities. The British section’s programme mainly comprises lunch
meetings with British and foreign persons”.

In reality, this organisation receives funds from the EU and is clearly a
disturbing part of its attempts to corporatise journalists and enrol them in the
project of European unification.

The Association for the Monetary Union of Europe
Christopher Johnson



39 Wood Lane
London
N6 5UD

Tel: 0181 340 4970
Fax: 0181 340 4978

Headquarters:

26 Rue de la Pepiniere
75008 Paris

France

Tel: 00331 44706030

Fax: 00331 45223377

Email: mmue@iplus.fr
WWW: http/www/amue.If.net

“The member companies of the AMUE believe that monetary stability is
essential for the success of the European Single Market and for economic
growth. It requires both courage and perseverance - for which the Association is
committed to providing support ... The reduction of inflation and of public
deficits is at the heart of suggestions put forward by the AMUE since its
formation in 1987 ... Following open competitive tender, AMUE was chosen by
the European Parliament ... to complete by mid-1993 proposals for improving
the working of the EMS. In 1995, the Association completed a similar study for
the European Commission ... The Association has produced a series of reports
on [the move to Monetary Union] in 1993-95 and is actively pursuing its efforts
to facilitate the adoption of its members. The AMUE is currently associated
with the official working groups. It is relying on the support of its members and
of the European Commission to produce practical publications to help the
process of change ... In addition to its permanent contacts with the Governments
and Parliaments of the 15 member countries, AMUE is involved on average
once a week in the organisation of a public debate or training seminar, often in
partnership with the European Commission and central banks and with those
professional and employers’ organisations which share the same objectives. The
publication of the periodical bulletin EMU For European Business is an added
information resource for members of AMUE ... The AMUE is headquarted in
Paris, with national representatives in each of the 15 member countries of the
EU”. The Presidenmt of the AMEU is Etienne Davignon, a former Vice-
President of the European Commission.

The Centre for Europe
Peter Vieland, Chairman



21 The Lodge
Kensington Park Gardens
London

W11 3HA

Tel: 0171 727 9732
Fax: 0171 221 5187

“ ... Is an educational organisation which sets up seminars throughout the UK to
raise public awareness of European political, economic and social issues and
their relevance to the British people. It is a member of the Federation
International des Maisons de I’Europe (FIME), a network of 100 conference and
study centres in 25 countries. Funded by the European Com-mission ... plays a
very special role in the campaign for Britain’s active participation in Europe. It
serves to enthuse our people for the European cause, and by working in close
harmony with the European Movement while maintaining its own identity,
helps to build up the Movement’s membership, influence and standing ... [it]
has [also] spawned with FIME back-ing separate Europe Houses in Cumbria
and in Scotland”. The Centre’s Patrons are Hugh Dykes MP, Ferdinand Count
Kinsky, John Tomlinson MEP and Graham Watson MEP.

The Centre for European Policy Studies
Erik Belfrage, Director

Peter Ludlow, Chairman

Place du Congres 1

B-1000 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 00322 2293911
Fax: 00322 2194151

“ ... Incorporated in July 1983 as an independent international organization
under Belgian law ... independent in its political philosophy, interdisciplinary in
academic orientation [its goals are] ...: To provide decision-makers, inside and
outside government, with authoritative and independent information and
analysis of European affairs. To contribute to and influence the public debate
about European institutions and policies through solid research and sound
judgment. To create and international network of leaders and thoughtful
individuals who are committed to working together to enhance the development
of European integration and coop-eration”. Publishes a huge range of books and
papers, as well organising academic confer-ences and seminars and executive
seminars. It is funded from ‘“membership fees from official institutions
(international organizations, governments and central banks). Grants from



foundations, fees from conferences and seminars and earnings from the sale of
CEPS publications”.

The Centre for European Reform
Ben Hall, Co-ordinator

11 Carteret Street

London

SW1H 9DL

Tel: 0171 233 1199
Fax: 0171 233 1117
Email: ye21@dial.pipex.com

“New ldeas For a New Europe ... The Centre ... was established to improve the
quality of debate on European issues from a standpoint of constructive
engagement with the European Union. There is growing concern that the current
climate in Britain is undermining arguments for reform of the European Union
which is essential to our prosperity and security ... The Centre will draw
together individuals from business, the professions, the academic world and
public life to encourage the development of new ideas on European issues, and
it is committed to establishing contacts across Europe in order to build
consensus for progressive change ..”. A Labour Party oriented group, whose
Trustees include Lord Dahrendorf, Lord Gilmore, Professor John Gray and
David Sainsbury. It is backed by such business companies as BAT, BP, Carlton
Communications, Cooper and Lybrand, Guiness, ICI, NatWest, Northern Foods,
Unilever and David Sainsbury.

The Conservative Group for Europe
Mrs. Joyce Billings CBE

Steppington Cottage

Tarrant Gunville

Blandford

Dorset

DT11 8JU

Tel: 01258 830363

“ ... brings together members of the party who support the work of successive
Conservative governments to bring Britain to the heart of Europe. The CGE
believes Britain must take a positive, constructive lead in developing the EU.”
Organises briefing meetings, conferences, meetings at Party Conference, and
study groups, issues a regular newsletter, Conservative European, and



occasional publications. The group’s head, Stephen Woodard, is also the current
Director of the European Movement. Actually getting hold of CGE publications
has proved difficult, as repeated requests from the public seem to be ignored.

European Access: The Current Awareness Bulletin to the Policies and
Activities of the European Union

lan Thomson, Editor

European Documentation Centre

Universitybof Wales

College of Cardiff

P. O. Box 430

Cardiff

CF1 3XJ

Tel: 01222 874262
Fax: 01222 229740

Published by Chadwyck-Healey in association with the Representation of the
European Commission in the UK. “[A] bimonthly current awareness guide to
the policies and activities of the European Union”. Includes an ongoing current
“Chronology of Events in the EU”.

European-Atlantic Group
Lord Dahrendorf, Chairman
Justin Glass, Joint Hon. Director
6 Gertrude Street

Chelsea

London

SW10 OJN

Tel: 0171 352 1226

“ ... was founded in London in 1954 by the late Lord Layton (then Vice-
President of the Council of Europe) together with other Members of both
Houses of Parliament, Industrialists, Bankers, Economists and Journalists. Its
main object is to promote closer relations between the European and Atlantic
countries by providing a regular forum in Britain for informed discus-sion of
their problems and possibilities for better economic and political co-operation
with each other and the rest of the world. The purpose of the Founders was to
disseminate authoritative information concerning the work of International
Organizations such as the Council of Europe, NATO, the OECD, WEU and the
EEC, as well as EFTA, GATT, the Economic Commission for Europe and the
Conference on European Security and Co-operation”. Holds monthly dinners



and meetings in London, sends delegations abroad, and publishes a regular
journal Europe-Atlantic Journal.

The European Business Foundation
The Secretariat

39 Broughton Road

London

W13 8QW

Tel: 0181 579 4688
Fax: 0181 840 7345

“ ... 1s a non-profit making organisation committed to increasing knowledge of
European legislative, economic, social and environmental issues. To this end it
organises meetings bringing together experts from different parts of the EU. It
also produces regular briefings on developments in the EU and undertakes
research assignments.” Established in 1979 the Foundation is primarily a
business-backed private group, although recently is has received some
“Citizens’ First” funding from the EU’s Committee of the Regions to fund
meetings in conjunction with the European Movement. Its Roundtable meetings
are attended by representatives from lead-ing UK companies, and addressed by
EU officials and advocates. Its Vice Presidents include Sir Leon Brittan,
Malcolm Rifkind, Lord Jenkins of Hillhead, Paul Channon MP, and Willy de
Clercq MEP amongst others.

European Campaigner
qv European Movement, below,

European Conservative
gv The Conservative Group for Europe

The European Institute

Professors lain Begg and Andrea Bosco, Directors
Tom Grier, Executive Secretary

Sarah Plant, Administrator

South Bank University

103 Borough Road

London

SE1 OAA

Tel: 0171 815 7074
Fax: 0171 815 7075
Email: plants@vax.fbu.ac.uk



“The Aims of the Institute are: To promote and co-ordinate research on
historical, political, economic and juridical aspects of European integration. To
examine ways of achieving better relations between the citizens of the European
Union, and between them and other peoples ... To enhance the development of
postgraduate education on serious aspects of European integration™. It holds the
Jean Monnet Lectures on current European affairs and the Jean Monnet
Conferences on historical, political, economic and juridical aspects of European
unification. It is also creating the Jean Monnet Collection of books and
documents on the past, present and future of the EU, and publishes the South
Bank European Papers series on European issues. This constitutes one of the
many examples of the undermining and subversion of scholarly independence
by EU financing.

European Labour Forum
Bertrand Russell House
Gamble Street

Nottingham

NG7 4EZ

Tel: 0115 9708318
Fax: 0115 9420433

A group of political dinosaurs - socialists, former Trotskyists, nuclear-disarmers
and neo-Marxists associated with the Group of the Party of European Socialists
in the European Par-liament. Includes Ken Coates MEP, David Martin MEP,
Stuart Holland MEP, and Glyn Ford MEP. In favour of massive Euro-statism,
planning, “full employment” (ie subsidies and infla-tionism that actually destroy
real jobs), censorship and PC thought police etc etc. (Ford works closely with
the sinister “anti-fascist” magazine Searchlight, notorious for its inaccuracies,
outright fabrications, attempts to smear innocent people as fascists and anti-
semites, incitement to violence, fomenting of racial abuse and, ironically, its
involvement with the British intelligence services in spying on the “Left” in
Britain and in other dirty-tricks operations.) The ugly face of actually existing
Euro-socialism. The ELF publishes a regular journal and many books.

The European League for Economic Cooperation (British Section)
Robert Elphick, Secretary General

11 Tufton Street

London

SW1P 3QB

Tel: 0171 821 8362



Fax: 0171 630 0148

Established in 1946 ELEC “ ... was the brain child of a group of European
visionaries based in London who were determined that the national rivalries
which brought on the disastrous consequences of the Second World War should
never be renewed ... [it was] one of the six founders of the European Movement
set up in 1948 at the Hague with Sir Winston Churchill in the Chair. ELEC’s
Headquarters are in Brussels ... It has no political affiliations ... The British
Section is financed entirely from Corporate donations offered by firms, both
public and private based in many parts of the UK. Honorary membership is
open to anyone who has a contribution to make toward its declared aims ...
Most of ELEC’s work is carried out with the [European] Commissions ... [it]
was granted Category A consultative status by the Council of Europe in 1957.
Its objectives [are] ... to encourage and help to link culturally and economically
the states which compose Europe; to develop between European states the spirit
of co-operation and collaboration from the cultural and economic point of view;
to consolidate the European Single Market fro the free movement of goods,
people, capital and services; to accelerate progress towards Economic and
Monetary Union in Europe; to advance InterGovernmental co-operation on
foreign policy, security and defence. ELEC tries to achieve these objectives
through conferences and congresses, through international study commissions,
through publications and through constant contact with the various European
institutions”. Corporate members of ELEC include British Gas, British Water.
Abbey National, Credit Lyonnais, General Utilities plc, Charterhouse Bank,
Couts & Co., Ernst & Young, Marks & Spencer, Price Waterhouse, BAT
Industries, Swiss Bank Corp., NatWest Group, Nestle, Bak of Scotland, Dun &
Bradstreet, Nikko Europe, Schroders, Uinchem, Deutsche Bank, and Salomon
Brothers International.

The European Movement
Stephen Woodard, Director
Dean Bradley House

52 Horseferry Road
Westminster

London

SW1P 2AF

Tel: 0171 233 1422
Fax: 0171 799 2817
Email: info@euromove.org.uk

“ ... Britain’s leading pro-European campaigning group. It aims to ensure that
the UK remains a leading EU member and that the benefits of Britain’s EU



membership are understood by the public. Its activities include publishing
reports, surveys and briefings, holding conferences and co-ordinating the work
of pro-Europeans in politics, business and elsewhere. The EM has a network of
local branches and campaigners ... It is independent, all-party and non-profit
making - it is funded by its members and supporters”. The principal pro-EU
pressure group, a branch of the international organisation, established in 1948
and headquartered in Brussels. Publishes a huge range of material and a
magazine, European Campaigner. Its Director is also head of the Conservative
Group for Europe, qv. It also operates a youth wing, The Young European
Movement. The EM is economical with the truth in its self-description of being
funded by “its members and supporters”. It in fact receives massive funding
from both the UK government and from the EU itself.

The European Parliamentary Conservative Party
2 Queen Anne’s Gate

Westminster

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 222 1720
Fax: 0171 222 0869

The European Parliamentary Labour Party
2 Queen Anne’s Gate

Westminster

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 222 1719
Fax: 0171 233 1365

The European Union of Women
Tricia Birchley, Chairman

Chess Park

Berks Hill

Chorley Wood

Hertfordshire

WD3 EAJ

Tel: 01823 490940
Fax: 01923 490941



“ ... was founded in 1953 on the principles of human dignity and freedom, the
maintenance of the cultural heritage of Europe and to promote social and
economic progress and safeguard the rights of the individual. EUW member
countries (20) are associated with political parties of the centre right (the
European Peoples Party grouping in the European Parliament and the
Conservative Party in the UK). It seeks to establish and increase contacts
between women and the free European nations. It puts its principles into
practice through the strengthening and deepening of the influence of women on
political and civil life in European nations and in European and international
organisations”. The EUW also organises an annual European Ball every
November.

The Federal Trust for Education and Research
Andrew Duff, Director

11 Tufton Street

London

SWI1P 30B

Tel: 0171 799 2818
Fax: 0171 799 2820
Email: fedtrust@cix.compulink.co.uk

“ ... works through research and education towards the widening and deepening
of the European Union as well as to enhance the European policy of the United
Kingdom”. Established in 1945, it appears to be one of the principal means of
private funding for pro-EU groups and activities, as well publishing academic
works in favour of the EU.

Institute for European Studies
Professor Michel Dumoulin, Director
1 Place des Doyens

B-1348 Louvain-la-Neuve

Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 003210 478450/8488
Fax: 003210 478549

“.. 1s an interfaculty institute for education and research operating as a
department ... The Institute organises two diplomas offering multidisciplinary
training. A Master in European Studies ... in English and a European Studies
Diploma, a postgraduate programme in French ... these two diplomas aim to
teach the evolution and current status of European integration concentrating



particularly on providing means and methods for critical analysis rein-forced by
training in European information and documentation”. With a view to meeting
the needs of those people who, while engaged in a professional activity,
nevertheless wish to complete their training in European matters, the Institute
regularly organises at UCL-Brussels, Jean Monnet modules on awareness of
European questions”. The Institute also operates a European Documentation
Centre and publishes a range of publications in French.

The International Womens Commission of the European Movement
Alison Parry, British Representative

c/o The European Movement

Dean Bradley House

52 Horseferry Road

Westminster

London

SW1P 2AF

Tel: 0171 233 1422
Fax: 0171 799 2817
Email: info@euromove.org.uk

& also

Tel: 00322 7721223
Fax: 00322 7722771
Alison Parry

“Its primary tasks are to keep women informed of the new opportunities offered
by the unification of Europe and to encourage them to participate actively in its
realisation so that their demand for a more unified society are properly taken
into account. It works closely with the European Women’s Lobby and other
pro-European organisations involving women. It acts as a pressure group for a
better representation of women in European Institutions in all Member States
and is very active during campaigns and elections at European level”.

The Liberal Democratic Party European Group

Peter Billenness, Treasurer

White Gables

17 Grange Close

Edenbridge

Kent

TN85LT

Tel: 01732 862342
Fax: 01732 862342



There appears to be no Euro-sceptic group within the Liberal Democratic Party.

The London Europe Society
Dr. Derek Prag

47 New Road

Digswell

Welwyn

Hertfordshire

AL6 OAQ

Tel: 01483 712999
Fax: 01483 840422

“ ... exists to spread knowledge and understanding of the European idea and,
specifically, of the European Union in Greater London. It does this by means of
evening discussion meetings on key topical European subjects and through its
European Luncheon Club meetings with distinguished speakers. It has no
political party affiliation and makes a point of having different European
viewpoints expressed. Its President is the Rt. Hon. Lord Cockfield, former Vice
President of the European Commission”.

