
CHAIR LETTER 

 
Dear delegates and fellow MUN addicts, 

 
We, the chairs of the European Council, are excited beyond words can describe to see both old 

and new faces, delegating in the European Council of HolyLandMUN 2019. We congratulate you 

not only for going after your goals and dreams but also for doing so in your well-deserved 

summer vacation. 

 
The first topic of the committee is "Limiting the Power of Global Powers on Member States". 

Seeing the European Union as one the most powerful intergovernmental organizations, it has 

much global influence, and influence on any of its member states could cause a political shift in 

their views. Therefore, limiting the influence of any "stronger" nations is quintessential to the 

success and thriving of the European Union. 

 
The Second Topic, "The Role of the European Union as a Super-National Entity", is crucial to 

the EU's future as it is the breaking point between Europe being a strong and powerful region in 

the world, and between the separate countries being just like any other single nation. It is also 

important for the rest of the world, as a more united Europe can show that even a region that 

was war heavily war infested in the early to mid- 20th century, can eventually become a peaceful, 

powerful and hopeful region. 

 
At last, if you have ANY questions regarding any topic, you are more than welcome to ask us, 

and we would provide you with an answer to your question. 

 
Good luck, 

 
Omer Zigdon 

 
Phone Number – +972 508171031 

 
Email – omer@Zigdon.org.il 

 
Roy Hass 

 
Phone Number - +972 585816640 

 
Email – roee.hass@gmail.com 

mailto:omer@Zigdon.org.il
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INTRODUCTION TO THE COMMITTEE 

 

The European Union (EU) is a politic union that was formed to unite some European countries 

both internally, in order to prevent future wars and help unify Europe, and externally, in order to 

form a strong shared economic and politic stance towards the rest of the world and help the 

region prosper. 

 
The European Council (EC) is a European Union (EU) body that is comprised of all (currently 

28) Heads of State of its Member States. Holding no formal legislative power, the EC nonetheless 

carries a great amount of influence on the policies of the EU - the EC must unanimously agree 

on a decision for it to pass; therefore, it represents all the different national governments within 

it. 

 
While simulating this committee, delegates will take on the roles of the Heads of State of their 

assigned countries, and will try to balance national interests amongst themselves, while also 

keeping the interests of the entire European Union at heart. This will prove to be a difficult task, 

as this committee requires full unanimity to pass. If one country opposes a resolution, it will fail. 



TOPIC A: LIMITING THE INFLUENCE OF GLOBAL POWERS ON 

MEMBER STATES 

 

BACKGROUND TO THE ISSUE 
 
 
DEFINITION OF GLOBAL POWERS 
 
Global powers are states that hold great economic and or military power, which generates 

influence superior to the ones of other states. Those countries actions and powers cannot be 

ignored: without the cooperation of the Great Powers, world problems will be more difficult to 

solve. Countries that today may be considered global powers are the United States of America, 

Russia, China, France, Germany, Japan, and the United Kingdom. This list is, however, open to 

interpretation, even though the first three are generally agreed upon. 

 

THE MARSHALL PLAN 
 
Europe was left devastated and crushed by years of fighting and conflicts that left millions dead 

or wounded, and great damage that were inflected during the war on the most basic industries 

and infrastructures and left Europe on the brink of famine. The US, during 1945-1947 aided 

Europe financially, and directly helped in the military department to Greece and Turkey. In 

January of 1947 George Marshall was appointed Secretary of State, and on June 5th, 1947, 

delivered the first speech regarding his plan to restore Europe back on its feet after WW2. The 

Marshall plan, more officially known as the European Recovery Program (ERP), was the plan of 

the US to restore the European countries after the damages that were inflected by WWII. Sixteen 

countries took part in the plan. The Marshall Plan's main objective was to rebuild European 

economies, believing it was the main solution to revitalize European political stability, which will 

stop the spread of communism in European countries. 

 

The United States assisted by financially aiding European nations with almost $17 billion (nearly 

200 billion in 2019 USD). This money was initially used to supply Europe with food, fuel and 

machinery from the United States, and later was used to invest in developing the industries of 

European nations. The ERP saw participating nations output in 1951 rise by at least 35% from 

that measured in 1938. The Marshall plan came to an end in 1951. 

