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ABSTRACT 

―Euroscepticism trends in the European elections of 2014 and 2019‖ 

by Georgios Iakovidis 

Chairperson of the Supervisory Committee: Professor Dimitrios Skiadas 

Department of International and European Studies 

A thesis presented on the aspects of Euroscepticism, beginning with its first 

conceptualization, and covering the various social groups it represents. First of 

all, we will introduce Euroscepticism as a notion and we will become aware of its 

history and the different types that it can be categorized according to 

theoreticians. As soon as we do this, we will follow its path through the last 

decades and we will indulge in different expressions of Euroscepticism, searching 

also for the roots of this phenomenon. Our main focus is the last two European 

elections, so we will mostly refer to the last decade and the augmentation of 

Euroscepticism until 2019. Each state of the European Union (EU) shall be 

examined separately as the rise of Euroscepticism is not the same everywhere and 

Euroscepticism can be expressed in different variants, depending on the 

motivation and the aim of a Eurosceptic vote. Brexit is also a timely topic which 

should be inducted in the study as a separate chapter, since it is an ongoing 

phenomenon which has already affected EU and would for sure show whether 

the United Kingdom will entice more member-states to withdraw from the 

Union and help in the prevalent growth of Euroscepticism in the near future. 

Furthermore, we ought to investigate which kind of Euroscepticism can have a 

positive effect in the concept of European Integration as the EU can become 

stronger through this challenge and prove that its contribution is significant and 

therefore, there are fundamental reasons which support its existence in the 

European scene. In a final stage, we will analyze the answers of a questionnaire 

prepared particularly for this dissertation in regards with how 100 European 

citizens, who participated in the survey, see their state’s membership in the EU 

and the rise of Euroscepticism the last decade. 
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INTRODUCTION 

When I was demanded to prepare a subject in which I would write my thesis for 

this master program I was searching for something that would be interesting and 

legible over time. Discussing it with my professor Mr. Dimitrios Skiadas we 

concluded that Euroscepticism is a subject really notable and worth writing about 

as there are various opposing views and conflict which still remain on top of the 

agenda in Brussels and in national parliaments as well. The last decade a lot of 

new parties have sprung up across Europe gaining much popularity and 

establishing a new status quo within the European Union. Mostly, they don’t 

have same ideologies or same target audience and they don’t even agree on how 

they can intervene on EU’s policy and structure. However, they share common 

ground in the idea of Euroscepticism which has been expressed in various ways 

and it seems that it is the main reason of the popularity that these parties derive. 

But Euroscepticism is not something new as a notion. Trying to define it, we 

could say that Euroscepticism is a political ideology which opposes European 

integration and came into existence in the decade of 1980, as a British political 

movement. More specifically, the trademark of Euroscepticism was the speech of 

Margaret Thatcher at 1988 in Bruges, in which she condemned the bureaucratic 

and institutional weaknesses of the EU. Later on, she was characterized as a 

―Eurosceptic‖ by the popular British newspaper “The Times”. 

Nowadays, Euroscepticism is manifested in different forms depending on various 

critics over European integration which is articulated by some political parties. 

These critics can divide into soft and hard versions of Euroscepticism, depending 

on how they react against the system and as a result, if they are in favor of 

withdrawing from the European Union. Hard Euroscepticism can be defined as 

fundamental opposition to the idea of political and economic integration and 

expresses itself as ―a principled objection to the current form of integration in the European 

Union on the grounds that it offends deeply held values, or more likely, is the embodiment of 

negative values‖ (Taggart and Szczerbiak 2004: 3). In contrast, soft Euroscepticism 

―involves contingent or qualified opposition to European integration‖ and may express itself 
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in terms of opposition to the specific policies or in terms of the defence of 

national interest. 

Politically, Eurosceptics belong ideologically to a wider range which includes 

parties from the far-right to the far-left. The governing coalition (2015-2019) in 

Greece between ―SYRIZA‖ (Coalition of the Radical Left – Progressive Alliance) 

and the ―Independent Greeks‖ is an example of how the political flanks can be 

united in order to express their opposition to the EU. The potential alliances 

between left-wing and right-wing Eurosceptics are, however, rather superficial for 

two main reasons. First, Euroscepticism in radical left and radical right parties is 

based on diverging motivations. The radical left-wing Euroscepticism stems from 

their defence of welfare state arrangements and from their opposition to ongoing 

market liberalization. On the other hand, radical right-wing Euroscepticism 

highlights the threat that European integration poses to national sovereignty and 

cultural homogeneity, and that is the reason why some parties focus their policy 

in protecting the welfare state, and they are encompassed with anti-immigrant 

feelings. A second distinction, which is less often made, is that these ideologies 

emphasize their criticism towards different perspectives of European integration. 

Political scientists, while analyzing different typologies of government, have 

provided theories regarding various concepts of the relationships between people 

and the political system that they live in. During the last century, different 

concepts have arisen such as legitimacy, trust, loyalty, political efficacy, and 

feelings, attitudes, and values toward politics have been studied (both theoretically 

and empirically). They have different degrees of similarity and variance, although 

academics agree on the fact that those feelings are crucial in ensuring the 

existence of democracy. 

It is true that this topic is extremely interesting for social and political scientists, 

and this also explains why the institutional and political evolution of the 

European Union has been a topic of interest and leads the subject for their 

studies the last decades. The efforts in order to reach the goal of European 

integration inspired theoreticians worldwide to examine sentiments toward the 

first supranational ―creature‖ of the contemporary era. 
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How do European citizens perceive the EU concept and how achievable do they 

consider European integration on this regard? Do they agree with the current 

functionality of the Union? How critical are they towards EU policies? Does a 

―European sense of belonging‖ truly exist? How has Euroscepticism developed lately 

and especially during the last European election campaigns? These questions 

continue to challenge social scientists and represent the main focus of the 

questionnaire which has been conducted as a social experiment for the purpose 

of this dissertation. 

Do elections to the European Parliament (EP) contribute to diffuse support for 

Europe? The elections were instituted primarily in order to involve European 

citizens in the development and governance of the European Economic 

Community (EEC, which later transformed to what we now know today as the 

European Union). Thus, the politicians who negotiated the institution of these 

elections will likely have seen them as a link between citizens and the EEC, 

increasing citizens’ sense of belonging to that supranational entity. Indeed, the 

institution of EP elections and the creation of a European passport (issued to all 

EU citizens) could be seen as sharing the same motivations—something that 

Europeans would hold in common, perhaps helping to give them a common 

identity. 

So were these supposed objectives actually fulfilled? Do these European elections 

increase or at least sustain a higher level of diffuse support for Europe? Recent 

researches suggest that the answer is negative. Considerable evidence shows that 

voters dislike being subjected to unnecessary elections (Van der Eijk and 

Franklin, 2009), and the lack of a discernible purpose to the EP elections is often 

given as a reason for low voter turnout at these elections (Van der Eijk and 

Franklin, 1996). 
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M e t h o d o l o g y  

In order to respond to the aforementioned questions, we ought to analyze the 

methodology we have followed in the current dissertation. In the world of 

research, there are various ways of conducting a research and to collect useful 

information for a dissertation. Some of the most important are the following: the 

Descriptive, the Analytical, the Applied, the Fundamental, the Quantitative, the 

Qualitative, the Conceptual, the Empirical and others. 

However, it is solely for each researcher to choose the one which he considers 

opportune for the particular study he undertakes. The methodology I chose to 

follow in the current research project is the retrospection of the existing 

bibliography and the comparative study in order to draw conclusions. The first 

step, which is constituted by the conceptualization of the fundamental research 

questions, has already been completed. Furthermore, we will seek information 

associated to the topic along with the bibliographic research from Greek and 

foreign sources of relevant issues. The utilization of official websites and the 

reference to used bibliography has been performed targeting the collateralization 

of principles of responsibility of the author, the complete impartiality, the 

timeliness of the information and the quality of the content. 

In addition, the collection of answers-information from 100 participants in total 

(the majority of them were Greek citizens, 20-40 age group and of highest 

education) has taken place through a standardized questionnaire (bilingual, both 

in English and Greek language), which was distributed and filled out in digital 

form. The processing of answers-information through the separate final chapter 

that will be presented below, is estimated that will lead us to respectable results 

with regards to the topic we investigate. 
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C h a p t e r  I  

Different types of Euroscepticism 

As mentioned before, there are two forms of Euroscepticism which are globally 

recognized, although we could say that Euroscepticism advances through the 

years in a manner that proves this distinction as not valid enough. However, 

Eurosceptic orientations do not necessarily need to be conceptualized in 

categorical terms but can also be understood to be located on a continuum from 

very positive to very negative positions towards European integration. In the 

following, we briefly discuss the different subjects, objects and degrees of 

Euroscepticism. 

According to Taggart and Szczerbiak1, we may distinguish two types of 

Euroscepticism: on the one hand, ―Hard Euroscepticism‖, which is about the 

total rejection of the whole conception about the European integration politically 

and economically and about the opposition to the country’s entrance or 

maintenance of its membership in the European Union. On the other hand, 

―Soft Euroscepticism‖ is not against the membership in the EU as such, but 

rather refers to the opposition to European integration and to specific policies of 

the Union. 

Kopecky & Mudde found this interpretation a little problematic, so they 

proposed a different categorization of Euroscepticism.2 They claim that the 

phenomenon of Euroscepticism can be explained with more clarity; on the one 

hand through the ideas which characterize European integration, and on the 

other hand through common practices of the EU. These categories create more 

sub-categories of supporters or non-supporters of EU: Europhobes/Europhiles, 

Europtimists/Europessimists, Euroenthusiasts, Eurorejects, Eurosceptics, 

Europragmatics. 

                                                 
1 Taggart P. & Szczerbiak A. (2004). Contemporary Euroscepticism in the party systems of the European Union candidate 

states of Central and Eastern Europe. European Journal of Political Research, 43: 1-27. DOI: 10.1111/j.1475-

6765.2004.00143.x 

2 Kopecky, P. & Mudde, C. (2002). The two sides of Euroscepticism: Party positions on European Integration in East 

Central Europe. European Union Politics 3 (3), 297-326. DOI: 10.1177/1465116502003003002 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1465116502003003002
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However, a third categorization may arise, as a natural outcome of the political 

positions expressed by parties regarding the European integration. As a result, 

there are parties which settle on EU’s policies, since this is the sole way to 

accomplish economic growth within a community of states (compromising type). 

Moreover, there are parties which are of the opinion that cooperation should 

exist between member-states, rejecting a Union that would overshadow national 

interests and national sovereignty (conditional type). Finally, there are parties 

which discard the EU as a whole and are in favour of the withdrawal of their 

state from the Union. 

Chris Flood tried to define also Euroscepticism by indicating that the definition 

of Euroscepticism should encompass the common characteristics of a complex 

international phenomenon, and suggested the following one: “In a general 

framework, Euroscepticism can be defined as stances and opinions which are represented in 

discussions and behaviors that express doubts regarding the attractiveness or/and benefits 

or/and the enduring sustainability of the EU or/and the concept of European Integration as a 

target or in a general framework which has been created till now or in some important aspects 

within organizations, processes and political or/and as it is going to happen in the future” 

(Flood, 2002). 

Although Flood agrees that the distinction between soft and hard Euroscepticism 

is functional, he adds that it is somehow lenient, by using as the most significant 

issue the characterization of some parties that have a positive stance towards the 

EU and European Integration as Eurosceptic. In addition, he is in accordance 

with the analysis of Mudde & Kopecky regarding the importance of the 

interaction between ideology and strategy in the shaping of political positions. 

The inability of ideological identification of the parties’ positions due to their 

complexity, lead Flood to create a typology of 6 categories of parties in order to 

become helpful tools for his analysis: 

 Rejectionists: Position against either the membership as an EU 

state or participation in an individual institution. 

 Revisionists: Position in favor of returning to a previous 

situation which existed before an important revision of a Treaty, 
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either in relation to the whole Treaty provision or in relation to 

one or more policies. 

 Minimalists: Position of approving the status quo, but against 

further integration, either of the overall structure or of a 

particular political field. 

 Gradualists: Position which supports further integration either 

of the whole system or of a particular policy, but the procedure 

should be gradual and careful. 

 Reformists: Position of constructive engagement, highlighting 

the need for improvement of one or more institutions or/and 

practices of the Union. 

 Maximalists: Position in favor of promoting the existing 

procedure as soon as possible in order to implement it in the 

highest integration levels, either of the overall structure or of a 

particular political field. 

These categories do not have a connection with the ideological background of 

the parties, since a party can be categorized differently in individual policies, in 

contrast with its general position. Finally, Flood argues that the term 

Euroscepticism refers to scepticism against the EU and is a negative term, like 

Anti-Capitalism and Anti-Semitism. A term that goes against ideas and practices 

and in parallel is not an ideology, since it does not offer a complete theory for 

analyzing the social, financial and political dimension of the global community. 

On the other hand, when trying to analyze and categorize Eurosceptic parties, 

Usherwood defines 4 categories of parties which emerged at national level among 

the member-states. In the first category we may find the ―Single-Issue‖ parties, 

which are against European Integration, request for more sovereignty, and 

embrace hard Euroscepticism, as UKIP (UK Independence Party). In the second 

category we may find radical right-wing parties which are looking for an 

opportunity to broaden their electoral influence, apart from the anti-immigration 

framework and the reference to globalization, something that was achieved 
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through the consequences that the economic crisis brought to the Union. In the 

third category we may find left parties which are against the neo-liberal direction 

of integration and promote the vision of a social Europe as an alternative of the 

capitalistic structure which is the case in the EU. In the last category we may find 

conservative parties which, by taking under consideration the frustration of the 

common opinion, adopt a soft Eurosceptic stance in ―low policy‖ issues 

(Usherwood, 2011). 

All these efforts for the elucidation of Euroscepticism help in order to better 

understand the exponential opposition to the EU and whether this opposition 

derives from the Union itself. Apart from the definitions and types of 

Euroscepticism, we should also examine the reasons which led and continue to 

fortify opprobrious voices in Europe. 

As mentioned in the Introduction, it has been observed that political groups 

which are completely opposed in their ideologies find common ground in the 

support of Euroscepticism. Political parties of Right-wing and Left-wing 

Radicalism usually consider themselves Eurosceptics. We will now further analyze 

their political ideology and how it is directly related to Euroscepticism. It shall be 

highlighted that in many cases, they have gained power both in European and 

national elections through their Eurosceptic rhetoric, as European citizens find in 

them a way to express their disappointment by EU policies. Especially in the 

latest years, that the refugee crisis and its management by the EU have divided 

the public throughout Europe, Eurosceptic parties are closer to people’s will, and 

by raising doubt and opposition in the abilities of the EU organs, have gained 

people’s trust. 



October 5, 2021 
[EUROSCEPTICISM TRENDS IN THE 
EUROPEAN ELECTIONS OF 2014 AND 2019] 

 

16  

 

R i g h t - w i n g  R a d i c a l i s m  

Far-right parties are directly associated with the recurrence of nationalism among 

Europe, demonstrating quite often intention to acts of violence in their oratory. 

Nationalism or ―Chauvinism‖ is based on the belief that humanity is divided in 

various nations from its nature, while each of them possesses a different identity. 

Common constants of a nation’s identity are the following: the race, the religion, 

the customs and habits. 

For the Right-wing Radicalism there is an incompatibility between the Union and 

the national values, and this is the reason why it tries to save ―the endangered 

nation and people from the cosmopolitan, foreign and anti-national powers‖ 

(Hainsworth, 2008, p.66). Euroscepticism coming from right-wingers is 

expressed through the opposition against immigration, on the one hand, and the 

support of national identity, national culture and national borders, on the other 

hand. 

The anti-migration policy, in particular, is one of the first and foremost political 

manipulations by the far-right parties which are inspired by xenophobia, racism, 

chauvinism and tribalism. Refugees are described as ―hijackers‖ of the state’s 

social welfare, work ―predators‖ and responsible for the unemployment eruption. 

In the financial sector, far-right rhetoric is concentrated on the concession of 

national sovereignty by the member-states, which has resulted from the 

abandonment of the national currency and the exercise of economic policy by 

Brussels. 

Equally important are the separatism tendencies which have been expressed by 

far right-wing radicalism parties several times. Primary point of reference is the 

withdrawal from the Union. Main spokesmen of these separatism tendencies are 

Marine Le Pen in France and Nigel Farage in the UK. Farage was also the 

politician who leaded the Brexit campaign and managed to succeed his goal 

through the 2016 referendum. 
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L e f t - w i n g  R a d i c a l i s m  

Nationalism and Left are usually treated as notions diametrically opposed to each 

other. The principal characteristics of Left-wing Radicalism include the rejection 

of Capitalism and Internationalism, the reallocation of resources and the defence 

of social rights. 

The relationship between Nationalism and Left-wing Radicalism can be traced 

back historically as ―a product of Enlightenment and French Revolution‖, where 

there is a close relation between nationalism and citizens, and also between 

―social class‖ and ―sovereignty‖. 

The Left-wing parties are strongly opposed to European Integration, as they 

equate ―class‖ with ―national exploitation‖. In contrast with Right-wing 

Radicalism, Left-wing radical parties do not emphasize on the nation’s 

uniformity, but they are looking for the emancipation and independence from the 

great powers, which -according to them- take advantage of the less favored social 

groups. 

The robust attitude of the Left-wing Radicalism against the European Union was 

always a subject of fierce debates. The range of prevailing views for the EU in 

European Left-wing Radicalism varies from the soft Eurosceptics who ask for 

reforms within the core of EU to anti-Europeans who support the ―exit‖ not 

only from the Eurozone, but from the Union as well. 

Left-wing parties are highly critical of EU’s policies. The common stance which 

constitutes a cohesion component for the majority of those parties, at the same 

time increases the heterogeneity among them. The two main trends, with lots of 

shades and classifications, form the European politics of Left-wing Radicalism: 

soft and hard Euroscepticism. Soft Euroscepticism is in favor of European 

Integration, while in the meantime is opposed to the current decision-making 

policies of the EU. In this ideology we may affiliate the German left party ―Die 

Linke‖, the French Communist Party (PCF) and the Greek left party ―SYRIZA‖ 

before winning the national elections at 2015. Hard Euroscepticism is slightly 

weaker as it is expressed by a smaller number of powerful parties, as the Greek 
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Communist Party (KKE), which adopts a much more Eurosceptic approach, in 

cases anti-European. 

A special mention should be included for the radical left Spanish party 

―Podemos‖. This party has been ―born‖ and thrived through the ―Indignados 

Movement‖3 in Spain, which in some months managed to transform Podemos to 

a party that claims the government, exploiting the social media to the full. 

However, their dynamic was not confirmed in the latest election races in Spain, 

therefore today there is a decline in their influence and we could say that the 

growth of the far-right Eurosceptic party VOX has contributed to this4. 

Finally, Left-wing Radicalism appears to be sensitive to socially ―weaker‖ groups 

(refugees, LGBTQ community, and Romani people) and to ideas such as 

Ecology, Feminism and Multiculturalism. 

                                                 
3 Martínez, M. y San Juan, E. (2020): ―Just rekindle hope? Social and political impacts of the 15M movement 

in Spain‖, (Estudios de la Paz y el Conflicto, Revista Latinoamericana) http://www.diva-

portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1396355/FULLTEXT02.pdf 

Above you may find an interesting view on the sociopolitical impact of this movement in Spain. 

4 The Guardian (2019): ―Fear of the far right and the collapse of Podemos gave Spain’s socialists victory‖, 

Carlos Delclós, (accessed 1/10/2021) https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/apr/29/far-

right-podemos-spain-socialists-vox  

http://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1396355/FULLTEXT02.pdf
http://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1396355/FULLTEXT02.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/apr/29/far-right-podemos-spain-socialists-vox
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/apr/29/far-right-podemos-spain-socialists-vox
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C h a p t e r  I I  

Reasons for this phenomenon 

Euroscepticism is one of the major challenges the European Union faces today. 