The Lothian Foundation
5 Great James Street
London

WC1N 3DA

Tel: 0171 242 2959
Fax: 0171 404 8586

“The Lothian Foundation has been established as an educational body under the
auspices of the Federal Trust for Education and Research to commemorate the
late Philip Kerr, 11th Marquess of Lothian. The aim of the foundation is the
education of the public in the problems and possibilities of achieving better
relations between the peoples of the European Community and between them
and other peoples, particularly those of the United States, by educational
activities which promote discussion and exchange of ideas and information in
this field. The Foundation will promote the study of certain aspects of the
history and theory of international relations arising from the work and influence
of Philip Lothian. 1. Relations between the UK, Europe and the US in the 20th
century. 2. The problem of national sovereignty and world order. 3. The history
and theory of supranational organisations.” The most intellectual of the pro-EU
organisations, and the link with pre- and post-World War Il federalist thought.



Organises annual lectures, conferences, and scholarships and sponsors
publications.

The Lothian Foundation Press
5 Great James Street

London

WCI1N 3DA

Tel: 0171 242 2959
Fax: 0171 404 8586

“The aim of the Lothian Foundation Press is to promote the study and
discussion of certain aspects of the theory and history of international relations
arising from the work and influence of the late Philip Kerr, 11th Marquis of
Lothian [1882-1940]: 1. The problem of national sovereignty as the
fundamental cause of international anarchy; 2. The theory of federalism as the
solution of this problem; 3. Relations between the UK, Continental Europe and
the US in the 20th century”. Publishes a wide range of classic texts in, and
studies of the history of, federalist thought.

The New Federalist
gv Young European Federalists, below.

The Positive Europe Group
Ray Whitney MP

The House of Commons
London

SW1A OAA

Tel: 0171 219 5099

An informal group of Conservative MPs to promote a Conservative and
cooperative approach to the EU within the Conservative Party.

South Bank European Papers
qv The European Institute

The Trans-European Policy Studies Association
11 Rue D ‘Egmont

Brussels

B-1000

Belgium



Tel: 0032 25118100
Fax: 0032 25116770

The Federal Trust is apparently the British affiliate of this network.

The Women of Europe Award
Alison Parry, British President
c/o The European Movement
Dean Bradley House

52 Horseferry Road
Westminster

London

SWI1P 2AF

Tel: 0171 233 1422
Fax: 0171 799 2817
Email: info@euromove.org.uk

& also

Alison Parry

396 Avenue de Tervuren
1150 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 00322 7721223
Fax: 00322 7722771

Head Office: c/o Liaison Office
Brussels-Europe

Avenue d’Auderghem 63

1040 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 2801658

“ ... Is a pan-European association set up in 1987 under the auspices of the
European Commis-sion, the European Parliament and the European Movement.
There are voluntary associations in the 15 member states as well as Poland and
the Czech Republic, introduced under the Phare project in 1992 ... The Award is
presented each year in recognition of an outstanding voluntary contribution
towards European integration. The Jury are looking for a woman whose
devotion to Europe ... has been beyond the call of duty, not a woman whose
profession causes her to be European in outlook. The UK Woman of Europe is a



woman with a ‘European state of mind’ ... The Jury includes representatives,
both male and female, from the European Commission, the European
Parliament, the European Movement, women’s organisations, the voluntary
sector, business women, MEPs and journalists”. Winners in the past have
included Bettina Carr-Allinbson, founders of the European Youth Parliament,
Lesley Abdela, founder of the 300 Group, Helena Kennedy QC, the
Chairwoman of Charter 88, Josie Farrington of the Council of Europe and the
Committee of the Regions, Valerie Strachan, Chairwoman of HM Customs and
Excise (1), Juliet Lodge, Professor of European Politics at the University of
Leeds and Sally Greegross, Director of Age Concern and Kay Young of the
National Council of Voluntary Organisations. The organsation also organises
Intereuropean Networking Con-ferences. Its UK Patrons include Baroness
Chalker, Edwina Curie, Glenys Kinnock MEP, Margaret Hodge MP, Joyce
Quin MP and Baroness Farrington amongst others.

The Young European Federalists
Young European Federalists UK,
The Young European Movement
Dean Bradley House

52 Horseferry Road

Westminster

London

SW1P 2AF

Tel: 0171 233 1422
Fax: 0171 799 2817
Email: info@euromove.org.uk

The Young European Movement is the quasi-official UK branch of the Young
European Federalists (JEF). | state ‘quasi-official’, because although JEF
describes itself as “the youth organization in the European Movement”, the
European Movement in the UK seems to want to distance themselves slightly
from it. JEF describes itself in the following terms: “The Young European
Federalists (JEF) is a supranational, political pluralistic youth organisation with
about 15,000 members in over 25 European countries. The aim of JEF is to
work for the creation of a European federation, as the first step towards a world
federation, peace and a more free, just and democratic society ... JEF is funded
by the Commission of the European Union, the Council of Europe, the
Kingdom of Belgium and membership contributions. JEF is the autonomous
youth organization of the Union of European Federalists and the youth
organization in the European Movement”. JEF holds seminars, produces
publications, and issues a bi-monthly journal, The New Federalist, published in
Brussels.



Young European Movement
qv European Movement and Young European Federalists, above.

Ii: Euro-Sceptic Organizations and Publications

It should be noted that this list includes a number of groups and publications
below, such as The Federation of Small Business, The Libertarian Alliance, The
Freedom Association, International Currency Review amongst others, which are
primarily concerned with wider issues. Euro-scepticism is simply part of their
broader political or intellectual interests. It also includes a number of policy
institutes, like the Institute of Economic Affairs and the Adam Smith Institute
which, whilst independent, have published useful critical or reform-oriented
material.

The Adamantine Partnership
qv The New European, below.

The Adam Smith Institute
Dr. Madsen Pirie, President
Dr. Eamon Butler, Director
50 Westminster Mansions
Little Smith Street
Westminster

London

SW1P 3DJ

Tel: 0171 222 4995
Fax: 0171 222 7544

The liveliest market-oriented think-tank and policy research group in the UK. It
has published a number of works critical of Euro-statism, and the “EuroOmega”
series advocating more lib-eral policies within the framework of the EU.

Alternative Europe
Neil Swannick

16 Rathern Road
Manchester

M20 4QJ

Tel: 0161 445 6681



Currently holds meetings and conferences featuring Green and socialist oriented
speakers. Neil Swannick is a member of the Socialist Movement, and AE also
works with Labor MP’s Jeremy Corbyn’s Campaign for Non-Alignment, a
unilateralist anti-NATO group.

Alternatives to Maastricht
P. O. Box 188

London

SWI1A 0SG

A socialist group, in which Labour MP Ken Livingstone is involved.

The Anti-Common Market League
Peter Dul, Chairman

Sir Richard Body MP, President

13 Heron Road

Twickenham

Middlesex

TW1 1PQ

Tel: 0181 892 0580

“Britain’s future is to re-forge her strongest cultural and economic links, which
all lie outside Europe and are strongest with the English-speaking world ...What
Britain needs is association with NAFTA and full restoration of trade with the
English-speaking world. This is a splendid alternative to the dismal future
mapped out for us by Maastricht as a province of a Euro Super State which
massively distorts our trade with the rest of the world ... But above all we
should reverse the overthrow of the British Constitution caused by the Treaty of
Rome, as amended by Maastricht, and once again have the dignity of self-
government under laws made by our representatives in our Westminster
Parliament”. The longest established Euro-sceptic organisa-tion, set up in 1961
by John Paul, to oppose Macmillan’s original moves to take Britain into the EC.
It now largely works through the Parliamentary and literary work of its principal
supporters, like Sir Richard Body. It issues a regular newsletter, Britain and
occasional leaf-lets and pamphlets.

Anti-EU Car and Envelope Stickers
Barrie Draper

Spindleberry

Gamberlake

Axminster

Devon



EX13 5JZ

Anti-EU Christmas Cards
Mrs. Gill Bush

P. O. Box 19

Poynton

Cheshire

SK12 1FL

The Anti-Maastricht Alliance
Dr. Helen Szamuely

72 Loftus Road

London

W12 7EL

Tel: 0181 740 7194
Fax: 0181 740 7194

An umbrella group set up in 1991 which also holds interesting monthly public
meetings in the Westminster area. Dr. Szamuelly is one of the most
knowledgeable and perceptive critics of the EU.

Bleedin’ ‘Arts

Tel: 01444 461601
Fax: 01444 461601

Produces a range of T-shirts, sweat shirts and car stickers with anti-federalist
slogans.

Britain
qv The Anti-Common Market League.

The British Weights and Measures Association
Vivian Linacre, Director

45 Montgomery Street

Edinburgh

EH7 5JX

Tel/Fax: 0131 5566080
*WWW: http://users.aol.com/footrule/



“ ... opposes wanton abandonment of our traditional weights and measures ...
This opposition is for good reasons: freedom of choice, majority public opinion;
avoidance of expense and loss; convenience and practicality; the value of
cultural continuity; and preservation of a useful part of our heritage”. Publishes
an occasional magazine, The Yardstick, edited by Robert Carnaghan.

The Bruges Group

Dr. Martin Holmes & Dr. Brian Hindley, Co-Chairmen,
Jonathan Collett, Campaign Director

Suite 216

The Linen Hall

162-168 Regent Street

London

WI1R 5TB

Tel: 0171 287 4414
Fax: 0171 287 5522

“The Bruges Group was set up in 1989 to campaign for a Europe less subject to
centralised control than that emerging in Brussels. Its inspiration was Margaret
Thatcher’s Bruges speech (she is the Group’s Honorary President) in which she
remarked that Britain had not rolled back the frontiers of the state in order to
have them re-imposed from Brussels ... Fundamental reform is required of the
CAP, the CFP, the European Court and European Parliament in favour of
national sovereignty. There has been no popular agreement to the huge transfer
of power from the people to Brussels which has already taken place.
Furthermore, economic and monetary union must be declared a non-starter. In
the event that such re-negotiation is unobtainable from the current
Intergovernmental Conference the Bruges Group advocated withdrawal from
the EU to prevent Britain’s incorporation into a European Federal State.”

Business for Sterling

The Rt. Hon. Lord Marsh, PC, Kt, Chairman
Nick Herbert, Chief Executive

18 Buckingham Gate

London

SWI1E 6PE

Tel: 0171 931 7143
Fax: 0171 931 7136
Email: info@bfors.com
WWW: www.bfors.com



“[A] new, non-part political, organisation dedicated to promoting awareness of
the potential consequences of UK participation in European Economic and
Monetary Union”. Set up in July 1998.

Campaign Against Euro-Federalism
John Boyd, National Secretary

57 Green Lane

Merseyside

L45 8JQ

Tel/Fax: 0151 638 2780 & 0151 691 1746
Email: caef@pop3.poptel.org.uk
http://poptel.org.uk/against-eurofederalism

“For independence, jobs and against racism”. A Socialist organisation, formed
in 1991, which sees the EU as a manifestation of “big capital”. Publishes
pamphlets, leaflets, “Democrat Broadsheets™, and a bi-monthly newsletter, The
Democrat.

Campaign for an Independent Britain
Lord Stoddart of Swindon, Chairman
Sir Robin Williams, Hon. Secretary

Sir Richard Body, MP, President

81 Ashmole Street

London

SW8 INF

Tel: 0181 340 0314

Fax: 0181 582 7021

Email: 106342.2657@compuserve.com
http://web.ukonline.co.uk/stuart.n2/campaign

“ ... seeks the repeal of the European Communities Act of 1972 under which EU
directives take precedence over UK law. Once self-government has been
recovered the United Kingdom would be free as an independent state to co-
operate and trade with its neighbours in Europe and with countries elsewhere in
the world without the restrictions that the EU imposes”. Publishes a regular
newsletter, Independence. (The Campaign was originally set up as the
Safe-guard Britain Campaign [not to be confused with the Labour Euro-
Safeguards Campaign], which was later re-named the British Anti-Common
Market Campaign, and subsequently the Campaign for an Independent Britain).
Also publishes occasional pamphlets.



Campaign for United Kingdom Conservatism
Rodney Atkinson, Director

Alderley

Meadowfield Road

Stocksfield

Northumberland

NE61 6AG

& P. O. Box 38
Abergavenny
Monmouthshire
NP7 5YF

Tel/Fax: 01873 890807

Tel: 01661 843226
Email: manv74@dial.pipex.com
http://ds.dial.pipex.com/town/place/qg28/democracy/atkinson.htm

Rodney Atkinson has written a number of Euro-sceptic works, as well as, in
conjunction with the Freedom Association’s Norris McWhirter, having
attempted to take legal action against treason involved in the abandonment of
British sovereignty. His books, published by Compu-Print Publishing, are also
available from this address.

The Centre for European Studies
John Coleman, Director

Sir Richard Body, Director

14-16 Carroun Road

London

SW8 1T

Tel: 0171 582 3996

Fax: 0171 582 7021

“ ... an educational charity which aims to carry out and support further research
into European affairs, particularly topics raised by the New European which
need further consideration. It supports practical projects in some instances as
well as carrying its ideas into schools and universities. It will also sponsor
books, pamphlets and research projects”. It has sponsored some work in Eastern
Europe. Qv The New European, below.

Centre for the New Europe



Fernand Keuleneer, President
Paul Belien, Research Director
Roularta Media Building
Research Park

De Haak

1731 Zellik

Belgium

Tel: 00322 4675730
Fax: 00322 4675605
Email: mpeeters@cne.be

A reform oriented think-tank which publishes a number of reports critical of
statist policies within the EU.

Centre for Policy Studies
Tessa Keswick, Director,
52 Rochester Row
London

SW1P 1JU

Tel: 0171 828 1176
Fax: 0171 828 7746

A general think-tank associated with the Conservative Party. Has published a
number of critical and reform-oriented papers on the EU.

The Cheaper Food League
Andrew Alexander, Hon. Sec.
Sir Teddy Taylor, MP, Chairman
East Wing

Rousham

Steeple Aston

Oxfordshire

0OX6 3QX

Tel: 01869 347545

“ ... formed in 1987 to fight the Common Agricultural Policy of the European
Economic Community ... Its members are a loose association of politicians,
journalists, businessmen, farmers MPs ... and other interested individuals.” The
CFL works principally through the writings and parliamentary work of its key
members.



City Concern Over Federal Europe
45 Ringmet Avenue

London

SW55LP

Tel: 0171 283 1191

Coalition for an Alternative Europe
Postbus 54

1000 AB Amsrerdam

Holland

A socialist oriented group.

Coalition for a Different Europe
Postbus 92066

1090 AB Amsterdamn

Holland

Fax: 0031 206650166
Email: ander.europe@aseed.antenna.nl

A socialist group.

CompuPrint Publishing
gv Campaign for United Kingdom Conservatism

Conservatives Against a Federal Europe
**** |_ord Pearson of Rannoch, President
Mike Penning, National Campaign Director
Dr. Lee Rotherham, Campaign Secretary
3-4 Abbey Orchard Street

Westminster

London

SW1P 2JJ

Tel: 0171 799 2655

Fax: 0171 219 2031

Email: 100716.3202@compuserve.com
http://cafe.org.uk



“We see, in the attempted transfer of the British people’s power to make law
and to govern ourselves, the breakdown of the Rule of Law ... Conservatives
should seek substantial repatria-tion of decision making. If such an endeavour
should prove to be impossible, our national aim should be to seek a separate
relationship with the EU on a basis of Free Trade and Friend-ship”.

Conservative 2000 Foundation

Rt. Hon. John Redwood, MP, Director
Hywel Williams, Policy Director

2 Wilfred Street

London

SWI1E 6PH

Tel: 0171 630 6400

Fax: 0171 630 6669

Email: mail@the2000foundation.org.uk
http://www.the2000foundation.org.uk

“The Foundation will be showing how and why a single currency is
incompatible with British independence. It will demonstrate how powers can be
repatriated. It will stay the palsied hand of the European Court as it creeps along
our shores”. The personal think-tank of John Red-wood, who takes a generally
Eurosceptic line. * Just prior to publication it has been announced that the
Foundation will be closed.

Conservative Way Forward
Mark Allat, Secretary

P. O. Box 66

Westminster

London

SW1P 3JL

Tel: 0171 233 2023

“During her years in Downing Street Margaret Thatcher did so much to turn her
vision of individual ownership and freedom of choice into reality. CWF was
founded to defend and build upon these achievements, and develop still further
these ideals within the Conservative Party”. The CWF is firmly Euro-sceptic in
orientation and includes amongst its supporters Euro-sceptic Conservative MPs.