 

The aid of the US greatly helped for the economies of Europe and further developed trade 

relations between the nations led to the creation of North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). 



Even though many do not doubt the success of the Marshal Plan, some countries have found it 

being more harmful rather than beneficial in the long term. One of the countries that received 

the financial aid was Germany (West). Less than a decade after the end of the Second World 

War, European countries who have fought against Germany during the war looked at this action 

of the US distastefully. As a result, in 1953, it has been decided that West Germany will have to 

repay a third of its debts to the USA ($1.1 billion at the time). Over the years, Germany’s debts 

increased. In 2006, Germany’s debts were approximately 23 billion Deutch Marks. To this day, 

Germany, and also Austria, still maintain ERP programs. 

 

Even though the Marshall Plan was financial, it had many political impacts. The United States 

had many interest in the European region, and so, 5 percent of the funds allocated by the 

Marshall plan went to the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). These funds were used by the CIA 

to establish businesses in European countries which were meant to serve the American interests 

in the continent. Moreover, the financial support that the United States gave the European 

countries resulted in the dependence of the European countries on the USA. This dependence 

can be interpreted as a method that lead to American neocolonialism in Europe, as a result of the 

influence of the United States in Europe. 

 

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION (NATO) 

 

After the end Second World War, the Unites Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) sought to increase 

the number of communist governments in the world, particularly in European countries. The 

increase of the Soviet sphere of influence, as demonstrated in the 1948 USSR sponsored coup de 

tat in Czechoslovakia (overthrowing of the democratic government), caused many western 

countries to feel insecure. As a result, on April 4th, 1949, 12 of the countries who felt threatened 

by the growing presence of the Communist Block signed the North Atlantic Treaty. The main 

objective of the treaty was to militarily secure all members in case of a soviet attack. Article 5 of 

the treaty is meant to ensure this purpose, stating that a military attack on any of the signatories 

would be considered as an attack against all other members. The American signature on this 

document reflected its intention of linking the security of the United States to that of its 

European Allies. The formation of NATO is doubtlessly one of the most signifact event during 

the cold war (the rivalry between the USA and the USSR in which both sides tried to increase 

their influence over as many countries in the world as they could). 

 

MOLOTOV PLAN AND THE EARLY DAYS OF COMECON 
 
The Molotov Plan was the Soviets' idea to combat the success of the Americans' Marshall Plan, 

after rejecting to take part in it. The Plan was the system to financially support eastern European 



countries that were influenced by the Soviet Union's sphere of influence in 1947 after WWII as 

Europe was left crushed by the results of it. The Molotov Plan was symbolic due to them 

rejecting the Marshall Plan, seeing it as an attempt to weaken the soviets' influence on their 

satellite states. The plan was composed of bilateral trade treaties to make soviet influenced 

nations be less dependent on trade with the US and more dependent on trade with the Soviets, 

creating an economic alliance between those countries and establishing COMECON, which 

increased the bilateral trade between its members. 

 

The Council for Mutual Economic Assistance (COMECON) was an economic organization led 

by the Soviet Union from 1949-1991. The construction of the COMECON was led by the desire 

of Joseph Stalin to strengthen the socialist ideas in Europe, mainly in central European countries 

that were cut off from the influence of other countries. 

 

One of the major problems of COMECON was the individual setting of prices of the member 

states. Since the objective of COMECON was increasing bilateral trade between the countries of 

the Eastern Block, this difficulty made the conduction of trade a great challenge. The solution 

was conducting trade majorly by barter basis that depended on the bilateral agreements. 

 

Even though COMECON met with opposition, it did have many benefits. A number of its 

positive impacts included the creation of both the Eastern European railroad network and 

electricity network. Moreover, in 1963, the International Bank for Economic Cooperation was 

created. Its main purpose was to finance investment projects of at least two members of 

COMECON. Another positive impact was the construction of the “Friendship” oil pipeline, 

which transferred oil from the Soviet Union to other countries in Eastern Europe. 

 

As seen above, COMECON, on the one hand, allowed the Soviet Union to expand its influence 

on the trade of the Eastern Block further. On the other hand, the benefits of COMECON on its 

members, excluding the USSR, cannot be ignored. 