When the EEC was founded in 1957, there was very little opposition to the 

beginning process of European integration as people focused on economic 

growth perspectives and the promise of peace in Europe. However, in the 1970s, 

doubts on the European project emerged, starting with Norway’s decision not to 

join the EEC in 1972, Margaret Thatcher criticizing the progression of European 

political and economic integration in 1988 and some small opposition to the 

ratification of the Single European Act in 1992. This occasional discontent with 

European integration turned into a more permanent and established opposition 

as a reaction to the discussions on the Maastricht Treaty5, which politicized 

European integration and ended the strict division between European and 

national policy responsibilities. Denmark, rejecting the Maastricht Treaty, and 

France, only narrowly agreeing to it, showed that Euroscepticism was no longer 

neglected (Usherwood & Startin, 2013). Since then, growing Euroscepticism 

cannot only be observed in Northern countries but also among the Union’s 

founding members, something which is quite alarming. 

Nevertheless, Euroscepticism has not appeared suddenly and unreasonably. 

There are specific reasons which lead people to earnestly support this kind of 

politics, and history has proved us through the years that every time a crisis 

erupts, populism steps up and gains popularity. Several factors have contributed 

to the increase of populism: i) the effects of international trade on the distribution 

of income, ii) the lack of trust in national governments and European institutions 

as a result of the economic crisis, and iii) the effects of rising immigration in 

European countries. 

                                                 
5 The Maastricht Treaty was signed on 7 February 1992 and entered into force on 1 November 1993. It 

altered the former European treaties and created a European Union based on three pillars: the European 

Communities, the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) and cooperation in the field of justice and 

home affairs (JHI). With a view to the enlargement of the Union, the Amsterdam Treaty made the 

adjustments needed to enable the Union to function more efficiently and democratically. 
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A b s e n c e  o f  E u r o p e a n  I d e n t i t y  

As we will analyze further below, Euroscepticism has increased during the past 

decade and the results of the 2014 and 2019 European elections show that it is a 

phenomenon deeply entrenched in European citizens’ conscience. It is noticeable 

that in many states that were among the founders and the older member-states of 

the European Union like the UK, France, Italy and Greece, when the citizens 

were asked to reply on the following statement: ―You feel you are a citizen of the 

EU‖, they provided a percentage of positive answers less than the average of EU-

28 as it has been officially presented in the figures of the Standard 

Eurobarometer EB816 (Spring 2014) and EB917 (Spring 2019). This can explain 

the outbreak of Euroscepticism especially in those countries (Nigel Farage in the 

UK, Marine Le Pen in France, Matteo Salvini in Italy, Alexis Tsipras and 

―Golden Dawn‖ in Greece). On the other hand, new member-states which 

possess a cautious optimism and trust in the EU and its institutions are above 

average on this question, and so do the traditional ―EU success story‖ thinkers 

such as Luxembourg, Belgium, Germany and Nordic countries (Denmark, 

Finland and Sweden) which are considered highly in favor on the effort for 

European Integration. We should underline here the case of the Visegrad 

(Hungary, Poland, Czech Republic and Slovakia) and Balkan countries (Bulgaria, 

Romania, Croatia) which have expressed openly and officially that they support 

anti-migration and this is due to the far-right pressure they receive domestically. 

These countries demonstrated a hostile attitude against the possibility of quotas 

for receiving refugees, deepening the gap in the divided EU, which seems 

incapable of responding efficiently and collectively to the refugee crisis. The 

attitude of these member-states led then Italian Prime minister Matteo Renzi, 

during an EU summit in Brussels, to declare that the governments of these 

countries ―do not deserve to call themselves Europeans‖.8 

                                                 
6 https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/archives/eb/eb81/eb81_anx_en.pdf (page 112) 

7https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/Survey/getSurveyDetail/instruments/STANDARD/yearFr

om/1974/yearTo/2019/surveyKy/2253 (Please refer to Annex section, page 124) 

8 https://www.reuters.com/article/us-europe-migrants-summit-idUSKBN0P52HE20150625  

https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/archives/eb/eb81/eb81_anx_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/Survey/getSurveyDetail/instruments/STANDARD/yearFrom/1974/yearTo/2019/surveyKy/2253
https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/Survey/getSurveyDetail/instruments/STANDARD/yearFrom/1974/yearTo/2019/surveyKy/2253
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-europe-migrants-summit-idUSKBN0P52HE20150625
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Moreover, the absence of European identity contributes to the considerable 

reluctance of European citizens to actively participate in the politics and public 

affairs of EU, a fact that is demonstrated through the abstention in European 

elections, which is often much larger than the abstention in national elections. As 

we may observe in the graphic below, although participation has increased in the 

2019 EU elections, there is still a diachronic and steady decline in the percentage 

of European citizens’ participation in the European elections. 

 

Figure 1: Participation in EU elections since 1979. 

Source: https://fr.statista.com/  

 

According to a postelection research that was conducted by the EP, the reasons 

for the increased abstention in the 2014 elections are mainly the lack of trust and 

interest in politics: ―lack of trust in or dissatisfaction with politics in general‖, 

―not interested in politics‖, ―vote has no consequences or vote does not change 

anything‖, but refers to the EU as well: ―lack of interest in European matters‖, 

https://fr.statista.com/
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―dissatisfaction with the European Parliament‖, ―lack of knowledge about the 

EU‖ and ―lack of public debate‖.9 

The issue of the lack of European identity results in numerous consequences 

since the absence of a united body of people has a vital impact for the 

functioning of the EU. This absence of a united body of people raises concerns 

regarding the democratic legalization of the EU, which will be analyzed further in 

the subsequent sub-chapter. 

                                                 
9 https://www.europarl.europa.eu/pdf/eurobarometre/2014/post/post_2014_survey_analitical_overview_en.pdf  

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/pdf/eurobarometre/2014/post/post_2014_survey_analitical_overview_en.pdf
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D e m o c r a t i c  D e f i c i t  

―Demos‖ is constituted by ―a group of people, the majority of whom feel 

sufficiently connected to each other to voluntarily commit to a democratic 

discourse and to a related decision-making process‖ (Innerarity, 2014, p.1). In the 

EU, where the federalization issue or the political unification continues to cause 

friction, such a framework does not exist, as although there is some progress for 

unification in various sectors, the EU remains a community containing people 

with different cultures, languages and beliefs. 

The absence of a united ―Demos‖ causes a series of consequences in the 

functioning of the EU and creates two contradictory visual approaches of the 

issue: On the one hand, the EU is constituted by different national political 

communities; therefore, a creation of a relationship between the central authority 

and the people is not quite feasible. On the other hand, we should take into 

account the opinion that the EU practically has no legitimacy since people are 

subject to the authority of a majority, which they have not officially recognized. 

Until today, the EU keeps a semblance of legality in the eyes of European 

citizens, mainly due to its results and not because it expresses the collective 

political will of European citizens. The institutional structure of this unique 

Union receives severe criticism, as a series of institutions such as the ECB, the 

European Commission and the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU), 

intervene in the European citizens’ everyday life, while these institutions are not 

bound to any democratic scrutiny. Although Europeans are requested to provide 

their opinion at regular intervals (European elections), to a large extent they 

actually lack every real capability for political changes in supranational level, as 

their influence in the functioning of EU is relatively weak. 

The formation of the European Commission by members which are appointed 

by national governments constitutes one more question regarding democratic 

legitimacy by the European citizens, since the role of the Commission, as the 

―guardian‖ of EU Treaties, is quite important. Indeed, the European 

Commission is the sole EU institution tabling laws for adoption by the 

Parliament and the Council, drawing up annual budgets for approval by the 
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Parliament and Council, negotiating international agreements for the EU, 

speaking on behalf of all EU countries in international bodies, in particular in 

areas of trade policy and humanitarian aid, and finally together with the Court of 

Justice, ensures that EU law is properly applied in all the member countries.10 

The European Parliament is the sole directly elected institution of the EU, which 

is formed by the European elections which take place every 5 years. Although its 

jurisdictions have increased recently following the latest European Treaties, it 

continues to be an institution with low influence and power in the EU’s 

governance and with a subordinate role compared to the European Council. The 

lack of the necessary gravity given to the European Parliament concentrates the 

democratic deficit in the Union. 

On the other hand, we have the European Council which is constituted by the 28 

Heads of member-states, who meet regularly by holding European Summits and 

define the EU’s political agenda. In those European Summits, vital political topics 

of the EU are discussed and been resolved by the European leaders and inter alia, 

the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) is defined. 

The discussion on the democratic deficit of the European Council does not 

concern its formation, as it is constituted by the democratically elected Heads of 

member-states. However, the European Council is characterized by an 

―asymmetry‖ between the area of implementation of the democratic order and 

the range of jurisdictions of the organization. From the citizens’ point of view, 

their political destiny is defined by foreign governments, which represent their 

own states’ interests, and not by a European authority which encompasses all 

member-states and is bound to the citizens’ vote. Finally, the democratic deficit 

lies also in the lack of accountability, as the negotiations of the European Council 

are conducted in full secrecy. 

                                                 
10 https://europa.eu/european-union/about-eu/institutions-bodies/european-commission_en  

https://europa.eu/european-union/about-eu/institutions-bodies/european-commission_en
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E c o n o m i c  C r i s i s  

So far, economic crises have coincided with a withdrawal of political support for 

European integration, which does not seem surprising given the purely economic 

character of the early integration process. During the global financial crisis (2007–

2009) and the Euro crisis (2010–2013), citizens affected by economic hardship 

also withdrew political support, both for their national democracies and for the 

EU and its institutions. However, the increase in Eurosceptic attitudes cannot 

merely be explained by a comeback of utilitarian determinants. In my opinion, 

the fall in support seems to be triggered by an activation of national identities, by 

an increasing distrust in political institutions on all levels or even by a transfer of 

distrust from the national political system to the EU. 

The Euro crisis should have exerted a particularly negative effect on specific 

regime support for the EU in countries most affected by the crisis. This is, first, 

because the utilitarian approach suggests that the economic crisis in Europe has 

changed the cost-benefit calculation that many citizens associate with European 

integration, making them adapt their attitudes accordingly. Experiencing 

economic adversity, unemployment and income decline should have led to short-

term disappointment with the EU and its current economic governance. Second, 

as specific regime support is dependent on evaluations of institutional 

performance, the crisis management of the EU institutions should have further 

eroded political support. The deficient construction of the monetary union that 

did not come along with a necessary fiscal and economic integration has been a 

main cause for the macroeconomic imbalances in Europe, which led to the 

excessive indebtedness of several Eurozone member states. In dealing with the 

sovereign debt crisis, the creditor countries together with the EU institutions — 

especially the so-called ―Troika‖11 — imposed strict austerity measures on the 

debtor countries. This did not only go along with harsh cuts of public 

investments and social spending, but also with a loss of national sovereignty and 

the partial suspension of democratic processes. In many countries, therefore, the 

                                                 
11 ―Troika‖: Russian word which refers to a carriage which is pulled along by horses, but it can be used 

metaphorically in order to describe any kind of tripartite cooperation. In the context of the European 

crisis, ―Troika‖ is composed by 3 institutions: the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the European 

Central Bank (ECB) and the European Commission. 
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performance of national and international institutions before and during the crisis 

has not been evaluated positively (Armingeon and Guthmann 2014; Kriesi 2018; 

Roth et al. 2014). Taken together, it seems straightforward that utilitarian 

motivations and negative evaluations of political institutions have led to a decline 

in specific support for the European Union. This is because the Euro crisis 

represents an ―output failure‖ of the European political system, which should 

have led to a withdrawal of specific, i.e. output-related, political support (Easton 

1975). Therefore, the rise in regime-related Euroscepticism should have been 

particularly pronounced in the most severely affected EU member states, which 

experienced the worst economic conditions and the most harmful consequences 

of the EU crisis management. 
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R e f u g e e  C r i s i s  

The increase of migration flows during 2015, with the subsequent eruption of 

asylum applicants, revealed tensions and disruptive effects in the interior of EU, 

sparking a multilevel crisis in regards with the governance, border checks and the 

allocation of refugees among the member-states. Below you may find a graphic 

presented by Eurostat, which shows that the increase of the number of asylum 

applicants during 2015 and 2016 was a consequence of the huge migration flows 

at that time. 

 

Figure 2: Number of asylum applicants  

In addition, this crisis constituted a great challenge for EU’s cohesion, since it has 

pointed out the failure of implementation of a pan-European plan to confront 

the migration flows, of a common asylum policy based on proportionality and 

considering the European solidarity, and proved that in this case the discovery of 

https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=File:Figure_1_Number_of_asylum_applicants_(non-EU_citizens),_EU,_2008%E2%80%932020.png
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sustainable and mutually acceptable solutions is equally demanding with the fiscal 

and economic crisis which preceded, calling into question once again the 

common European future, because of the controversy and extreme polarization 

which prevailed between the national governments. 

The malfunction of the ―Dublin Regulation‖12 possesses great responsibility 

regarding the control of asylum applicants within the EU. In 2015, Germany 

disregarded the ―Dublin Regulation‖ in order to chart its own course in the 

asylum policy by controlling the borders with Austria. Sweden and France 

followed this pattern as well. Viktor Orbán, the Eurosceptic president of 

Hungary, decided to build a big fence together with the Czech Republic and 

Croatia, transferring the migration flows to the neighbor Slovenia. By closing the 

passage through Balkan states and considering the radical anti-migration policies 

of Hungary and Poland, the refugee crisis became even more acute. The policy 

and the transposition from supranational to national level brought the rise of far-

right radicalism and Euroscepticism nearly upon us. 

Eurosceptics derived multiple political benefits from the refugee crisis investing 

in the people’s concerns regarding the borders’ control, the ―alteration‖ of local 

populations and the incapability of successful integration of refugees and 

immigrants. 

There are various studies which connect the rejection of refugees with 

Euroscepticism. The study of Lubbers and Scheepers (2007, p. 663) showed that 

people who are afraid of refugees or feel some kind of threat from them, are 

                                                 
12 The Dublin regime was originally established by the Dublin Convention, which was signed in Dublin, 

Ireland on 15 June 1990, and first came into force on 1 September 1997 for the first twelve signatories 

(Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Portugal, 

Spain and the United Kingdom), on 1 October 1997 for Austria and Sweden, and on 1 January 1998 for 

Finland. The Dublin II Regulation was adopted in 2003 (No. 343/2003), replacing the Dublin Convention 

in all EU member states except Denmark, which has an opt-out from implementing regulations under the 

area of freedom, security and justice. On 3 December 2008, the European Commission proposed 

amendments to the Dublin Regulation, creating an opportunity for reform of the Dublin System. The 

Dublin III Regulation (No. 604/2013) was approved in June 2013, replacing the Dublin II Regulation, and 

applies to all member states except Denmark. It came into force on 19 July 2013. It is based on the same 

principle as the previous two, i. e., that the first Member State where finger prints are stored or an asylum 

claim is lodged is responsible for a person's asylum claim. More information on the Dublin III Regulation 

can be found under: https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/asylum/examination-of-

applicants_en 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32003R0343&from=en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32013R0604&from=EL
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/asylum/examination-of-applicants_en
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/asylum/examination-of-applicants_en
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prone to Euroscepticism. According to Luedtke (2005), people who are afraid of 

socioeconomic consequences as direct result of migration flows, prefer the 

protection of borders as refugee policy of their country. In addition, the 

increasing number of Muslims in European member-states and the incapability of 

their integration in the existing sociopolitical frame, results in phenomena of far-

right entities which are deliberately targeting them and phenomena of accusations 

by European politicians and media on these communities as directly associated 

with attacks of Islamic terrorist groups (Duncan 2017, Scarborough 2017). 

Euroscepticism has also taken advantage of the refugee crisis, reproducing the 

widespread perception that the refugee policy which was implemented with 

economic help to countries of first reception (mainly Greece and Italy), without 

further provision for the distribution of asylum applicants, was an initiative by 

powerful European countries of the North which did not have the direct 

pressure of migration flows, resulting to lose the support from the public 

opinion. In parallel, citizens of EU member-states, which were not among the 

states of final destination of the refugees, either because of their geographical 

location, or because of other socioeconomic factors, which rendered them 

unattractive for asylum seekers in Europe (example of such states are: Poland, 

Czech Republic, Slovakia and Hungary), felt like the EU had laid an unfair 

financial burden to them, and therefore were strongly unwilling to accept the 

allocation of refugees that the European Commission suggested. In both 

occasions, an idea was created that citizens were lacking part of their 

independence, since they were ceding full control of the national policy for the 

refugee crisis to the bureaucracy of EU. 

Another important consequence of the refugee crisis is the implementation of 

intensive controls in borders of states which participate in the Schengen 

Agreement13, according to which a policy of freedom of movement of individuals 

within the Schengen area has been established. The Schengen Agreement can be 

                                                 
13 The border-free Schengen Area guarantees free movement to more than 400 million EU citizens, along 

with non-EU nationals living in the EU or visiting the EU as tourists, exchange students or for business 

purposes (anyone legally present in the EU). Σhe Schengen Area encompasses most EU countries, 

except for Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Ireland and Romania. However, Bulgaria, Croatia and Romania are 

currently in the process of joining the Schengen Area and already applying the Schengen acquis to a 

large extent. Additionally, also the non-EU States Iceland, Norway, Switzerland and Liechtenstein have 

joined the Schengen Area. 

https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/borders-and-visas/schengen_en
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described as one of the milestones of European unity. Since 2015, Austria, 

Denmark, France, Germany, Hungary, Malta, Norway, Slovenia and Sweden 

implement ―temporarily‖ border controls, although the allowed limit is 2 years, 

justifying this as an effort to control the huge amount of asylum applicants trying 

to enter their countries. A general suspension of the Schengen Agreement, at 

least for a certain period, as it has been discussed by ministers of the EU, starting 

on January 2016, would mean a rollback from the European convergence and an 

unpleasant precedent, which could lead to other reversals on arrangements 

between the member-states. 

Without doubt, the European construction is plagued by this crisis until today. 

The failure of management of the refugee crisis created distrust for the refugees 

and for the European institutions as well. It is remarkable that many member-

states opposed the quota system for mass relocation of immigrants proposed by 

the European Commission to address the 2015 European migrant crisis.14 

                                                 
14 In September 2015, the EU agreed on a two-year plan to relocate asylum-seekers from Greece and Italy to 

other EU Member States. Under this plan, 66,400 asylum-seekers were foreseen to be relocated from 

Greece and 39,600 from Italy. Nationalities that had at least a 75% recognition rate at first instance across 

the EU (based on the latest Eurostat quarterly statistics) were eligible for relocation. With the expiration of 

the mechanism in September 2017, UNHCR is calling on EU Member States to continue relocating on a 

voluntary basis from Greece and Italy as a gesture of solidarity. Until the Dublin reform is adopted and a 

more permanent model put in place, the need for such responsibility-sharing mechanisms remains acute. 

Retrieved from: https://data2.unhcr.org/en/documents/details/62510  

https://data2.unhcr.org/en/documents/details/62510
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G e r m a n  H e g e m o n y  

The fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 and the German reunification the following 

year triggered a series of developments among the European continent, changing 

the balance of forces and awaking past fears to some of them. Between the 

people that were afraid of the developments was the Prime Minister of Great 

Britain, Margaret Thatcher, who tried to avoid the reunification of Germany, 

while the French President François Mitterrand adopted and promoted the idea 

of the common currency as a way to assure the control of the German nation. In 

fact, there was a kind of ―trade‖. France promised to support the integration of 

German reunification and Germany, on the other side, showed eagerness to 

abandon the current ―strong‖ currency (Deutsche Mark) and participate actively 

in the adaptation of Euro, together with other ―weaker‖ currencies. 

However, using their powerful economy, Germans managed to be revived within 

10 years and to reverse the terms by using euro as leverage against other member-

states, since the economic crisis expedited in fact the shift of power from 

Brussels to Berlin. To an extent, the member-states were involved in this shift of 

power. France, which has historically played a vital role in the policy-shaping of 

the Union, has lost its leadership role in this particular conjuncture. Great Britain 

has been self-isolated, placing herself out of Europe after Brexit, while other 

member-states such as Italy, Greece, Portugal and Spain face huge economic 

deficits and debts. 