Corporate Europe Observatory
c/o ASEED Europe
P. O. Box 92066



1090 AB Amsterdam
The Netherlands

Tel: 031 206682236
Fax: 031 206650166

Email: ceo@xs4all.nl
WWW: http://www.xs4all.nl/~ceo/

“ ... an Amsterdam-based non-profit foundation set up to monitor and report on
the activities of European corporations and their lobby groups”. A socialist
group opposed to free trade, “globalisation” and multi-national enterprise. Some
of its data, focussing on the corporatist relationships of business with the EU is
useful, but its general perspective is marred by its failure to distinguish between
free markets and corporatism, and by its reactionary opposition to freedom and
the free market.

The Criteria
Stephen Pollard and Anne McElvoy, Organisers
Contact via telephone/email only.

Tel: 0171 229 1170
Email: stephenpollard@compuserve.com

An informal ‘New Labour’-oriented Euro-sceptic group which meets regularly
to discuss European issues.

The David Group in the European Parliament
Helen Hagenau

The European Parliament

Rue Belliard 97 - 113

Mon 207

B-1047 Brussels

Belgium

http://www.eurosceptic.org/david/

“... an informal group within the European Parliament. Thecmembers of the
group are MEPs from Denmark, Sweden and Finland who are critical or
opposed to the Maastrich Treaty. The following parties or movements take part
in the David group: From Denmark: The June Movement ... The People’s
Movement Against the EU ... From Sweden: The Left Party ... The Green Party
... The Centre Party ... From Finland: The Centre Party ... The main aims of the



David group arec to coordinate activities among the MEPs whether thery are
directly related to the work of the Eurpean Parliament or the EU, or to the
common Nordic back-ground”.

The Democracy Movement

Chairman: Paul Sykes

Director: Russell Walters

Campaign Director: Marc-Henri Glendening
2 Beaufort Mews

Fulham

London

SW6 1PF

Tel: 0171 610 0865

Fax: 0171 381 2062

Email: referendum@entweb.co.uk
WWW: http://www.referendum.org.uk

In November 1997 the Referendum Movement, qv, with Lady Anabel
Goldsmith as its Honorary President, relaunched itself with a new constitution,
an appeal for funds, and plans for “a fightback by ordinary people against the
political and business Establishment and the Brussels bureaucracy”.

In October 1998 the Referendum Movement also joined forces with Paul Sykes,
the eminent Yorkshire businessman, to become the Democracy Movement. The
Movement’s Chairman is Paul Sykes and its Vice-Chairman Robin Birley.

The Democrat
gv Campaign Against Euro-Federalism, above.

Economic Affairs (formerly The Journal of Economic Affairs)
qv Institute of Economic Affairs, below

The Edmund Burke Institute
11 Herbert Street

Dublin 2

Eire

Tel: 3531678 5043
Fax: 3531661 8721
Email: pmda@iol.ie
http://www.his.com/~chyden/ebi/



Eire’s free market think tank. It takes a generally euro-sceptical view.

Eurofacts

lan Milne & Keith Carson, Editors
The June Press

P. O. Box 9984

London

W12 8WZ

Tel: 0181 746 1206

Fax: 0181 746 1206

“‘“The Reality Behind Europe’ ... provides accurate analysis and balanced
comment on Britain’s place in the world and her commercial and security
needs, on the basis that Britain must look far more to the wider world for her
well-being than to Europe ... believes in government by British institutions
answerable only to the democratically elected Westminster Parliament, and the
undiluted sovereignty of the British people over that Parliament”. A fortnightly
news-letter, with a monthly monograph supplement. Also distributes a wide
range of Euro-sceptic books and pamphlets.

The European-Atlantic Group
Lord Judd of Portsea, Prsident
The Eal of Limerick, Chiarman
Elma Dangerfield, Director

6 Gertrude Street

Chelsea

London

SW10 OJN

Tel: 020 7352 1226

Fax: 020 7352 1226

Email: euro-atlan’group-2000.fsbusiness.co.uk
http://www.eag.org.uk

The European Anti-Maastricht Alliance (TEAM)
Helle Hagenau

The European Parliament

MON 207

Rue Belliard 97-113

B-1047 Brussels

Belgium



Tel: 0032 22844579
Fax: 0032 22849144
Email: hhagenau@europarl.eu.int

and
Tel/Fax: 0045 1817437795 Henrik Overgaard-Nielsen, Co-ordinator (Denmark)

“The European Anti-Maastricht Alliance (TEAM) was started at a meeting in
Edinburgh in December 1992 but has since then been dormant. This was mainly
due to the high level of activity of the participating organisations in referenda
and election campaigns in their own or neighbouring countries. About 80 people
representing 40 organisations from 16 countries participated in the second
TEAM meeting in Copenhagen 1-3 March, 1997,. One of the aims of this
meeting was to establish a more structured TEAM ... [it] adopted a constitution,
elected a Board and set out a number of priority areas for its work ... [it
established a} Board consist[ing] of a Co-ordinator and six other members”.

The European Economies Research Unit
Dr. Brian Burkitt, Director

Mark Baimbridge, Director of Research
Philip Whyman, Research Fellow
Department of Social & Economic Studies
University of Bradford

Richmond Road

Bradford

West Yorkshire

BD7 1DP

Tel: 01274 384792/384802/384795

Fax: 01274 385295

Email: m.j.baimbridge@bradford.ac.uk
p.b.whyman@bradford.ac.uk

“ ... specialises in the application of policy oriented research in relation to the
economies of Europe, evaluating both qualitative and quantitative information
concerning its past, present and future direction”. Its officers have produced an
amazingly prolific and perceptive range of scholarly essays and monographs,
published by both activist groups and academic journals.

The European Foundation
Director, Russell Lewis
Chairman, Bill Cash, MP
61 Pall Mall


mailto:m.j.baimbridge@bradford.ac.uk

London
SWL1Y 5HZ

Tel: 0171 930 7319
Fax: 0171 930 9706

“ ... campaigns for a reformed European Community of independent sovereign
states ... to provide a forum for the development of ideas and policies for the
furtherance of commerce, free trade & democracy in Europe, in GATT &
elsewhere ... to resist by all lawful democratic means all and any moves tending
towards the coming into being of a European federal or unitary state and for the
furtherance and/or maintenance of such end”. Publishes a wide range of
monographs and pamphlets and a regular magazine (10, issues pa), The
European Journal, edited by David Matthews.

The European Journal
gv The European Foundation, above

The Europe of Nations (EDN) Group in the European Parliament
Rue Belliard 97-113

B-1047 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 2284 2211
Fax: 0032 2284 9144
http://www.inform.dk/edn/ (Web Master: Jan Sturm)

“EDN consists of members from a variety of political groups and movements ...
The group sees its most important aim to create a political environment where
people can discuss alterna-tives to the existing Union of Maastricht. (We don’t
accept racism or racist groups) ... the political forum of the Maastricht-critical
groups, movements and parties of Europe ... We are an active opposition to the
federal ideas of the EU”.

The European Policy Forum
Graham Mather MEP, President
Frank Vibert, Director

20 Queen Anne’s Gate

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 222 0733
Fax: 222 0554 0554



“ ... established in April 1992 to tackle the agenda for Britain and Europe ... The
emphasis is constructive, market-led and decentralist ... developing the
frameworks for democracy ... developing new market solutions to economic and
social problems.” Although it has published some critical and reform-oriented
papers, most of its output is fairly turgid and conventional. One gets the
Impression that its activities are more oriented to business lobbying than
political principle.

The European Research Group
Sir Michael Spicer, MP, Chairman
Dan Hannan, Secretary

3 Dean’s Yard

London

SWI1A 3NR

Tel: 0171 219 3491

Fax: 0171 219 2991

“ ... founded in 1994. It brings together parliamentarians from 35 Centre-Right
parties in 24 European countries opposed to political union .. ERG believes in
an enlarged European Union of free-trading independent nation states. It wants
national parliaments and governments to retrieve from Brussels those powers
which do not need to be exercised at EU level”.

The Euro Realist
Derek Bennett, Editor
53 Daisybank Crescent
Walsall

West Midlands

Tel: 01922 631970 & 0121 3592950
A monthly newsletter.

The Federation of Small Businesses
2 Catherine Place

Westminster

London

SWI1E 6HF

Tel: 0171 233 7900
Fax: 0171 233 7899



A general group concerned with defending the interests of small business. The
Federation has passed resolutions against the handing over of more powers to
the EU, against a single currency, and is concerned with harmful affects of
Euro-regulation on small business.

Fourth World Review

John Papworth, Editor

Fourth World Educational Research Association Trust
24 Abercorn Place

London

NW8 9XP

Tel: 0171 286 4366
Fax: 0171 286 2186

“For Small Nations, Small Communities and The Human Spirit”. A bi-monthly
magazine advocating an anti-capitalist, green and decentralist philosophy, *
which is also opposed to European super-statism.

The Freedom Association
Gerald Hartup, Director

35 Westminster Bridge Road
London

SE17JB

Tel: 0171 928 9925

Fax: 0171 928 9524

Email: 100703.2174@compuserve.com.uk
http://www.pipemedia.net/~freedom/

A broader conservative group. Its journal, The Free Nation, frequently
publishes Euro-sceptic material and its founder, Norris McWhirter, has, together
with Rodney Atkinson, attempted to take legal action over the loss of British
sovereignty.

Free Life: A Journal of Classical Liberal and Libertarian Thought
gv The Libertarian Alliance, below.

The Free Nation
gv The Freedom Association, above

Gilt Pound Sign Lapel Badges
John Sellers



Badge Express
Kyre Park
Tenbury Wells
Worcestershire
WR15 8RP

Tel: 01885 410247
Fax: 01885 410398

Gilt Pound Sterling lapel badges available in batches of 100 or more at 20
pounds per hundred.

The Green Party of England and Wales
la Waterlow Road

London

N19 5NG

Tel: 0171 272 4474
Fax: 0171 272 6653

John Norris, Convenor, International Policy Group & Joint
Co-ordinator of its Review of Policy on Europe

5 Beaumont Avenue

Richmond Upon Thames

Surrey

TW9 2HE

Tel: 0181 948 2637
Email: john.norris@gexpress.gn.apc.org

There is also an independent Scottish Green Party, and both are members of the
Green Islands network of Green Parties in Britain and lIreland, and of the
European Federation of Green Parties. Both parties are internationalist and
Euro-sceptic in terms of opposing an EU western European superstate, but do
seek wider co-operation at appropriate levels in the whole of Europe,
particularly on ecological issues. The party’s policy statement for the 1GC,
agreed by its Autumn 1995 Conference declared: “As presently constituted, the
EU is fundamentally flawed. The GP seeks a positive reconstitution of the EU
as a European Confederation of Regions, based on Green principles. This
confederation would emphasize sustainability, rather than exploitation ... Green
economics of regional and local production for need, rather than the Single
European Market to profit transnational corporations, the geographical, cultural,
social, political and economic diversity of Europe ... “. The party opposes many



specific EU policies, including the Single Market, EMU, CAP, CFP, Europol,
EU control of migration, road and nuclear power development etc. It opposed
the Maastricht Treaty and called for a referendum. It also opposes a Common
Foreign and Defense Policy and an EU army, supporting instead European co-
operation via the Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe, rather
than the EU, WEU or NATO. The party’s Autumn 1966 Conference committed
it to argue for withdrawal from the present EU, given the lack of any prospect of
adequate change from within.

Independence
gv Campaign for an Independent Britain, above

Industry & Europe Data Centre
Anthony Cowgill CBE, Director
Highfield

Longridge

Sheepscome

Stroud

Gloucestershire

GL6 7QU

Tel: 01452 814337
Fax: 01452 812527

Part of the British Management Data Foundation. Makes available a range of
useful documents and publications on EU issues, generally of a Euro-sceptical
outlook.

The Institute of Directors

Tim Melville-Ross, Director General
116 Pall Mall

London

SW1Y 5ED

Tel: 0171 839 1233
Fax: 0171 930 1949
Email: businessinfo@iod.org.uk

A general market oriented business group which, although not opposed in
principle to the UK’s continued membership in the EU, has published a number
of critical reports on EMU and Euro-regulation.

The Institute of Economic Affairs



John Blundell, Director
2 Lord North Street
Westminster

London

SWI1P 3LB

Tel: 0171 799 3745

Fax: 0171 799 2137

Email: iea@iea.org.uk
WWW: http://lwww.iea.org.uk

The UK’s leading free-market think-tank. It has published a number of useful
monographs on the economic and constitutional issues involved in the European
project, and articles in its quarterly journal Economic Affairs (formerly The
Journal of Economic Affairs).

International Currency Review,
Christopher Story, Editor

108 Horseferry Road

London

SW1P 2EF

Tel: 0171 222 3836
Fax: 0171 233 0185

A specialist financial journal which frequently features Euro-sceptical material.
The June Press
qv Eurofacts, above.

Keep Our Pound
Martin Young
South House
Headington Hill
Oxford

OX3 OBT

Tel: 01865 761792
Signs and stickers opposing he Euro and supporting the Pound.
The Labour Economic Policy Group

Austin Mitchell, MP, Chairman
John Mills, Secretary



72 Albert Street
London
NW1 7NR

Tel: 0171 388 2259
Fax: 0171 388 3454

A general Labour Party group concerned with economic policy and with a
strong anti-monetarist orientation. On Europe the group has declared: “We fear
that the EU will reinforce deflationary policies. We believe in strong
partnerships with other countries in Europe and elsewhere, but not in monetary
arrangements on a European scale, particularly EMU, which are all too likely to
lock us into permanent deflation and economic decline.”

The Labour Euro-Safeguards Campaign
John Mills, Secretary

Lord Stoddart, President

Rt. Hon. Peter Shore, Chairman

72 Albert Street

London

NW1 7NR

Tel: 0171 388 7212
Fax: 0171 388 3454

Other officers and supporters of this group include Tony Benn MP, Lord Bruce,
Tom Megahy MEP, Austin Mitchell MP, Nigel Spearing, Edward Barber and
Charles Starkey. Its Economic Advisors are Brian Burkitt and Shaun Stewart.

Libertarian Alliance

Dr. Chris R. Tame, Director
25 Chapter Chambers
Esterbrooke Street

London

SW1P 4NN

Tel: 0171 821 5502

Fax: 0171 834 2031

Email: liberty@capital.demon.co.uk

chris@ rand.demon.co.uk
http://www.digiweb.com/igeldard/LA (LA monographs)
http://www.freespace.virgin.net/old.whig (Free Life magazine)



The UK’s most radical pro-free market and civil libertarian think-tank and
pressure group. Has published a number of papers on Europe, as well as dealing
with the issue in its quarterly journal Free Life: A Journal of Classical
Liberal and Libertarian Thought (DrSean Gabb, Editor).

The London Miscellany
Christopher J. K. Arkell, Editor
32 Addison Grove

London

W4 1ER

Tel: 0181 994 2285

A general magazine of political and cultural comment which frequently includes
Eurosceptic material.

National Radical League
Professor David Marsland, Director
9 Stucley Road

Osterley

Middlesex

TW5 OTN

Tel: 0181 572 7398

A more radical spin-off from the now defunct Radical Society of the 1980s.
Resistance to Euro-domination (and in general an independent foreign policy
serving British interests) is one of the main purposes, the others being to
strengthen law and order, to encourage enterprise, and to replace the Welfare
State with self-reliance.

Nelson & Pollard Publishing

Susan Nelson & David Pollard, Directors
Folly Bridge Workshops

Thames Street

Oxford

OX1 1SuU

Tel: 01865 240048
Fax: 01865 792277

A major publisher of Euro-sceptical books and monographs.



The New Alliance
P. O. Box 13199
London

SW6 6ZU

Tel: 0171 386 1837

Fax: 0171 386 1837

Email: newalliance@mailexcite.com
http://www.users.dircon.co.uk/~itns/newalliance

“We aim to: heal divisions within the antifederalist movement; raise awareness
of the need to be prepared for a referendum on any aspect of the EU ... ; explore
the sort of Britain we could have once we leave the EU and thus refuting the lie
of our opponents that there is no alternative; take part in active national
campaigns, reaching the areas where existing groups are weak. We are all
united in our belief that the current anti-EU movement has failed us in the past
and if allowed to continue will fail us again in the future. The New Alliance is
needed to work at grass-roots level amongst democratic, non-racist members of
the anti-federalist movement as a whole”. Established in June 1997, **** with a
National Co-ordinating Commit-tee made up of David Lott, Dr. Richard North,
David Soutter, Douglas Ellison, Margaret Evans, Michael Holmes, and Paul
Sharp. It also issues a series of factsheets.