 

EASTERN AND WESTERN GERMANY 
 
After Germany has surrendered in May of 1945, the German state lost its sovereignty, and the 

allied powers took it. Due to shortage in food and resources, the destruction of thousands of 

structures and an extreme inflation that came after the war ended, the day the war ended was 

named "zero hour" as Germany had to rebuild itself. Both Berlin and Germany were divided to 

four zones to the four countries winning the war (USA, UK, France, USSR). As Germany was 

left split the Federal Republic of Germany, more commonly known as West Germany, was 

heavily influenced by democratic and capitalist values by the US, and the German Democratic 

Republic, more commonly known as East Germany was controlled primarily by a soviet aligned 



political party, in order to continue the socialist/communist sphere of influence of the soviet 

Union. Both USA and USSR tried to Influence the crushed Germany and gain the sovereignty of 

it, both trying to spread their political ideologies: Marxism, socialism and communism for the 

Soviets; democratic and capitalist ideas for the Americans. The sovereignty of both East and 

West Germany was rather non-existent, since they were under the influence of the Soviet Union 

and the United States, the two major Global Powers at the time. The building of the Berlin Wall, 

for example, that divided the two sides of Berlin, was initiated by the two sides. Any German that 

tried to go over, under, or through the wall, risked getting spotted by guards of one of the two 

Global Powers and being shot to death. 

 

CURRENT SITUATION 
 
 
CHINESE INFLUENCE 

 

The most prominent Chinese method of gaining Influence, since 2013, is the Belt and Road 

Initiative (BRI). This government sponsored program is meant to connect countries all over the 

world, thus improving cooperation and trade on a transcontinental scale. China invites every 

country that wishes to be part of this program to join, and as a result, invests millions, if not 

billions of dollars in them. This action resulted in many calling the BRI the Chinese Marshall 

Plan. As of now, the BRI consists of more than 70 economies (excluding China itself). Projects in 

70 of them are estimated to cost approximately $575 billion. Even though this program has the 

potential to increase trade and income of countries as well as decreasing poverty, it has many 

potential risks. The list of risks includes debt risks, corruption risks, procurement risks, and 

environmental risks. 

 

In 2012, during a summit in Warsaw, China tried to enhance trade relations and infrastructure 

integration in 16 eastern and central European countries. China wanted to complete projects in 

Europe, as well as expanding its investments and engagement in Europe. China offered to 

support Hungary's national development strategy, by pushing it into the BRI, and strengthening 

trade ties between the two nations. According to Péter Szijjártó, the Hungarian Minister of 

Foreign Affairs, "We respect the Chinese investors and the Chinese companies in this country 

because they have contributed to the success of our national economy…They have brought 

technologies to the Hungarian economy which helped us to enter this new digital era of global 

economy…We are happy that companies in the field of the automotive industry proved to be 

very active in the market, since the automotive industry is the number one in Hungary, and now 

the automotive industry enters a new phase from the combustion era to the era of electro-

mobility and autonomously driven cars”. Moreover, the political impacts of the BRI on Hungary 



are very clear. In 2018, 27 members of the European Union (all except for Hungary) have signed 

a document which denounces the Belt and Road Initiative. Since the EC requires unanimity for 

a resolution to pass, that resolution was vetoed by the Hungarian government. 

 

Hungary was not the only EU member state to take part in the BRI. Another country was 

Greece. As mentioned, the BRI has financial impacts on the participating countries, as well as 

political impacts. Both Hungary and Greece, since 2015, have blocked EU condemnations 

on China as a result of its suspected human rights harm. 

 

 

Recently, on March 23rd, 2019, Italy and China signed a document which stated that Italy will 

join the BRI, becoming the 13th EU member to take part in the BRI. By this, Italy became the 

first G-7 (forum that brings together the leading industrial members of the world) member to 

join the BRI. 

 

As reflected in the above examples, the question of the interference and investments of China in 

the economy of European countries is rather debatable. The countries that take part in the BRI 

have benefitted from the program, whilst others fear what is yet to come regarding the Chinese 

influence in Europe. 

