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sovereignty. But also, it may even be incorrect to assume that Britain can exist within a
European system that serves to damage the legitimacy of Parliament and the traditional

sources of power.



Public Opposition to Europe: A Double-Edged Sword

From the standpoint that the hierarchical unitary system of Britain offers a
structural incompatibility with a quasi-federal Europe also offers insight into the problem
of public opinion for British leaders. With the efforts of the current Labour government
to diffuse power to elected assemblies in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland, there
have been mentions of the abilities for participation that this affords subnational groups.'
However, we have seen that in the face of pressing foreign relations questions, there
tends to be a consolidated effort by the British government by way of reasserting the
absolute authority of Westminster. This alongside the recent strengthening of the
executive within Parliament presents a situation in which devolution is certainly
occurring but is nonetheless still secondary to an overall unitary structure.

With this said, the role of public opinion in Britain assumes a crucial role for
further British involvement with Europe, both as a result of integration issues and as a
determinant. The subnational actors have been granted steps towards further
participation in British governance, but this is still very much in the nascent stages. With
unions and similar organizations less entrenched in the political process and with the
British political style differing from the more corporatist model of core European leaders
such as Germany, channels of participation are thus limited. However, the limited

channels in Britain also presuppose a larger impact of the voter in both referenda and

' See Bomberg, Elizabeth and John Peterson. 1998. “European Union Decision Making: the Role of Sub-
national Actors.” Political Studies. XLV1:p219-235
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elections. The degree to which Prime Minister Blair has resorted to American-style
“spin” and rhetoric is far from an academic testament to this, but it has been obvious
enough for London theater to pick up on. All satirical jabbing aside however, public
opinion in relation to an array of issues, a large contingency being European, “has
brought an element of uncertainty to British electoral politics.”! The degree to which it
ousted a disjointed Conservative government, no matter how closely its Euroscepticism
mirrored the public’s own, has even the European-enthusiast Blair walking the tightrope
of Europe.

This is largely seen in Blair’s willingness to extend an open-hand to his
colleagues on the continent alongside an inability to fully sell further British cooperation
domestically.? Blair has focused on overall structural issues in the European Union, such
as flexibility and extended qualified voting, but he has largely tried to make headway by
imposing economic tests with concern to joining the euro. As we have seen however, the
Prime Minister nonetheless encounters overarching political questions in doing so, and
thus becomes more at the mercy of the British public. In other words, by creating the
paradox between proposing seemingly tangible criteria that can only be satisfied in
subjective terms, he has expressed an important concern: the hesitancy of British leaders
to reach beyond their elected grasp, even with the largest of parliamentary majorities.
Fueled by a Eurosceptical press that has in recent history experienced European
opposition with Thatcher and Major, the public has voiced its own opposition, which

could be compounded by any sort of hesitation in the leadership.® Past and current polls

! Evans, Geoffery. 1998. “Euroscepticism and Conservative Electoral Support: How an Asset Became a
Liability.” British Journal of Political Science. v28:p573

2 Stephens, Philip. 2001. “The Blair Government and Europe.” The Political Quarterly. v72 n1:p67

3 Stephens, Philip. 2001:p67
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show lethargic support for the common currency and the benefits of membership in the
European Union as a whole. While the leadership elite in Britain has always tended to be
more opposed to more threatening questions of Europe as a superstate, the public has
seemed to remain adamant in their hostility towards Europe in any respect.
Eurobarometer polls have always shown the British public support to fall about 10
percent short of any other member-state.* Therefore, the wavering of even pro-European
leaders has been cognizant of such opposition, and therefore had its arguments stifled.
Therefore, public opinion becomes a double-edged sword. As the Tories discovered in
the 1980s and early 1990s, an inability of leaders to coordinate decisions concerning
Europe is detrimental to public perceptions of confidence, which is perhaps a product of
leaders’ unwillingness to test the documented public opposition to the European project.
Even with all of the recent fluctuation of elite sentiments towards Europe, it
seems as though the British public has rarely been so ambiguous on the matter. Social
scholars have recognized that the sense of exceptionalism and skepticism that marked
traditional British imperialism has certainly made some degree of transition into modern
attitudes. Even at the beginning of 2002, after the introduction of the euro to the
European public, Professor John Curtice from Strathclyde has even gone so far as to say
that Britons still retain an “‘us versus them” attitude when it comes to the continent. He
went further to say that “very few people in Britain think of themselves as Europeans.”
This was an important observation so early in the introduction of the hard common
currency because several key government officials have hoped that a tangible common

currency might quell the fears of the public. By the end of 2001, a poll conducted by The