New Europe

Janet Bush, Director
52 Walnut Tree Walk
London

SE11 6DN

Tel: 0171 582 1001

Fax: 0171 582 5852

Email: info@new-europe.co.uk
http://www.new-europe.co.uk

Set up in February 1999 as “an independent organisation covering all aspects of
Britain’s membership of the EU” and declaring that “the UK should continue to
be a fully committed member of the EU, displaying an innovative and
constructive attitude to policy issues as they arise. We are not sceptics about the
EU. We want to take the EU forward into the 21st century, particularly in
relation to the enlargement of its membership and the development of
democratic accountability for decisions taken at the level of the European
Commission and Council. We are confident that the UK can prosper and thrive



while keeping the pound sterling .... Compulsory and irrevocable alignment of
economic and social policies with continental Europe may turn out to be
extremely damaging for the UK ... [a] single currency are cannot be assumed to
be a zone of stability; a zone of growth; nor a zone of high employment”.

New European

John Coleman, Editor

New European Publications Ltd./Adamantine Partnership
14-16 Carroun Road

London

SW8 1JT

Tel: 0171 582 3996
Fax: 0171 582 7021

“ ... a quarterly review covering the major aspects of European development.
leaders of European thinking in the fields of culture, environment, politics,
business and finance contribute their ideas about Europe’s future ... is
distinctive also in that it considers all of Europe; not just the EU and its
institutions, but also the Council of Europe, the European Economic Area and
the Baltic Council, as well as Central and Eastern Europe, including the
countries of the former Soviet Union ... [which] aims to explore the widest
possible range of well-thought-out views ... but speaks of a ‘Europe of Many
Circles’. Contributors include pro-EU writers as well as Euro-sceptics. The
journal is associated with The Centre for European Studies, qv above, and the
Adamantine Partnership, which publish a wide range of books on European
issues. The position of these related works are diverse, ranging from classical
liberalism to the more “Left”, decentralist and environmentalist Euro-scepticism
of the continent.

A Peoples’s Europe
c/o Alan Simpson MP
The House of Commons
Westminster

London

SW1A OAA

Tel: 0171 219 3000

“This is an attempt to open a genuine debate in the Labour Party about the
disastrous effects of a single currency under the monetarist terms of the
Maastricht Treaty”. Organised by Alan Simpson MP, Denzil Davies MP and
Llew Smith MP and supported by 70 other Labour MPs and MEPs. The group’s



principle concern is with government expenditure cuts, “deflationary
economics” as a result of the single currency, and the fact that “unelected
bankers will rule Europe’s economies without any public right to remove them,
reverse their policies or even influence’ their decisions”. It supports “a people’s
Europe based on full employment, a safe and sustainable environment, and
democratic control of its institutions”.

Politeia

Dr. Sheila Lawlor, Director
22 Charing Cross Road
London

WC2H OHR

Tel: 0171 240 5070
Fax: 0171 240 5095

A mildly euro-sceptic think tank associated with the Conservative Party.

The Referendum Movement

“Both the Conservative and Labour Parties are committed to the Maastricht
Treaty which has resulted in a major transfer of sovereignty to European
institutions. Both parties have refused to submit the European issue to a public
vote or referendum. Fundamental constitutional changes, relinquishing
sovereignty, should require the consent of the people. The purpose of the
Referendum Party is to present candidates whose single responsibility is to vote
in Parlia-ment for such a referendum”. Founded by the late Sir James
Goldsmith, who sadly passed away in July 1997, to fight the General Election
of 1997 year. After Sir James tragic death, the Party relaunched iself in
November 1997 as a movement with a new constitution. Lady Anabel
Goldsmith is acting as Honorary President and Lord McAlpine as Chairman. It
subsequently merged with Paul Sykes’ Euro Information Campaign to form the
Democracy Movement, gv above.

Resistance News
gv Youth Against the European Union, below

The Salisbury Review
Roger Scruton, Editor

33 Canonbury Park South
London



N1 2JW

Tel: 0171 226 7791
Fax: 0171 354 0383
Email: salisbury-review@easynet.co.uk

Britain’s leading journal of conservative thought. It frequently features Euro-
sceptic essays.

Save Britain’s Fish

John Ashworth, Director
Kirby Mills Industrial Estate
Kirkby Moorside

York

YO6 6NR

Tel: 01751 433039
Fax: 01751 433073

Established to defend the British fishing industry against the depredations of the
EU’s fisheries policies, particularly the Common Fisheries Policy.

Scotland Against Being Ruled By Europe (SABRE)
lain McGregor, Secretary

170 Portobello High Street

Edinburgh

EH15 1EX

Scotland

Tel: 0131 657 4740

“The Maastricht Treaty - forced through by shameless intimidation and coercion
of MPs and without a referendum - extends the authority of the EC to impose
laws on the UK. The areas of intereference, effected by the non-elected EU
Commission, now include: Citizenship, Foreign Affairs, Defence, Security,
Taxation, Economic Policy (eventually in the writ of a European Central Bank),
Education, Training, Energy, Environmental Protection, Industry, Consumer
Protection, Public Health, Road and Rail Building, Border Controls ... British
people were told they were joining the Common Market or EEC. This became
the European Community and now the European Union. Each stage reduced the
power of the Parliament we elect. Now British ministers are outvoted on EU
law-making by other member countries”. Produces a number of leaflets and
pamphlets.



The Selsdon Group
35 Brompton Road
Knightsbridge
London

SW3 1DE

A historically significant pressure group within the Conservative Party. In
favour of free mar-kets, and also of a Euro-sceptic orientation. Largely inactive
now, but occasionally produces pamphlets.

Sovereign Britain Action Group
John A. Williams, Chairman

P. O. Box 2886

Sherborne

Dorset

DT95YP

Tel: 01935 817999
Fax: 01935 817999

“ ... an active non-party action group ... with the sole purpose of making the
public aware of the wilting away of national sovereignty, common laws and
rights to govern our country as we wish”.

Spectre

Steve McGiffen, Editor
BP5 BxI

Rue Bellian 79-111
1047 Brussells
Belgium

Tel: 00322 5118426/2847505
Fax: 00322 2849505

“ ... anew international socialist review ... Our aim is to breach what in French
is called the ‘pensee unique’, the stifling narrow limits into which European
politics has become bound by the embracing of free market economics and its
immediate goal, the Euro, by all major parties. We are socialist, internationalist
and feminist.”

These Tides
David Wilkinson, Editor



BP No. 6

BxI| 46

B-1047 Brussels
Belgium

Tel: 0032 2847167
Fax: 0032 2849399
Email: dwilkinson@europarl.eu.int

“ ... 1s an independent magazine. It is a sympathetic commentary on the Europe-
wide opposition to the EU ... a unique addition to the EU-critical scene as the
emphasis is on news about the various groups around Europe and their
campaigns, rather than on information about the EU. A common theme is
international cooperation between our groups and carries regular bulletins from
TEAM. These Tides seeks to provide a service to all EU-critics and opponents,
across the political spectrum. It acts as a market place for the exchange of ideas
and information.”

The UK Independence Party
Craig Mackinlay, Chairman
80 Regent Street

London

WI1R 5DE

Tel: 0171 434 4559

Fax: 0171 439 4659

Email: ukip@btinternet.com
http://members.aol.com/ukipl/index.htm

“The UKIP is dedicated to the maintenance of United Kingdom sovereignty by
democratic means. It seeks the repeal of the Maastricht Treaty and British
withdrawal from the European Union. It rejects provincial status for the UK
within a European super-state, preferring its own vision of a diverse Europe of
freely cooperating nation states.” There is also a Young UKIP group, qv YUKI,
below. The Party’s founder and “Leader”, Dr. Alan Sked, resigned in August
1997, following a period of increasing internal conflict and the expulsion of
some leading activists. The future of the Party is currently uncertain.

The Yardstick
qv The British Weights and Measures Association, above.



Young UKIP: The Youth and Student Group of the UK Independence
Party

80 Regent Street

London

WI1R 5DE

Tel: 0171 434 4559
Fax: 0171 439 4659
Email: ukip@btinternet.com

“ ... shares common aims and objectives with its mother organisation, but is
working specific-ally amongst schools, universities and the young in general to
warn them of the dangers of further European integration and the necessity of
British withdrawal from the EU.. As an alternative to a bureaucratic super-state,
it prefers UKIP’s vision of a diverse Europe of Freely co-operating nation
states”.

Youth Against European Union
Glenn Forster, Chairman

3 Hazebrouck Road

Faversham

Kent

ME13 7PT

“... an action-based youth movement which campaigns against the EU. We
inform young people of the dangers of European integration, and get them to
actively resist it!”

YUK!

Adam Tebble, Editor
80 Regent Street
London

WI1R 5DE

Tel: 0171 434 4559

Fax: 0171 439 4659

Email: ukip@btinternet.com

The magazine of the Youth and Student Group of the UK Independence Party.
Qv Young UKIP, above.

iii: The Principal European Union Institutions in Britain



Central Bureau for Educational Visits and Exchanges
10 Spring Gardens

London

SW1A 2BN

Tel: 0171 389 4004

Fax: 0171 389 4426

Email: Eurodesk@scec.dircon.co.uk (for Eurodesk Special)
http://www,britcoun.org/cbeve/

Not strictly an EU institution, the Central Bureau is a part of the British
Council, and is funded by the Education Departments of the UK. It is, however,
the UK National Agency for many of the EU education and training
programmes. It administers the European Resource Centres for Schools and
Colleges which provides teachers and pupils with “information” (i.e.,
propaganda) on Europe, and supports “the development of the European
dimension in the curriculum” (i.e., more propaganda). It also issues the bi-
monthly newsletter Eurodesk Special which “take an in-depth look at new and
current European programmes and issues”. Eurodesk also operates an
information service “specifically to meet the needs of professionals working in
the fields of education, training and youth ... [to] help you to take advantage of
European opportunities by providing information, guidance and networking
services on EU programmes and funding [and] highlights the issues and
potential of the European dimension in work with FE colleges, higher
education, community education, adult education, youth work, careers services
and voluntary organisations.” In other words, it works to subvert civil society by
encouraging institutions and groups to jump on the Euro-gravy train of “grants”
and ““assistance” — i.e., bribes to establish loyalty to, and dependence upon, the
new European super-state.

EP News
qv The European Parliament, below.

Eurodesk Specials
qv Central Bureau for Educational Visits & Exchanges, above.

The European
qv The European Commission, below.

European Access
qv The European Commission, below.



The European Agency for the Evaluation of Medicinal Products (EMEA)
7 Westferry Circus

Canary Wharf

London

E14 4HB

Tel: 0171 418 8400
Fax: 0171 418 8416

The European Commission
Jean Monnet House

8 Storey’s Gate

London

SWI1P 3AT

Tel: 0171 973 1992
Fax: 0171 973 1900
WWW: http://www.eec.org.uk

A huge array of publications and pamphlets are available from its “infopoint”.
There is a also a reference library open to the public. It also issues the
periodicals European Access (bi-month-ly), and The European.

European Information Association
Secretariat,

Catherine Webb

Central Library

St. Peter’s Square

Manchester

M2 5PD

Tel: 0261 228 3691
Fax: 0261 236 6547
Email: eia@cityscape.co.uk

Another hybrid group, part of the European Relay network.

European Information Association Review
Eric Davies, Editor

European Documentation Centre Libraries
University of Hull

Brynmore Jones Library

Hull



HUG6 7RX

Tel: 01482 465941
Fax: 01482 466205
Email: e.b.davies@library.hull.ac.uk

The European Parliament, UK Office
2 Queen Anne’s Gate

Westminster

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 227 4300
Fax: 0171 222 4302

A monthly propaganda tabloid newspaper EP News is produced at the
European Parliament in Brussels, and distributed in the UK.

The European Resource Centres for Schools and Colleges
gv Central Bureau for Educational Visits and Exchanges, above.

(UK) Network of European Information Centres
European Information Centre

London Chamber of Commerce and Industry

33 Queen Street

London

EC4R 1AP

Tel: 0171 489 1992
Fax: 0171 489 0391

“The network provides information on the EU which is especially geared
towards small business. With constantly updated European documentation,
access to the Commissions’s data-bases, and privileged contacts within the
European Commission ... <. The English part of the system established by the
European Commission in 1987 which, as of writing, comprises 232 centres in
15 member states, as well as Iceland and Norway and “‘correspondence centres”
in other non-EU nations.

Relay Europe Ltd.
112 Malling Street
Lewes

East Sussex



BN7 2RJ

Tel: 01273 488666
Fax: 01273 488448
Email: realeur@pavilion.co.uk

“ ... Is a European public affairs, networking and consultancy company which
provides a number of services to the Representation of the European
Commission in the UK. This includes the servicing of the National Network of
Relays; project management of the Moblie Information Centre; loan service for
Commission videos; sale and hire of flags; organisation of external events such
as ... conferences. In addition, it operates commercially in the promotion of EU
merchandising”. It also produces the useful reference book, European Union
Information: A Directory of UK Sources and manages the EU Mobile
Information Centre.

Iv: The Headquarters of the Principal European Union Institutions

The Committee of the Regions
Rue Bellard 79

B-1041 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 2822211
Fax: 0032 2822896

The Council of the European Union
Rue de la Roi 175

B-1048 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 2856111
Fax: 0032 2857397/7381

Meetings are held in Brussels, except in April, June and October when they are
held in Luxembourg.

The Court of Justice of the European Communities
L-2925 Luxembourg

Tel: 00352 43031
Fax: 00352 43032600



The Economic and Social Committee
Rue Ravenstein 2

B--1000 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 5469011
Fax: 0032 5134893

The European Commission
Rue de la Loi 200

B-1049 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 2991111

The European Court of Auditors
15 Rue Alcide De Gasperi
L-1615 Luxembourg

Tel: 00352 43981
Fax: 00352 439342

The European Foundation for the Improvement of Living and Working
Conditions

Wyattville Road

Loughligtown

Co. Dublin

Eire

Tel: 003531 2043100
Fax: 003531 2826456
Email: postmaster@eurofound.ie

The European Investment Bank
100 Boulevard Kinrad Adenauer
L-2950 Luxembourg

Tel: 00352 43791
Fax: 00352 437704

The European Monetary Institute
Postfach 102031



D-60020 Frankfurt am main
Germany

Established 1 January 1994 to strengthen co-operation between the central
banks of the EU and to prepare for the establishment of a future European
Central Bank.

The European Parliament
General Secretariat of the European Parliament
L-2929 Luxembourg

Tel: 00352 43001

Monthly plenary sessions are held in Strasbourg and committee meetings and
additional sessions in Brussels. Before the Single European Act of 1986 it was
named the “European Assembly”.

V: Other Sources of Relevant Information

The Bow Group

92 Bishop’s Bridge Road
London

W2 5AB

Tel: 0171 727 9845
Fax: 0171 792 3849

A Conservative Party affiliated group which has produced a number of
publications on European issues, largely in support of the European project.

* Britain and Overseas
qv Economic Research Council, below

A Business Guide to European Community Legislation
Chancery Lane Publications

Baffins Lane

Chichester

West Sussex

PO19 1UD

Tel: 01243 779777



“IA] comprehensive and easy to use source of references covering all the main
areas of interest to the business community, including competition law, trade
law, financial services, company law, employment law, environmental issues,
and harmonisation of technical standards”.

Butterworth’s Law Directory

Martindale-Hubbell in Association With the Butterworth Group
Maypole House

Maypole Road

East Grinstead

West Sussex

RH19 1HU

“A Directory of Solicitors and Barristers in Private Practice, Commerce, Local
Government and Public Authorities in England, Northern Ireland, Scotland and
Wales”. Published annually, the current, 13th edition (1997), lists specialists on
“European Community” and “European Human Rights”, on p. 867.

Centre for Economic Policy Research
Richard Portes, Director

25-28 Old Burlington Street

London

W1X 1LB

Tel: 0171 878 2900
Fax: 0171 878 2999

“A non-profit educational charity established in 1983 to promote independent
objective analysis and public discussion of open economies and the relations
among them. Totally independent, without any institutional policy positions ...
An extensive publications programme, including the Discussion Paper series,
with complete coverage of the major topics in the European economic policy
debate, and selected issues further afield”. The centre also publishes a report
series on “Monitoring European Integration”.