 

AMERICAN INFLUENCE 

 

The 21st century marked as a turn in American foreign policy. While the second half of the 20th 

century saw the United States intervening in affairs of other nations, that trend has started to 

change since the beginning of the “War on Terror” (September 11th, 2001), as the United States 

gradually adopted an isolationist policy. Isolationism is characterized by avoiding interference in 

affairs of other nations, treaties, alliances, and other international agreements. The Highlight of 

this phenomenon in recent years was during President Donald Trump’s speech after winning the 

presidential election in 2016: “There is no global anthem, no global currency, no certificate of 

global citizenship. We pledge allegiance to one flag, and that flag is the American flag. From now 

on, it's going to be America first”. The isolationist approach of the Trump administration poses a 

threat to the existence of organizations, treaties, and agreements that involve both countries from 

the European Union and the United States. An example of this is the Iran Nuclear Deal. In 2018, 

the United States withdrew from the deal of the P5+1 (USA, Russia, China, UK, France, and 

Germany) with Iran, despite protests and failed attempts to convince the United States not to 

leave the deal lead by the European countries. Furthermore, the nations of Europe continued to 

trade with Iran, even though the US tried to convince the countries to follow in its footsteps and 

sanction Iran. A year later, Iran itself considered withdrawal from the deal as well, leaving the 



European Union trapped between the two sides. The United States has turned its back on 

Europe also by withdrawing from the Paris Agreement, in 2017. The Paris Agreement focuses 

primarily on the mitigation of global warming, greenhouse gas emissions, adaptation, and finance. 

According to President Donald Trump, this hurts the economy of the United States and 

decreases the number of available jobs. The United States felt that it was the only one being 

punished by the agreement, whilst other leading polluting countries (such as China, India, and the 

EU) do not face as many obligations. For these reasons and others, the US claimed it was open 

for renegotiating the Paris Agreement and its content. However, this statement was met with 

much opposition. Less than a day after the statement was made, the EU rejected the American 

president’s offer. In fact, France, Germany, and Italy, were the first three countries to issue a 

statement in response, saying that: “We deem the momentum generated in Paris in December 

2015 irreversible and we firmly believe that the Paris Agreement cannot be renegotiated, since it 

is a vital instrument for our planet, societies and economies”. 

 

Another shared body of the US and some of the EU countries that the loyalty of the United 

States to it is rather questionable, is NATO. President Donald Trump has recently raised the 

issue of the funding of NATO, and accused the rest of its members of barely spending money on 

defense. According to NATO’s Secretary General’s Annual Report in 2018, almost 70% of 

NATO’s defense expenditure share was American. As a matter of fact, 3.6% of the United States’ 

GDP is spent on defense, and approximately 5% of that is spent on NATO. As a result, many of 

the NATO members increased their funding of NATO, however, not necessarily enough to 

please the American president. This makes many wonder how active would the United States be 

if one of NATO’s members will be attacked? How loyal it the USA to Article 5 of the North 

Atlantic Treaty in the present day? In fact, some believe that Europe does not need to rely on the 

United States for defense support at all; they include French President Emanuel Macron and 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel. The latter stated that: “The times when we could 

unconditionally rely on others are past”. President Macron even dares dream of “a true European 

Army”. However, according to security expert Alexandre Vautravers, an army of the EU has the 

potential to backfire and harm small EU countries. Moreover, five countries (Austria, Malta, 

Ireland, Finland, and Sweden), have declared that they wish to remain “militarily non-aligned”, 

another risk to the French President’s plan. Furthermore, in a comparison between the amount 

of money spent on defense by Russia in contrast to that of the European members of NATO, 

the latter’s amount is more than three and a half times larger than the former’s. 

 

For many years, the United States chose to tie its security and finance to that of Europe, causing 

European countries to be somewhat dependent on the USA. Considering the changes in the 

American foreign policy and its approach to isolationism, perhaps it’s time that Europe will free 



itself from the influence of the USA once and for all, and take care of itself. On the other hand, 

in the times of the strengthening of China and Russia, as well as the increase of terror attacks, 

perhaps it is crucial to have a powerful western ally by the European Union’s side. 