The dangers for Europe by the hegemony of German politics during the crisis 

period influence political developments in many states, intensify the 

Euroscepticism phenomena, and foster nationalism. Besides, the German 

reaction to the economic crisis, since autumn 2008 and until now, can be 

characterized by an emerging nationalism. 
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C h a p t e r  I I I  

Creation of political parties which support 

Euroscepticism 

Euroscepticism is a notion which was first introduced during the 1980s and was 

occasionally represented in the European Parliament until 2009 when 

Eurosceptic MEPs increased significantly their presence. It was once seen as a 

British disease but everything has changed since the European debt crisis erupted 

in 2009. The Eurozone crisis, as it is also referred, brought a different way that 

people see the European concept. But let’s now examine separately each 

member-state and how this phenomenon spreads across Europe like a virus, 

resulting to the creation of new parties, some of which managed to dominate 

domestically. Since the European elections of 2009, Eurosceptic parties have 

gained vast power, and their representation in national parliaments and the EP is 

growing continuously. It is fair to say that there are various populist parties 

around Europe that have obtained electoral victories, participated in governments 

and influenced internal and European policies using their Eurosceptic power. 

The increasing legal, institutional and political complexity of the European 

project, combined with the hard-hitting economic recession, migration within 

and into the EU, and consequent emergence of neo-intergovernmentalist and 

neo-conservativist attitudes have facilitated Eurosceptical populist politicians 

gaining momentum in the last few years in many EU countries. Even EU 

countries with traditionally underdeveloped political opposition towards the EU 

have seen an activation of Eurosceptic politicians and sentiments in the 

population. 

In this chapter, we will explore each state’s Eurosceptic party, focusing on 

Euroscepticism of far-right parties as they are the ones that ―absorbed‖ their 

main power due to their Eurosceptic ideologies. The criteria we used in order to 

select just one Eurosceptic party per state were a combination of the following: 

on the one hand, the parties we will present below are far-right Hard Eurosceptic 

parties and their controversial Eurosceptic views are often a topic of discussion; 

on the other hand, these parties have gained the most votes among Eurosceptic 
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parties in their state in 2014 and 2019 EP elections. However, we should also 

mention some parties of left-wing Radicalism, which gained also power and 

influence due to their Eurosceptic opinions. Significant examples are ―Podemos‖ 

in Spain, and ―SYRIZA‖ in Greece, which succeeded in national and European 

elections because of the below anti-austerity movements: ―Indignados‖ (2011-

2015) in Spain and ―Αγανακτισμένοι‖ (2010-2012) in Greece. Regarding their 

Eurosceptic ideology, although they present some differences, they both support 

policies that are, in effect, Eurosceptic. SYRIZA declared that it intended to keep 

Greece in the Eurozone and the EU but, if that proved impossible, would have 

tried to create alternative alliances, outside the Union. Podemos declared that 

Spain should examine alternatives in case the economic austerity measures would 

be too burdensome for the Spanish people. 

Pablo Iglesias, the national leader of Podemos, has excoriated publicly the 

functioning of the European Union, pinpointing issues such as the management 

of the economic crisis by the European institutions, the refugee crisis and the 

LuxLeaks scandal15, and demanding for more transparency and more sovereignty 

of member countries (referring to the pressure that has been expressed by the 

Union for austerity measures in Mediterranean countries). Podemos’s ideology 

can be generally described as anti-elitist and anti-neoliberal, and that is the reason 

why the party became so popular in very short time, taking advantage of the 

conjunctures. It is remarkable to mention that the party proposed more 

participation of the citizens in the EU institutions in order to achieve more 

transparency and democracy, showing the lack of trust for the functioning of EU 

(Podemos’s platform for the 2014 European Parliamentary elections). 

Nonetheless, the main goal was to regain sovereignty, and this claim could be 

materialized through the withdrawal of the Lisbon Treaty. 

In an interview during the Election Campaign, Iglesias declared that Podemos was not against 

the euro, as long as the common currency would be made responsible to a “democratic” institution 

(democratizing the political and economic decision-making in the Eurozone). During subsequent 

years, the tone of the critics has become more moderate, as can be observed from Podemos’s 2016 

electoral platform. Although the stress still lies on achieving more national sovereignty, 

restructuring sovereign debts, and eliminating the present budgetary objectives and deficit goals, 

                                                 
15 https://www.euronews.com/2016/04/26/everything-you-need-to-know-about-the-luxleaks-scandal  

https://www.euronews.com/2016/04/26/everything-you-need-to-know-about-the-luxleaks-scandal
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the party seems to avoid going further. Instead, Podemos asks for changes in the current EU 

model such as strengthening the Union’s commitment in matters of migration, improving social 

conditions, and fighting poverty.16 

SYRIZA, on the other hand, although it agrees with the principal idea of the 

European integration, disagrees with the policies that the EU uses to achieve this 

goal. Due to this, SYRIZA can be seen as a Soft Eurosceptic party as it is not 

advocating absolute and unconditional separation from the European Union. The 

party’s leftist Euroscepticism had remained ―unblemished‖ since the eruption of 

the Greek financial crisis. In the effort of defining the eurosceptic expressions of 

SYRIZA, we need to mention that the party started to gain large momentum 

among Greek voters since 2012 (16%) and reaching its peak in 2015 (35%-37%), 

when it managed to ―break‖ for the first time the two-party system that had 

consistently dominated the Greek political landscape until then (PASOK and 

New Democracy). This change in the Greek political scene can be attributed to 

the rising disillusionment of the Greek people due to harsh EU bailout 

conditions, which favored parties promoting opposition towards EU – such as 

SYRIZA. This trending policy of opposing EU was the main reason of 

SYRIZA’s success since the debt crisis and the general financial condition in 

Greece had created disappointment and anger in the Greek society which 

resulted to the 2015 national electoral win of SYRIZA. Although there was an 

enthusiasm at the beginning of SYRIZA’s governance, the party changed its 

policy and after 6 months that GREXIT was on the table, the government resiled 

and accepted the terms of the new memorandum that Troika suggested (ignoring 

the people’s will in the bailout referendum of July 2015). It is a common opinion 

that SYRIZA, although started as the most ascending and hopeful Eurosceptic 

party in Europe, proved to be another Greek party that accedes to the will of 

Troika and does not suggest anything different than its predecessors. 

Austria: Currently, almost 40% of Austrians consider immigration as one of the 

two ―most important issues facing the EU at the moment‖ – by far the most 

frequent response. Since 2015, the refugee crisis has become the dominant issue 

in Austrian politics. The protection of external EU borders was also a focus of 

                                                 
16 http://web.archive.org/web/20201230155231/https://www.euvisions.eu/is-podemos-a-eurosceptic-

party/  

http://web.archive.org/web/20201230155231/https:/www.euvisions.eu/is-podemos-a-eurosceptic-party/
http://web.archive.org/web/20201230155231/https:/www.euvisions.eu/is-podemos-a-eurosceptic-party/
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Austria’s Presidency of the EU Council in the second half of 2018. Austria’s far-

right Freedom Party (FPÖ) was founded in 1956. It originated from movements 

that believed Austria should be part of a unified German nation. The ideology of 

the party under Hans-Christian Strache (president between 2005 and 2017) was 

―committed to protecting our homeland of Austria, our national identity and 

autonomy as well as our natural livelihood‖ and advocated restrictive policies on 

immigration and Islam. In the 2014 European elections, the FPÖ secured 12.71% 

of the vote. FPÖ was pushed out of its coalition with the OVP (in place since 

2017) after a 2017 video recording surfaced in 2019 of the party leader discussing 

potential corruption and bribes with someone posing as the niece of a Russian 

oligarch (deemed the ―Ibiza-gate‖ scandal17). Shortly thereafter, the government 

fell over a no confidence vote for the first time in modern Austrian history. FPÖ 

then elected a new leader, Norbert Hofer, ahead of the election. Despite a more 

moderate demeanor (compared to the previous, scandal-plagued FPÖ leader 

Strache), Hofer is a hard-line ideologue who is strongly opposed to immigration. 

In 2019, FPÖ made major gains in the European Parliamentary elections, 

winning four seats with 19.72% of the vote. Known for being anti-immigration, 

the FPÖ campaigned on the slogan ―Too much EU is dumb,‖ calling for major 

reforms. The party has also demanded that Turkey be kept out of the European 

Union. They are members in the ID group in the European Parliament since the 

2019 European elections while they participated in the ENF group until its 

disbandment. 

Belgium: The far-right Vlaams Belang (Flemish Interest) was founded in 2004, 

after the condemnation of its predecessor party, called Vlaams Blok. It had a 

great success in the municipal elections in 2006 electing 800 council members. In 

the 2009 European elections the party was reduced from three to two seats in the 

European Parliament and that was the beginning of its losses not only in a 

European level, but also in its own core. However, in 2014 it managed to win one 

seat in the European Parliament, coming in as the country’s 10th party, with a 

4.26% vote. This change is attributed mainly to the succession of Gerolf 

Annemans as party leader, after Bruno Valkeniers stepped down. Annemans was 

leader only for two years, in which the party was able to confront the previous 

failures. After the elections’ success, Annemans resigned and asked for a change 

                                                 
17 https://www.france24.com/en/20190829-the-fallout-from-austria-s-ibiza-gate-scandal  

https://www.france24.com/en/20190829-the-fallout-from-austria-s-ibiza-gate-scandal
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in the party, which came with the victory of the only candidate Tom Van Grieken 

who then became the new leader of the Vlaams Belang. The significant comeback 

came in 2019 European elections, earning two more seats in the Parliament, with 

a 12.05% vote. In the past, Vlaams Belang was known for its harsh views on 

immigration, as it is based on a separatist and Flemish nationalist theory, and is 

opposed to multiculturalism. These extreme opinions have slightly smoothened 

after the 2019 elections, and Tom Van Grieken’s attitude towards the N-VA 

leader Bart de Wever and his meeting with King Philippe, after a continuous 

denial from the Vlaams Blok party in 1991 and 2003. Moreover, Vlaams Belang 

has voiced its support for French FN leader Marine Le Pen in previous years.  

Bulgaria: The far-right party in Bulgaria, called IMRO (International 

Macedonian Revolutionary Organization) - Bulgarian National Movement or 

IMRO-BNM was founded in 1991. It obtained its strict political ideology 

gradually, and in the 2000s it was already placed in the right to far-right wing. In 

the 2014 European elections its vice-leader Angel Djambazki won one of the two 

seats in the Parliament, which was earned by the ―Bulgaria Without Censorship‖, 

formed by Bulgaria Without Censorship, IMRO-BNM, People’s Agricultural 

Union and George’s Day Movement. This union won two seats in the European 

Parliament and received 10.66% of the votes. In the next elections in 2019, it 

became a member of a union called ―European Conservatives and Reformists‖. 

It earned two seats in the European Parliament, both of which were occupied by 

IMRO with their Leader Krasimir Karakachanov and 7.36% of the votes. In 

general, IMRO is based on nationalism, conservatism, populism and it claims to 

be a soft Eurosceptic party. Its goal is the union of the Bulgarian nation without 

the influence culturally and socially from other countries and theories. Also, it is 

known for its racist views, especially towards Romani people (antiziganism), 

which often lead to extreme measures such as destroying ghettoes, denying the 

social and human rights of Romani People. The party also considers itself as an 

Orthodox Christian party; therefore it is also hostile towards Bulgarian Turks and 

Islamists. 

Croatia: The Croatian Party of Rights (HSP) was officially established in 1991, 

but it claims to be a descendant of The Party of Rights, which was a political 

party with great influence in Croatia in the 19th and 20th century. Its central 

theory was Croatian national and ethnic rights and it established the Croatian 
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nationalism and conservatism. The Croatian Democratic Republican Party 

(HDRS) in August 2005 merged also with HSP, growing thus its electoral power. 

The 2007 and 2009 Croatian parliamentary elections were not that successful for 

HSP, as they won 3.5% and 3% respectively of the votes, and in 2011 it didn’t 

win any seats at all. Since 2011, the party was extra-parliamentary, and it is gaining 

approximately 0.5% of the votes. In European elections in 2014, it was in 

coalition with the Alliance for Croatia (a right-wing electoral alliance in Croatia 

whose goal was the union of smaller right-wing parties) and it won 6.88% of the 

votes with no seats in the Parliament. 5 years later, in the 2019 European 

elections, it was in coalition with NHR (Independents for Croatia: a conservative 

political party in Croatia) and it won 4.37% of the votes. Its main ideology is 

Croatian nationalism, social conservatism and Euroscepticism. 

Czech Republic: The right party Civic Democratic Party (ODS) was founded in 

the Czech Republic in 1991 by Václav Klaus, who was Prime Minister for 4 years, 

from 1993 to 1997, after Czechoslovakia was separated. In 1998, it failed to win 

the elections and was obligated to make an agreement with the ČSSD (Social 

Democratic Party) so that the latter could maintain the government (this 

agreement was called ―The Opposition Agreement‖). In the 2002 legislative 

elections, ODS managed to become the second largest party in The Chamber of 

Deputies of the Parliament Of Czech Republic, and was a very powerful 

opposition party; therefore, in the European Parliament elections in June 2004 

and in the Senate and Regional Assembly election in November 2004, it won 

over 30% of the votes. In the 2009 European Elections, despite its failure in the 

2008 Regional and Senate elections, it earned more votes and upheld all 9 seats in 

the Parliament. Due to internal problems, in 2013 the Chamber of Deputies was 

dissolved and ODS suffered heavy losses that led to the loss of the European and 

Senate election in 2014. In 2017, the Minister of Finance, Andrej Babiš was 

involved in tax evasion and other illegal procedures, the Czech government went 

through a crisis, which helped ODS to grow in polls, and received 11% of the 

votes in 2017 legislative elections, becoming the second largest political party in 

the country, and finally won 2018 Senate election, reclaiming its old power. In the 

2019 European elections ODS earned 14.54% of the votes and 4 seats in the 

Parliament. This party is based on liberal - conservatism, economic liberalism, 

conservatism and Euroscepticism and it is very close theoretically to the British 

Conservative and Unionist Party and the Swedish Moderate Party. In general, it is 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservative_Party_(UK)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservative_Party_(UK)
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a liberal-conservative party which claims low taxes, less bureaucracy, less 

supranationalism and personal freedom. However, many of its politicians are 

opposed to political correctness and to Islam. After the United Kingdom left the 

European Union, ODS also considered leaving it too, and mainly it was 

supported by its leader Petr Fiala. As for immigration, ODS supports that Czech 

Republic should accept a certain number of immigrants, so the Czech culture can 

remain unaffected, and also it thinks that it should be obligatory that immigrants 

speak the Czech language and learn the Czech history. In addition, it is in favor of 

the law that allows citizens to own a gun, and consequently the Czech gun laws 

are more liberal than in every other European country. 

Denmark: The far-right Danish People’s Party (DPP) was founded in 1995 by 

Pia Kjærsgaard. Gradually it won its place in the Danish Parliament, but in 2001, 

it won 12% of the votes and 22 seats. It had an important role in the voting of 

the Danish immigration law, which was characterized as Europe’s stricter law. In 

the following elections, in 2005, it earned 13.2% of the votes and 2 more seats. 

Its great success was in the 2009 European elections, when it won 15.3% of the 

votes and elected 2 MEPs. In 2019 it finished first for Denmark in the European 

Parliamentary elections, winning nearly 26.6% of the vote, to double its number 

of MEPs from two to four. Despite that, in the 2019 general elections it lost 5 

seats and fell to the third place. The party claims to be Danish nationalistic, 

conservative, right-wing populist and Eurosceptic. It is opposed to a multi-ethnic 

transformation, or any kind of multiculturalism, and of course Islamization. It has 

a strict policy against immigrants and seeks their cultural assimilation; however, it 

has a different attitude towards immigrants who want to stay in Denmark and 

towards refugees who just need help and don’t intend to stay. After the 2016 

referendum in the United Kingdom on the withdrawal from the European Union 

and the subsequent Brexit, many members of the party suggested a referendum 

on Denmark’s membership in the Union, as they mainly want to maintain the 

Danish krone, the Danish monarchy and the Danish constitution, and 

additionally they are opposed to the accession of Turkey in the European Union. 

Generally in Denmark, there are some strict laws, especially about immigrants, 
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such as the strict criteria for family reunification which can amount to 

discrimination.18 

Estonia: The Conservative People’s Party of Estonia (EKRE) is a far-right wing 

party which was founded in 2012. It is a combination of an Estonian ethno-

nationalist camp, which formed an official party in 2006, called ―The Estonian 

Patriotic Movement‖, and of an agrarian centrist party, called ―People’s Union of 

Estonia‖. In the 2013 local elections, EKRE managed to have a great 

representation in smaller municipalities, and in the 2014 European elections it 

won 4% of the votes. In the 2015 parliamentary elections, it won 8.1% of the 

votes and 7 seats in Riigikogu, the unicameral parliament of Estonia. In the next 

parliamentary elections in 2019, it earned almost 18% of the votes, and after the 

2019 European elections, it became a member of ID (Identity and Democracy 

Group) by winning 12.7% of the votes and 1 seat in the European Parliament. In 

general, this party has three basic theories. First of all, its goal is the perseverance 

of its national values, which can be based on the Estonian language, education, 

culture, traditions, family issues, and the benefits of national economy. Secondly, 

it is important that all citizens can have the same opportunities under a just and 

democratic government. And lastly, it claims that an ecologically sustainable living 

environment assists in improving growth in the country. Many have characterized 

it as a ―Fascist- Neo Nazi party with similarities to other nationalistic parties in 

the Baltics and Eastern Europe‖. It is against immigrants, because it thinks that 

they will alter the ethnicity in Estonia and will affect its homogeneity. 

Characteristically, Martin Helme, leader of EKRE, has said: ―If you’re black, go 

back‖. It is not strictly in favor of exiting the European Union, but it suggests 

that the Union has to make some drastic changes and become more military in 

order to protect and defend all European ethnicities based mainly on ethno-

pluralism. 

Finland: The party that represents Euroscepticism in the country is the 

Perussuomalaiset (PS), which was first founded as the ―True Finns‖ in 1995. It 

won its first three seats in the 2003 parliamentary elections. In the 2011 elections 

the party won 39 seats and was the third largest party, a result which was called 

                                                 
18 https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/denmark-cost-and-criteria-for-family-reunification-can-

amount-to-discrimination  

https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/denmark-cost-and-criteria-for-family-reunification-can-amount-to-discrimination
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―shocking‖ and ―exceptional‖. In the municipal elections of 2012 it won 12.3% 

of the votes, which also led to its success in the European elections in 2014, 

when it won 12.9% of the votes and elected two MEPs. Additionally, in the 2015 

parliamentary elections it won 17.7% of the votes and 38 seats, and in the 2018 

presidential elections in won 6.9% of the votes. Lastly, in the 2019 European 

elections, the party won 13.8% of the votes and upheld both of the seats in the 

European Parliament. The Finns party was also a member of ID. The PS has 

expressed publicly its opposition to Europe and its policies, especially the 

handling of the economic crisis. It is in favor of teaching ―a healthy national 

pride‖ in schools and of promoting Finnish identity to citizens. It has a very strict 

policy about immigrants, as it is claimed in the True Finn’s program for the 2011 

elections: ―True Finnish immigration policy should be based on the fact that the 

Finns should always be able to decide for themselves the conditions under which 

a foreigner can come to our country and reside in our country‖. It is also 

opposed to sponsorship for any kind of multiculturalism, especially if it’s public 

funds, and in its 2019 election manifesto, it suggested that it should be prohibited 

for someone to wear the ―burqa‖ and the ―niqab‖ in public. Moreover, it is 

opposed to the European Union and to the admission to NATO, claiming that 

the latter is maybe less evil than the Union. It mainly follows a non-alliance or 

neutrality policy and some of its members want to withdraw from both the 

Schengen Agreement and the Eurozone. 

France: Marine Le Pen’s party in France is one of the main actors within the 

Eurosceptic landscape. It was founded in 1972 and then it was called ―National 

Front for French Unity‖ or ―Front National‖. In 1981 legislative elections it had 

its first great success. It had a major electoral breakthrough through the years 

1982-1997, when Jean-Marie Le Pen was leader of the party. In 1997 it was 

proven to be the third most important political force in France, as it won 15.3% 

of the votes. In the 2004 European elections FN won 9.8% of the votes and 

seven seats. For the years 2007-2011, the party had suffered some losses, but in 

2011 it revived thanks to Marine Le Pen, Jean-Marie Le Pen’s daughter, who 

became the leader from 2011 to 2017. In the 2014 European elections, FN was 

the big winner in among the Eurosceptic parties. Marine Le Pen managed to win 

almost a quarter of the vote and became the country’s largest party in the 

European Parliament (24.86% and 23 seats). During the last European elections 

in 2019, Marine Le Pen's National Rally (RN) claimed the first place in France, 
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but RN's 23.5% of the vote was slightly weakened compared to 2014. The party 

is widely known for its anti-immigration views (especially regarding Muslim 

immigration from Africa and the Middle East) and it has also expressed openly its 

hostility to the EU, pledging to undercut its power. Along with other Eurosceptic 

parties from Spain, Greece and Portugal, FN suggested that France should leave 

the euro, but that policy was dropped in 2019. Marine Le Pen also wanted to 

reclaim customs borders and not allow dual citizenship. The main theory of the 

party is that it is pro-Europe but against the European Union. 