* Baker, David. 2001:p278
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Guardian showed that British public support for the euro rose slightly to 31 percent, with
58 percent still opposed.® Some Cabinet Ministers, such as Foreign Secretary Jack Straw
immediately jumped on these results to show enthusiasm for the opposition gap falling to
within 27 percentage points. However, such a shift (even as minute as it may seem) has
not been uncommon in Britain. Just before the euro was introduced at the initial phases
in 1999, support rose to 30 percent, cutting the discrepancy to within 24 percentage
points. However, if this initial period of increased support brings any excitement to
government Europhiles, they should also consider that by the end of 1999 British support
fell back to hostile levels; and moreover, straightforward opposition has risen by several
points since.’

Therefore, any shift in support has served to raise the hopes of pro-European
ministers, and then have them dashed by a recession to steady opposition. This would
seem to reflect the public’s consideration of issues previously discussed in this paper.
Therefore, while it has been perceived in the past that the public would generally follow a
well-coordinated leadership, in the past couple of decades it has seemed as though this
was perhaps too optimistically assumed. Previous considerations for British tensions
with the continent have rested upon deep-seated factors, yet both parties have straddled
the line between support and opposition by changing positions on the issue over the
years. As recently as 1983, the currently Euro-enthusiastic Labour Party supported
unconditional withdraw from the European Community. Also, was it not Margaret

Thatcher, now the epitome of Euroscepticism, that greatly backed the Single European

* Smith, David. “Is Britain Falling for Europe’s Charms?” The Sunday Times (London). January 13, 2002
® Hanes, Tim. “The Single Currency Will Not Convert Many.” The Times (London). December 20, 2001
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Act at the onset of her tenure as Prime Minister? Therefore, the underlying factors have
not changed, but it seems as though the public has a better grasp of this over their wise
leaders.

The Conservatives found this out perhaps after it was too late to salvage their
hopes for regaining public trust. Building up to the Maastricht Treaty at the end of 1991,
there was a rise in support for British membership in the European Community, which
more recent numbers would tell us was the result of this now emerging trend following a
perceived increase in relations with the continent. In other words, the context of this
increase in support was perhaps due to both the anticipation of Maastricht and
involvement in the ERM. However, the ERM crists and Britain’s eventual gjection from
it proved detrimental to confidence in the Conservatives as well as support for further
involvement with the continent.® Using British Election Panel Studies from 1992 to 1996
we can see that while the number of proponents of integration stayed at roughly the same
lower levels, support for an increased protection of national sovereignty and diminished
relationship with Europe rose significantly. By 1996, the mean self-placement of
respondents on the scale ranging from complete unification with Europe and absolute
protection of independence had shifted significantly towards the withdraw end.’ Tt
should also be noted that the public’s perceptions of how the parties stood on the issues
stayed roughly the same for Conservatives and shifted more to the integrationist end of
the spectrum for the Labour Party. This is an interesting fact from which we can uncover

that even among supporters of Labour, the more pro-European of the parties, the

® Evans, Geoffery. 1998:p574
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tendency was towards opposition to Europe.!? Therefore, we can see that public opinion
played a major role in this period, much of which rested on the ERM crisis and further
integration by way of Maastricht. Whereas the Tories had what could be termed an
electoral asset in the form of vast public opposition to integration and public perception
that it was the more anti-European of the parties, it was squandered as divisions in the
party deepened and confidence levels fell. Furthermore, the divisions in the party that
allowed in-fighting to stifle a coordinated position on Europe one way or the other, kept
public perception of the Tories position on integration much the same. This is all while
the public’s own attitudes became more adversarial, so even Conservatives became
alienated from actual public sentiments.