 

RUSSIAN INFLUENCE 

 

Many members of the European Union were, in fact, under Soviet influence less than three 

decades ago. These countries include Poland, Czech Republic, Romania, and many more, who 

became members of the EU only in the early 21st century. Moreover, some countries such as 

Georgia, Azerbaijan, and Moldova, which are not EU members, have agreements with the EU 

regarding issues such as trade. Russia, who is a member of a different intergovernmental 

organization, the Eurasian Union (joined by Belarus and Kazakhstan), wished that its most 

important ally, Ukraine, will join as well. However, Ukraine was in the midst of discussions with 

the EU over a trade agreement. At the time, the relations between the EU and Ukraine improved, 

and as a result, Russia lost much of its influence on Ukraine. These event lead to the War in 

Donbass (a region in Eastern Ukraine), which, as of now, claimed the lives of 13,000 Ukrainians, 

as well as the annexation of Crimea. Moreover, even though Ukraine is a member of NATO, no 

real action by the organization has been taken in order to shield it from the Russian threat, 

questioning the effectiveness of NATO. Russia’s intervention in Syria may also warn as well on 

its possible intentions: spreading its influence and not losing its grip on former Soviet-influenced 

countries. Some people fear that other European countries may be Russia’s next target. One of 

them is Heinrich Brauss, NATO’s assistant Secretary General for Defense Policy and Planning 

during the years 2013-2018: “At a time when our political attention is shrouded in climate change, 

the migration crisis, the EU crisis and many other issues that call for cooperative solutions, 

Russia is preparing under Putin - totally unprovoked - for regional wars in Europe, which they 

want to end with the help of nuclear weapons threats”. 

 

As seen above, the question of Russia focuses primarily on the threat that Russia poses on the 

EU. However, how large the threat is and the actions that the EU should take in order to protect 

its members as well as non-member European countries (if necessary) is rather debatable. 

 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER 
 
 

1. What does your country think the definition of what countries are considered global 

powers, and what determines it? 
 

2. Is your country open to Global Influence? If so, from who? 
 

3. How should the benefits and the dangers of Global Influence be balanced? 



4. How can we learn from history and protect the impact of global powers on EU 

members? 
 

5. Is the influence of each of the three major global powers more beneficial or harmful? 
 

SUGGESTED READINGS 
 
 
http://legisworks.org/congress/80/publaw-472.pdf 
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TOPIC B: THE ROLE OF THE EUROPEAN UNION AS A 
 

SUPRANATIONAL ENTITY 
 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
 

The further integration of the European Union into a single, cohesive entity has been a matter of 

fierce debate between its different member states. In this following section, we will examine the 

development of the EU as a supranational entity, alongside the different possible outcomes of 

such a development. 

 

Before we can begin, we must define some key terms. 

 

DEFINITIONS 
 
Intergovernmental Unions: Intergovernmental unions are bodies in which governments from 

several countries are represented. These unions' large effect on international politics stems from 

their very nature – a treaty signed by a number of countries is likely to be upheld because it is 

within their interest to do so. However, these bodies cannot force a country to comply with a 

treaty. An example would be the UN: if 110 countries sign a DISEC resolution, they are likely to 

comply with it. The 83 countries that didn’t sign it, however, cannot be forced by the UN to do 

so. 

 

Supranational Union: Supranational unions are political and/or economic unions of multiple 

governments with shared interests, separate from these governments, which enforce certain laws 

across member states. This means that unlike intergovernmental unions, a supranational union 

has power over its member-states, and can decide upon certain matters that would usually be 

within the sovereignty of a country. 

 

Federation: A federation is a decentralized country. This means that the central government of a 

country forfeited some of its powers to regional governments. Germany, Russia and the USA are 

all examples of federations (with the USA being the most centralized of these examples). 

Federations are much closer to a single, cohesive state than supranational unions: they have a 

federal government that is nearly limitless in powers, either in the executive, legislative or 

judiciary branches; they have one military and one foreign policy and they have near-complete 

economic cohesion. 



HISTORY 
 
 
THE EUROPEAN COAL AND STEEL COMMUNITY (ECSC) 
 

World War II left Europe devastated: Over 70 million people were killed in the war, most of 
 
them European. Civilians were often targeted, as more than half of the casualties of the war were 

 
civilians, and production sites and   
infrastructure were a strategic target. 