Centre for Socio-Legal Studies
Wolfson College

Oxford

OX2 6UD

Tel: 01865 284220
Fax: 01865 284221
Email: socleg@vax.ox.ac.uk



The Centre’s publications include a number on the European aspects of various
policy issues.

Charter 88
Exmouth House
3-11 Pine Street
London

EC1R OJH

Tel: 0171 833 1988
Fax: 0171 833 5895

“Campaigns for democratic and constitutional reform in the UK and believes
that reform must be undertaken with popular consent and recognize the
relevance of developments within the EU. In this context, Charter 88 advocates
increased openness and democracy within the EU and calls for genuine
subsidiarity, placing decisions and power as close to individuals as is practical
and is consistent with achieving political objectives”.

The Commercial Communications Compendium: A Directory of European
Legislation and Policy

The Advertising Association

Abford House

15 Wilton Road

London

SW1V 1NJ

Tel: 0171 828 2771
Fax: 0171 931 0376

“This 140-page loose-leaf publication details and explains all EU legislation
affecting advertising, marketing and other commercial communications in
Europe. The Compendium has sections which set out the origins, background,
main points, policy development, chronology and definitions of each piece of
legislation ... Where appropriate, the sections also include positions, activity
accounts and policy statement of the UK Advertising Association. ... available
as a ring binder or as a PC disk”.

Country Reports: European Union
Rory Clarke, Editor

Economist Intellegence Unit

40 Duke Street



London
W1A 1DW

Tel: 0171 493 6711
Fax: 0171 491 2107
Email: london@eco.com

A quarterly survey.

The David Hume Institute
Professor Hector MacQueen, Director
21 George Square

Edinburgh

EH8 9LD

Tel: 0131 6504633
Fax: 0130 667911

A free market-oriented think tank which has produced a number of reports on
European issues.

DEMOS

Dr. Geoff Mulgan, Director
9 Bridewell Place

London

EC4V 6AP

Tel: 0171 353 4479

Fax: 0171 353 4481

Email: mail@demos.co.uk
WWW: http://www.demos.co.uk

A “left/post-modernist” oriented think tank which has so far only produced one
publication on European issues.

Dyson Bell Martin EC Bulletin
Richard Mundy

Dyson Bell Martin

1 Dean Farrar Street
Westminster

London

SW1H ODY



Tel: 0171 222 9458
Fax: 0171 222 0650

Email: ecinfo@dysonbell.co.uk

“ ... a parliamentary agency and public affairs practice ... Based in Brussels and
Westminster we provide specialist parliamentary and public affairs services in
the UK and the EU”. This quarterly bulletin on EU news and issues is available
free of charge.

Directory of EU Information Sources (The Red Book)
Euroconfidential S.A.

Rue de Rixengart 18

B-1332 Geneva

Belgium

Tel: 0032 6520284
Fax: 0032 6520180

“ ... the most comprehensive source of contacts and published information on
the EU. The information is organised under 11 different categories of sources
including European Commission, European Parliament, other EU Institutions
and Agencies, Press, Trade Associations, Lawyers, Universities, specialist
Consultants, Grants and Loans, and other focussed activities and interest
groups”. The work is available in both book and CD versions.

Economic Research Council
Damon de Laszlo, Chairman
James Bourlet, Hon. Secretary
239 Shaftesbury Avenue
London

WC2H 8PJ

Tel: 0171 439 0271

Established in 1943 as a general think tank on monetary and economic issues
the ERC has dealt with EU issues in its quarterly journal Britain and Overseas.

The Employment Policy Institute
Southbank House

Black Prince Road

London

SE1 7S]



Tel: 0171 735 0777
Fax: 0171 793 8192

An interventionist-oriented think tank on employment issues, the EPI has
produced a number of reports on EU issues.

The European Business Review
MCB University Press

60-62 Toller Lane

Bradford

West Yorkshire

BD8 9BY

Tel: 01274 777700
Fax: 01274 785202

“Always informative, sometimes provocative, ERB offers in-depth analysis of
the issues that influence management decisions and corporate profitability. With
its emphasis on European economic integration as an on-going process EBR
offers insights into where Europe is really headed. It cuts through Euro-
propaganda to detail the real opportunities and threats in Europe today”.

Europe Information Service European Report
Context Ltd.

Grand Union House

20 Kentish Town Road

London

NW1 9NR

Tel: 0171 267 8989
Fax: 0171 267 1133
Email: sales@context.co.uk

An “easy-to-read bulletin [which] covers a wide variety of EU activities and
those of related institutions, including the European Court of Justice, the
European Parliament and the European Commission. It also includes
information on new European programmes and funds, and features regular news
from other European organisations. Reports on impending legislation, business
life, the internal market and its standardisation, EU policies, and relations with
other European countries and with the rest of the world are included ... A
separate section of EIS European Report Online contains the full text of EIS
specialist publications - a range of titles giving more detailed coverage of



specific sectors”. This is available as an on-line service for an annual
subscription varying according to desired access time.

European Policy Analysis: Key Issues and Developments for Business
(Formerly European Trends: Key Issues and Developments in the EC,
EFTA and the Single Market

Garick Holmes, Editor

Economist Intelligence Unit

40 Duke Street

London

W1A 1DW

Tel: 0171 493 6711
Fax: 0171 491 2107
Email: london@eco.com

European Union Brief
Greg Myles, Editor
Locksley Press
Coolsara Park

Lisbourn

BT28 3BG

Tel: 01846 602194

“[A] handbook of EC law, practices and policy ... specifically tailored to the
needs of busi-ness, professional, public and academic sectors”. A looseleaf
publication to allow regular sectional updatings.

The European Union Encyclopedia (Formerly The European Community
Encyclopedia and Directory)

Europa Publications Ltd.

11 Bedford Square

London

WC1B 3JN

Tel: 0171 631 3361
Fax: 0171 637 0922

“[A]ims to provide a comprehensive guide to the European Union, both as it
operates today in the context of world affairs and in a historical perspective”.



Includes an A to Z, Essays on the EU, Directory of the EU, Statistical Summary
of the EU, and a Chronology of the year’s relevant events.

The European Round Table of Industrialists
Rue Guimard 15

B-1040 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 5115800

A big business pressure group concerned that Europe has become a “high-cost,
low growth economy ... losing its competitive advantage to more dynamic parts
of the world”. It declares that “Government and industry must find a way to
work more closely together” and has produced a “Charter for Industry” to
influence policy makers and to be put “into effect by means of practical policy
decisions to rebuild the competitiveness of Europe”. It also calls for a
“European Competitiveness Council representing industry, government and
science to advise and monitor the detailed implementation of the Charter”. The
ERTI is backed by such companies as Unilever, BAT, Fiat, Thysssen, Nestle,
BP, Phillips, Pirelli, Olivetti, ICI etc.

European Union Politics
Gerald Schneider, Editor
Sage Publications,

6 Bonhill Road

London

EC2A 4PU

Tel: 0171 374 0645

Fax: 0171 374 8741

“[A]n international journal that will provide the forum for advanced research on
all aspects of the processes of government, politics and policy in the European
Union ... The journal will publish high quality work on the theory of integration,
decision making in the EU, the political aspects of fiscal and monetary policy
integration, and the relations between the EU and the non-member states”.
Established in 1999. Three issues pa.

European Voice

Jacki Davis, Editor

Rue Montoyerstraat 17-19
1000 Bruxelles

Belgium



Tel: 0032 5409090
Fax: 0032 5409070

“A weekly view of the Union for the Union”. A tabloid-sized newspaper
published by The Economist Group. Pro-EU in editorial stance, but a useful
source of slightly more digestible news about the EU.

The Fabian Society

Stephen Twigg MP, General Secretary
lan Corfield, Research Director

11 Dartmouth Street

London

SW1H 9BN

Tel: 0171 222 8877
Fax: 0171 976 7153
Email: fabian-society@geo2.poptel.org.uk

This long-established socialist group has published a number of papers on both
sides of the European issue.

The Family Policy Studies Centre
231 Baker Street

London

NW1 6XE

Tel: 0171 486 8211
Fax: 0171 224 3510
Email: fpsc@mailbox.ulcc.ac.uk

Have produced some publications on family conditions and policies in the EU.

The Guide to the Governance of Britain in Europe, 1998/9
Carlton Publishing

410-420 Rayners Lane

Pinner

Middlesex

HA5 5DY

Tel: 0181 429 0056

Fax: 0181 429 3977

Email: carltongroup@compuserve.com
WWW: www.carlton-group.co.uk



A comprehensive guide to the governmental machinery and procedures of the
EU.

The Institute for Employment Research
Professor Robert Lindley, Director
University of Warwick

Coventry

CV4 7TAL

Tel: 01203 524127

Fax: 01203 524241

Email: R.P.Larse@warwick.ac.uk
http://www.warwick.ac.uk/ier

Established in 1981 out of the former Manpower Research Group of the
Manpower Services Commission. Now funded largely by government
departments and some private companies. Has produced a number of reports on
aspects of the EU.

The Institute for Fiscal Studies
7 Ridgemount Street

London

WCI1E 7AE

Tel: 0171 636 3748

Fax: 0171 323 4780

Email: mailbox@ifs.org.uk

A specialised research institute, the IFS has produced a number of publications
on fiscal issues relating to the EU.

The Institute for Public Policy Research
30-32 Southampton Street

London

WC2E 7RA

Tel: 0171 470 6100
Fax: 0171 470 6111
Email: ippr@easynet.co.uk

This “Blairite/New Labour” think-tank has produced a number of publications
on the economic, monetary and political aspects of the EU, largely with a
positive orientation.



The Institute of Community Studies
18 Victoria Park Square

London

E2 9PF

Tel: 0181 980 6263
Fax: 0181 981 6719
Email: institute@comstud.demon.co.uk

Has published a number of reports on European issues.

The Journal of Common Market Studies
Journals Division

Blackwell Publishers

108 Cowley Road

Oxford

OX4 1JF

Tel: 01865 791100
Fax: 01865 7911347
email: inspcopy@blackwellpublishers.co.uk

An academic journal on all aspects of European integration.

Lobster

Robin Ramsay, Editor
214 Westbourne Avenue
Hull

HU5 3JB

Tel: 01482 447558
Email: robin@Iobster.karoo.co.uk

An irregular journal of “parapolitics” - investigations in class analysis, power
structures, covert politics, ‘“conspiracy” research and intelligence issues.
Largely written from a “Left” perspective, but always striving to be accurate
this is an indispensable journal for any serious student of contemporary politics.
It has featured a number of articles relating to the EU issue.

National Institute of Economic and Social Research
2 Dean Trench Street
Smith Square



London
SW1P 3HE

Tel: 0171 222 7665

Fax: 0171 222 1435

Email: a.stewart@niesr.ac.uk
http://www.niesr.ac.uk

Describes itself as “the UK’s leading independent economic research institute
for almost sixty years - its early members included Sir William Beveridge and
Lord Keynes ... publications have a reputation for combining academic work of
the highest quality with the needs of business and policymakers”. As this might
indicate, its work is almost universally orthodoxy interventionist. It has
published a large number of studies of EU issues (some in conjunction with the
Association for the Monetary Union of Europe), all favourably inclined or
concerned with narrowly technical points.

Philip Morris Institute for Public Policy Research
6 Rue des Patriotes

B-1000 Brussels

Belgium

Tel: 0032 7321156
Fax: 0032 7321307
Email: mercedes_pmi@compuserve.com

“ ... a non-profit organisation [established in 1993] which aims to stimulate
debate by publishing Discussion Papers and organising conferences and
seminars that address major policy issues confronting today’s European
decision-makers ... In November 1995, PMI launched a writing competition on
the future of Europe”.

The Policy Studies Institute
100 Park Village East
London

NW1 3SR

Tel: 0171 468 0468
Fax: 0171 388 0914

A very “centrist” and conventional think tank, the PSI has also produced a
number of publications on EU matters.



The Political Economy Research Centre
Professor Tony Payne, Director

Elmfield Lodge

Elmfield

Northumberland Road

Sheffield

S10 2TY

Tel: 0114 222 0660

Fax: 0114 275 5921

Email: S.McColm@sheffield.ac.uk
http://www.shef.ac.uk/uni/academic/N-Q/perc

A research centre set up in 1993 “in the belief that many of the perspectives of
the past were no longer adequate to understand the deep-seated changes
presently sweeping the political and economic world”. In reality its orientation
can be summed up as being critical of classical, neo-classical and market
oriented economics and as dressing up most of the assumptions of old style
socialism, interventionism and “institutionalist” school economics in the post-
modernist garb of “stakeholding™, cultural and “gender” perspectives etc.
Amongst its research programmes are a number of interest to students of
European issues, including the International Political Economy of Regionalism,
Social Exclusion and the Development of European Citizenship (SEDEC), and
Economic Cohesion of European Regions (ECER). Occasional Papers, Working
Papers, Policy Papers, and a regular journal, New Political Economy are
published.

The Public Finance Foundation
3 Robert Street

London

EC2N 6BH

Tel: 0171 543 5600
Fax: 0171 543 5700

“ ... the independent research arm of CIPFA - the Chartered Institute of Public
Finance and Accountancy ... provides an impartial forum for debate and the
exchange of ideas on public expenditure and related aspects of public finance,
and on the management and administration of public services.” Has published
some material on, or organised seminars about, some aspects of European issues
and the use of referenda.

The Regulatory Policy Institute & Regulatory Policy Research Centre


mailto:S.McColm@sheffield.ac.uk

Professor George Yarros, Director
Hertford College

31-33 Westgate

Oxford

OX1 1INZ

Tel: 01865 792858

Fax: 01865 241885

Email: rprc@hertford.ox.ac.uk
http://users.ox.ac.uk/~rprc

Has published a number of reports on European regulatory issues.

The Royal Institute of International Affairs
Chatham House

10 St. James Street

London

SW1Y 4LE

Tel: 0171 957 5700
Fax: 0171 957 5710
Email: 101574.2670@compuserve.com
http://www..riia.org

The Foreign Office-linked foreign policy studies institute, established in 1920,
that has been a primary source of pro-federalist thought in the UK. Publishes a
huge range of material on European and general foreign policy issues.

The Social Market Foundation
Stephen Pollard, Head of Research
20 Queen Annes Gate

London

SW1H 9AA

Tel: 0171 222 7060

Fax: 0171 222 0310

So far this leading independent think tank has only produced a couple of items
on European issues.

Statewatch

P. O. Box 1516
London

N16 OEW



Tel: 0181 802 1882

Fax: 0181 880 1727

Email: statewatch-off@geo2.poptel.org.uk
http://www.poptle.org.uk/statewatch/

A Marxist-oriented group concerned with civil liberties and state power in the
UK. Although often flawed in their analyses (especially regarding “the Right)
they have produced interesting material on EU policing and security policies
and their threat to civil liberties. At their web-site is a useful database on “The
State and Civil Liberties in UK and Europe”, which contains over 21,000
entries. Also issues a twice-yearly Statewatch European Monitor and operates
SEMDOC - see below.

Statewatch European Monitor
c/o Statewatch, qv above.

“Launched in September 1998, the twice yearly Monitor reviews all the latest
developments in justice and home affairs issues”.

Statewatch European Monitoring and Documentation Centre on Justice
and Home Affairs in the EU
c/o Statewatch, qv above.

“SEMDOC holds thousands of documents, reports and pamphlrts on justice and
home affairs in he EU. Launched in 1997 ... to encourage critical rsearch and
investigative reporting”.

The Trade Policy Research Centre
Hat and Mitre Court

St. John Street

London

EC1IM 4EL

Tel: 0171 251 0147
Fax: 0171 251 0140

A free-market oriented think tank on trade issues. It has produced a number of
reports relevant to European issues.

Understanding Global Issues
European Schoolbooks Ltd.



The Runnings
Cheltenham
Gloucestershire
GL51 9PQ

Tel: 01242 245252
Fax: 01242 224137
Email: ugi@esb.co.uk

Publishes a wide range of what it describes as “unbiased briefings on
international topics in the news” suitable for upper form use at schools. There
are a number on European issues and the EC/EU.

The University Association for Contemporary European Studies
The Secretariat

King’s College London

Strand

London

EC2R 2LS

Tel: 0171 240 0206
Fax: 0171 836 2350
Email: 100633.1514@compuserve.com

“Brings together academics involved in researching Europe with representatives
of government, industry and the media who are active in European affairs ...
[The] primary organisation for British academics researching the EU”.
Publishes a number of very useful reference works, including The Register of
Courses in European Studies, The Register of Research into European
Integration, and the Selective Bibliography of Books on European
Integration.