The impact that European integration had on the public’s perception of
Conservative competency cannot be underestimated. The failure of Britain’s attempt to
join the Exchange Rate Mechanism (ERM) resulting in its embarrassing forced exit in
1992 exacerbated existing divisions within the party. Furthermore, public opinion played
the role of a double-edged sword by also reflecting a lack of confidence in their ability to
govern. Therefore, even as far back as Black Wednesday, the Tories were in trouble by
way of public opinion, which simply got the ball rolling towards their enormous defeat in
the 1997 election.!' Taking this into consideration, even with all of his Europhilia, Tony
Blair perhaps has his predecessors’ fate on his mind. It is now apparent that the public as
expressed wide majority opposition to European integration, and at the same time made

an embarrassing example of a Conservative Party that was unable to coordinate even a

' Evans, Geoffery. 1998:p579
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strongly-backed Euroscepticism. Thus, the double-edged sword of public opinion will
now burdens the Labour government, perhaps more so than it did the Conservatives. '

This is becoming more apparent as Prime Minister Blair tries to clean up the
tarnished reputation of Britain in Europe. While he is driven to end British ambivalence
towards the continent, the ambivalence seems to have turned to uncertainty at home.
With the state of domestic affairs such as health care and education in their current
decrepit states, and with a row emerging between Prime Minister Blair and Chancellor of
the Exchequer Gordon Brown, an uncoordinated effort might not serve Europhiles well.
If the competency of Tories was seen as faltering during the ERM debacle, then any
neglect of domestic issues could affect the public’s perception of Labour, despite large
electoral victories.

The results from the European Commission’s Continuous Tracking Survey (CTS)
have shown that British opposition to the European project (the full integration
proceedings) does not merely rest on the success of EMU or on perceived victories at the
most recent intergovernmental conference.'® This is to be expected considering the
aforementioned tendency for support to wax in minute, short-lived bursts only to then
ultimately wane. Thus, the public has assumed the critical role of shaping policy stances
on Europe, considering its ability through opinion polls and elections to change the tide
of both parties. Christopher Anderson, in one of his studies on public opinion towards

European integration, found that a lack of education about the EU typically fostered

opposition to the integration proceedings.'* However, from a Continuous Tracking

2 Evans, Geoffery. 1998:p590
1 Conducted by the European Commission’s Public Opinion Surveys and Research Unit
4 Anderson, Christopher. “When in Doubt, Use Proxies:
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Survey conducted at the end of 1997, found that Britons’ feelings about their knowledge
of the European Union were above the EU average.'”” While the number of Britons that
felt this was only at 40 percent, this must be taken alongside the fact that only Germany
and Luxembourg had a majority of the population, albeit slim majorities of 59 and 51
percent respectively, feel as though they were well-educated about the EU.'® Therefore,
opposition in the British case cannot be fully attributed to the lack of education on the EU
and its institution. In fact, a general apathy towards the institutions of Europe seems to
exist alongside even a heightened education. If Anderson’s findings were completely
accurate, the opposite would be true, and Britain would tend to exhibit greater support.
Surprisingly however, the CTS given at the end of 1997 found that some of the
lowest levels of interest in the functions of the European Union exist in Britain.
Generally, only about 50 percent of Britons expressed interest in learning more about
European institutions, treaties, the common currency or the aims and objectives of the
integration project as a whole.!” Therefore, public opinion seems to reflect an interesting
paradox in that their knowledge is above European-wide levels, but interest in the
continent seems to run at about 20 percent below other member-states. This paradox has
been a large obstacle for leaders to negotiate because on this matter it seems has become
increasingly apparent that the public now takes a directive role on these issues.'® Also, it
seems as though the public has set this paradox on an interesting balance by way of
obtaining just enough education to know that it does not support European integration nor

does it find interest in it. Recent Eurobarometer numbers find that only 33 percent of

15 Europinion, special report of Continuous Tracking Survey results following the Amsterdam 1GC, 1997
'S Europinion, 1997

17 Europinion, Number 13, November 1997
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Britons believe membership in the EU to be a “good thing,” and 36 percent see benefit in
membership.

With this said, it seems as though it is the British public that must now occupy
Blair’s attention if he is going to change their minds on Europe. However, because of the
importance of public opinion and because of the directive mode that it now seems to
serve, Blair seems to be avoiding the issue dom;:stically. One telltale sign of this
reticence by Blair to commit fully is that of more than half a dozen key speeches on the
integration process only one has been done within Britain."’ He is obviously considering
the daunting and perhaps detrimental task that comes with selling an idea that has for so
long sparked adamant opposition in Britain. But, Blair must also consider that
convincing the continent of Britain’s willingness to cooperate 1s not nearly as much a
factor as convincing Britain of Europe’s benefits. In the campaign preceding Blair’s
second term in 2001, the Labour Party adopted slogans such as “The Work Goes On,”
which seem to imply broad idyllic goals and promises.?’