This led to a sharp decline in European 

economies, which lost roughly 70% of 

their pre-war industrial infrastructure. 

 

The war left such a great toll on Europe 

that efforts were made to ensure such a 

catastrophe could not repeat itself. In 

1950, Robert Schuman, then foreign 

minister of France, brought up the idea 

of a supranational union among 

European countries that would "make 

war not only unthinkable but materially 

impossible". Seeing that the rivalry between France and Germany led to countless wars, Schuman 

proposed placing the production of coal and steel (the two primary resources needed for war) of 

both Germany and France under a common High Authority, and further suggested that more 

countries could join in. Pooling the production of coal and steel of both France and Germany 

under a common market meant that neither could physically declare war upon the other, as they 

share control of the vital resources for war. The proposed European Coal and Steel Community 

(ECSC) would increase employment and through that, expand the economies and improve the 

standard of living of the people living under it. More importantly for this section, the ECSC was 

the world's first supranational body, and aimed to provide a framework which will enable a united 

Europe in the future, during which the common market would expand to all aspects of the 

economy. It also created the European Court of Justice (ECJ), which is the body that judges 

whether members adhere to the ECSC law. After great diplomatic efforts, the governments of 

France, West Germany, Italy, Luxembourg, Belgium and The Netherlands signed the Treaty of 

Paris on 18 April, 1951 and established the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC), and 

the common market for coal and steel began functioning in 1953. 



THE TREATY OF ROME (1957) AND MERGER TREATY (1967), AND EXPANSION 

 

The further integration of the countries of the ECSC was discussed throughout the 1950s, and 

resulted in three major proposals: the creation of a European Defense Community, the creation 

of a general common market, and the creation of a European Atomic Community (Euratom). 

French resistance to the Defense Community led to the withdrawal of the proposal, and nearly 

blocked the creation of the common market. In order to avoid the common market being 

annulled, it was suggested that it should be created as a separate community, just like the ECSC. 

However, these so called 'communities' were more intergovernmental in nature than the ECSC, 

and so had less power over the participating countries. 

 

The Treaty of Rome that was signed in 1957 established the European Communities. This was a 

set of three communities: the existing European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC), and the new 

European Economic Community (EEC) and European Atomic Energy Community (Euratom). 

Moreover, it established the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) and the Common Fisheries 

Policy, which unified the policies of all signing countries in those fields. Most importantly, it 

expanded the role of the ECJ to judge matters involving all three Communities. 

 

The EEC, which was greatly limited in powers upon creation, provided a framework for the 

creation of a common market and a customs union. However, it quickly expanded and became 

the most important community out of the three. The enactment of common policies under the 

CAP and the Common Fisheries Policy was done under the EEC: by 1962, there were fixed 

prices for agricultural products among all member states. When the Merge Treaty, that proposed 

unifying all three communities under one institution, was signed on 1967, it unified the ECSC 

and Euratom under the EEC. 

 

Seeing the great success that was achieved by France, West Germany, Italy, Luxemburg, Belgium, 

and The Netherlands; The United Kingdom, Ireland, and Denmark also decided to join and the 

treaties were expanded and resign to include these countries as well. This also led to the 

European Election of 1979, the first European Parliament elections held around the continent. 

Similar trends continued in the 1980s and early 1990s, which saw the addition of Greece, Spain 

and Portugal, and East Germany to the EEC in 1981, 1986, and 1990 respectively. 

 

FURTHER INTEGRATION AND THE CREATION OF THE EUROPEAN UNION 

 

Tensions between countries regarding the unity of the Union, while present in almost every field, 

were always higher when it came to border control. The Treaty of Rome enabled citizens of the 

EEC to move freely between its member-states; this was done, however, with passport checks. 



True free movement of people, with no border checks at all, was rejected by many members on 

numerous occasions, as it was seen as a gross violation of national sovereignty. In light of the 

situation, 5 out of the 10 members of the EEC signed the Schengen Agreement in 1985, 

abolishing border checks between their countries. The economic advantages of such a move – 

freely moving people improve trade between two countries by around 2%, and the removal of 

border controls can save a lot of money, especially for large countries – resulted in the expansion 

of the Schengen Area: by 1997, all member-states except the UK and Ireland were a part of the 

Area. 