Germany: Although Germany is between the main founders of the idea of the 

European Union, there are voices against the institution. A popular opinion in 

Germany says that ―we do not need the Union and the state would function 

better if we did not waste our money for supporting Brussels‖.  Considering this 

popular opinion, a party was formed some years ago. Founded in April 2013, 

Alternative for Germany (AfD) did relatively well in the first European 

parliamentary election it participated in 2014 as a member of the European 

Conservatives and Reformists group, gaining 7 seats after coming in fifth in 

Germany with 7.1% of the vote. AfD was initially considered a soft Eurosceptic 

party, opposing the euro currency and Eurozone bailouts which were 

undermining European integration; however, they were supporting the German 

membership in the EU. Since 2015, the party has shifted its policies, tending to 

be purely Eurosceptic against the Union, claiming the exit from the Eurozone, 

the withdrawal from the common European asylum and security policy and a 

repatriation of powers back from Brussels. Migration plays an important role in 

the party’s support, but not in the way we usually presume. AfD voters are mostly 

concentrated in regions that have experienced large waves of migrants and 

refugees and they now seem to be a fertile ground for parties such as AfD.19 The 

goal of the party would be the ability to unite these extremists with more 

conservative and neoliberal members in one fragile but stable party of the 

German right. In the European elections of 2019, AfD almost doubled its votes, 

coming in fourth in Germany with 11% of the votes, and managed to gain 4 

more seats (11 in total). 

                                                 
19 The Guardian (2019): ―The AfD is gaining strength in Germany. A reformed EU can stop it‖, Titus 

Molkenbur and Luke Cooper: https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/sep/03/afd-germany-

reformed-eu-immigration-parties-europe 
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Greece: ―Golden Dawn‖ is a far-right fascist political party in Greece. Its first 

appearance was in 1980 as a political magazine inspired by the Greek military 

junta of 1967-1974. It first participated in the 1994 European Parliament 

elections, when it won 7264 votes/ 0.1% of the votes collectively. Then, it won 

0.07% of the votes in the 1996 legislative elections, and in 1997 European 

elections it won 0.75% of the votes in coalition with the Front Line, a Greek 

nationalist party. In the 2014 European elections, ―Golden Dawn‖ party was 

third in Greece with 9.39% of the votes, coming behind Greece’s far-left, anti-

austerity SYRIZA party and Prime Minister Antonis Samaras’ conservative ―New 

Democracy‖ party, and won 3 seats in the European Parliament. In the 2015 

legislative elections it won 7% of the votes, in contrast with the 2019 legislative 

elections, when it won 2.93% of the votes and lost all of its 18 seats in the Greek 

Parliament. In the 2019 European elections it won only 4.88% of the votes and 2 

seats, and it was fifth in Greece. It has several theories, in which it was based on, 

such as ―metaxism‖ (a totalitarian nationalist ideology linked with the Greek 

dictator Ioannis Metaxas20), Greek ultra-nationalism, Neo-Nazism, Neo-Fascism, 

social and national conservatism, right-wing populism, anti-globalism, anti-

immigration and hard Euroscepticism. On 7 October 2020, 7 party leaders 

(among them Nikolaos Michaloliakos, the founder of the party, and Members of 

the Greek and the European Parliament) were convicted for leading a criminal 

organization and more than 50 defendants were convicted for participating in this 

party. The conviction also was about the murder of Pavlos Fyssas, for whom 

Giorgos Roupakias and 13 others were found guilty. Throughout the years of its 

political presence, ―Golden Dawn‖ has participated in many acts of violence and 

hate crimes towards immigrants, political opponents and left-wing supporters, 

homosexuals and members of LGBTQ+ community and ethnic minorities. After 

a long time of undisturbed action, the Greek State and the Greek Justice in 

particular, decided to put an end on the activities of this elected criminal 

organization. This was a landmark verdict in Greece’s highest-profile political trial 

in decades, since ―Golden Dawn‖ is the first Neo-Nazi entity that was convicted 

and its members (Members of the Greek and the European Parliament among 

                                                 
20 Ioannis Metaxas was a Greek military officer and politician who served as the Prime Minister of Greece 

from 1936 until his death in 1941. He governed constitutionally for the first 4 months of his tenure, and 

thereafter he imposed the dictatorship known as the ―4th of August Regime‖. On 28 October 1940, 

Metaxas rejected an ultimatum imposed by the Italian regime to surrender, bringing the country into war 

with Italy in the Albanian mountains. 
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others) have been sentenced to prison for operating ―a criminal organization 

under the guise of being a democratically elected party‖.21 

Hungary: The ―FIDESZ – Hungarian Civic Alliance‖ is a right-wing populist 

and national-conservative political party in Hungary. It has been founded in 1988 

as a liberal youth party which opposed the ruling communist government. 

FIDESZ managed to dominate Hungarian politics on the national and European 

level since its victory in the 2010 national elections, securing a parliamentary 

supermajority, with the coalition with the Christian Democratic People's Party, 

which was retained in 2014 and again in 2018. In the 2018 national elections 

especially, FIDESZ, for the third time, obtained a 2/3 majority in the Hungarian 

Parliament, with 30% of the votes of the population and fewer votes than the dis-

united opposition together (31%). The success is due to the highly distorted 

election system which started to be reformed in 2011 and the overwhelming 

domination of the media, particularly outside Budapest and some major regional 

centers. The successful and (up to today) unstoppable campaign against any kind 

of migration has created a widespread mental contamination in a large part of the 

Hungarian society, and is one of the major in-built bottlenecks against relevant 

change to a more EU-friendly attitude in the foreseeable future. The governing 

FIDESZ is gaining its power by mixing Euroscepticism with evident anti-EU 

attitude which has opened an outdated but dangerous nationalistic rhetoric. 

Despite the fundamental democratic deficit, FIDESZ managed to increase the 

number of MEPs in the last European Parliament (EP) elections by 1 seat (from 

12 to 13), although the Prime Minister expected up to 16 representatives out of 

21 Hungarian EP members. Out of 21 EP seats for Hungary, 13 went to 

FIDESZ, 4 to the Democratic Coalition, 2 to Momentum and 1 each to MSZP 

(socialists) and to Jobbik. 

We should mention also the Movement for a Better Hungary (known as Jobbik) 

which is an extreme right-wing Eurosceptic party in Hungary, which was founded 

in 2003. In the 2014 European elections, it won 14.67% of the votes and gained 3 

seats, being the second Hungarian party. However, in the latest European 

elections in 2019, it suffered a great loss, earning 6.34% of the votes and only 1 

seat in the Parliament. In general, it is characterized as a conservatist, nationalistic, 

                                                 
21 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/oct/14/greece-golden-dawn-neo-nazi-prison-sentences  

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/oct/14/greece-golden-dawn-neo-nazi-prison-sentences
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hard Eurosceptic, anti-globalist and right-wing Populist Party. From its 

beginning, Jobbik was quite critical against the European Union because it 

thought that it didn’t serve the right interests for Hungary, although the party is 

generally in favor of joining the Eurozone, as it thinks it would be beneficial for 

Hungarian economy. 

Italy: Lega Nord (LN) – Lega Nord per l'Indipendenza Della Padania is a far-

right wing party in Italy, which was founded in 1991. It is a combination of Lega 

Lombarda and Liga Veneta, which then were smaller regional parties. In the 1992 

regional elections it made its political breakthrough with 8.6% of the votes for the 

Chamber of Deputies and 8.2% of the votes for the Senate of the Republic. Two 

years later, in the 1994 European elections, it won 6.5% of the votes and 6 seats 

in the European Parliament. A great electoral success was achieved also in the 

1996 general elections, with 10.1% of the votes, 59 deputies and 27 senators). In 

the 1999 and the 2004 European elections, LN had similar results, with 4.5% and 

5% of the votes respectively, but in 2009 it won 10.2% of the votes and 9 seats in 

the European Parliament. In 2014 it emphasized its Eurosceptic views with its 

leader Matteo Salvini, who made an alliance with Marine Le Pen, leader of the 

French National Front, and with Geert Wilders, leader of the Dutch Party for 

Freedom. So, in the 2014 European elections, it won 6.2% of the votes and 5 

seats in the Parliament. Salvini’s greatest achievement was the result of the 2019 

European elections, when the party won a plurality of the electorate for the first 

time with 34.3% of the votes and 29 seats in the European Parliament. That year 

Salvini also created the European Alliance of Peoples and Nations, a far-right 

political group of the European Parliament. Lega Nord campaigned on an anti-

Europe and anti-immigration platform, as they are allies with France’s FN and 

the Netherland’s PVV (Dutch Freedom Party). Generally, it is a Eurosceptic and 

anti-globalist party with a strict anti-immigration policy and in favor of 

regionalism, right-wing populism and Italian nationalism.  

Latvia: The National Alliance (Coalition of "All For Latvia!" and "For Fatherland 

and Freedom/LNNK"), abbreviated to NA, is a far right-wing political party in 

Latvia that was founded as an electoral alliance in 2010 and it unified the 

nationalist parties of Latvia into one right-wing party on 23 July 2011. With 13 

seats in the ―Saeima‖ (the Latvian Parliament), NA is the fourth largest party in 

the national parliament and participates in the coalition government. In the 2014 
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European elections, it earned 14.25% of the vote and 1 seat in the EP. In the 

2019 European elections, it managed to gain 1 more seat in the EP, winning 

16.40% of the vote. From the beginning, the party was a strong supporter of an 

independent Latvia and the end of the Soviet occupation. The party also actively 

opposes immigration and was the only one of the leading coalition partners 

which completely refused both the refugee quota system and the voluntary 

acceptance of refugees. 

Lithuania: The Electoral Action of Poles in Lithuania – Christian Families 

Alliance/ EAPL-CFA or LLRA-KŠS or AWPL-ZCGR was founded in 1994 in 

Lithuania. In the 2004 European elections LLRA with the Union of Russians 

(LRS) won 5.71% of the votes and no seats. In the 2012 elections for Seimas (the 

unicameral parliament of Lithuania), its next electoral success the party won 

5.83% of the votes and 8 seats. In the 2014 European elections, it won 8.05% of 

the votes and 1 seat in coalition with Russian Alliance. In the 2016 elections for 

Seimas, it won 5.72% of the votes and held its 8 seats, as for the 2019 European 

elections, it won 6.51% of the votes and 1 seat in the European Parliament in 

coalition with ―Waldemar Tomaszewski Block‖. Generally, its ideology is based 

on soft Euroscepticism, christian democracy, and conservatism. However, these 

ideologies were not the primary goal of the party, but the protection of the rights 

of the Polish minority in Lithuania was. That’s including the restoration of the 

land, which was seized by the Soviet government from Poles, the enhancement 

of the education system and the allowance of the Polish language. It is in favor of 

a more politically influential role for the Roman Catholic Church and wants the 

religious education in schools to be mandatory. Also it is opposed to abortions, 

and wanted to penalize it but it failed. 

Netherlands: The Netherland’s far-right Dutch Freedom Party (PVV) was 

founded in 2006 and in its first participation in the elections for the House of 

Representatives, it won 5.89% of the votes and 9 seats. In the 2009 European 

elections it was the second Dutch party in the Parliament with 16.97% of the 

votes and 4 seats in the European Parliament (the seats became 5 after the 

Lisbon Treaty). In 2010 it became the third largest party in the Parliament, with 

15.45% of the votes and 24 seats, and to this success the coalition with VVD-

CDA (the First Rutte cabinet or else Rutte-Verhagen cabinet, a right-wing union 

that was formed by the conservative-liberal People’s Party for Freedom and 
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Democracy and the Christian Democratic Appeal) was really helpful. The 

coalition assisted also in the 2011 elections for the Senate, when PVV won 

12.74% of the votes and 10 seats. In the 2014 European elections it did not 

perform as well as expected, coming in third, with 13.32% of the votes and 5 

seats in the Parliament. In the 2019 European elections the party only got 3.53% 

of the votes, losing all of its seats in the Parliament, but it reclaimed one of them 

after Brexit. However, in the 2019 elections for the Senate, it earned 6.46% of the 

votes and lost 4 seats from its previous 9. PVV is also supporting anti-

immigration, with the leader Geert Wilders notoriously calling for ―less 

Moroccans‖ in the Netherlands ahead of the votes. Its ideology agrees with hard 

Euroscepticism and Dutch nationalism.  

Poland: The Law and Justice (PiS) party was founded in 2001 and is a right-wing 

national-conservative and Eurosceptic party from Poland. In the 2014 European 

elections the party came in second in the country with 31.78% of the vote, 

securing itself 19 seats in the European Parliament. Domestically, with 198 seats 

in the Polish ―Sejm‖ (lower chamber of parliament) and 48 in the Senate, PiS is 

currently running its second governance period, being the largest political party in 

the Polish parliament, and the dominant party of the United Right ruling 

coalition. In the 2019 European elections, PiS increased its power and secured 25 

seats, coming in first in the country with 45.38% of the vote. The current twenty-

five PiS MEPs sit in the European Conservatives and Reformists Group in the 

European Parliament. The party is in general considered as soft Eurosceptic and 

opposes the common European currency. One of the main claims that the party 

uses in its campaigns is that the European Union should ―benefit Poland and not 

the other way around‖. We should mention that the latest polls show that if there 

was a referendum regarding a possible ―Polexit‖, 81.1% of Poles would support 

EU membership, 11% would vote to leave, with 7.9% undecided.22 The 

Eurosceptic PiS party does not question Poland’s membership in the EU; 

however, it desires a greater sense of sovereignty and emancipation from the 

influence of western European partners. 

                                                 
22 Poll conducted by Warsaw’s Institute for Social Research and Market (IBRIS) and retrieved from: 

https://euobserver.com/news/150328  

https://euobserver.com/news/150328
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Slovakia: Political party Freedom and Solidarity (SaS) is relatively new in the 

Slovak party system. The economist Richard Sulík founded the party in 2009 

along with some other entrepreneurs and economists from Bratislava. The party 

took part in the European Elections of the same year and managed to gain 

almost 5% of the votes. Despite its failure to enter the European Parliament, the 

results were considered really hopeful for the future of the newly established 

party. Following the 2014 elections (6,66% and 1 seat), SaS joined the ALDE 

group for the start of the 8th European Parliament, but later defected to the 

European Conservatives and Reformists (ECR) Group on 2 October 2014. The 

last European elections last year increased support for the party (9.62%) so it 

gained one more seat in the parliament. The party is considered Eurosceptic as it 

opposes the bureaucratic machinery that it says that the EU represents. The party 

opposes also the Treaty of Lisbon, EU’s fiscal policies and the free market 

among the Union’s members. Furthermore, Sulík was against the ECB's bailout 

of Greece during the 2010 debt crisis, and has proposed the withdrawal of 

Slovakia from the Eurozone, in case of remarkable circumstances. SaS has also 

openly expressed its objection on the mandatory refugee relocation program. 

Nonetheless, the party and its candidates consider themselves as Euro-realists, 

who although do not completely reject the idea of a common Europe, they allege 

that the European integration project requires crucial reforms in order to 

succeed. 

Spain: VOX was founded on 17 December 2013, and publicly launched at a 

press conference in Madrid on 16 January 2014 as a split from the People's Party. 

Although VOX determines itself to be a purely conservative party, academics and 

journalists consider it as a far-right populist party in the Spanish political 

landscape. The party ran for the first time in the 2014 European elections but 

narrowly failed to win a seat in the European Parliament. Immigration has been 

the main focus of VOX's campaign ahead of the EU elections. Spain is one of 

the main ports of entry for migrants and asylum applicants in the EU, mostly 

Muslims from countries like Morocco. The last decade, migration has augmented 

in the country and as a result, anti-immigration parties have gained popularity, 

especially VOX. Nevertheless, we should highlight that the crucial factor of the 

increase in the support for VOX is territorial. Spain is sensitive with this topic 

especially regarding the Catalan nationalism for which VOX takes a hard-line 

stance as the crisis in the north-eastern region has deteriorated recently, so 
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VOX's support has surged. In 2019, the party entered for its first time in the 

European Parliament with 6.2% of the votes and 3 MEPs, which after Brexit 

became 4. The party has joined the ECR Group and the Alliance of 

Conservatives and Reformists in Europe. 

Sweden: The right-wing populist party of Sweden Democrats (SD) is a 

nationalist and right-wing populist political party in Sweden, which was founded 

in 1988. Ideologically, SD party is a soft Eurosceptic party which is based on the 

following principles: Swedish nationalism, social and national conservatism, anti-

immigration and anti-Islam. Following the European election of 2014, SD won 

its first two seats in the European Parliament after taking 9.67% of the vote to 

become the country’s fifth party. In addition, the party joined the right-wing 

Europe of Freedom and Direct Democracy Group (EFDD) with the UK 

Independence Party. In 2015, SD started some efforts in order to align with the 

neighboring Danish People's Party (DF) and in 2018 announced an official 

cooperation pact with the Finns Party (PS). All three parties are members of the 

Nordic Freedom group. During the last elections, SD took 15,3% of overall vote 

and as a result they gained one more seat in the European Parliament. SD joined 

the European Conservatives and Reformists Group in the European Parliament. 

United Kingdom: In 1993 the UK Independence Party (UKIP) was founded in 

United Kingdom. The reason of its creation was the opposition to the recently 

signed Maastricht Treaty, and it immediately became a great supporter of 

Euroscepticism. Because of that, the party didn’t recognize the legitimization of 

the European Parliament until 1997, when it changed its views and wanted to 

present its anti-EU agenda. So, in the 1999 European elections it had 3 MEPs, 

and then UKIP with other Eurosceptic parties formed EDD (Europe of 

Democracies and Diversities). 5 years later, EDD was merged into Independence 

and Democracy, and after that, in 2009 UKIP created a new right-wing group 

called ―Europe of Freedom and Democracy- EFD‖. Nigel Farage, leader of 

UKIP from 2006 to 2009 and from 2010 to 2016, was the big winner in both the 

2014 and 2019 elections and the main exponent of the Eurosceptical wave in 

Britain. In the first case, with the UKIP, which was the big surprise of the 2014 

EP elections, managing to overcome both Prime Minister David Cameron’s 

Conservatives party and the opposition Labour party with 26.77% of the vote 

and 26 seats in the European Parliament. UKIP was a strong supporter of Brexit 
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as it was extremely opposed to the EU policies. In the 2019 EU elections, Brexit 

was the central issue of the election campaign and a crucial factor for the 

outcome. Nigel Farage with the Brexit Party gained the most votes (30.5% and 29 

seats) and became the largest single national party in the European Parliament, 

being the dominant choice of hard Euroscepticism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

States without Eurosceptic representation in the EP: There are 7 member-

states in total where Euroscepticism is not so widespread and there is no actual 

representation of Eurosceptic parties in the EP for these countries: 

1. Ireland → Irish Freedom Party; a recently-founded (2018) political 

party which can be defined as hard-Eurosceptic as it advocates Irish 

withdrawal from the European Union. However, the party has no 

representation at local or national level. 

2. Portugal → Chega; Chega (means ―Enough‖ in Portuguese) is a 

nationalist Eurosceptic party, founded on 9 April 2019, with just 1 seat in 

the Portuguese Assembly of the Republic and no representation in the 

EP. 

3. Romania → Alliance for the Union of Romanians (AUR); a right-wing 

populist and Eurosceptic political party in Romania and Moldova which 

was founded on 19 September 2019, therefore it has not participated in 
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European elections yet. In national level, it came 4th in the 2020 legislative 

elections and comprises one of the opposition parties in Romania. 