The Prime Minister has to be careful with such rhetoric though. If it is confidence
in the government that will ultimately decide electoral fates, then Blair might be able to
win elections with such grandeur but that is perhaps where this rhetoric ceases to satisfy
the British public. Just as with the five economic “tests,” which are Blair’s pragmatic
steps towards Europe, such talk of a better Britain remains politically subjective
considering the crumbling state of Britain’s healthcare, education and transportation

systems. Britain still spends the least amount on healthcare than any other industrialized

1% Stephens, Philip. 2001:p74
%0 «“The End of the Beginning? Tony Blair Wants Labour to Rule Britain for a Generation. Winning the
Election is the Least of His Problems.” Time International. June 11, 2001:p34
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nation; and, railways and roads are in deplorable conditions, even after billions of pounds
worth of repairs. This is all aside from the fact that the future does not look promising
for the British as its 16 to 25 year-old demographic remains behind every Western
European country (except Ireland) in reading ability.!

With all of this facing the British domestic scene, Blair would seem to be treading
on dangerous ground if he continues to turn attention towards the continent. Perhaps due
to these internal woes, a recent NOP survey commissioned by the pro-integration Britain
in Europe group showed that 67 percent of the public wants a referendum on the euro
before the next general election. In this same poll, a strong opposition at 49 percent was
even shown to exist for joining the common currency in the event of passing the
economic tests.”* First and foremost, this is a telling sign that want much of the European
issue to be solved as quickly as possible, believing that joining the common currency is
the most tangible indicator of British attitudes. However, the 49 percent that would
oppose joining the euro even if these criteria were met is reflective of the overall British
tendency towards opposition. Furthermore, what it shows Tony Blair is that there is still
a large contingent in Britain that refuses to be convinced by broad promises and spin
artist-like rhetoric that it will take to convince the public on the government’s subjective
decisions on these tests. It would seem that rather than taking a positive stand on

entrance into EMU, the government is still holding onto the question of “if”” Britain is

! «“The End of the Beginning?...” Time International. June 11, 2001:p35
22467 % of Public Want Euro Poll.” Guardian Unlimited. February 27, 2002.
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/polls/story
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able to join. Thus, it appears to be shouting about Britain forging new bonds with the
continent while at the same time staying relatively quiet in its actions.

This is perhaps the point from which the current Labour government has the
possibility of pursuing much the same fate as the Tories. First and foremost, Britain has
had some very deep-seated problems in these aforementioned domestic areas, including
the economy that could become troublesome for the current government. As was
mentioned in previous sections, Blair has tried to project a Britain with unemployment,
inflation and interest rates all at striking lows. However, the fact of the matter still
remains that the British infrastructure is crumbling in concerning proportions.*
Therefore, if he fails to look at these issues before he tries to include his healthy image of
Britain into the continent, he could be overlooking crucial issues that could prove
detrimental not only to the public’s confidence levels, but also to Britain’s current
strengths. In other words, what the public most likely realizes is that Britain may stand at
a high point in relation to the continent now, but such fundamental domestic issues could
facilitate the downfall of this.

What Conservatives discovered was that holding the same line as the public on
the European issues could not silence discontent if their own competency was perceived
as waning. Thus, while Blair might have a currently healthy Britain on his side, this will
not simply change the precedence of Euroscepticism. If he continues to project a strong
London to his European colleagues while not dealing with domestic problems and selling

integration at home, he will perhaps be subject to an even further distancing than that

experienced by Conservatives. Also, divisions that have previously emerged in the
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Labour strategy towards Europe could prove to be similar as well. Chancellor of the
Exchequer Gordon Brown made it apparent in a statement even as early as October 1997
that he intended the current decisions about EMU to rest solely on national interest.
Therefore, the answers to the “tests” still remain subjective but Brown has made it clear
that he will probably view it more passively on economic terms and exercise a veto in
any policy proposals. However, an enthusiastic Blair would still like to make Britain’s
case in an active manner. Thus, the line between making the issue either political or
economic is a blurry one. A tension within the Labour Party causing a disjointed policy
strategy towards Europe. Conservatives found a disconnected party to be fatal to public
confidence levels, and the Labour Party could run into the same troubles. To place this
tension atop an underlying public hostility towards the continent, the current Labour

government might have to initiate a referendum on EMU as a final vote of confidence.