 

The success of Schengen led member-states to seek further integration. In an effort to do so, all 

12 members of the EEC attended a conference in Maastricht, which aimed to further integration. 

The result was astounding: the treaty that was signed into force was the Treaty on European 

Union, which created, among other things: 

 

1. The European Union; 
 

2. The Euro as a common currency and enacting common currency policies; 
 

3. The Common Foreign and Security Policy; 
 

4. A Common Police Strategy; 

 

This was a huge shift towards integration: the newly established European Union had one 

currency (the Euro), a clear sign of a sovereign country, and had one foreign policy. It had 

exclusive competence in these fields, meaning that all member-states must comply with the 

Union. The EU would see unprecedented growth in membership: in just 20 years, membership 

would grow from 12 member-states to 28. It seemed as if all was well for the European Union. 

The one true threat that remained was the question of further integration. 

 

CURRENT SITUATION 
 
 
The European Union of the present is a mixture of an intergovernmental and supranational 

union. The Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU) outlines in detail whether 

the EU has exclusive competence to make decisions, whether it shares the competence with 

member states or whether it could only advise: 

 

1. All decisions regarding the Customs Union, the functioning of the Internal Market, the 

monetary policy of the Euro, the conservation marine biological resources under the 

common fisheries policy and the common commercial policy is under exclusive 

competence of the EU. No member state can contradict any action taken in these fields. 



2. The European Union can only advise and support any action taken in the fields of human 

health, tourism, industry, culture, education, youth, sports, civil protection and 

administrative cooperation. The EU has no power to change any policy of any of its 

member-states in these fields. 

3. Any field that isn't specified is a field of shared competence. This means that member-

states are free to adopt policies in these fields, if the EU hasn't done so itself. 

 

The shared competence of policies creates a problem, as it is not exactly clear what happens if the 

EU decides to act in an area in which it hasn't exercised competence yet, and attempts to overrule 

an existing member-state policy. No treaty establishes the complete superiority of either EU law 

or member-state law over the other, and while court rulings have treated EU law as superior to 

member-state laws, there are some states, like Poland, in which the national constitution 

overrides EU law. 

 

THE DEBATE OVER INTEGRATION 

 

This overriding of national law by EU law is of great concern to many citizens of member states 

of the EU. Euroscepticism, the criticism of European integration, has risen drastically since the 

signing of the Lisbon Treaty in 2007. People fear that further integration would lead to a loss of 

sovereignty for their home country. They fear that their culture would be substituted out for a 

'pan-European' culture, in the name of the Union. 

 

Great Britain, in particular, has been very Eurosceptic ever since the creation of the EU back in 

1993. In 2016, the primary reasons people listed when they voted for Brexit was that "decisions 

about the UK should be taken in the UK". People feel that the EU has too much legislative 

power over member-states, and that they cannot decide for themselves. They feel that the 

European Parliament does not represent them. 

 

On the other hand, people who advocate for integration name the large economic benefits: 

indeed, most member-states have prospered as integration continued. Some experts, including 

Mark Leonard, have stated that a united EU, which will have 510 million people, would be an 

economic superpower. Around 40% of the EU population is in favor of a European Army, and 

44% are in favor of a Federation as the last step of European integration. 

 

You have gathered here today to decide once and for all: should the European Union further 

integrate? Do the benefits outweigh your peoples' concerns? And if so, how would you build a 

better Europe? 

 

It is all in your hands. May luck forever be in your favour. 



QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER: 
 
 

1. Should the EU give more freedom to the Member States or should it become more 

cohesive? In what aspects? 
 

2. How should the EU enforce its laws in its Member States? 
 

3. Should the EU affect foreign policies of member states? If so, how? 
 

4. What benefits does Supranationalism have over Intergovernmentalism? How far should 

one be used over the other? 
 

5. Should a European Army be considered? 
 

6. How can you bring forth greater economic cohesion? 
 

FURTHER READING 
 
 
It is highly recommended to read the Treaties outlined in the previous chapter. There is no need 

to read through all of them, but to have a basic understanding of the relevant articles could be 

crucial. 
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