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socialists in Europe

Jenny Jeger series editor
Labour’s Programme for 1973 included these key words about the European
Community “If these two tests are passed, a successful renegotiation and the
expressed approval of the majority of the British people, then we shall be ready
to play our full part in developing a new and wider Furope.”

1977 will be an important year for the European Community and, in particular,
Britain. Roy Jenkins is to take over as President of the Commission on 1 January
1977 and at the same time British ministers take the chairmanship of the Council
for six months. Further ahead we have the prospect of direct elections to the
Parliament in 1978

The Labour Party has an unprecedented opportunity to make its mark on European
policy making in a number of areas. It was a British socialist initiative which led to
the successful implementation of the Lomé Convention, a significant advance in
opening up the European Community to the developing countries outside the nine.
In this first Fabian pamphlet on the Community, Geoff Harris discusses the
relationship with other countries and the demands for membership by Spain,
Greece and Portugal.

Britain has seen many benefits from membership although this is still a bone of
contention for some people. Financial aid has been far in excess of our contribution
and has been most noticeable in food subsidies and industrial development. We must
now look at the future in both the economic and social terms of European unity.
In the short term, we are likely to see a new and effective regional policy and this
will have important consequences for Britain in the light of demands for decentral-
isation in England and devolution for Scotland and Wales. The political institu-
tions of the Community—a distant and bureaucratic machine to many people—
need revision, for direct elections will alter the power of the Parliament in decision
making and accountability. Nor can long term planning be fignored if we are to
make the Community work in a relevant manner. The complex economic questions
which face the whole of the western world have still not found an answer, as
monetary and economic union drifts further away. There is a dire need for a
coherent social policy for the nine which goes beyond the elementary medical
treatment seen so far, The Community has yet to decide on future action on the
multinationals and an industrial strategy. These are just some of the issues for the
coming years and we have an important part in the ultimate decisions.

European unity as much as anything is an attitude of mind and a will for co-
operation. The Labour Party has joined a Community where socialists form the
largest political grouping. Let us not turn our backs on our colleagues and Labour’s
chance to build a socialist Europe.



1. introduction

The Labour Party has always resented
strongly the idea that the European
Community, especially with its present
membership and nature, can be con-
sidered synonymous with Europe as a
whole. It was with this in mind that
Labour’s 1973 Programme committed the
Party to work for “a new and wider
Europe ™ once the issue of British mem-
bership of the EEC had been settled.
A year after that decision the

for the majority of people who, in fact,
stand somewhere in between.

The real challenge for the Labour Party
now that the issue of British membership
is settled is to join the battle over the
nature and content of this Community.
not just to engage in a defensive struggle
against its bureaucratic excrescences. The
quemon of the relationship between the

i d , in the broad-

of this approach to the Community can
be seen more clearly. The Community
has become a focus for the international
ambitions of democratic forces in Portu-
gal and Spain, as well as in Greece with
which country

est sense, still remains to be settled. The
danger of a centralised undemocratic
superstate is as great as is the possnbmty
of a democratic socialist community.

short, there is all to play for, and the snze
of the C ity is an issue bound up

have already begunA It has started to
play a small part in dealing with the
affairs of Europe as a whole through its
contribution to the European Secunty
Conference and the tentative opening of
discussions  with the state trading
countries of eastern Europe.

Despite the concentration of some ob-
servers on direct elections to the Euro-
pean Parliament, on economic co-
operation, on defence, as somehow the
magic keys to a more rapid and con-
structive development of the Community,
it could be that the issue of the size of
the Community and it relationship with
those European states which are not
members, will be equally, if not more,
significant in deciding its future character.

This short study will concentrate on the
relatively immediate issues surrounding
the possible further enlargement of the
Community in the next decade. When
these matters eventually become headline
news it may well be that the issues of
Greek wine, Portuguese shirts or Spanish
automobiles will appear as vital matters,
but anyone, particularly anyone on the
left, who has witnessed or participated
in  Britain’s or Norway’s agonised
decision making about Community mem-
bership knows that it is the issues of the
future of democracy within the nations
concerned, as well as their economic,
social and political security, that are the
central matters at stake. That is the case
for the opponents of European integra-
tion, as much as for the eurofanatics and

closely with these others.

A Community which cannot help
countries struggling to build a stable
foundation for parliamentary democracy
and economic security would be a trav-
esty, as well as an unlikely champion of
democracy within its own borders.

e purpose of the Community must be
to strengthen democracy anywhere it has
the power to do so, and the Community
should admit as a full member any
European state with a democratic regime
and should exclude any European state
without one, and should moreover
actively participate in the * destablisa-
tion ” of undemocratic regimes anywhere
in Europe.

‘This js the broadest possible statement
of the argument. It hides numerous im-
mense difficulties which are not only of
a technical nature; for example, should
a state with a democratic regime be able
to join the Community even if it is un-
stable? What happens if democracy col-
Iapses in an EEC member state? Would a
larger Community with a larger pro-
portion of poor, perhaps unstable
countries, be capable of any action, in-
ternal or external, to achieve a more ac-
ceptable distribution of wealth and
power, or to influence events in Europe
as a whole? Would the European Parlia-
ment, become too cumbersome to be
an effective democratic platform?

Various things at least are clear. Firstly
the issue of the possible enlargement of