# «“The End of the Beginning?...” Time International. JTune 11, 2001:p34




Conclusion

Few would doubt that the efforts of European nations to “pool” their interests
together in the sake of a lasting peace and security have been widely successful thus far.
The simple fact that mid-twentieth century European leaders saw it necessary to make
steps towards some sort of alliance rather than falling back into the cleavages that had
caused so much bloodshed and distrust in the past was a crucial sign that a European
community could prosper. However, the deep-seated urgency that the continent felt after
the Second World War was not shared by all of the current members of the modern
European Union, so we can assume that the project of deeper and wider integration has
evolved over the last five decades into a body that is not only precautionary but also
assertive in building an influential role on the global stage. This is largely due to the
underlying political scope of integration, which seems to bother Britain the most.

This may seem more like paranoia on the part of Euroskeptics because with the European
Coal and Steel Community and moving right up into the current Economic and Monetary
Union project, European integration has generally looked more economic in practice. On
the other hand, leaders from the Franco-German core of Europe have numerous times
expressed their desires for a closer political union, with both Jean Monnet, the father of
the modern European Union, and the once adamantly pro-European German Chancellor,

Helmut Kohl, both striving for the “ever closer Union.” And, while Britain’s neo-liberal
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economic mode! and a more “social Europe” now at conflicting points in the business
cycle, so too is a unitary system incongruous with a quasi-federal European structure. It
is apparent that more federal models of certain member-states have and will continue to
assimilate European authority over their own national governments in some areas. Some
might argue that even a unitary state such as France was able to not only assimilate the
European power structure but also shape it in many instances. However, Britain uses its
power structure in a more complex manner combining with it the ultimate authority of
Parliament, which France does not have.

With appeals to protecting a national identity that has both a prominence of the
notions of sovereignty as well as historical aversions to Europe, some Europhiles have
claimed that Britain is simply grasping on to largely antiquated attitudes. What with the
fall of the empire and the failure to find a new role, it seems as though it would be time
for the British to take the steps towards a “‘modernized” conception of Britishness.
Europhiles make a good case for this in the face of growing integration across many
sectors, not just in Europe.

However, the current efforts to modernize of Tony Blair and the new Labour,
which are largely based on devolution and a shiny, new cool Britannia, seem superficial
at best. History has shown that when confronted with pressing foreign policy pressures
Britain seems to consolidate national identity under a broader umbrella. The power
structure in Britain affords Parliament absolute sovereignty in political matters, and
furthermore it has been in the best interest of Westminster to keep the United Kingdom as

a whole together. Thus, devolution in this case is perhaps a modernizing element to the




Third Way reconsideration of representation, but it hardly upends the overall unitary

character of Britain and the notion of parliamentary sovereignty.

Instead, what we have seen is that should the opportunity arise for the four nations
of the United Kingdom (Wales, England, Scotland and Northern Ireland) to assert
independent identities themselves, it is not entirely unlikely for a shift of identity
projections, especially abroad, to occur back to the center. In other words, the
importance that parliamentary sovereignty plays in British national identity has also
created an historical assertion of English traditions. While this English occupation of
national sentiments has not required a hegemonic dilution of what it means to be Welsh,
Scottish or Irish, it has been a primary factor in overall British feelings abroad. It is from
this that we arrive at the feelings of moral authority, of ex-empire, and of hostilities
towards the rest of Europe.

However, if the British incompatibility with European integration was to lie in
these defining national characteristics, then Prime Minister Blair’s wishes for British
Europhilia might not be far off. The tendency for Britain to shun or even despise the
continent and turn its attention to an open seas policy would be a relic of the past. If
Britain comes to the conclusion that it is no longer an imperial power with the luxury of
averting its attention from potential allies, then a simple change in rhetoric would bridge
the gap of ambivalence. The interconnectedness of parliamentary sovereignty and ties to
democratic governance go deeper than a change of positions from the Prime Minister’s
office. There is a distinct democratic deficit that remains in the European Union that is
going to be hard for even the most pro-European leader to reconcile with the British

public. Subsequently, the projections of a friendlier Britain abroad has not been able to
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quell Prime Minister Blair’s fears of a wide scale public backlash. Public opinion
towards the common currency and towards the European Union as a whole remains
vastly unsympathetic to integration. Leaders then run into the problem of negotiating a
public that is both vehemently skeptical of integration and unforgiving of a leadership
unable to establish a coherent stance. The Conservatives found that Europe has the
power to divide across traditional left-right distinctions, preventing them from
esfablishing even a united Euroskepticism and making them appear incompetent to
govern.