4. Slovenia → Slovenian National Party (SNS); a nationalist far-right 

political party in Slovenia, known for its Euroscepticism and opposition 

to Slovenia’s membership in NATO. It was founded on 1991 and ever 

since it has failed to be elected in the European Parliament. In the 

Slovenian Parliament, it has won 4 seats in the 2018 national elections. 

5. Cyprus → National Popular Front (ELAM); a far-right, ultra-

nationalist movement (and later, political party) founded in 2008. In the 

2016 national elections, it gained 2 seats in the House of Representatives 

for the 1st time, and it has failed to enter the EP in 2014 and 2019 

elections, although it seems that its power is growing and we may see it in 

the EP soon. 

6. Malta → Alleanza Bidla (AB); a socially-conservative, Eurosceptic and 

Christian-democratic political party in Malta, founded in 2013. Till today, 

the party has got no representation either in national or in European 

level. 

7. Luxembourg → Alternative Democratic Reform Party (ADR); a 

conservative and mildly populist political party in Luxembourg, founded 

in 1987. It has four seats in the sixty-seat Chamber of Deputies, making it 

the fifth-largest party. However, in the European Parliament, ADR had 

never had representation. The party is marked out from the other parties 

by being Eurosceptic. In its criticism of the EU, the party puts emphasis 

on the democratic deficit and transparency. 
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C h a p t e r  I V  

Augmentation of representation of 

Euroscepticism in the EP after the 2014 elections 

The 8th European elections took place in May 2014 and elected 751 seats, from 

the total 28 member-states. These elections occurred in a difficult period for the 

EU, since the discussion for its future, the rampant growth of Eurosceptic tides, 

the economic crisis, the refugee crisis and the European citizens’ rights were on 

top of all discussions during the campaign period and were strengthening the 

voters’ concern on which would be the best option. European elections were 

stigmatized though by the vital enhancement of far-right and eurosceptic parties, 

which dominated in the United Kingdom and France. 

In the UK, UKIP of Nigel Farage captured the 1st place, with 26.6% and 24 seats 

in the European Parliament. It was the first time in Great Britain where another 

party was elected in the 1st place except from the Conservatives and Labour 

Party. UKIP marked a significant increase of its percentage compared to the 

previous European elections of 2004 and 2009 (16.1% - 2004 and 16.5% - 2009). 

At the same time, in another great European power, which is also among the 

founders of EU, Eurosceptic Marine Le Pen with National Front (FN) was the 

winner of the European elections. Compared to the previous elections results in 

2009 (6.3%), we may say that Marine Le Pen managed to consolidate French 

people around her and captured the 1st place in France with 24.86% and 23 seats, 

gaining 20 seats from the previous European elections. 

In Greece, the economic crisis had caused difficulties in the government which 

was under the supervision of the ―Troika‖. In the European elections of 2014, 

SYRIZA was the winner with 26.57% and 6 seats in the EP. It was the first time 

in the history of modern Europe that a Radical Left party won an election. 

Representation in the EP secured also other Greek Eurosceptic parties: fascist 

party ―Golden Dawn‖ (9.39% - 3 seats), ―Communist Party of Greece‖ (6.11% - 

2 seats) and the nationalist party ―Independent Greeks‖ (3.46% - 1 seat). 
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There are two ways to explain the great success of Eurosceptic parties in the 2014 

European elections. The one is using the Reif and Schmitt theory which talks 

about a ―second-order election‖, meaning that the results are interpreted as a 

fundamental rejection, by the majority of the voters, of the established parties and 

politicians, their political agenda and the modern politics they generally advocate 

and implement. This theory argues that in fact, what is defining the people’s vote 

in the European elections are the national affairs which actually concern them 

and not the EU affairs. In real terms, EU elections present a chance for 

expressing disappointment against the current government, between two national 

elections, since the result is not binding and does not actually have any effect on 

the national equilibrium (Reif & Schmitt, 1980). 

The second way to analyze the European elections’ results is through the ―issue 

voting‖ (de Vries, 2010), which argues that the EU elections are a kind of 

competition of the various visions of the European citizens on how they perceive 

the EU route to the target of European Integration. 

8th parliamentary term (2014-2019) 

The results of the European elections assured –one more time and despite the 

casualties- the victory of the ―European People's Party‖ (29.43% and 221 seats) 

over the ―Socialists & Democrats‖ (25.43% and 191 seats). The conservative and 

Eurosceptic party (European Conservatives and Reformists - ECR) marked a 

significant proliferation and with 70 MEPs became the third power in the 

Parliament (9.32% and 70 seats), while the ―Alliance of Liberals and Democrats 

for Europe‖ lost ground and receded in the 4th place (8.92% and 67 seats). In the 

6th place we may find a newly founded Eurosceptic and Populist Party (Europe of 

Freedom and Direct Democracy - EFDD) with 6.39% and 48 seats. 

The composition of the EP presents a considerable augmentation of the 

Eurosceptic political groups (ECR and EFDD), while among the ―Non-Inscrits‖ 

MEPs continue to embed far-right and Eurosceptic parties. 
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Figure 3: Results of Eurosceptic parties per member-state (2014 EU elections) 

 

Analyzing a little further the results, we may see that with the exception of 

Belgium and the Central and East European (CEE) countries, the success of 

Eurosceptic parties in 2014 was not a result of second-order processes, as those 

were originally envisaged by Reif and Schmitt. In particular, in second-order 

elections voters tend to choose parties they really prefer on ideological grounds: 

parties that are closer to them than the parties they would have supported had 

strategic considerations been at play. Apparently, the greater the extent of fiscal 

tightening, the less likely this was to be the case in 2014. In many countries left–

right proximity to parties played no role at all in these elections. Particularly 

voters living in countries subjected to economic austerity were rather engaging in 

performance voting where the performance at issue appeared to be that of 

European Union (EU) institutions and their leadership. Comparison with 
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corresponding findings for earlier EP elections makes it clear that this was a new 

phenomenon. The EP elections of 2014 delivered to those leaders a ―slap on the 

wrist‖ that was richly deserved. Seen in that light, the elections were seemingly 

more first-order than second-order. These were, perhaps for the first time, EP 

elections that were clearly ―about Europe‖ at least for voters who supported the 

Eurosceptic parties that contested those elections. From the perspective of 

ideological voting and of the objects of voter support (the Eurosceptic parties 

themselves) the EP elections of 2014 thus appear very first-order in nature. Yet, 

from other perspectives, the results were still very second-order. The fiscal crisis 

was not the only policy area of importance to voters (and for no other policy area 

has it been suggested that the second-order paradigm did not prevail). More 

importantly, even when we focus on fiscal austerity and the rather panicky 

creation of new institutions (and the implication of poor institutional design by 

former EU leaders), there are two major problems standing in the way of seeing 

these as quasi-first-order processes, which will be analyzed below. 

A first-order election is, by primary definition, an election at which government 

office is determined. The existence of lead candidates (Spitzenkandidaten) in the 

EP elections of 2014 did take a step in this direction but it was not a step that had 

much salience for voters and is certainly not the reason why these can be called 

―elections about Europe‖. The concerns that voters evinced and Eurosceptic 

parties focused on were all concerns that remained firmly within the remit of 

national governments and supranational authorities. More importantly, the 

consequences of these concerns for Eurosceptic party success were, ironically, 

magnified by precisely the fact that these were not first-order elections. These 

were still elections where voters could ―vote with the heart‖, in Reif and Schmitt’s 

phrase, rather than with the head. Had heads prevailed, Eurosceptic party success 

would have been much less. These parties received so much support not just 

because voters were ―voting against Europe‖ but, at least in certain countries, 

also because they were ―in the field‖ and available to receive votes against 

governments that had so flagrantly failed to take proper steps to guard against the 

Eurozone Crisis, and that had then imposed austerity on whole populations as a 

consequence of that failure. The importance of their role as non-government 

parties was evidently magnified in countries where governments had become 

coalitions of left and right established parties so that the only possible destination 
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for anti- government votes was for anti-establishment (frequently Eurosceptic) 

parties, whether of left or right. 

This would not have happened in the same scale if the 2014 EP elections had 

been national parliamentary elections. In national elections, voters generally shy 

away from voting parties that are untried in government office. Moreover, at 

national elections established parties can call on the loyalties of voters who do not 

bother to turn out at EP elections. We saw the consequences in the 2015 British 

parliamentary election where the significant loss of UKIP’s support in a first-

order election will have been accentuated by the winner-takes-all nature of the 

British electoral system, but most supporters of Eurosceptic parties at the 2014 

EP elections planned to move (or move back) to support for mainstream parties 

as soon as those elections were over; and these plans, expressed in the immediate 

aftermath of the EP elections, certainly understate the number that would in 

practice move (back) to supporting mainstream parties in actual practice. 

So when we focus on the magnitude of the shift to Eurosceptic party support, 

rather than the motivations underlying it, we see that the magnitude was so great 

largely because of a second-order phenomenon. If the EP elections of 2014 had 

not been second-order elections, the support for Eurosceptic parties would have 

been much smaller — perhaps no greater than seen at national elections held in 

the temporal vicinity of those EP elections (the French local elections that 

followed closely on the EP election and seemed to reinforce the message of that 

election were, of course, also second-order elections). 

Certainly national elections held in the temporal vicinity of the 2014 EP elections, 

especially in countries which struggled with the crisis (i.e. Greece), generally give 

evidence of the popular trend of Euroscepticism, and there is no reason to 

suppose that the basis for Euroscepticism at national elections in various 

countries is any different from what the European elections have proven us. So, a 

―vote against Europe‖ will have been a potent force in national elections as well, 

raising the possibility that EP elections were reflecting national as well as 

European concerns. But that simply emphasizes our general finding that the EP 

elections of 2014, despite the unprecedented importance of the European issue, 

were still largely second-order in nature. 
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The second-order nature of the EP elections had also one more consequence, 

not previously considered to the best of our knowledge. Not only will the vote 

for Eurosceptic parties have been amplified by second-order processes, but it is 

quite likely that so may the tenor of the message expressed by that vote. It is 

remarkable that voters are trying to express their discontent on matters European 

can only vote for the parties that offer themselves. Those parties may not at all 

reflect the real sentiments of voters who, in a second-order election without 

domestic repercussions, may be led to vote for those parties for want of any 

alternatives closer to their true preferences. In the process, even the 

representation of Eurosceptic sentiments in the EP is warped by second-order 

processes. 

EU elections of 2014 showed us that Euroscepticism is here to stay, and with 

UK, Hungary and Poland as the main representatives, the percentages of 

Eurosceptic parties made it crystal clear that they will be a significant threat to the 

survival of the EU project, which was at the time in the middle of an economic 

and the upcoming refugee crisis. 
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C h a p t e r  V  

Elections 2019: a surge in support of anti-EU 

MEPs 

The elections of 2019 were really crucial for the future of EU. The migration 

crisis, the economic crisis and ways that Europe can confront the new reality, 

were the main topics of discussion during the election campaign. MEP candidates 

were trying to convince their voters that their program would be in the correct 

direction. The main question was the following: European Integration or 

Euroscepticism? This was needed to be answered by the politicians during this 

campaign. And the results of the elections have shown that an increased number 

of MEPs from populist parties has returned to the European Parliament. 

Although they share some similarities in the way they approach Euroscepticism, 

populist parties sit in different political groups across the European political 

scene. 

Media coverage during the electoral campaign focused mainly on the ―threat‖ of 

potential gains by radical right populist parties, which are strongly against 

immigration and multiculturalism. Despite being highly critical of the EU project, 

they are not in favor of their withdrawal from the EU, at least not publicly. The 

2019 elections resulted in an increased presence of radical right populist parties in 

the EP. Vote share for other populists, particularly on the left, declined. Radical 

right-wing populist parties were the leading parties in both France (RN) and Italy 

(LN). In Italy, deputy Prime Minister Matteo Salvini’s LN party won 34.3% of 

the vote and returned 28 MEPs. This is a substantial increase compared to 2014 

when it won 6.1% of the vote, and is almost double its national share of the vote 

in the Italian general election in 2018. Lega Nord overtook its larger national 

coalition partner, the populist Five Star Movement, which fell to 17.1% of the 

vote. LN also overtook NR as the largest party within the ENF Group. NR also 

marked a slight decline with the result of 23.3% compared to the 24.9% it 

received as the National Front in 2014. The 22 NR MEPs in 2019 is one fewer 

than in 2014. Marine Le Pen and Matteo Salvini remained the dominant powers 

among the ENF Group. 
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Other ENF parties saw a slight decrease in their results, such as the Austria 

Freedom party (FPÖ), which fell to 17.2% (with 3 MEPs) compared to its 2014 

vote share of 19.7%. Moreover, the Netherlands’ Forum for Democracy (FvD) 

managed to get hold of some seats from PVV (10.9% and 3 MEPs, while PVV 

gained 3.53% and no MEP) and the Brexit party did the same with UKIP (30.7% 

and 29 MEPs). The PVV has, however, gained one seat after the Brexit and 

―reserve‖ MEPs took up their seats under the new allocation. 

In the last elections, SD, AfD and the Finns party achieved votes comparing to 

the previous EP 2014 elections, however they saw a reduction when compared to 

their recent national elections results. In Denmark, the Eurosceptic DF party 

faced a pervasive decline in its percentage in the 2019 EP elections (10.8%) 

compared to the 26.6% that it had gained in the 2014 EP elections. There were 

also some new entries of Eurosceptic parties in the European Parliament from 

states like Spain (VOX), Czech Republic (Freedom and Direct Democracy party), 

Greece (―Greek solution‖), Estonia (Conservative People’s Party) and 

Netherlands (FvD). Nevertheless, the most influential representatives of 

Euroscepticism are the leading parties in Poland (PiS) and Hungary (FIDESZ), 

which have also formed governments nationally. 

The leader of Lega Nord, Matteo Salvini, tried to persuade Viktor Orbán to join 

him in the new European Group, the Identity and Democracy Party, which was 

founded by LN, RN and AfD Eurosceptic parties in 2019. There were some 

discussions of a potential alliance between the Hungarian party FIDESZ and the 

Italian party Lega Nord. However, the Hungarian leader did not proceed with 

this alliance and his party remained in EPP until March 2021, when it officially 

quitted EPP and all MEPs are now in the Non-Inscrits Group. 

After Brexit, the Polish Law and Justice Party (PiS) became the dominant party in 

the ECR Group. The ECR has also lost two of its affiliates, the Danish People’s 

Party and the Finns party, which joined the ID Group. The second largest party 

after PiS in the ECR Group is now the Brothers of Italy (FDI) party, with 8 

MEPs. This party was a successor of the ―National Alliance‖ party which was 

part of the leading coalition during Silvio Berlusconi’s dominance between 1994 

and 2011. There has also been speculation that PiS might join Salvini’s group. 

Salvini tried to persuade the representatives of PiS in January 2019, proposing 
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them to join the alliance in order to provide a more powerful vision that could 

break the dominant Germany. Nonetheless, PiS rejected the offer, due to the 

Lega’s pro-Russia leanings, and would not discuss any further this option. 

The Sweden Democrats have also rejected involvement in the ID Group for the 

same reason with PiS. Prior to the election, Salvini declared that he would be glad 

to welcome the new Spanish VOX party to the ID Group. However, VOX 

announced on 13 June that it would be joining the ECR Group. Before the 

election, it was reported that VOX was unwilling to participate in a Group with 

parties which support the Catalan independence such as the Flemish Interest 

(member of the ID Group). Withal, a member of the ECR Group that VOX 

finally joined is the larger Flemish-separatist New Flemish Alliance. 

 

 

Figure 4: Results of Eurosceptic parties per member-state (2019 EU elections) 
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Comparing this figure with Figure 3, we may see that leading Eurosceptic parties 

have gained representation in the European Parliament at the 2019 EU Elections. 

The main representatives of this trend who are also participating in national 

governments are: Lega Nord of Matteo Salvini in Italy, FIDESZ of Viktor Orbán 

in Hungary and PiS in Poland. 

The ―pro-EU‖ Political Groups have been challenged because of the increased 

participation of Eurosceptic parties in the European Parliament (ENF/ID 

Group, ECR Group, EFDD Group, GUE/NGL Group), which have formed 

alliances to their common goal of either reforming the current functioning of the 

Union or calling for an immediate exit from the EU. Nonetheless, the leaders of 

some Eurosceptic parties have shifted their policies over the EU and adapted to a 

more soft Eurosceptic view in order to become more attractive for a larger 

audience of voters. For instance, the French RN party has dropped its previous 

claims of abandoning the Eurozone and the Union in general and instead tries to 

redefine the way that the EU operates by proposing reforms. On the same 

wavelength, Matteo Salvini and Lega Nord are not demanding to leave the 

Eurozone or to hold a referendum anymore, and instead they have created an 

alliance of populist right parties with the purpose to ―save‖ Europe, providing an 

alternative option for Eurosceptic parties. 

Following Brexit, we may find only 5 ―hard‖ Eurosceptic parties in total which 

achieved to elect MEPs in 2019 elections. These were as follows: 

 Freedom and Democracy Party in the Czech Republic (ID Group) – 

9.1% of the vote and 2 MEPs;  

 Forum for Democracy in the Netherlands (ECR Group) – 10.9% 

and 3 MEPs; 

 Communist Party of Greece (non-attached) – 5.3% and 2 MEPs; 

 Golden Dawn in Greece (non-attached) – 4.9% and 2 MEPs; 

 People’s Party – Our Slovakia (non-attached) – 12.1% and 2 MEPs.  



October 5, 2021 
[EUROSCEPTICISM TRENDS IN THE 
EUROPEAN ELECTIONS OF 2014 AND 2019] 

 

61  

 

The latter two have been described as extreme right parties. Especially, the 

Golden Dawn party, which has been convicted by the Greek Justice as a criminal 

organization, has also lost its 2 MEPs since they have resigned from their seats. 

Following Brexit, the hard Eurosceptic Netherlands PVV Party (member of the 

ID Group) has also gained a MEP. 

Considering the hard Eurosceptic proportion of votes in Europe after the 2019 

EP elections, we may notice that it has been decreased to 4% following Brexit, 

although it was in 5.6% in the EU28. This difference proves that Great Britain 

had a great impact in Eurosceptic views and especially in hard Euroscepticism. 

The Brexit Party, the Conservative Party and the Democratic Unionist Party were 

some of the pioneers in expressing hard Euroscepticism in Europe. 
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In the following graphic, we see the initial formation of the European Parliament 

after the 2019 elections, and it is obvious that Eurosceptic parties have 

augmented their power. Especially the ID Group, which has almost doubled its 

power as it has gained more seats than any other Party in the Parliament, 

although it comes on the 5th place with regards to the number of seats. Please 

note that after Brexit and the reallocation of 27 seats to other member states, the 

ID Group has gained 3 more seats and overcomes the ―Group of Greens‖, 

becoming the 4th political power in the EP. The screenshots below would be 

helpful for the comprehension of this shift. 

 

Figure 5: Size of political groups before and after Brexit 

Source: https://epthinktank.eu/2020/01/15/the-european-parliament-after-Brexit/  

https://epthinktank.eu/2020/01/15/the-european-parliament-after-Brexit/
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Figure 6: EU election results - 2019 

Source: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/election-results-2019/en/european-results/2019-2024/  

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/election-results-2019/en/european-results/2019-2024/
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In general, the turnout of the 2019 EU elections can be considered as quite 

positive since we may find a major participation comparing to the previous 3 EP 

elections, and this can have different interpretations. On the one hand, the 

growth of Euroscepticism and the ongoing Brexit discussions were events which 

defined the importance of this election campaign; therefore it was made crystal 

clear throughout the European community that the results of these elections 

would be crucial for the future of the EU. On the other hand, European citizens 

would like to express their opposition to EU policies or national policies as we 

are struggling through various crises, therefore the increased participation can be 

interpreted as a way of showing the tendencies within the formation of the 

European Parliament. 

 

Figure 7: Turnout by year (2004-2019) 

Source: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/election-results-2019/en/turnout/  

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/election-results-2019/en/turnout/
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C h a p t e r  V I  

Impact in the internal politics of member-states 

As it is already established, Euroscepticism had firstly appeared in the United 

Kingdom in the 1980s. However, it gradually had a great impact to other 

countries as well, which led to major changes in the internal politics of each 

member-state. The Eurozone crisis, which consisted of a banking crisis, a 

sovereign debt crisis and a growth crisis, has appeared to be one of the main 

reasons for the growth of acceptance of Euroscepticism (Shambaugh, 2012).  