The World Economy

Professor David Greenaway, Editor
Department of Economics

The University of Nottingham
University Park

Nottingham

NG7 2RD

Tel: 0115 9515151
Fax: 0115 9514159



A free market-oriented academic journal on trade economics and policy.

vi: Pro-EU Internet Resources

Euro MP
Tony.Robinson@eurosocialist.be.btmail.com
Tel: 0032 843060

Fax: 0032 849026

“ ... the weekly newsletter of the largest political group in the European
Parliament, the 214-strong Socialists led by Labour MEP Pauline Green”.
Available free on request by email.

Europa Homepage
http://europa.eu.int/index.htm
or http://europa.eu.int/europarl/bro en2.htm

An official EU information site.

Eurolnternet

http://fgr.wu-wien.at/nentwich/euroint.htm

A massive official EU site detailing “Information Resources Related to
European Integration in the Internet”, ie all resources in favour of the EU
project.

The European Union FAQ [Frequently Asked Questions]
http://eubasics.allmansland.com/index.html

An unofficial, but pro-EU, site edited by Roland Siebelink and Bart Schelfhout.
A good summary of basic information about the EU, as well as links to other
sites.

The European Union and the Internet
http://www.helsinki.fi/%7Eaunesluo/eueng.htmi

Another unofficial site set up by Antero Aunesluoma of the Department of
Political Science at the University of Helsinki. A very useful set of links to to
official EU sites, and other pro-EU sources of information.

Humanities HUB - European Studies
http://griffin.itc.gu.edu.au/gwis/hub/hub.europe.html



A site based at the Faculty of Arts, Griffith University, Brisbane, Australia. A
useful source for research on European subjects.

List of EU Databases Available Online
http://www.abako.dk
Email: dmb@abako.dk

An unofficial list of EU databases available online, compiled by Markus Brandt.
Much of the text is currently in Danish, but will be translated into English in
due course.

Political Resources for the European Union
http://cunliffe.demon.co.uk/Politics

A unofficial site set up by Matthew Cunliffe as “a comprehensive guide to
politics in the EU and its Member States”. Contains some useful links to EU
documents.

Various Newsgroups
talk.politics.european-union
eunet.politics

alt.politics.ec
*alt.politics.europe
alt.politics.europe.misc
soc.culture.europe

The above newsgroups contain generally favourable discussion on EU issues.

vii: Eurosceptic Internet Resources

The alt.politics.british Newsgroup
Frequently contains vigorous discussion, pro and con, on the EU.

Peter Bogusz’s Anti-EMU Website

http://www.sjgwp.co.uk/noemu

An Anti-Single currency website created by former Referendum Party candidate
Jim Bogusz. “[A]n opportunity for Businesses and Individuals to speak out
against EMU and to speaj up for the preservation of our sovereign Parliament”.
Lists pro- and anti-EMU companies, opportunities for the likeminded to place
links, and provides a brief case against EMU.



David Delaney’s Eurofollies Web Site
http://www.kc3ltd.co.uk/profile/eurofollie/
dtdelaney@compuserve.com

“ ... a compendium of EU rules, regulations, policies and procedures which are
harmful to democracy, business and liberty. There is also a list of measures
wrongly attributed to the EU ... a page for all political parties, movements,
organisations and persons who are critical or opposed to the existing
development in the EU”.

* The Enemy Within: Eurofederalist Companies to Boycott, Eurofanatic
Politicians to Vote Against
http://ds.dial.pipex.com/town/place/qq28/democrcay/enemy.htm

A useful site created by Rodney Atkinson listing the principal corporate
supporters of Eur-opean unification and the principal British Eurofanatic
politicians.

The Free Britain Euro-sceptic Web Site
http://www.freebrit.demon.co.uk
webmaster@freebrit.demon.co.uk (M. D. Phillips)

Extremely useful web site with links to other Euro-sceptic organisationa, to
official EU and other pro-EU sites, and the texts of the major EU treaties.

Keele University Critical European Group Web Site
http://www.keele.ac.uk/socs/ks40/ceghome.htmi

“CEG is a group of academics and students interested in scrutinising the value
of our member-ship of the EU and evaluating alternatives to it”. Another useful
site for information, arguments and links to other sites. Also contains the texts
of a number of Euro-sceptic publications, including some not available in
printed form. The site is maintained by Dr. Andy Fear.

The Lamb and Flag
http://www.arts.unimelb.edu.au/fcf/ucr/student/1996/j.greenall/

Not a pub, but an interesting site set up by Australian J. Greenall “For a greater
understanding of Britain’s involvement in the EU”. Includes sections on current
debate, Britain’s history in the EU, Famous Quotes, Who’s For Further
Integration?, Who’s Against Further Integration?
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IV: ACHRONOLOGY OF THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC
COMMUNITY/EUROPEAN UNION AND RELEVANT EUROPEAN
EVENTS, 1920-2002

1920: Count Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi (1894-1972) of Austria organises a
"European Congress"” in Vienna. Further Congresses were held in Berlin (1930),
Basle (1932), Vienna (1935) and New York (1943).

1922: Coudenhove-Kalergi establishes the Pan-European Union to campaign for
a united Europe.

1923: Coudenhove-Kalergi's book Pan-Europa published (Paneuropa Verlag,
Vienna; English edition as Pan-Europe, Alfred A. Knopf, New York, 1926), and
he issues a periodical of same name.

1926: "The Proposed European Economic Union", a favourable assessment by
Robert Somers Brookings, the former businessman and then academic, published
widely in American and European newspapers. Written after his attendance at the
first Pan-European Economic Conference in October 1926, it is subsequently
reprinted in his book, Economic Democracy: America's Answer to Socialism
and Communism, Macmillan, New York, 1929, pp. 24-39, together with two
editorials commenting on it from the 'New York Times' and the 'Washington
Post'.

1930: Aristide Briand, a leading French Socialist politician and statesman puts
forward, as French representative at the League of Nations in Geneva, a formal
proposal for "a system of European Federal Union". His memorandum was
considered in detail by a special study group chaired by the League's
Secretary-General Sir Eric Drummond, before fizzling out.

The following documents were published:

Commission of Enquiry of European Union, Documents Relating to the
Organisation of a System of European Federal Union, VII(4), League of
Nations, Geneva, 1930. An "analytical summary" of the opinions of participating
governments, and a record of those replies made to a British memorandum on the
proposed union.

Report by the Secretary-General to the Assembly on the Work of the
Commission of Enquiry for European Union, VI1(9), Ibid, 1931. A discussion



of resolutions from the second sesion, together with a memo from the
International Labour Association, and proposals from governments.

Minutes of the Third Sesion of the Commission, May 15-21, 1931, Ibid, 1931.
In fact a discussion of the broader world crisis.

Report of the Secretary-General to the Assembly on the Work of the
Commission of Enquiry for European Union, lbid, VII(8). Refers to the
establishment of a special committee to study a possible "Pact of Economic
Non-Aggression”.

Report by the Committee of Experts Appointed to Examine the Monetary
Normalisation Fund Scheme, Ibid, Il A23, 1932

1930: The former French Prime Minister (1924-1925) Edouard Herriot publishes
an English language translation of his The United States of Europe, George C.
Harrap, London.

1937: Sir Arthur Salter's The United States of Europe and Other Essays
(Arnold-Foster, W., ed.), George Allen & Unwin, London, published.

1940: Sir William lvor Jennings' A Federation for Western Europe, Cambridge
University Press, published.

1940: Labour MP Ronald W. Gordon Mackay publishes Federal Europe, Being
the Case for European Federation Together With a Draft Constitution of a
United States of Europe , Michael Joseph, London, 1940. Foreword by Norman
Angell. It is reprinted as Peace Aims and the New Order, Being a Revised and
Popular Edition of ‘Federal Europe' outlining the Case for European
Federation Together With a Draft Constitution of a United States of Europe,
Michael Joseph, London, 1941

1943: Coudenhove-Kalergi draws up a constitution for a "United States of
Europe", and submitted it for approval to the foreign ministers of the Allied
POWers.

1943: A Pan-European Conference is held at New York University (the fifth of
Pan- Europa's Conferences), addressed by 16 speakers including
Coudenhove-Kalergi. A "Declaration of Aims and Principles of a European
Federation™ is released on 5 June 1943. A mimeographed Report of the
Conference is also released.

1943: Coudenhove-Kalergi's Crusade for Pan-Europe published (G. P.
Putnam's Sons, New York)



1944: Francis A. Ridley & Bob Edwards MP publish The United Socialist
States of Europe, National Labour Press, London.

1945: The Federal Trust for Education and Research set up in the UK to promote
federalism.

16 November 1946: Sir Winston Churchill delivers a speech to both houses of the
Belgian Parliament supporting the idea of a "United States of Europe, which will
unify this continent”.

19 September 1946: Sir Winston Churchill delivers a speech in Zurich again
endorsing a "United States of Europe”. In spite of attempts to use these
statements as propaganda by European federalists, all objective commentators
admit that it was also quite clear that Churchill did not see the UK as an integral
part of such a body, but as a "friend and sponsor”.. The primary British
obligation, in his view, was to another "natural grouping", the Commonwealth,
and to Britain's world role.

1947: The Economic Commission for Europe, based in Geneva, a regional
commission of the United Nations, established to promote technical, industrial
and economic cooperation.

1947: Francis A. Ridley's Unite or Perish! USSE, United Socialist States of
Europe, Independent Labour Party, London, published.

March 1947: The Treaty of Dunkirk signed, the first postwar European security
pact.

March 1947, The Ligue Independent de Cooperation Europeene (renamed the
European League for Economic Cooperation in 1948), established. It emphasises
voluntary cooperation as a means of integration, rather than formal political
institutions.

5 July 1947: Coudenhove-Kalergi sets up a "European Parliamentary Union",
with himself as its first Secretary General.

29 October, 1947: Creation of the Benelux economic union (Belgium,
Luxembourg, and the Netherlands).

1948: Labour MP Robert Mackay restates his socialist case for a united Europe,
Britain in Wonderland, Victor Gollancz, London, 1948

1948: The European Movement set up, with its HQ in Brussels.



1948: The Organisation for European Economic Cooperation (OEEC) set up to
oversee the European Recovery Programme established under the Marshall Plan.
It was the forum in which discussions began which led to the Messina
Conference and the Treaty of Rome. The formation of the EEC and of EFTA
split the OEEC which in 1960 reformed as the Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD), with the US and Canada as full
members. Other nations, including Japan, joined later. The OECD has assisted in
the setting up of such organisations as the International Energy Agency and the
Group of Seven (G7) and works closely with the European Commission.

March 1948: First Report of the European Customs Union Study Group issued
in Brussels, covering meetings between 16 nations held 10-14 November 1947,
2-6 February 1948, 18-23 March 1948.

17 March 1948: The Treaty of Brussels signed, an agreement on mutual military
assistance and economic assistance and economic, social and cultural cooperation
between the UK, France and the Benelux countries. It provided the basis for
NATO and for the WEU (established by the modified Brussels Treaty of 1954).

7 May 1948: The Congress of European opens at the Hague, organised by the
International Committee of the Movements for European Unity. Sir Winston
Churchill, its President-of- Honour, calls for a "European Assembly™ as "the
voice of a United Europe”. The Congress adopts a "Message to Europeans”
calling for "a united Europe, throughout whose area the free movement of
persons, ideas and goods is restored". It also leads directly to the establishment in
October 1948 of the European Movement and to the Council of Europe in 1949.

October 1948: The European Movement established.

1949: The College of Europe founded in Bruges, Belgium, following a resolution
adopted by the European Cultural Conference. Partly financed by the EU,
although not a formal EU body.

5 May 1949: Statute of the Council of Europe signed. The founder members
were: the UK, Denmark, Norway, Ireland, Sweden, Italy, Luxembourg, France,
the Netherlands, Greece, and Belgium. The Council's three main institutions are:
the Committee of Ministers, the Parliamentary Assembly, and the Congress of
Local and Regional Authorities. It also established the European Commission of
Human Rights and the Court of Human Rights.

1950: Iceland, Turkey, and West Germany join the Council of Europe.



1950: The European Broadcasting Union (EBU) established and based in
Geneva.

1950: The European Cultural Centre established in Geneva on the basis of a
resolution at the 1949 Congress of Europe, to propagate and encourage European
culture.

9 May 1950: In a speech inspired by Jean Monnett, Robert Schuman, the French
Foreign Minister, proposes that France, West Germany and any other European
country wishing to join, should pool their coal and steel resources - the Schuman
Plan. French Socialist economist Pierre Uri helped draft the Plan. (He later
drafted the Treaties establishing the European Coal and Steel Treaty of 1951, the
EEC and Euratom).

4 November 1950: The Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms signed in Rome, to come into force on 3 September 1953.
It has been amended several times since 1950 and protocols have been added.
The European Commission of Human Rights is set up in Strasbourg, composes of
members elected by renewable six-year terms by the Committee of Ministers.
Judges of the European Court of Human Rights are elected by the Parliamentary
Assembly. The Convention has been supplemented by the European Social
Charter of 1965 and the European Convention for the Prevention of Torture and
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment of 1989.

18 April 1951: The "original six", Belgium, France, Germany, Italy,
Luxembourg and the Netherlands sign the European Coal and Steel Community
(ECSC) Treaty in Paris - The Treaty of Paris.

1952: Coudenhove-Kalergi re-establishes his Pan-European Union, which later
became a member of the European Movement (although later breaking away).

27 May 1952: The Treaty establishing the European Defence Community (EDC)
Is signed in Paris. The Treaty provides for a European army, a common budget
and common institutions, including a directly elected Common Assembly, and
also for the Assembly to study ways of creating a federal orgainisation with clear
separation of powers and a bicameral parliament.

June 1952: The ECSC starts operating.

1953: Coudenhove-Kalergi's book An Idea Conquers the World published
(Hutchinson, London)

1953: The European Union of Women set up



1953: The European Conference of Ministers of Transport, a twice yearly event,
established.

10 February 1953: The ECSC starts operating for coal, iron-ore and scrap.
1 May 1953: The ECSC starts operating for steel.

July 1953: The European Organisation for Nuclear Research (CERN) established
under the auspices of the UN. It is not formally associated with the EU.

1954: The European Cultural Foundation set up in Geneva as an offshoot of the
European Cultural Foundation. (It moved to Amsterdam in 1960). It works
through educational institutions to promote cross-border cooperation in the social,
cultural, educational and environmental fields linked to European integration.

20-23 October 1954: Following the London Conference, agreement on a
modified Brussels Treaty are signed in Paris and the Western European Union
(WEU) comes into being.

30 August 1954: The French National Assembly votes against the Treaty for a
European Defence Community.

6 May 1955: The Western European Union established, based initially in London
(but moved to Brussels December 1991), to organise European cooperation in
defence. A Council composed of foreign and defence ministers meets twice
yearly. A WEA Assembly is based in Paris, whose members are drawn from
representatives to the Parliamentary Assembly of the council of Europe, also
meeting twice yearly to debate security issues. Its precise status and role as
changed over the years.

1-2 June 1955: At a meeting in Messina, the Foreign Ministers of the "six", agree
to extend European integration to all branches of the economy. A committee set
up under Paul-Henri Spaak (the Spaak Committee) recommends the creation of
an "Economic Community".

July 1955: The Conference of Members of Parliament from the member countries
of NATO established. It was named the North Atlantic Assembly in 1966. An
international forum for parliamentarians to discuss defence and security issues. It
meets in plenary session twice a year, with more frequent committee and
subcommittee meetings, and is based in Brussels.



October 1955: Action Committee for the United States of Europe (ACUSE) set
up by Jean Monnet following his resignation as President of the High Authority
of the European Coal and Steel Community in 1954. It acted as a highly
influential trans-national pressure group for closer European integration.

1956: Austria joins the Council of Europe, after Soviet troops withdraw from its
territory.

25 March 1957: The Treaties of Rome, establishing the European Economic
Community (EEC) and the European Atomic Energy Authority (Euratom) are
signed by the original six.

1958: The Union of Industrial and Employers' Confederations of Europe
(UNICE) founded (originally under the name the Union of Industries of the
European Community). The principle European-level lobbying organisation for
business.

1 January 1958: The Treaties of Rome enter into force and the EEC and the
Euratom Commissions are set up in Brussels.

July 1958: The Stresa Conference on implementing CAP is held. Its most
important decision was to support agriculture through guaranteed prices rather
than direct income aids.