Therefore, public opinion may be one of the most critical domestic factors in
Britain’s hostility towards European integration, and Tony Blair is currently finding this
out. He has made headway with his five “tests” for participation in the euro, but the
answers to them remain subjective. However, the single currency is simply one of the
current highly publicized issues and does not encompass deeper questions. There is also
the question of Qualified Majority Voting (QMV) that will soon come to the forefront as
European Union enlargement talks increase. With this issue, Britain has another fork in
the road ahead of it. If it is to retain a high degree of autonomy it has to consider whether
or not it wants to retain the right of the national veto in the Council of Ministers or
whether it wants to opt for more QMYV based in the assumption that this will further its
ability to opt-out of several controversial initiatives.' Regardless of what British leaders
opt to do however will not rectify the fundamental aversions to integration, it will simply

serve to expose them with either a veto or an opt-out.

! “Britain and Europe: Escalating Hostilities.” The Economist (US). October 23, 1999:p64
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This does not bode well for a current Prime Minister that would like to put Britain
at the helm of further European Union development. It seems as though Blair would like
to avoid these fundamental questions by appealing to the need for Britain to parallel the
rest of Europe for fear of falling further behind. He would like to incorporate the ideas of
the “inevitability” of further integration and shun terms such as the “isolation” of Britain.
However, Blair seems to be confused in the realities of Britain’s necessity to harmonize
and shape the continent. Europhiles will say that Britain is going to be shaped by the
European Union, whether it is a leader or an awkward partner. If this is to be the case,
then Britain might as well do all in its power to lead this influence. However, in the
current global political and economic climate, Britain is shaped by the world around it,
not just Europe. In cases such as the economic pressures of the European Central Bank it
is perhaps even more of an exaggerated outlook to think that Britain will be under the
complete control of a supranational body, even as a dissenting pax’[y.2 These arguments
seem to confuse the idea of sovereignty with complete autonomy, which no modern state
possesses.’

Prime Minister Blair wants to project Britain’s current economic highs as
evidence of the superiority of British models and of Britain’s new modern identity.
However, on the issues of “isolation” and “inevitability” he will run into obstacles based
on the current success. The longer that Britain chooses to contend integration efforts, the
less weight that inevitability carries. Furthermore, with Britain thriving as an outsider in
some key European projects the danger of isolation becomes diluted. Because of this, he

will ultimately be forced to turn all of his positive spins on Europe into the same political

2 Rachman, Gideon. 1998. “Britain’ European Dilemma.” The Washington Quarterly. v21 n3:p175
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questions that remain below the surface. He has chosen to promote British appeals to
liberal economics and closing the democratic deficit in Europe. He has chosen to
promote Britain in Europe in an effort to allow Britain to lead the next generation of
integration. However, he is having an easier time selling this to his European colleagues.
The troubles in doing this at home still remain because even the most pro-European “wait
and see” policy will not solve the underlying incompatibilities between Britain and the

European Union.

> “The Economy Outside the Euro.” The Economist (US). January 9, 1999:p5]




Works Cited

Anderson, Christopher. 1998. “When in Doubt, Use Proxies: Attitudes Toward Domestic
Politics and Support for European Integration.” Comparative Political Studies.
v31 n5:p569-82

Baker, David. 2001. “Britain and Europe: The Argument Continues.” Parliamentary
Affairs. 54:p277-87

Baker, David and David Seawright, Eds. 1998. “Introduction.” Britain for and Against
Europe. (Oxford: Clarendon Press):p3-8

Bomberg, Elizabeth and John Peterson. 1998. “European Union Decision Making: the
Role of Sub-national Actors.” Political Studies. XLLVI:p219-235

“Britain and Europe: Escalating Hostilities.” The Economist (US). October 23, 1999:p64

“Britain and EU Tax: For Now the Sovereignty Battle is Won.” United Press
International Bulletin. November 27, 2000

Buller, Jim. 2000. “Understanding Contemporary Conservative Euro-Skepticism:
Statecraft and the Problem of Governing Autonomy.” Political Quarterly:p319-25