The most important effect was the results in the parliamentary elections of each 

country close to the 2014 and 2019 elections. Distinctively, FPÖ (Freedom Party 

of Austria) came third both in the 2014 and 2019 Austrian legislative elections 

with 25.97% of the votes and 16.17% respectively, Vlaams Belang came second 

in the 2019 Belgian legislative elections with 11.95% of the votes, ODS (Civic 

Democratic Party) came second in the 2017 Czech legislative elections with 

11.32% of the votes, DPP (Danish People’s Party) came second in the 2015 

Danish legislative elections with 21.1% of the votes, EKRE (Conservative 

People’s Party) came third in the 2019 Estonian parliamentary elections with 

17.8% of the votes, PS (Finns Party) came second both in the 2015 and 2019 

Finnish parliamentary elections with 17.65% and 17.48% of the votes 

respectively, FN (Front National) won 8 seats in the 2017 legislative elections, 

and AfD came third in the 2017 German federal elections with 11.5% of the 

votes. 

In addition, Golden Dawn came third both in the January 2015 and September 

2015 Greek legislative elections with 6.28% and 6.99% of the votes respectively, 

and additionally in both elections SYRIZA won the elections with 36.34% and 

35.46% of the votes respectively, Jobbik (Movement for a Better Hungary) came 

second in the 2018 Hungarian parliamentary elections with 19.06% of the votes, 

Lega Nord won 17.35% of the votes in the Italian elections for the Chamber of 

Deputies and 17.61% of the votes in the Italian elections for the Senate of the 

Republic, PVV came second in the 2017 Dutch general elections with 13.06% of 

the votes, Freedom and Solidarity came second in the 2016 Slovak parliamentary 
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elections with 12.10% of the votes, VOX came third in the November 2019 

Spanish general elections with 15.08% of the votes, and SD (Sweden Democrats) 

came third in the 2018 Swedish general elections with 17.53% of the votes. 

Moreover, when it comes to each country’s domestic policy, there was an 

increase of Euroscepticism due to the rise of anti-immigration and anti-

multiculturalist tendencies, which were exploited by Eurosceptic parties. It has 

been found that most of the people who voted for any Eurosceptic party had 

skeptical views toward immigration and foreigners even before the elections, and 

when a more strict party against them came up, they supported it very strongly. 

Such examples are AfD in Germany, as it is a soft Eurosceptic party, which at 

first wanted Germany to reconsider its membership in the Eurozone, but 

gradually it embraced a more anti-Europe policy and a strict policy about EU 

citizens who move to Germany (Reher, 2017). In the United Kingdom, UKIP 

managed to combine its anti-Europe views with a very strict anti-immigration 

policy, and in that way it became a real electoral threat for the English 

Conservatives, as it attracted many voters with anti-immigrant attitudes. One of 

its most important arguments was that other parties, Conservatives, Labour and 

Liberal Democrats, were more pro-Euro and thus against British citizens, which 

consequently led to youth unemployment and stagnant wages that don’t keep 

pace with the cost of living in the United Kingdom. In UKIP’s manifesto, a more 

strict policy towards EU immigrants was suggested and it connected its 

Euroscepticism to its anti-immigration campaign (Vasilopoulou, 2017). UKIP 

made the immigration problem its central point, as it claims it to be ―the biggest 

single issue facing the country‖. The party openly accused the EU for the 

immigration into the UK, stating that ―We are borderless Britain‖ (Tournier-Sol, 

2015). Similar conditions were found in Italy, where LN had its success due to 

Italian growing Euroscepticism because of immigration, economic crisis and the 

national politicians’ rhetoric (Morini, 2017). In Belgium, VB has a strong policy 

towards immigrants, and especially, immigrants from outside the EU. It is 

opposed to the influences of Islam culture in Belgian culture and civilization, and 

it presents Islam as a threat to the citizens’ identity (Brack & Hoon, 2017). In 

addition, in France, Denmark and the Netherlands (the political Eurosceptic 

parties of these countries are: RN, DPP and PVV), anti-immigration, anti-Islamic 

and highly xenophobic aspects of Euroscepticism are the main policy 

domestically, because of the influx of illegal immigrants, who are obligated to 
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move because of the Arab revolutions. Also, in the Netherlands, in 2017 the 

Dutch Prime Minister Mark Rutte made his opposition against immigrants clear, 

by stating that they had to be normal or be gone and if they don’t accept their 

values they had to leave the country (Ruzza, 2017; Boztas et al, 2017). 

However, the reasons and the timing of these policies are under dispute, 

especially when it comes to FN in France. It is claimed that the party gains 

strategically by focusing on its populist and gut-appealing opposition to the EU 

on social-economic, immigration and political grounds. Culturally and socially, 

anti-EU rhetoric is based mainly on immigration. The issue of the Turkish 

addition in the Union has met its oppositions from various countries, as there is a 

debate about the role of Muslim communities and their integration to a European 

country, and how this can affect the European culture and the national identity of 

each citizen. Due to globalization, the migrant surge is continuous and justifies 

the fear of the demographic landscape’s change of any European country and the 

alteration of its cultural underpinnings (Topaloff, 2012). 

Immigration can be distinguished in two different categories: a) immigration 

control policies, b) immigrant policies. In the first category, the selection, 

admission, settlement, and deportation of foreign citizens are regulated and the 

degree to which a nation welcomes foreign citizens and allows them to enter and 

move permanently in each country is defined. In the second category, third-

country nationals’ socio-economic, cultural-religious and political integration in 

the host society are regulated and the degree of membership is defined (Hammar, 

1985). 

In detail, three elements are important when we talk about immigration. Firstly, 

there is the civic element, which involves the right to individual freedom, such as 

freedom of speech, right to justice etc. Secondly, there is the social element, in 

which there is preserved the right to share the welfare of the receiving society, 

access to social services etc. Lastly, the political element includes the right to 

participate in the receiving society’s decision-making process: the right to vote, to 

be voted and to be an official member of the country, to be a citizen. 

Additionally, due to the terrorist attacks which are very common in European 

countries the last decade, Euroscepticism has increased among the citizens. The 
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increase can also be caused by the very strict immigrant measures, which we 

analyzed in the previous paragraph. In the last years, we have witnessed lots of 

major terrorist attacks across Europe, like in Spain, Germany, France, Belgium, 

Denmark, the United Kingdom and in Scandinavian countries such as Finland 

and Sweden. If we look back into the terrorist attacks, which happened in France 

in 2015 and in Germany in 2016, we will find that they happened after the 2014 

immigrant-crisis and the European debate, which the crisis created, about each 

country’s border security, the immigration problem and terrorism. It is 

remarkable that a study in Latvia showed that 88% of Latvian citizens perceive 

immigrants as the source of criminality and terrorism, which led to a huge 

increase of Euroscepticism in the country (Austers & Bukovskis, 2017). 

It is implied that terrorism and refugee-crisis are interdependent and many people 

think that a country which has an increased rate of immigrants, will probably 

suffer a terrorist attack (Krastev, 2017). From these claims, a question about 

hostility towards immigrants and a general opposition to the European Union is 

raised. It is controversial about whether terrorist attacks might make people react 

negatively against the EU by blaming it, or by not making people boost EU and 

be more supportive of its institutions and authorities (Larsen, et al., 2019). 

According to studies, it is proved that the fear of possible threats or attacks is a 

main argument of those who are in favor of Euroscepticism, as they link alleged 

threats with the EU failure to react effectively or with the explanation that maybe 

the EU encourages such attacks by opening each country’s borders to immigrants 

(or possibly terrorists) (Lubbers & Jaspers, 2011). Also, the apprehension that the 

European Union prioritizes ethical values over national security is generated by 

the massive migrant surges combined with terrorist attacks, which have happened 

throughout the years in European countries. 
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C h a p t e r  V I I  

Brexit as a natural outcome of Euroscepticism 

To begin with, the British approach towards the EU and European Integration 

was always skeptical. The UK entered the European Union in 1973, as the 

English economy at that time was weakened and joining the Union was a way to 

deal with this issue. The participation of the UK was also helpful for the Union in 

order to improve the relations with the USA, as well as a new process of 

exercising global influence. Certainly, the entrance of the UK in the EU was not 

easy since the French President Charles De Gaulle vowed twice to veto the 

entrance of UK, because of his concerns regarding the close relations of the UK 

with the US after the Second World War. 

The membership of the UK in the European Community (as it was called then) 

had been characterized as challenging from the very beginning, as in the first 5 

years of its participation between 1974-1979 there were negotiations about the 

conditions of membership and also it is remarkable that the first referendum of 

the United Kingdom on its membership of the European Community took place 

on June, 5th 1975.23 

According to Christopher Gifford, “for Thatcher, engagement with an increasingly 

organized European political order became diametrically opposed to a political project that was 

rooted in a neo-liberal Anglo-American nationalism. European integration was once again 

constituted as the “other” of a British political order. This split the coalition within the 

Conservative party between radical and reformist Thatcherites. In Thatcher’s critique regarding 

European integration, lay the foundation for a revived Euroscepticism that became entrenched 

within the national political discourse. While it was criticized by the wider governing elite and led 

to Thatcher’s eventual downfall, it can be seen as a profound attack on Europeanism from 

within the state that contributed to the consolidation of a neo-Thatcherite approach to European 

integration within the British state.” Therefore, Euroscepticism had become a way to 

                                                 
23 The United Kingdom had entered in the European Community on 1 January 1973, under the Conservative 

government, but the Labour Party's manifesto for the October 1974 general election had promised that the 

people would decide through the ballot box whether to remain in the EC. The voters chose to stay within 

the bloc with 67.2% of the vote share, with a 64.62% turnout. 
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solidify and support the Thatcherite legacy and maintained the control of the 

Conservative Party. 

There were further indications that British Euroscepticism was at heart about 

rejecting UK membership. First, the term was sported as a badge of honor by 

those who actively seek to withdraw Britain from the EU. The Internet bristles 

with British organizations calling themselves Eurosceptic and were demanding 

Brexit. Most can be found under the umbrella of the ―Eurosceptic Web 

Resource‖ (www.euro-sceptic.org).24 One of the oldest is the Campaign for an 

Independent Britain (C.I.B.), which was formed in 1976 as the Safeguard Britain 

Campaign. It changed its name to the British Anti-Common Market Campaign in 

1983 and changed again in 1989 to form the CIB. It explicitly calls itself 

Eurosceptic, designates its opponents as ―Europhiles‖ and sought the 

unconditional repeal of the 1972 European Communities Act 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 

neighbors in Europe and with countries elsewhere in the world without the restrictions imposed by 

EU membership”.25 

Another milestone in the history of Brexit was the foundation of the UKIP in 

1993 by Alan Sked, and the party managed to gain 3 seats in the European 

Parliament in 1999 European elections. In the next elections in 2004, it won 

15.4% of the votes, which was increased to 18.1% of the votes in 2009 European 

elections. Its greatest win was in the 2014 European elections, when it became 

the first party in the United Kingdom with 32.9% of the votes. UKIP was a great 

example of a Eurosceptic party that supported sovereignty as it was a nationalist 

party which claimed that leaving the European Union was the only way in which 

Britain could take back its power and sovereignty, which UKIP claimed that was 

destroyed by the Maastricht Treaty, as a self-governing nation-state. 

UKIP is opposed to any kind of European control of Britain and its goal was to 

give back the control, where it belongs, to Westminster (Tournier-Sol & Gifford, 

                                                 
24 An excellent site listing Eurosceptic parties and groups throughout Europe, which is maintained by Simon 

Usherwood at www.susherwood.fsnet.co.uk/weblinks.htm 

25 Accessed by: https://orca.cardiff.ac.uk/78073/1/wrkgpaper31.pdf  

http://www.susherwood.fsnet.co.uk/weblinks.htm
https://orca.cardiff.ac.uk/78073/1/wrkgpaper31.pdf
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2015). Thus the Maastricht Treaty was a factor that played a very important role 

in Brexit because people in Britain didn’t like the Europe that was envisaged with 

the Treaty, since they were in favor of authoritarian-populism of nation-states 

and of the free market. The Treaty was based on centralizing state building, and 

Eurosceptics thought that this trend exactly had created the initial problems in 

Europe. They also characterize the European policies as flawed, anti-British, and 

possibly aggressive. Moreover, Eurosceptics were against the socialist tendency 

that Europe had, and they saw it as a threat to free trade and to the independence 

of the British (Gifford, 2008). 

In January 2013, facing pressure from Eurosceptic groups, Prime Minister and 

Leader of the Conservative Party David Cameron promised that in case his party 

wins a parliamentary majority at the 2015 general election, he would negotiate in 

order to bring better arrangements for the UK and continue its membership in 

the EU, before holding a referendum on whether the UK should remain in or 

leave the EU. Upon the referendum in 2016, there was held a ―Leave‖ campaign 

since October 2015, which was a cross-party campaign in favor of the UK 

leaving the European Union. It collaborated with the organizations ―Labour 

Leave‖, ―Conservatives for Britain‖, and ―Business for Britain‖ and had a major 

role in urging British to vote for their country to leave the Union.  

Finally, 41 years after the first referendum, there was the second referendum on 

the relationship between the United Kingdom and Europe, on June, 23rd 2016, 

where 51.9% of the British electorate voted to leave the European Union, except 

for Scotland, Northern Ireland and London, where the ―Leave‖ option didn’t win 

more than 50%. 

It has been discovered that British citizens who supported ―Leave‖ were from 

communities that were financially more disadvantaged than the average, low 

levels of education and white local population. Another reason for the support of 

the ―Leave‖ and the UKIP also, was that they were claiming that they will take 

back the control of British borders, and consequently that would help reduce 

migration in Britain. The referendum had various effects across the United 

Kingdom generationally, educationally and in class lines. The vote for ―Leave‖ 

and the support to UKIP came from the ―left-behind‖, which consisted of social 

groups that felt insecure, pessimistic, left out, and uncomfortable with the quick 
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changes socially, economically and culturally. The ―Leave‖ campaign had played a 

great role in spreading its messages through the United Kingdom and managed to 

break also through groups and people who were against such policies before. The 

2016 referendum had created the way for the 2020 Brexit, way that initially was 

created by Margaret Thatcher and later by the 1975 first referendum (Goodwin & 

Heath, 2016). 

The result of the referendum led to 4 years of negotiations with the EU on the 

terms of departure and future relations with the Union. To this respect, Article 50 

of the Lisbon Treaty26 was invoked. This Article clearly states that: ―1) Any 

Member State may decide to withdraw from the Union in accordance with its 

own constitutional requirements. 2) A Member State which decides to withdraw 

shall notify the European Council of its intention. In the light of the guidelines 

provided by the European Council, the Union shall negotiate and conclude an 

agreement with that State, setting out the arrangements for its withdrawal, taking 

account of the framework for its future relationship with the Union. That 

agreement shall be negotiated in accordance with Article 218(3) of the Treaty on 

the Functioning of the European Union. It shall be concluded on behalf of the 

Union by the Council, acting by a qualified majority, after obtaining the consent 

of the European Parliament. 3) The Treaties shall cease to apply to the State in 

question from the date of entry into force of the withdrawal agreement or, failing 

that, two years after the notification referred to in paragraph 2, unless the 

European Council, in agreement with the Member State concerned, unanimously 

decides to extend this period. 4) For the purposes of paragraphs 2 and 3, the 

member of the European Council or of the Council representing the withdrawing 

Member State shall not participate in the discussions of the European Council or 

in decisions concerning it. A qualified majority shall be defined in accordance 

with Article 238(3) (b) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union. 

5) If a State which has withdrawn from the Union asks to rejoin, its request shall 

be subject to the procedure referred to in Article 49‖. 

The negotiation process was very challenging and divisive, and this can be proved 

since during that 4 year-period, 2 general elections had been held (2017 and 

                                                 
26 Treaty of Lisbon amending the Treaty on European Union and the Treaty establishing the European 

Community, signed at Lisbon on 13 December 2007 and entered into force on December 2009. Its aim 

was to increase democracy, efficiency and capability to address global problems with one voice in the EU. 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A12012E%2FTXT
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A12007L%2FTXT
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2019), 2 Prime Ministers were elected (both of them from the Conservative 

Party), and 1 deal was rejected by the British Parliament. In the end, the UK left 

the EU on 31 January 2020, under Boris Johnson's government. 

After trade deal negotiations, a free trade agreement that is called EU–UK Trade 

and Cooperation Agreement (TCA) was signed on 30 December 2020 between 

the EU, the European Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) and the United 

Kingdom. The agreement arranges free trade in goods, common policies and 

cooperation in various areas, reforms in order to provide access to the EU in the 

UK fisheries and mutual market access in services. It formally entered into force 

on 1 May 2021, after the ratification processes on both sides was completed: the 

UK Parliament ratified the agreement on 30 December 2020, while the European 

Parliament and the Council of the European Union ratified it in late April 2021.27 

After Brexit, the balances in Europe will slightly be altered. The United Kingdom 

possessed a great power in the European Union, and after its departure, Germany 

would possibly gain more power. Also, the formed alliances may change and 

smaller states might gain or lose power. Additionally, the Eurozone will be 

stronger, because the United Kingdom wasn’t anywise a member of the Zone, 

and it left the Union as well. So, the European Union and the Eurozone will 

form a stronger and more consistent alliance. Internationally, Brexit will affect the 

Union’s role, as the United Kingdom has a very strong military power, important 

diplomatic policies, intelligence achievements and soft power. For example, the 

diplomatic relations with Russia will be hardened and it’s questionable if the 

Union will manage to impose the needed sanctions on Russia or not. As for the 

military, France will become the foremost military power in Europe after Brexit 

(Patel & Reh, 2016). 

Even before Brexit on January 31st 2020, the consequences that it would impose 

on Europe were a matter of significant concern. A hypothesis was that the trade 

between the United Kingdom and Europe would suffer great losses and that the 

British market wouldn’t benefit from integration within Europe. The United 

Kingdom wouldn’t gain from EU law, which allows European countries to have 

a free trade in goods and services between them. Moreover, all member-states of 

                                                 
27 Please refer to: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/priorities/Brexit  

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/priorities/brexit
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Europe would lose income after Brexit. In addition, not only the United 

Kingdom would be affected by Brexit, but also the rest of the member states. 

Especially, the European countries that have the closest trade relations with the 

UK will lose the most, countries such as Ireland, the Netherlands and Belgium 

(Dhingra et al., 2016). A great European fear is that Brexit can be ―contagious‖, 

as Euroscepticism is strong in every European country and might give the chance 

for other countries to leave Europe as well. The centrifugal and Eurosceptic 

forces are pretty strong among Europeans, and that’s the reason why Europe 

may prioritize political policies than economical (Patel & Reh, 2016). Brexit can 

be seen as a victory of Euroscepticism against Europhilism, because it triggered 

other countries as well to take some measures. For example, in the Netherlands, 

in France, in Germany and in Greece, there were held some important elections 

related to Europe and the results showed a high level of Eurosceptic presence. 

Despite the economic, political and financial changes that will come for Europe, 

its prestige is already suffering a great damage too. It lost one of its biggest 

members and its international relations will be challenged (Rashica, 2018). 
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C h a p t e r  V I I I  

Euroscepticism seen not as a problem but as a 

footing for further improvement of EU’s 

institutional organs 

Yet, the strength of Euroscepticism as a dependent variable has not dwindled. 

On the contrary, it has become one of the most effective instruments to measure 

political change in all its forms. ―From a vertical (oligarchic) to a horizontal (populist) 

process, the management of the UK Conservative Party organization has changed significantly 

over the last few years, with Euroscepticism therefore being both an incentive and a powerful 

barometer of organizational change.‖28 

The term ―Euroscepticism‖ is sometimes wrongly used, as it often describes 

parties and ideologies that are in favor of the European Union as well as parties 

and ideologies which are completely anti-Europe. Consequently, this term is 

misunderstood. “Euroscepticism can take different forms and shapes, following from different 

visions of European integration and different interpretations of the EU” (Kopecky & 

Mudde, 2002). 