1959: The European Conference of Postal and Telecommunications
Administrations (CEPT) established within the Universal Postal Union (which
was founded in 1874).

January 1960: The European Free Trade Association (EFTA) Convention is
signed in Stockholm by Austria, Denmark, Norway, Portugal, Sweden,
Switzerland and the United Kingdom, after a failure to agree with the EEC on a
wider European free trade area.

May 1960: EFTA starts operating.
1961: The Anti-Common Market League set up in the UK.
1961: The European Social Charter (not to be confused with either Social

Chapter or the EC's 1989 Charter on the Fundamental Social Rights of Workers)
agreed in Turin by the Council of Europe. It entered into force in 1965.



1961: Comite Européen de Normalisation (CEN) set up to establish technical
specifications for manufactured goods in all fields except electrical goods (for
which CENELEC is later established in 1973).

18 July 1961: The Bonn Declaration made by the Six in favour of political union.

9 August 1961: Harold Macmillan's Conservative government applies for
negotiations for EEC entry.

8 November 1961: EC Negotiations with Britain start in Brussels.

1962: The Council of Europe adopts Herbert von Karajan's orchestral
arrangement of the main theme of the last movement of Beethoven's Ninth
Symphony (a setting of Schiller's Ode to Joy) as the European Anthem.

14 January 1962: The basics of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) are
agreed.

January 1962: Norway requests negotiations on EEC membership.
30 July 1962: the CAP is introduced.

14 January 1963: General de Gaulle announces his veto on UK membership of
the EEC.

22 January 1963: The Franco-German Treaty of Friendship and Co-operation
signed in Paris.

1964: The Costa v ENEL Case (6/64) of the Court of Justice declares the primacy
of Community law over "domestic legal provisions". (See also 1970)

1965: The European Social Charter (not to be confused with either Social
Chapter or the EC's 1989 Charter on the Fundamental Social Rights of Workers)
comes into force.

31 March 1965: The Commission proposes that, from 1 July 1967, all EC
members' import duties and levies be paid into the Community Budget and that
the powers of the European Parliament be increased.

8 April 1965: The Merger Treaty, merging the executives of the three
Communities and establishing a Single Council and a Single Commission of the
European Communities is signed. It entered into force on 1 July 1967,



1 July 1965: France begins a boycott of EEC institutions in order to protest the
proposed establishment of supra-national institutions - the "empty chair crisis".
They establish the principle of the National Veto.

1966: France withdraws from NATO.

29 January 1966: The "Luxembourg Compromise" is agreed. France resumes its
seat on the European Council in return for retention of the unanimity requirement
where major interests are at stake.

11 May 1966: Agreement made that on 1 July 1966 all tariffs on trade between
member states shall be removed, and the common external tariff shall come into
effect - thus completing the EC's custom union.

10 May 1967: Denmark, Ireland and the UK (under Harold Wilson's Labour
government) re-apply for EEC membership.

1 July 1967: The institutions of the ECSC, the EEC and Euratom are merged into
a single European Commission, which replaces the former Community executive
Commissions. A single "European Parliament” (albeit still officially called the
European Parliamentary Assembly), replaces the three virtual Assemblies of the
Communities (although these have always been the same people acting in
different capacities).

27 November 1967: General de Gaulle objects, in a press conference, to proposed
UK entry.

December 1967: France, under General de Gaulle, continues to oppose UK
membership, and the Council of Ministers fails to reach agreement on re-opening
negotiations with the applicant states.

1 July 1968: The EEC customs union is completed (18 months ahead of

schedule), abolishing all internal customs duties and quotas. The Common
External Tariff is also established and the CAP is also completed.

18-19 July 1968: The Six adopt the basic regulations for the common transport
policy.

28 July 1968: The single market for dairy and beef products is introduced.

29 July 1968: Decision made to remove last remaining restrictions on the free
movement of workers.



10 December 1968: Commission Vice-President Sicco Mansholt announces
"Agriculture 1980" (the Mansholt Plan), a 10 year plan to modernise farming in
the Six.

4 February 1969: French President General de Gaulle invites British Ambassador
to a private meeting to discuss his concerns about the federalist direction of the
EC. He indicates that he might prefer a looser free trade area.

28 April 1969: General de Gaulle resigns as French President, and George
Pompidou is elected President on 15 June.

July 1969: De Gaulle's successor President Pompidou announces that he does not
in principal oppose UK membership of the EEC.

1-2 December 1969: The Hague Summit agrees on strengthening EEC
institutions, enlarging membership, developing further political co-operation,
including foreign policy, establishing an "Economic and Monetary Union"
(EMU), and giving the Community its own resources.

10 December 1969: A back-bench motion calling for a Referendum on British
membership of the EC is defeated in the House of Commons.

19-22 December 1969: The Marathon European Council meeting agrees on
permanent arrangements for financing the common farm policy, to provide the
Community with its own resources from 1978 and strengthening the European
Parliament's budgetary powers.

1970: The Werner Report published, an early blueprint for EMU. It inspired the
1971 "Snake" currency system and reinforced the commitment by heads of state
to move to a single currency by 1980.

10 February 1970: The British White Paper Costs and Benefits of Entry (Cmnd
4289) is published.
4 March 1970: The Commission submits a three-stage plan for full EMU.

22 April 1970: A Treaty is signed in Luxembourg providing for the gradual
introduction of an own-resources system for the EU. The budgetary powers of the
European Parliament are also extended.

18 June 1970: The Conservatives, under Edward Heath, win the British General
Election.



30 June 1970: Membership negotiations opened between the EEC and Denmark,
Ireland, Norway and the UK.

20 October 1970: Common Fisheries Policy established by European Council
Regulation 2141/70.

19 November 1970: The Foreign Ministers of the Six meet for the first time in
Munich to discuss foreign policy.

1971: The Pompidou Group set up, on the initiative of French President Georges
Pompidou, to encourage cooperation in the "war on drugs”. (Since 1980 it has
met within the framework of the Council of Europe).

1971: The Open Seas Forum established "to promote the idea of a wider free
trade area, based upon the principles of EFTA"

1 February 1971: Common fisheries policy negotiations begin.
24 March 1971: The first measures of the Mansholt Plan initiated.

20 May 1971: Edward Heath meets in Paris with French President Georges
Pompidou

8 July 1971: British government issues White Paper recommending entry into the
EC.

28 October 1971: The British House of Commons approves the principle of
joining the EEC by a vote of 356 to 244.

22 January 1972: Britain signs the Treaty of Accession in Brussels.
March 1972: A working party chaired by French political scientist Professor
Georges Vedel publishes the Vedel Report, requested by the Commission. It
proposes increased legislative powers for the European Parliament.

March 1972: The "Snake™ alignment of member state currencies introduced.

24 April 1972: The currency "snake" is established, in which the six agree to
limit the margin of fluctuation between their currencies to 2.25%

May 1972: The Irish vote for EEC membership in a national referendum.



13 July 1972: The British House of Commons passes the European Communities
Act by a vote of 301 to 284.

September 1972: The Norwegians vote against EEC membership in a national
referendum.

October 1972: The Danes vote for EEC membership in a national referendum.

19-20 October 1972. The first summit meeting of EEC heads of government in
Paris. The goal of EMU by 1980 is re-affirmed. Future summits are known as the
European Council.

1973: The European Trade Union Confederation (originally established in 1958
as the European Secretariat within the International Confederation of Free Trade
Unions) set up. Seeks to influence European legislation affecting the interests of
trade unions by lobbying the European Commission, the European Parliament
(especially the Economic and Social Committee). It holds a conference every
three years.

1973: CENELEC set up to lay down technical specifications for electrical goods.
1 January 1973: Denmark, Ireland and the UK join the EEC.

January 1973: A preferential trade agreement between the EEC and most EFTA
members comes into effect.

December 1973: Copenhagen European Council meeting.

28 February 1974: The British General Election installs a new Labour
Government under Prime Minister Jim Callaghan.

1 April 1974: British Prime Minister Jim Callaghan requests a renegotiation of
the terms of British entry in the EEC.

2 April 1974: President Pompidou of France dies. Giscard d'Estaing is elected
President 18 May.

4 June 1974: British Prime Minister Callaghan presents a more detailed list of
topics for renegotiation.

19 October 1974: Another British General Election re-elects a Labour
government.



30 November 1974: Helmut Schmidt, the German Chancellor, addresses the
Labour party Conference.

9-10 December 1974: European Council meeting in Paris Commissions the
Tindemans Report on European Union. Agrees in principle to direct elections
(as opposed to the prior system of appointment by national legislatures) to the
European Parliament and to the details of the European Regional Development
Fund (ERDF). The European Council is also established in order to
institutionalise the periodic summit meetings.

1975: The Tindemans Report, drawn up by Belgian Prime Minister Leo
Tindemans at the request of the European Council, is published. It examines the
steps which might be taken to greater European integration and closer
connections to the citizenry. The European Commission's contribution to the
Report contains the first reference to "subsidiarity" in the Community context.

1975: The European Centre for the Development of Vocational Training
established to advise the Commission on social policy.

1975: The European Foundation for the Improvement of Living and Working
Conditions, a EU body, set up and located in Dublin, in order to research and
advise the Commission on these topics.

1975: Jean Monnet dissolves ACUSE.

1975: The European Space Agency established. It is not formally associated with
the EU.

2 January 1975: Sir Con O'Neil opens the Britain in Europe (BIE) office, to
campaign for continued British membership.

7 January 1975: The National Referendum Campaign (NRC) is publicly
announced, to campaign for British withdrawal from the EEC.

23 January 1975: The first government statement on referendum procedure is
made by Harold Wilson's Labour administration.

26 February 1975: A White Paper on Referendum (Cmnd 5925) is published in
the UK,

11 March 1975: The first formal European Council meeting of the European
Council in  Dublin. A settlement on British renegotiation is arrived at.



March 1975: The Regional Development Fund starts operating.

11 March 1975: The House of Commons votes in favour of holding a
referendum, by 312 to 262 votes.

18 March 1975: The Labour Cabinet votes, 16 votes to 7, to endorse the
renegotiated terms of British entry.

26 March 1975: The Britain in Europe campaign is publicly announced.

9 April 1975: The House of Commons votes to endorse the continuation of
British membership in the EEC, by 398 to 172 votes.

10 April 1975: The House of Commons votes on the second reading of the
Referendum Bill, by 312 to 248 votes.

26 April 1975: The Labour Party Special Conference recommends a No vote.

5 June 1975: A national referendum in the UK supports continued UK
membership in the EEC. 64.5% of the electorate vote, 67.2% (17,378,581) voting
Yes and 32.8%(8,470,073) voting No.

June 1975: Greece applies for EEC membership.

22 July 1975: Treaty signed amending certain financial provisions of the
Treaties. The budgetary powers of the European Parliament are strengthened and
the Court of Auditors is established. It enters into force on 1 June 1977.

September 1975: Lome Convention signed, associating ACP (African, Caribbean
& Pacific states) with certain EEC benefits, like the European Investment Bank &
the European Development Fund.

1-2 December 1975: Rome European Council summit agrees on the European
passport and European elections (planned for 1978). It is also agreed that
Community Ministers of the Interior/Home Affairs should meet to discuss
common concerns, especially relating to law and order. In 1976, following
several terrorist and hostage cases, it was decided to invite ministers of justice to
participate in an informal group which was not an official Community body.
Hence, participating ministers were not obliged to answer questions from MEPs
about Trevi matters. The resulting "Trevi Group" first meets on 29 June 1976.

1976: The Common Market Monitoring Association and its publication Market
News set up by John Coleman. The organisation existed until 1981.



1976: European Briefing, edited by Chris Jones, set up in the UK by the
European Research Group (whose Director was Bryan Gould the Labour MP).
(This ERG not to be confused with a later group of the same name set up in
1994). It ceased publication in 1982.

1976: The European University Institute (EUI) established and based in Fiesole,
near Florence. Offers postgraduate course leading to masters degrees and
doctorates. It is also the repository of European Communities archives, but is not
a formal EU body.

January 1976: The Tindemans Report on economic and political unification
published.

February 1976: The Council of Ministers recommends that Greece be admitted to
the EC over a phased period.

29 June 1976: The first "Trevi Group™ meeting is held.

12-13 July 1976: Brussels European Council summit agrees on total number of
seats in the European Parliament.

1977: The European Patent Convention is signed by the Benelux countries,
France, Germany, Switzerland and the UK. The European Patent Office is now
based in Munich.

March 1977: Portugal applies for EEC membership.

5 April 1977: The Presidents of the European Parliament, and the European
Commission, and the President-in-Office of the Council of Ministers, sign a Joint
Declaration on Fundamental Rights. It is reiterated in the Preamble to the 1986
Single European Act.

July 1977: Spain applies for EEC membership.

5-6 December 1977: Brussels European Council summit agrees on the
introduction of the European Unit of Account from 1 January 1978. (This was
later replaced by the ECU in 1981).

1978: The European Democrat Union established near Salzburg as an association
of Conservative and Christian Democratic parties within and without the EEC. In
the 1980s it became a part of the International Democrat Union which includes
the US Republican Party and Japanese and Australian “centre-right" parties.



April 1978: The JET (Nuclear Fusion) project, under the Euratom Treaty, is
established at Culham in Oxfordshire.

April 1978: Trade Agreement between the EEC and China.

6-7 July 1978: At the Bremen European Council meeting France and Germany
propose the European Monetary System (EMS) to replace the "snake".

October 1978: Formal negotiations opened with Portugal for accession.

4-5 December 1978: The Brussels European Council meeting commission the
"Three Wise Men" to report on Community institutions.

1979: The Casis de Dijon judgment of the European Court of Justice, which
established that a product lawfully manufactured and on sale in one member state
may be imported into another without restriction.

February 1979: Formal negotiations opened with Spain for accession.

13 March 1979: The European Monetary System (EMS) comes into operation.

7-10 June 1979: The first direct elections to the European Parliament are held.

29-30 November 1979: Dublin European Council meeting discusses the British
budget problem for the first time.

1980: The Crocodile Club (named after the restaurant in which it met) established
by Alberto Spinelli and other MEPs to lobby for increased federalism. It gained a
semi-official status as the Federalist Intergroup for European Union, and
produces a newsletter, Crocodile.

June 1980: European Council and Western Economic Summit at Venice.
September 1980: Co-operation agreement between the EC and Brazil.

1981: The European Institute of Public Administration established at Maastricht a
study centre for lawyers, academics and civil servants concerned with integration.
Although not formally an EU body members of the governments of EU states and

of the Commission make up its Board of Governors.

1 January 1981: Greece joins the EEC.



1 January 1981: Second Lome Convention comes into force.

October 1981: EEC foreign ministers agree to the "London Report",
strengthening and extending European political co-operation.

26-27 November 1981: European Council Meeting discusses the
Genscher-Columbo proposals on European Union.

February 1982: The Labour Common Market Safeguards Committee set up.

6 July 1982: European Parliament passes a resolution giving guidelines for the
reform of Treaties and the achievement of European Union.

1 January 1983: Negotiations on the workings of the Common Fisheries Policy
completed.

March 1983: Brussels European Council meeting. Outline agreement on
budgetary control, financing of the Community, and CAP reform.

17-19 June 1983: The Stuttgart European Council adopts the Solemn Declaration
on European Union (the Stuttgart Declaration).

July 1983: The Albert-Ball Report, Towards European Economic Recovery in
the 1980s, by economists Michael Albert (France) and James Ball (UK),
commissioned by the EP, published. Drew attention to the EEC's failure to create
a true Single Market and to sponsor research and development in order to
compete with the US and Japan.

1984: The European Research Cooperation Agency (ESPRIT) established to fund
advanced information technology research by firms, universities and research
institutes.

February 1984: The European Parliament approves the Draft Treaty establishing
the European Union (EU), largely written by Alberto Spinelli.

14 & 17 June 1984: The second set of direct elections to the European
Parliament held.

25-26 June 1984: The Fontainbleau European Council held. It is agreed to
reduce UK budgetary contributions, a reduction demanded by Mrs. Thatcher
since 1979. The Ad Hoc Committee for Institutional Affairs, the Dooge
Committee, established to "make suggestions for the improvement of the
operation of European cooperation™. Its interim report is published in November



1984 and its final report in March 1985. The Committee for a People's Europe
(the Adonnino Committee) is also established. Many of its proposals were later
enacted in the Maastricht Treaty.