Crick, Bernard. 1991. “The English and the British.” National Identities: The
Constitution of the United Kingdom. Ed. Bernard Crick (Cambridge, UK; Oxford,
UK: Blackwell):p92

Deflem, Mathieu and Fred C. Pampel. 1996. “The Myth of Postnational Identity: Popular
Support for European Integration.” Social Forces. v715 nl:p119-36

Eurobarometer 55, Spring 2001

Europinion, special report of Continuous Tracking Survey results following the
Amsterdam IGC, 1997

Europinion, Number 13, November 1997

Evans, Geoffery. 1998. “Euroscepticism and Conservative Electoral Support: How an
Asset Became a Liability.” British Journal of Political Science. v28:p573

76



717

Fitzgerald, Garret. 1991. “The British and the Irish in the Context of Europe.” National
Identities: The Constitution of the United Kingdom. Ed. Bernard Crick. (Oxford,

UK: Blackwell):p9-19

Gabel, Matthew. 2000. “European Integration, Voters and National Politics.” West
' European Politics. v23 n4:p52

Gamble, Andrew. 1998. “The European Issue in British Politics.” Britain For and
Against Europe. Eds. David Baker and David Seawright (Oxford, UK: Clarendon

Press):p17-8

Hanes, Tim. “The Single Currency Will Not Convert Many.” The Times (London).
December 20, 2001

Hattersley, Roy. “Definitions of a National Identity: Tony Blair Wants Our Nationality to
be Celebrated. But What is It?” The Guardian. November 13, 2000

Hazell, Robert and David Sinclair. 1999. “The British Constitution in 1997-98: Labour’s
Constitutional Revolution.” Parliamentary Affairs. v52 n2:p161-78

Hearl, Derek. 1994. “British Government and Politics Since 1945: Changes in
Perspective.” Parliamentary Affairs. v47 n4:p515-7

Heath, Anthony et al. 1999. “British National Sentiment.” British Journal of Political
Science. v29:p157

Kearney, Hugh. 2000. “The importance of Being British.” The Political Quarterly.
nl:p16-23

Knill, Christoph. 1998. “European Policies: The Impact of National Administrative
Traditions.” Journal of Public Policy. v18 nl:p5

“Maybe say the money men.” The Economist (US). June 9, 2001:p3
“Nation-Gazing: British Greats.” The Economist (US). October 28, 2000

Parekh, Bhiku. 2000. “Defining British National Identity.” The Political Quarterly.
nl:p4-13

Pond, Elizabeth. 1998. The Rebirth of Europe. (Washington, DC: Brooking Institute) p4

Rachman, Gideon. 1998. “Britain’s European Dilemma.” The Washington Quarterly.
v21, n3: pl75-7




78

Robbins, Keith. 1998. “Britain and Europe: Devolution and Foreign Policy.”
International Affairs. vi4 nl:p106-13

Schmidt, Vivien A. 1999. “European ‘Federalism’ and its Encroachments on National
Institutions.” Publius. v29 nl:p19-22

Shulman, Stephen. 2000. “Nationalist Sources of International Economic Integration.”
International Studies Quarterly. 44:p366-86

“Sixty-seven Percent of Public Want Euro Poll.” Guardian Unlimited. February 27, 2002.
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/polls/story

Smith, David. “Is Britain Falling for Europe’s Charms?” The Sunday Times (London).
January 13, 2002

“Smothering the Euro Debate.” The Economist. September 25, 1999:p68

Stephens, Philip. 2001. “The Blair Government and Europe.” The Political Quarterly.
v72 nl:p67

“The Economy Outside the Euro.” The Economist (US). January 9, 1999:p51

“The End of the Beginning? Tony Blair Wants Labour to Rule Britain for a Generation.
Winning the Election is the Least of His Problems.” Time International. June 11,
2001:p34

Walker, Martin. 2001. “Blair’s Britain.” The Wilson Quarterly. Autumn. v25 nd:pl16

Wallace, William. 1991. “Foreign Policy and National Identity in the United Kingdom.”
International Affairs. v67 nl:p68-73

Walsh, James L 2001. “National Preferences and International Institutions: Evidence
from European Monetary Integration.” International Studies. 45:p60

Whyman, Philip; Burkitt, Brian: Baimbridge, Mark. 2000. “Economic Policy Outside
EMU: Strategies for a Global Britain.” The Political Quarterly:p451-3


http://politics.guardian.co.uk/polls/story