The goal of the creation of Euroscepticism was at first the expression of an 

objection towards the process of European integration. Gradually this changed 

and Euroscepticism was altered to include each and every aspect of opposition to 

Europe. Even the word ―scepticism‖ defines a very negative stance to a specific 

process or even just a negative aspect on the process, so it doesn’t show a 

positive aspect of Euroscepticism. Lubbers and Scheepers invented two more 

definitions about this phenomenon, political and instrumental scepticism. The 

first one is about public attitudes towards European internationalized policies, 

and the second is about the conceived profits and advantages of a country as a 

member of the European Union. Other political scientists suggest that in the case 

of EU, there must be two aspects, the dynamic one and the static one. The 

                                                 
28 Tournier-Sol, K. (2015). The UK challenge to Europeanization: The persistence of British Euroscepticism, page 114, 

Palgrave Macmillan. 
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dynamic refers to European integration, which is a shape-shifting matter, while 

the static is about the EU itself and its policies (Di Mauro & Memoli, 2016). 

Euroscepticism allows people to rethink the status quo of each country and its 

place in the European Union. For example, according to Radžvilas, the formation 

of the European Union, as it is since the Maastricht Treaty, is a failure. It is a 

matter of time for a structural crisis of the Union, which is obvious, to result in 

an unchangeable and whole destruction. Some even compare the European 

Union with the USSR (the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) and the latter’s 

fall in the 1990s. They find similarities in the way that things are going on in the 

Union with the way that in the past led to the dissolution of the Soviet Union. 

It has been also claimed that there are three sides about what people think of the 

European Union. Firstly, there are those who are in favor of the Union, the 

Euro-optimists; secondly, there are those against the EU, the Eurosceptics; and 

finally, there are those in the middle. For example, someone might not like the 

Union, but due to geopolitical or economic issues, he understands that his 

country cannot leave the EU. Or, someone has generally positive feelings toward 

the Union, but he doesn’t specifically want his country to be a member, because 

he thinks it will be harmful for its benefits. However, there is an unquestionable 

matter for all Europeans in the current situation, and that is the interdependence 

which links us all together. There are taxes and influences which can’t be limited 

by national borders, and that exactly is the reason why we shouldn’t trust 

blindfolded the European Union, and why little Euroscepticism will benefit us. 

Sometimes this institution stumbles in its own bureaucracy and some believe that 

due to that, it is sentenced to be dissolved (Condruz-Băcescu, 2014). All of the 

above are evidence that Euroscepticism can’t be defined as an one-sided matter, 

and that with meticulous attention, it can end up saving the Union. 

Additionally, Taggart and Szczerbiak characteristically said that: ―only when there 

are citizens, parties and policies that are Eurosceptical, will Euroscepticism 

become a realized force in European politics‖.29 That would require a great level 

of public support, the recruitment of parties that express Euroscepticism, the 

people’s will to vote this kind of parties and the changes they will suggest and 

                                                 
29 Taggart, P., & Szczerbiak, A. (2002). The Party Politics of Euroscepticism in EU Member and Candidate States, page 

9, University of Sussex. 
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finally, the necessary focus on Eurosceptic issues from any party, not only from 

those who are in favor of it. Bukovskis underlines the definition of 

Euroscepticism as a movement with the main goal to strongly criticize and 

sometimes contest the European Union, a definition which is rarely used as most 

of people think Euroscepticism is a negative term, which supports a total 

rejection of the European Union.30 However, the latter can be defined as ―Euro-

rejection‖, which means that someone is generally opposed to European 

integration and the way it has already been established to achieve it.  

Apals clearly distinguishes that there is a public perception of Europe, which is a 

much bigger issue than attitudes towards European integration and the European 

Union. Because of that, Apals says that ―Euroscepticism should not be confused 

with anti-Europeanism, as the latter indicates an opposition not only to the 

European Union, but to the total Western orientation and the NATO 

membership‖ (Austers A. & Bukovskis K., 2017). Even Jean-Claude Juncker, a 

former President of the European Commission from 2014 to 2019, said that it 

isn’t wise to compare Eurosceptics with anti-Europeans and that some healthy 

Euroscepticism is beneficial for the activities of the European Union.31 This 

doesn’t mean that suddenly Juncker wants to become a member of Marine Le 

Pen’s party or that he went far-right politically, but rather that he complained 

about some EU activities. For example, he explained the financial damage that 

the Union may suffer due to commissioners, their lifelong pension, the staff that 

is needed and the relocation if his commissioners won the 2019 European 

elections which were held in May, so the commissioners would work only for a 

few months till the end of the commission in October. 

If the goal of Euroscepticism is to stop, reverse or fundamentally dissolve the 

basis of the European Union, it has not achieved it yet. Since the creation of the 

Union, the foundations were laid strongly, so nothing could ever demolish it. 

However, Euroscepticism as an expression of opposition to European activities 

and not the total abolition of it, has managed to ―shake‖ the strong status quo, 

and in my opinion will create thoughts for restructuring in the near future. The 

                                                 
30 Bukovskis Ka rlis. (2016). Euroscepticism in small EU member states, page 9, Zina tne. 

31 Retrieved from Politico: https://www.politico.eu/article/jean-claude-juncker-i-feel-euroskeptical-once-a-

day/?fbclid=IwAR3EXwfWaHcKPevhNt8eQNOrAqEMS6eDI-iJeTieFVa60gHx-FenLhgmh4E  

https://www.politico.eu/article/jean-claude-juncker-i-feel-euroskeptical-once-a-day/?fbclid=IwAR3EXwfWaHcKPevhNt8eQNOrAqEMS6eDI-iJeTieFVa60gHx-FenLhgmh4E
https://www.politico.eu/article/jean-claude-juncker-i-feel-euroskeptical-once-a-day/?fbclid=IwAR3EXwfWaHcKPevhNt8eQNOrAqEMS6eDI-iJeTieFVa60gHx-FenLhgmh4E
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European Union has went through (and probably is still going through) a very 

difficult situation due to the global financial crisis since 2007 and the effects that 

it had on national financial and economic retrenchment and to each country’s 

economic growth, impacts that are linked with slowing in integration. This 

situation led to the formation of a financial compact outside of the European 

Union for some member-states and of course, the matter of the Eurozone in 

countries, such as Greece, the Netherlands and Ireland, which considered to bail 

out of it (Usherwood & Startin, 2013). 

The refugee crisis was another proof that the EU needs to advance its policies 

and to find a better way of communicating and solving problems that arise and 

concern many actors both internally (member-states) and externally (third 

countries, i.e. Turkey). The denial by many countries to accept quotas of refugees 

has led to quarrels between member-states and has definitely raised doubts as to 

the management and problem-solving abilities of the Union. It seems that the EU 

struggles to concentrate its crucial unifying elements in order to cooperate and 

find solutions when this is necessary. 

Brexit is a historical decision and will define the future for both involved parties. 

It is officially the first withdrawal of a member-state from the Union and except 

from the path it opens to other member-states to consider this option, which was 

unknown and fearful until now, it has also given the opportunity to the EU to 

reconsider further improvements and ways to cover possible malfunctions in its 

policies. It has been discovered that after Brexit, the UK has already experienced 

some significant losses in its economic, political and development activities. This 

decision had mainly a political nature and it has been characterized as an effort to 

reverse the phenomenon of globalization in order to retrieve sovereignty. UK 

citizens, however, have been divided as the Brexit campaign has been 

characterized by intense rivalry between its supporters and its deniers because of 

the ground of the terms of the withdrawal agreement (i.e. Northern Ireland 

borders32, Scottish Independence33 and lack of benefits). However, Brexit may 

offer a great opportunity for Europeans to reconsider the present situation, and 

                                                 
32 https://www.dw.com/en/Brexit-has-threatened-the-peace-in-northern-ireland/a-57157557  

33 https://www.politico.eu/article/scottish-independence-Brexit-problem/  

https://www.dw.com/en/brexit-has-threatened-the-peace-in-northern-ireland/a-57157557
https://www.politico.eu/article/scottish-independence-brexit-problem/


October 5, 2021 
[EUROSCEPTICISM TRENDS IN THE 
EUROPEAN ELECTIONS OF 2014 AND 2019] 

 

79  

 

this could result in the ―salvation‖ of the Union. So, we should also consider the 

positive effects of a phenomenon such as Euroscepticism. 

The image of the EU currently is an image of a weakened and divided Union, 

which tries to deal with all these issues without using the appropriate instruments. 

More specifically, the rise of far-right ideologies constitutes a severe danger 

against democracy and the free spirit that the EU promotes. The Union answers 

to this with more unifying actions, as it believes that this is the way to find 

solutions. 
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C h a p t e r  I X  

A Questionnaire on Euroscepticism 

When I decided to write this dissertation, I thought that I should not be the only 

person directly involved, and as a result I was searching for some productive 

interaction that would add something special in my effort. So, I have decided to 

prepare my own survey, with European citizens answering questions on 

Euroscepticism and elaborating on the current and future situation of the really 

ambitious EU project. The respondents are mainly Greek citizens; therefore 

please note that the feedback of this survey represents the perception of Greek 

people for the European Union. A hundred people have participated in this 

questionnaire which was conducted online, and below we will analyze the results 

and we will draw conclusions. I would like to frankly thank all those people for 

their valuable input by devoting their time to complete my survey, and I have to 

admit that the majority of the answers were very well justified and really helpful 

for my research. 

 

1. Do you think it is beneficial for your country to be a member-state in the EU? Please 

state the reasons why (optional).  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Yes   
 

86.00% 86 

2 No   
 

14.00% 14 

 

As we see here, the strong majority still believes that being part of the European 

Union is beneficial for them. It is widely recognized that the EU project offers 

lots of benefits for its citizens, even though somebody can differ and say that 

changes are needed in the way EU institutions perceive their interventionism in 

member-states. In the scale of benefits and drawbacks of being a member-state in 

the Union, it seems that staying in the EU is very popular. The ―fear of the 

unknown‖ is certainly a critical factor to the answer of this question as the 
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majority of people living in an EU’s member-state nowadays have not 

experienced how it would be withdrawing from the Union and missing the 

privileges they currently relish. 

2. Which of the below do you think is the greatest benefit for the citizens of the EU? 

You can choose more than one option. 

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 

We can travel, work and live 

easily to another member-

state 

  
 

34.65% 79 

2 
Our economy has become 

stronger 
  
 

9.21% 21 

3 
The common currency (Euro, 

€) 
  
 

12.29% 28 

4 
Taxation among the member-

states 
  
 

5.70% 13 

5 

Human rights are well 

protected by the European 

Court of Justice 

  
 

16.66% 38 

6 
EU's legislation is very 

democratic 
  
 

2.63% 6 

7 The common foreign policy   
 

3.50% 8 

8 
The common defense and 

security policy 
  
 

10.97% 25 

9 The common energy policy   
 

2.20% 5 

10 Other (please specify):   
 

2.20% 5 

 

When respondents questioned about the greatest benefit the Union is providing 

to them, the majority accentuated the ability to move from one member-state to 

another without limits. Since the Schengen Agreement on 14 June 1985, internal 

border checks have largely been abolished and this has permitted free movement 

of people across the so-called ―Schengen Area‖, which not only consists of EU 

member-states, but also encompasses several non-EU members (Iceland, 

Norway, and Switzerland). As a result, this is a timeless benefit for people in the 
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EU according to our survey and the Eurobarometer as well. The second choice 

was the protection of the Human Rights as it seems that European citizens are 

well satisfied on how the EU has handled Human Rights and the progress that 

the European Court of Justice has done in that direction. There is no doubt that 

one of the main achievements we may accredit to the EU is that it is a remarkably 

democratic community that seriously recognizes and protects the fundamental 

Human Rights. The third choice is the common currency that has been applied 

the last 2 decades across the member-states. Although there are some voices 

saying that since the Euro was selected as the approved common currency, the 

economy has collapsed in their countries (e.g. Greece), however the majority 

agrees that without the Euro the situation now could be much worse. And this 

can be justified because the Euro is one of the strongest currencies in the world, 

and it can survive a recession without collapsing. 

3. Do you believe that a further enlargement of the EU can be achieved in the near 

future? 

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Yes   
 

31.00% 31 

2 No   
 

69.00% 69 

In this question, we may find a trend of disappointment by the respondents, 

since the majority of them do not consider enlargement of the EU feasible, and 

this goes against the main principles of the EU’s creation. Enlargement, and not 

withdrawal of member-states (e.g. the UK), was always one of the goals of the 

Union. However, this trend is understandable and expected as: 

a) The economic crisis can be considered as a disincentive for the 

enlargement, the success of whom has as prerequisite allocation of 

significant economic resources, which at the moment are limited, and it 

is estimated that the admission of such a burden by European citizens 

would be unfeasible. 

b) The manner that the recent refugee crisis has been handled by the Union, 

with the constant flood of illegal migrants in European territory, and 

also the delay in taking measures, made the European citizens cautious, 

since they considered this phenomenon as a kind of invasion. This 

event strengthened the negative attitude towards the prospect of 
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European Integration, something that was observed by Eurosceptic 

parties at that time which took advantage of it and received increasingly 

high percentages in the elections carried out (either National or 

European elections). 

c) The Candidate countries for joining the EU34 coming from the region of 

West Balkans are presenting intensive phenomena of political 

corruption and instability (e.g. Albania and Montenegro, which need to 

provide structural solutions by establishing a solid and strategic 

framework and intensifying the ongoing reform process in the following 

areas before joining the EU: judiciary, property rights, the penitentiary 

system, the fight against corruption and organized crime as well as 

countering discrimination and promoting freedom of expression and 

media freedom), which provide additional arguments to those who 

support the suspension of enlargement efforts for the time being.35 

Nevertheless, the EU has proven among the years that cooperation between the 

states is very difficult and often decisions take too much time to be made 

because of this procrastination. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
34 https://ec.europa.eu/environment/enlarg/candidates.htm 

35 https://www.coe.int/en/web/tirana/-/european-union-and-council-of-europe-intensify-support-for-consolidating-key-reforms-

to-ensure-justice-fight-corruption-promote-diversity-and-protect- 

 

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/enlarg/candidates.htm
https://www.coe.int/en/web/tirana/-/european-union-and-council-of-europe-intensify-support-for-consolidating-key-reforms-to-ensure-justice-fight-corruption-promote-diversity-and-protect-
https://www.coe.int/en/web/tirana/-/european-union-and-council-of-europe-intensify-support-for-consolidating-key-reforms-to-ensure-justice-fight-corruption-promote-diversity-and-protect-
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4. Are you in favor of the European Integration or you support Euroscepticism?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 

I support the European 

Integration and I hope it will 

be accomplished soon 

  
 

18.00% 18 

2 

I support the European 

Integration but I don't think 

that the current functioning of 

the EU can achieve it 

  
 

49.00% 49 

3 

I am a Eurosceptic but I think 

my country should be in the 

Union. However, I would like 

some improvements in the 

EU's policies 

  
 

22.00% 22 

4 

I am a Eurosceptic and I 

believe that my country should 

leave EU 

  
 

6.00% 6 

5 Other (please specify):   
 

5.00% 5 

 

In this question, the responses proved that optimism prevails over 

Euroscepticism. Half of the respondents answered that they are in favor of the 

European Integration but they believe that the current politics of the Union do 

not dispose towards the achievement of this goal. A conclusion that we may 

point out from the results of this question is that a worth-mentioning 

percentage still hopes that the European Integration will succeed despite the 

recent crisis, something that can be evaluated positively, since it seems that 

without doubt there is a ―tank‖ that still believes in the European dream. 

Moreover, the answers lead us to believe that there is mistrust in regard to the 

administrative function of the institution and not the institution as a whole. 

 

In general, it is remarkable that just 6% actually want the withdrawal from the 

EU (Hard Euroscepticism), while 22%, although they are sceptical, still do not 

support leaving the Union (Soft Euroscepticism). Therefore, in my opinion, to 

this audience the EU should focus its aim to persuade them that it will proceed 
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to the necessary political actions and will embrace all its members in order to 

advance prosperously in the following decades. 

 

Regarding the ―Other‖ option, the answers focused on the opinion that the 

European Union has set the ―unachievable‖ goal of Integration and there is no 

reason to exist since it is just a ―marionette‖ which preserves the interests of 

national governments. 

 

5. How much are you satisfied for each one of the below institutions?  

  
Very 

Dissatisfied 
Dissatisfied Neutral Satisfied 

Very 

Satisfied 

Response 

Total 

European Union 3% 30% 29% 26% 12% 100 

National Government 8% 34% 29% 18% 11% 100 

National Parliament 7% 18% 38% 27% 10% 100 

United Nations 3% 24% 43% 22% 8% 100 

 

In general, the answers in this question show that the public opinion is 

disorientated as there is not a clear majority, and for this reason more 

information in regards with the advantages of the EU need to be provided so 

that the prevalence of such a trend is refrained. 

The 1/3 of the respondents appears neutral in relation to the European 

institutions, something that shows us a trend of distancing from the political 

affairs. This is a phenomenon that can be proved also from the abstention 

which has been increasing constantly and radically both in the national and the 

European elections. As long as people get disappointed, their vote goes to 

extreme solutions. As we have showed previously in Chapter V, this trend has 

been overturned in the 2019 European elections as we had the highest turnout 

in 20 years, something that can be justified due to the momentum and the 

media influence on the significance of this election campaign. 
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6. Which is the main reason in your opinion for the rampant growth of Euroscepticism 

the last decade? 

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 The euro-zone crisis   
 

32.00% 32 

2 The migration crisis   
 

19.00% 19 

3 
Dissatisfaction for the EU 

policy 
  
 

39.00% 39 

4 Brexit   
 

2.00% 2 

5 The Greek crisis   
 

8.00% 8 

 

The primary answer to this question, ―Dissatisfaction for the EU policy‖, 

shows that European citizens consider the general approach and decisions of 

the EU institutions problematic. Therefore, Euroscepticism is not just another 

trend that came into view because of a temporary crisis, but a phenomenon that 

was present for years and just exploded because of all these crises. It seems that 

the roots of Euroscepticism are much deeper than some of us may believe, and 

the EU should look onto it and find a way to overcome this and regain the ―lost 

territory‖. 

For some respondents, Euroscepticism is due to the weakness of growth and 

economic and social decline: perceived in old developed member-states, linked 

to the arrival of ―low-salary workers‖ from new States or to relocations; but 

also in new member-states, often disappointed in their economic expectations 

(persistence of or increase in unemployment, closing of factories, bankruptcies 

of national and local companies attributed to Community regulations, etc.). In 

addition, most of them stressed the lack of control over clandestine 

immigration, which creates ―un afflux de migrants‖ harmful for employment 

and social expenditure in the host States. What is more, immigration is often 

associated with a rise in crime and illegal trafficking. It is the ―flip side of the 

coin‖ to the opening of borders, which is however not as effective as it seemed 

to be at the first place. In any case, this is something that shall be done with 

predetermined procedures, which should include a strict level of security in 
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order to ensure that the flow is well monitored. Furthermore, the assimilation 

procedure should be well organized as well, in order to eschew whenever 

possible the major reactions by a large proportion of the people which were 

observed at the start of the refugee crisis in the past. Kindly note also that 

Brexit cannot be evaluated in such a short-term, and this is the explanation for 

the small percentage of this response in this case. 

Finally, it should be marked at this point that COVID-19, which is the main 

subject of our daily life nowadays, broke out after the finalization of this survey. 