1985: The European Commission adopts the European Flag (22 five-pointed gold
stars on a dark blue background) for general use by Community institutions. (It
had been originally devised by the Council of Europe for its own use, adopted by
the Parliamentary Assembly in October 1955 and by the Committee of Ministers
December 1955).

1985: The European Research Cooperation Agency (EUREKA) established to
encourage cross-border research projects in advanced technology.

1985: Action Committee for Europe set up to act as a successor group to Monet's
ACUSE, which had been dissolved in 1975, qv.

1985: The Council of Ministers of Culture in the EU start a scheme of selecting
an annual "Cultural Capital of Europe".

1 January 1985: Jacques Delors is appointed President of the European
Commission.

March 1985: The European Council, decides to give priority to the creation of a
single market by 1992, and instructs the Commission to create a detailed
programme and timetable - the Lord Cockfield White Paper.

March 1985: The Final Report of the Dooge Committee is published, calling a
"qualitative leap™ and the creation of "a genuine political entity ... i.e., a European
Union".

June 1985: The European Commission publishes the Cockfield White Paper,
Completing the Internal Market.

14 June 1985: The Schengen Agreement signed in Schengen, Luxembourg,
where the Benelux countries, France and West Germany agree "on the gradual
abolition of controls at the common frontiers".

28-29 June 1985: The Milan European Council meeting approves the
Commissions's Cockfield White Paper. It also establishes an Intergovernmental
Conference to examine various matters, including Treaty reform. The decision to
establish the Conference is the first time at a Summit meeting that a decision is
taken by majority vote.



July 1985: Commission Green Paper on agriculture published.

2-3 December 1985: The Luxembourg European Council agrees in principle to
extend qualified majority voting in order to complete the Single Market
programme by the end of 1992 and to increase the powers of the European
Parliament.

1 January 1986: Spain and Portugal join the Community.

16 January 1986: The European Parliament accepts the Report of the All-Party
Committee of Inquiry into “the rise of fascism and racism in Europe™.

17 & 28 February 1986: The Single European Act is signed in Luxembourg and
The Hague.

11 June 1986: The Presidents of the European Parliament and of the European
Commission, and the President-in-Office of the Council of Ministers sign a "Joint
Declaration Against Racism and Xenophobia". It has no legal force but is part of
the "acquis Communautaire".

2-4 December 1986: The Luxembourg European Council meeting agrees the
principles of the Single European Act (SEA). The Act incorporates various
Treaty revisions, including the confirmation of the objective of competing the
internal market by 1992,

1987: The Cheaper Food League set up in the UK to campaign against CAP.

1987: The Association for the Monetary Union of Europe (AMUE) set up. A
business pressure group for a EU single currency, funded by leading European
multinational like Philips, BP, Volkswagen, Fiat, Alcatel, Rhone-Poulenc and
most major banks.

1987: Europartenariat, a business cooperation scheme for small and medium
sized enterprises, run by the European Commission, becomes operational.

14 April 1987: Turkey applies to join the EEC.

1 July 1987: The Single European Act enters into force. It provides the
implementation provisions for the Single European Market, and codifies the
agreement on majority voting in the Council on a range of issues, and European
Co-ordination in the Sphere of Foreign Policy (also known as European Political
Cooperation, which was raised in the Davignon Report of 1970)



July 1987: The European Community Action Scheme for the Mobility of
University Students (ERASMUS) comes into effect, promoting student
exchanges.

27 October 1987: The Western European Union adopts a joint security policy
platform in The Hague.

1988: Paolo Cecchini's Commission report, 1992: The European Challenge,
published, identifying the impediments to the Single Market.

1988: Youth for Europe established as a EU scheme, and renewed for the period
1995-9. It is funded from the EU Budget, to finance projects relevant to young
people in the fields of education, "equal treatment” and citizenship - ie social
engineering and propaganda for European unification.

February 1988: A special European Council meeting in Brussels agrees to
increase and widen the EEC's budgetary base. Measures to significantly reduce
CAP expenditure and to double expenditure on regional and social funds are
agreed upon.

27-28 June 1988: The Hanover European Council meeting calls on a Committee
chaired by Jacques Delors (the Delors Committee) to produce a report on how the
EEC might progress to EMU (the Delors Report).

20 September 1988: Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher's delivers her "Bruges
Speech" at the College of Europe, Bruges, on the future of the EC. Whilst not
rejecting British participation in the EC, she reasserted the importance of national
sovereignty and of national diversity.

October 1988: The Bruges Group set up by Patrick Robertson in Britain
(formerly launched in 1989), to campaign against centralisation and federalism in
the EU.

January 1989: Jacques Delors is re-appointed President of the Commission for
another four years.

April 1989: The "Delors Committee™ presents its report. It outlines a scheme for a
three- stage progression to EMU, building on the EMS.

May 1989: The European Training Foundation (ETF) set up on the basis of a
December 1989 European Council decision. In October 1993 it was decided to
locate it in Turin.



15 & 18 June 1989: The third set of direct elections to the European Parliament
are held.

26-27 June 1989: The Madrid European Council meeting agrees that Stage 1 of
the programme to bring about EMU will begin on 1 July 1990.

17 July 1989: Austria applies for EEC membership.

December 1989: The Commission advises the Council of Ministers to reject
Turkey's application for EEC membership.

8-9 December 1989: The Strasbourg European Council meeting accepts the
Charter on the Fundamental Social Rights of Workers, the Social Charter. (It was
then given a legal basis in the Agreement on Social Policy or the Social Protocol
of the Maastricht Treaty, called the Social Chapter.) Qualified majority is
extended in social policy in the Treaty.) It also agrees to establish an
Intergovernmental Conference (IGC) on EMU at the end of 1990. Both decisions
are taken by eleven votes to one, with the UK voting against in both cases. It is
also agreed to set up the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development.

1990: Britain enters the Exchange Rate Mechanism (ERM).

25-26 April 1990: The Dublin European Council meeting discusses the main
issues for the 1GCs on political union and EMU.

28 April 1990: Extraordinary European Council meeting in Dublin on German
reunification.

7 May 1990: The Council of Ministers decide to set up a European Environment
Agency, to gather data and advise on environmental issues. Following a Council
decision on 29 October 1993 the Agency is based in Copenhagen.

29 May 1990: The Agreement establishing the European Bank for Reconstruction
and Development (EBRD) is signed in Paris.

19 June 1990: The Schengen Agreement on the elimination of border checks is
signed.

4 July 1990: Cyprus applies to join the EEC.
16 July: Malta applies to join the EEC.

3 October 1990: The re-unification of Germany takes place.



27-28 October 1990: A special Rome European Council meeting agrees that
Stage 2 of EMU will begin on 1 January 1994.

21 November 1990: Charter of Paris for a New Europe signed by those nations
participating in the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. It
effectively marks the end of the Cold War. It reiterated the concepts of the
Helsinki Final Act, and transformed the CSCE from a negotiation process to a
permanent institution.

14 December 1990: The two IGCs on EMU and on Political Union are opened at
the Rome Summit.

1991: The European Community Humanitarian Office (ECHO) established
within the Commission to make the provision of humanitarian aid more efficient.

28-29 June 1991: The Luxembourg European Council meeting agrees a German
proposal to establish Europol, to facilitate EU-wide police cooperation. The
decision is later embodied in the Maastricht Treaty.

1 July 1991: Sweden applies for EEC membership.

14 October 1991: President Mitterand of France and Chancellor Kohl of
Germany inform the European Council that they propose to form a
Franco-German corps in which the armed forces of other WEU states could
participate.

21 October 1991: Agreement is reached on setting up a European Economic
Area.

November 1991: The NATO summit meeting in Rome sets up the North Atlantic
Cooperation Council for NATO countries to discuss and coordinate positions
with central and eastern European and Baltic states without giving them
membership in NATO.

December 1991: A Hague conference agrees a European Energy Charter to open
cross- frontier cooperation in the energy market, particularly between eastern and
western Europe.

9-10 December 1991: The Maastricht European Council meeting agrees to the
Treaty on European Union (The Maastricht Treaty). The Treaty is based on the
"three pillars": the European Communities, a Common Foreign and Security
Policy (CFSP), and co-operation in the fields of Justice and Home Affairs (JHA).



It also creates "citizenship of the European Union™ and set up a Committee of the
Regions. Because of John Major's refusal to accept the Social Chapter, it was
removed from the Treaty and signed by the other 11 member states as a separate
Social Protocol.

7 February 1992: The Treaty on European Union is formally signed at Maastricht
by EEC Foreign and Finance Ministers to enter into force in November 1993.

18 March 1992: Finland applies to join the European Union.
25 March 1992: Norway applies to join the EEC.
May 1992: Switzerland applies to join the EU.

2 May 1992: The Agreement on the European Economic Area is signed in
Oporto. It is a free trade area comprising the EU states, Iceland, Lichtenstein,
and Norway. Switzerland initially signed, but after a referendum in December
1992 withdrew.

22 May 1992: La Rochelle meeting at which timetable for setting up a
Franco-German corps of 35,000 troops agreed.

2 June 1992: The Danes reject the Treaty of European Union by 50.7% to 49.3%
in a national referendum.

20 June 1992: The Irish vote in favour of the Maastricht Treaty in a national
referendum.

26-27 June 1992: Lisbon European Council meeting agrees on guidelines for the
enlargement of the Community.

16 October 1992: Birmingham European Council meeting agrees the
"Birmingham Declaration” on "a Community close to its citizens”, which
includes a definition of "subsidiarity™.

September 1992: There is a crisis in the European Exchange Rate Mechanism
(ERM), a central pillar of EMU. The Bank of England raises interest rates and
loses control over the value of Sterling. The Italian Lira also suspends
membership in ERM.

20 September 1992: The French endorse the Treaty of European Union by 50%
to 49% in a national referendum.



October 1992: The Danish government publishes Denmark in Europe, laying
down various opt-outs and exceptions from the Maastricht Treaty prior to a
second Referendum.

November 1992: Norway applies to join the EU.

December 1992: The Swiss vote against ratifying the European Economic Area
by 50.3% to 49.7% in a national referendum. Switzerland's application to join the
EU is suspended.

11-12 December 1992: The Edinburgh European Council meeting agrees on
several key issues: Danish opt-outs from the Treaty of European Union and any
future Common Defence Policy; a financial perspective for 1993-9; the opening
of accession negotiations in early 1993 with Austria, Finland, Sweden and
Norway. The Edinburgh "Growth Initiative" adopted, which includes temporary
loans to help finance infrastructure development and a new European Investment
Fund, a Cohesion Fund, and doubling the structural funds.

December 1992: The European Anti-Maastricht Alliance is formed.
1 January 1993: The Single Market is introduced.

18 May 1993: In a second national referendum in Denmark, following massive
pro-EU propaganda, the Danes vote 56.8% to 43.2% to ratify the Treaty of
European Union.

21-22 June 1993: Copenhagen European Council meeting discusses Commission
White Paper Growth, Competitiveness and Employment. Enlargement of the
EU, "transparency”, and fraud discussed.

August 1993: Following turbulence in the currency markets, the bands for all
currencies in the ERM apart from the Deutschmark and the Guilder are increased
to 15%.

October 1993. A German Constitutional Court ruling enables Germany to
become the last member state to ratify the Treaty of European Union.

October 1993: Agreement to establish the European Agency for Safety and
Health at Work, based in Spain, to assist the Commission.

29 October 1993: Brussels extraordinary European Council meeting discusses
Stage 2 of EMU, sites of various EU bodies, Common Foreign and Security
Policy, and Justice and Home Affairs cooperation.



1 November 1993: The Treaty of European Union (The Maastricht Treaty) enters
into force. It creates a "three-pillar” structure, with a new Common Foreign and
Security Policy (CFSP) replacing the Single Act provisions in this field, and
codifying co-operation in the field of Justice and Home Affairs. It re-expands the
scope of the EEC, including provisions for an Economic and Monetary Union
(EMU) with a single European currency planned for the future. The EEC is
renamed simply the European Community (EC).

10-11 November 1993: Brussels European Council meeting adopts action plan on
basis on the Growth, Competitiveness and Employment White Paper. It also
agrees on a Pact on Stability in Europe.

1994: An annual "European Cultural Month" scheme is initiated for cities outside
the EU.

1994: The European Research Group set up in the UK to campaign for a more
liberal EU.

1994: The European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction
(EMCDDA), an EU body, set up and based in Lisbon.

January 1994: The Second Stage of EMU comes into effect.

January 1994: The European Economic Area enters into force.

1 January 1994: The European Monetary Institute (EMI) comes into operation to
facilitate central bank cooperation and monetary policy coordination and to

monitor the functioning of the EMS.

March 1994: Austria, Finland, Sweden and Norway agree accession terms with
the EU.

1 April 1994: Hungary applies for EU membership.
8 April 1994: Poland applies for EU membership.

9 & 12 June 1994: The fourth set of direct elections to the European Parliament
are held.

June 1994: The Austrians vote in favour of accession to the EU by 66.4% to
33.6% in a national referendum.



24-25 June 1994: The European Council meets in Corfu. Unemployment is
discussed again, and 11 priority projects for trans-European networks are
discussed. A Reflection Group to prepare the 1996 IGC is established.

16 October 1994: The Finns vote in favour of joining the EU in a national
referendum.

13 November 1994: The Swedes vote in favour of joining the EU in a national
referendum.

27-28 November 1994: The Norwegians vote against joining the EU in a
national referendum.

December 1994: The European Energy Charter Treaty signed by all European
countries, including the republics of the former Soviet Union.

9-10 December 1994: The Essen European Council discusses unemployment,
trans-European network, fraud, and strategies for integration of central and
eastern European countries.

1995: The European Medicines Evaluation Agency starts to operate, based in
London, funded by the EU Budget and by pharmaceutical companies.

1 January 1995: Austria, Finland and Sweden join the EU.

23 January 1995: Jacques Santer becomes President of the European Commission
(until 2000)

21 March 1995: The Pact of Stability in Europe is signed in Paris.

26 March 1995: The Schengen Agreement comes into force.

2 June 1995: The Reflection Group on the IGC holds its first meeting.

26-27 June 1995: The European Council meets in Cannes.

October 1995: Franco-German Corps operational.

29 March 1996: Intergovernmental Conference (IGC) in Turin.

21-22 June, 1996: Meeting of EU heads of state in Florence, focusing on progress

towards EMU and also discussing proposals for a revamped ERM after the start
of EMU.



26 June 1996: A public statement by nine distinguished liberal academics in
Germany warns of the dangers of growing EU social regulation and state
interventionism.

November 1996: EMU Convergence Report published.

1996: Sir James Goldsmith sets up the Referendum Party in the UK to campaign
for a national referendum on membership of the EU.

December 1996: Meeting of EU heads of State in Dublin.

31 January, 1997: Second Reading in the House of Lords of Lord Pearson of
Rannoch's European Communities (Amendment) Bill. The first time a Bill
calling for withdrawal from the EU had ever been introduced in an EU
parliament.

14 June 1997: Intergovernmental Conference (IGC), Amsterdam. Finalises the
Amsterdam Treaty.

19 July 1997: Sir James Goldsmith dies

16-17 October 1997: Amsterdam Treaty to be signed.

November 1997: Ministerial meeting on employment in Luxemburg.

12-13 December 1997: European Council Prime Ministerial meeting to decide
which Eastern European countries will be invited to start negotiations to join the

EU.

By the end of 1997: The beginning of the third stage of EMU should be set. If
not, the third stage is planned to start on 1 January 1999.

January 1998: Britain takes over Presidency of EU.

2-3 May 1998 (provisional date): A Special Summit to be held in Brussels to
decide the founding members of EMU. The exchange rate for the euro-currency
also to be set.

16-17 June 1998: EU Summit in Cardiff

1 July 1998: The European Commission will confirm which member states fulfill
the Maastricht criteria.



1 July 1998: Austria takes over EU Presidency

1 January 1999: The scheduled start of the third stage of EMU, assuming the date
has not been changed by the end of 1997. There will be an “irrevocable”
establishment of member states' membership at this time and the ECB will be
entirely responsible for monetary policy.

1 January 1999: Germany takes over EU Presidency
June 1999: European Parliamentary Elections
January 2000: A new spending package takes effect

By 1 January 2002: Assuming that EMU goes ahead on 1 January 1999, the ECB
will start issuing Euro banknotes, and start to exchange national notes and coins
for Euros.

By 1 July 2002: Six months after the introduction of Euro coins and notes
existing national currencies will lose their legal status.

By end of 2002: Derogations on the Common Fisheries Policy run out and full
equal access comes into effect.
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