It is obvious that the global virus has also contributed to the raise of 

Euroscepticism as there are a lot of reactions on the way that Brussels handled 

the situation of the virus36, especially regarding the distribution of the vaccines 

to the European citizens.37 It is remarkable that the Eurosceptic government of 

Hungary has already proceeded and negotiated separately in order to buy doses 

of the Russian vaccine (Sputnik V), which has not yet been approved by the 

European Medicines Agency.38 

                                                 
36 https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/news/article/von-der-leyen-apologises-for-eus-initial-lack-of-coronavirus-preparedness 

37 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/feb/10/ursula-von-der-leyen-admits-errors-in-eu-covid-vaccine-rollout 

38 https://www.euronews.com/2021/01/26/covid-19-vaccine-hungary-bought-russia-s-sputnik-v-jab-because-eu-scheme-was-

too-slow 

https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/news/article/von-der-leyen-apologises-for-eus-initial-lack-of-coronavirus-preparedness
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/feb/10/ursula-von-der-leyen-admits-errors-in-eu-covid-vaccine-rollout
https://www.euronews.com/2021/01/26/covid-19-vaccine-hungary-bought-russia-s-sputnik-v-jab-because-eu-scheme-was-too-slow
https://www.euronews.com/2021/01/26/covid-19-vaccine-hungary-bought-russia-s-sputnik-v-jab-because-eu-scheme-was-too-slow
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7. Which of the following actions should EU prioritize in your opinion? You can 

choose more than one option.  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Fight unemployment   
 

17.01% 65 

2 Provide economic boosts   
 

14.14% 54 

3 
Fight against organized crime 

and terrorism 
  
 

8.64% 33 

4 Ensure food safety   
 

2.62% 10 

5 Protect the environment   
 

12.05% 46 

6 
Improve Health Care of 

member-states 
  
 

10.74% 41 

7 
Protect social and human 

rights 
  
 

13.09% 50 

8 Support agriculture   
 

6.00% 23 

9 
Promote democracy and peace 

in the world 
  
 

11.79% 45 

10 Secure energy supply   
 

3.92% 15 

 

The 2 answers that collected the greatest percentage (―Fight unemployment‖ 

and ―Provide economic boosts‖) prove that the foremost fear of the 

respondents is still the economic uncertainty, something that constitutes the 

aftermath of the economic crisis that plagued EU the previous decade. The 3 

next more popular answers (―Protect social and human rights‖, ―Protect the 

environment‖ and ―Promote democracy and peace in the world‖) demonstrate 

that even if they are among the principles of the EU, a greater effort is required 

by the Union in order to meet the citizens’ expectations. We should also 

highlight that high in the priorities of the European citizens, besides their 

economic prosperity, is the human aspect, since they cherish fundamental 

human rights and environmental protection. 

In regard to the urgency of taking action for the amelioration of public health, it 

should be underlined that this survey was performed during the beginning of 

the pandemic, and it is estimated that the percentage of the respective answer 
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(6th, improve health care of member-states) would be quite differentiated in case 

the survey was performed today, a fact that proves that each survey constitutes 

a ―snapshot‖ of the moment and it is affected directly by the affairs of each era. 

Regarding the low percentage of agriculture (6%), the production model of the 

EU evades from the primary sector of agricultural production and focuses on 

the provision of services. This is a trend which could expand with the 

utilization of the new upcoming technologies (e.g. 5G). In addition, the fact that 

the majority of the respondents are of a young age and with a high level of 

education, results in this low percentage as supporting agriculture is not among 

their priorities. 

Finally, the low percentage for the need of taking measures in order to secure 

energy reserves and food reflects the current image in EU member-states, 

where these issues have been resolved to a great extent. 

 

8. If there was a referendum about your country's membership in the EU, would you 

vote in favor or against? Please state your opinion (optional).  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 In favor   
 

81.00% 81 

2 Against   
 

18.00% 18 

3 Other (please specify):   
 

1.00% 1 

 

This question proved once more that European citizens would still choose to 

stay in the EU, despite the several drawbacks they find. A strong majority 

(81%) would vote in favor of membership in the EU in a potential future 

referendum. In my opinion, this is due to the fact that the Union and the 

Eurozone provide a more stable financial position for the majority of the 

member-states, which did not and would not have such a currency and also 

provides the security of being member in a Union which contains powerful 

economies (G20 members). In addition, although there are people who would 

disagree with the foreign policy of the Union, we should remark that since its 

creation, the European Union and its member-states have never been actively 

involved in an armed conflict and the Union would urge on avoiding an armed 
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conflict in the future as peace is one of its principles. We should also consider 

once again that the majority of the respondents of this questionnaire are Greek 

citizens, who during the referendum in 2015 voted against accepting the new 

bailout conditions, and this is a fact that should not be ignored and lead us to 

the conclusion that people tend to recognize over time that staying in the EU 

provides more advantages than drawbacks both financially and politically to a 

member-state. The 2015 Greek referendum result was a message to the 

government that the majority of Greek people consider the terms as blackmails 

which should not terrorize them; there was a common essence that the actual 

question of the referendum was ―YES‖ or ―NO‖ to Europe and Eurozone and 

this was also declared officially by political parties. 

 

9. In your opinion, which is the most important weakness of EU?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Technocratic decisions   
 

8.00% 8 

2 

Lack of understanding and 

collaboration between the 

member-states 

  
 

34.00% 34 

3 Principle of subsidiarity   
 

3.00% 3 

4 Lack of trust in the EU   
 

9.00% 9 

5 
Lack of sense of togetherness 

among the citizens 
  
 

7.00% 7 

6 North-South divide   
 

31.00% 31 

7 Other (please specify):   
 

8.00% 8 

 

At this question, we may see that a strong majority agrees that the conflict of 

interest between the member-states and their difficulty in taking decisions 

together as a whole are the main weaknesses of the EU. Both the 2nd and the 6th 

answers, which form a total of 65%, practically refer to the same problem, 

which has been an issue since the formation of the Union. The heads of states 

were not looking to serve the EU’s interests, but were only looking to preserve 

practices which would help them achieve reelection back at their national 

elections. That is the reason why the European election campaign is mainly 
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concentrated on national promises and not in policies that concern the EU. 

Therefore, the lack of unity between the States, the lack of collective spirit, and 

the prevalence of ―selfish‖ interests represent the EU's major failure, always 

cited, regardless of the country. To some it is such a contradiction with the 

Community's ultimate goal that they predict or fear the ―breaking up‖ of the 

EU. To others, it is part of the project’s ―intrinsic" difficulty, which does not 

fundamentally question it, but simply indicates that it will require a lot more 

time. 

 

10. Do you agree with the allegations of many Eurosceptic parties that there is a 

bureaucratic elite in Brussels, which lives in a bubble and has lost touch with reality?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Yes   
 

68.00% 68 

2 No   
 

32.00% 32 

 

It is true that my expectations for the result of this question were pessimistic. 

This was a provocative question, which in my opinion would lead the 

respondents to agree that the bureaucrats in Brussels are out of touch. It is a 

fact that the EU is neither visible nor audible, in addition to the fact that it can 

be ―exploited‖ by national governments and political parties who transfer in 

many cases the responsibility to EU for decisions which include a serious 

political cost, and this creates a distance between the European Union and its 

citizens. For instance, we may compare two different approaches of handling a 

financial debt by national governments in the European Union, the examples of 

Greece and Ireland. 

In Ireland, the government took responsibility for the fight against the crisis, 

which concerned mainly the banking sector, and in order to avoid a collapse of 

the banking system, constituted the guarantor not only for its creditors, but for 

its citizens as well, in an effort to provide public assurance and avoid an 

irrational attitude on behalf of the bank depositors. In addition, the austerity 
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programme that the IMF and the European partners imposed was followed in 

an atmosphere of cooperation, without further intense reactions.39 

In Greece, where the governments were requested to handle a budgetary crisis, 

the attempt of which was constrained not only by the absence of consensus in 

the political scene and the competition between the political parties, but also by 

the lack of confrontation of the social turmoil which had been caused because 

of the crisis, a turmoil which was subject to widespread political exploitation 

and was intensified due to the temporal corruption and opacity in the public 

sector. Finally, the cooperation with European partners and creditors was never 

quite ―smooth‖ comparing to Ireland’s relationship with the competent bodies, 

resulting in a general negative atmosphere which lacked trust, both towards the 

citizens and the investors, who hesitated to risk a potential investment in 

Greece. 

 

11. Do you believe that the financial position of your country would be better if you 

hadn't entered the EU in the first place?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Definitely better   
 

6.00% 6 

2 Maybe better   
 

14.00% 14 

3 The same   
 

5.00% 5 

4 Maybe worse   
 

39.00% 39 

5 Definitely worse   
 

24.00% 24 

6 Not sure  12.00% 12 

 

As this questionnaire was mainly addressed to the Greek audience, the answers 

were actually expected. Taking into account that Greece is a country that has 

been receiving various benefits by joining the Eurozone as its previous currency 

(drachma) was not so powerful and for many years the economy was infested 

by high levels of inflation. Furthermore, during the Eurozone debt crisis, and 

despite the initial difficulties, the support mechanism that was created in order 

                                                 
39 https://www.socialeurope.eu/beautiful-freak-poster-child-irelands-dramatic-rebound  

https://www.socialeurope.eu/beautiful-freak-poster-child-irelands-dramatic-rebound
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to confront the crisis contributed to avoiding bankruptcy, on the one hand, and 

avoiding the danger of GREXIT, which was a quite popular opinion at the time 

both for the European administration and for part of the people back in 

Greece, on the other hand. The strategy of the political opposition in 

―demonizing‖ the necessary measures which were required to be taken by the 

government in cooperation with the EU was part of the toolbox of the 

Eurosceptics in their battle for seizure of political power in the Greek national 

elections of 2015. Finally, it has been proved that the majority recognizes what 

is beneficial when it possesses sufficient information in order to appraise the 

situation detached from the fact itself. 

 

 

 

12. Do you believe that the common currency is an advantage or a disadvantage for 

your country and the EU?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 
An advantage for my country, 

an advantage for EU 
  
 

60.00% 60 

2 
An advantage for my country, a 

disadvantage for EU 
  
 

5.00% 5 

3 
A disadvantage for my country, 

an advantage for EU 
  
 

29.00% 29 

4 
A disadvantage for my country, 

a disadvantage for EU 
  
 

6.00% 6 

 

The single currency, the euro, which constitutes the most visible symbol of 

―harmonization‖ and stretching as far as a common policy – although its 

―inflation-boosting‖ effects are at first significant when a member-state with a 

weak economy joins the EU. Reference is made to aspects of practicality (no 

currency exchange, ease of price comparison), beneficial economic impact 

(―unified European market‖, stabilization of national economies, convergence 

criteria, and reduction in interest rates) and even a function of integration (sense 

of ―Community belonging‖). It is remarkable that only 6% of the respondents 

is unfavorably disposed towards the common currency, a percentage which is 

undoubtedly less than the general percentage that Eurosceptic parties collect. 
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Another conclusion that can be derived by the results of this question is that 

11% solely believes that the common currency affects negatively the EU and 

the majority combined (65%) feels that it is beneficial for their state. The 

interpretation of the aforementioned answers and in relation to the nationality 

of the majority of the respondents (Greek citizens) and the previous Greek 

currency (Drachma), is that the utilization of the Euro eradicated phenomena 

of inflation and granted long-term secure financial environment. On top of 

that, the participation of the Greek state in the core economic area of the 

Eurozone permitted evasion of a bankruptcy, which seemed to be inevitable in 

case that a national currency was in place. 

 

 

13. Do you think that Brexit would be beneficial for the EU? Please state the reason 

why (optional).  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Yes   
 

13.00% 13 

2 No   
 

83.00% 83 

3 Other (please specify):   
 

4.00% 4 

 

In this case, we can understand that European citizens do not take kindly to 

seeing the UK leave the Union, since they consider it as a major power, 

although it was never in the Eurozone. I think that the main concern is the fact 

that many Europeans are working or studying in the UK, and Brexit is affecting 

them directly. However, there is an uncertainty on how this will work as there is 

still controversy on the effects of Brexit. We should note and consider also that 

the amount of time that has elapsed since Brexit is not adequate in order to lead 

us to safe conclusions for the functioning of the EU without the United 

Kingdom. This explanation was given also by those who selected the ―Other‖ 

option in this question. The truth is that during the drafting of this 

questionnaire, my personal estimation was that the option ―Other‖ would be 

much more popular in this question than it actually was. 
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14. Do you consider Euroscepticism as a stepping stone that will lead in a better 

functioning and will eventually develop satisfaction or as a rising movement that will 

result on the breakup of the EU?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 
I think it would be beneficial for 

the EU 
  
 

67.00% 67 

2 
I think it would be disastrous 

for the EU 
  
 

33.00% 33 

 

The responses to this question prove that despite the tough times that the EU 

is going through, the European citizens are still optimistic that scepticism 

against the EU will lead to a beneficial result in the future of the Union. 

However, the percentage that considers Euroscepticism as a movement that 

will lead to the fall of the EU is quite concerning. 

The real challenge now is to overcome the crisis and to become stronger in 

order to avoid the dominance of political entities in the EU, which do not 

support the European concept and may try to take advantage of it in order to 

transition to a new world order. Euroscepticism may be salutary and help us 

improve, but it may also be catastrophic by developing different balances which 

can create an irreversible situation for the EU as a whole. 

 

15. How do you see the future of your country in the EU and the EU project in general?  

  
Response 

Percent 

Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 100 

 

This final question was the most interesting in my opinion, since respondents had 

to elaborate on a very vast question which was letting them free to develop a 

more general view on the future of the Union and the membership of their state 

as well. Divergent opinions were expressed, while most of the respondents would 

like a different approach of the European Institutions. 
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Below you may find for your reference 2 really interesting answers in my opinion 

for this open-ended question. 

―The idea of a modern, unified Europe that could act as one sounded cool back 

in the 70s or 80s, but now it sounds a bit obsolete and it needs fundamental and 

structural improvements. Europe of 2020 is a fast-paced environment, where 

crises can arise out of nowhere and need swift and efficient solutions. In this 

unstable situation, the EU must step up and take all necessary actions that should 

ensure stability, not only in the region or its member states, but the world in 

general, as it still remains a key player in the international economic game. 

My country as a member state of this constitution has for sure enjoyed some 

benefits over the years, but pays the price of the economic crisis it caused to 

itself, mostly because of a mentality of provincialism, which means that the 

society was not ready to become a member of the EU. The Union has always the 

Greek crisis in its agenda, but needs to help in a way that should help both ends.‖ 

―My country definitely has a place and should stay in the EU for its own 

prosperity. To me, the future of the EU seems uncertain right now, but it won't 

be dissolving any time soon.‖ 

In my opinion, European citizens have still trust in the European value and hope 

that the EU can function better in the future, which is something that has been 

proven from the answers of the participants in this survey. 

At this point, and after analyzing the results of the questionnaire, it would be 

interesting to cite the following table which has been extracted from the Standard 

Eurobarometer 91 of Spring 2019 and which can provide us with a primary 

understanding of how European citizens react in the prospects of EU, comparing 

their answers with the Standard Eurobarometer 81 of Spring 2014 and right after 

the previous European elections’ results. 

  

EB 81 June 

2014  
 

 

EB 91 June 

2019  
 

 

Evolution 
In percentage points 

 

“My voice counts 

in the EU” 

42% 56% +14 
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% agree 

Satisfaction with the 

way democracy 

works in the EU 

% satisfied 

44% 55% +11 

Trust in the EU 

% tend to trust 
31% 44% +13 

Image of the EU 

% positive 
35% 45% +10 

Future of the EU 

% optimistic 
56% 61% +5 

Support for the euro 

% in favor 
55% 62% +7 

Support for the euro 

in the euro area 

% in favor 

67% 76% +9 

Feeling of being a 

citizen of the EU 

% yes 

65% 73% +8 

Figure 8: Comparison of Eurobarometer statistics, 2014 and 2019 

Source: ANNEX Spring 2019 Standard Eurobarometer 91 

Looking at the statistics of the Eurobarometer above, we may see that people 

living in the EU have more trust and feel more satisfied with the way the EU is 

functioning lately. Positive proportions have significantly increased compared to 

the Eurobarometer of 2014, and this is a development worth mentioning 

regarding what has been analyzed in the previous chapters. 
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C h a p t e r  X  

Conclusions 

 

It is undisputable that a certain part of the public opinion and media identify 

Euroscepticism with the economic crisis and the austerity policies that followed. 

However, as it has been proved in the present dissertation, Eurosceptic trends 

started appearing in the 80’s, when Margaret Thatcher established herself in the 

leadership of UK, who was firmly resisting in cession of competences from 

London, to the ―Brussels state‖. 

Globalization has also played a decisive role in the accession of Euroscepticism, 

since it seemed like it was underrated by the policymaking bodies. For different 

causes, globalization influenced all political powers. Under these circumstances, 

the refugee crisis intensified far-right voices all around Europe. A different stance 

has been observed in Spain and Greece, where the Eurosceptic effect was mainly 

associated with the austerity measures which were imposed by European 

institutions and as a result created social movements which were contesting the 

political order, which was reputed to be accountable for the economic crisis and 

the rise of power of Left-wing parties. 

The evolution of Euroscepticism has been reflected in the results of the 2014 and 

2019 elections on the one hand, and in the results of our survey in the previous 

chapter and the surveys regarding the public opinion among member-states 

(Eurobarometer) on the other hand. 

Euroscepticism in the EP as well as in national elections appears through the rise 

of political parties which express either the ―soft‖ or the ―hard‖ version. In the 

meantime, the lack of European conscience and the pessimism for the future of 

EU is apparent in the European public opinion. 

The main causes for the rampant growth of Euroscepticism are: the outbreak of 

nationalism, the absence of European identity, the German hegemony and the 
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failure by the European Union to provide solutions in daily issues which concern 

the European citizens (economy, unemployment, refugee crisis, bureaucracy, 

security and recently the health crisis due to the pandemic COVID-19). 

Moreover, the complicated and in some cases non-transparent mechanism of 

decision-making has exposed weaknesses which lead to Euroscepticism. EU was 

keeping for a long time a façade of legitimacy in the eyes of European citizens, 

mainly due to its effectiveness. However, the institutional structure of the Union 

does not seem to assure the effective control of decision-making processes of the 

various institutions within the EU by the European Parliament, the same time 

when these institutions interfere in the daily life of Europeans, as the European 

Central Bank for instance. This deficit can be characterized as ―structural‖, since 

it interweaves with the establishment of EU as a supranational body, an element 

which constitutes though an important argument for Eurosceptics. More 

complex is the criticism regarding the non-transparency in decision-making and 

policymaking of the institutional organs of EU, although there is a dose of 

exaggeration, taking into account the member-states of EU. 

Great Britain has made the first step, being the first member-state which decides 

to withdraw from the Union. However, I believe that it is not likely that another 

member-state will move to this direction until there is a clear view of the 

consequences coming from the withdrawal from the Union. Moreover, UK is an 

independent and powerful financially state, which was never actually completely 

depended on EU. It is remarkable that it was one of the member-states that 

refused to join the common currency, which is a landmark for the Union and the 

visible symbol of ―strength‖ of EU especially for small member-states providing 

security on their economy. 

Political scientists agree that the rise of Euroscepticism can have a ―lethal‖ impact 

to the future of the European Union. This opinion is quite realistic, as 

Euroscepticism has already shown its strength and the European Elite has 

expressed its concerns on the devastating effect it might have for Europe. 

Euroscepticism from voters’ perspective is actually a manifestation and a lack of 

support for political institutions and political elites in Brussels and so our 

understanding of it helps to demonstrate the way new issues are implicated in 

wider political concerns. It is also a ―trendsetter‖ for understanding the tenor of 
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politics in a scheme of sceptical or distrusting mass public sentiment. At the same 

time, the European concept is part of wider processes of global change involving 

a restructure of the international institutional architecture as well as a growing 

interaction of global and internal issues and politics. Attitudes to European 

integration, therefore, may well highlight issues of how internal politics meshes 

with international politics in a global context. 

However, it is true that there is a tendency for mistrust on mainstream European 

parties and a direction to populist Eurosceptic parties of far-right wing 

Radicalism. In certain cases, as it has been analyzed in my dissertation, 

Euroscepticism was used as an opportunity of maximizing the political gain and 

there were many political parties the last decade, which took advantage of the 

Eurosceptic wave in order to augment their political influence both domestically 

and in the European level. Imagining a future with far-right Eurosceptic parties 

to ―conquer‖ the European Parliament, a realistic perspective if we consider that 

Marine Le Pen and Matteo Salvini can be the next head of states in France and 

Italy respectively, the political balances in the Union will definitely change and the 

future will be precarious for the survival of the EU. This is the main threat that 

Europhiles should be aware of, a potential win of Eurosceptic parties in the next 

European elections that will defenestrate EPP as the leading Group in the EP 

and will create even more disagreements and difficulties on creating consensus 

and making decisions in the European Union. We already see that far-right 

Eurosceptic parties are gaining power and have a powerful ―voice‖ in decision-

making, a fact that has been proven so far especially during the refugee crisis 

(Hungary & Poland with their strong anti-migration policies). 

Looking into the results of the questionnaire, we may find the positive aspect of 

EU, since the participants have expressed their dissatisfaction on EU’s policies, 

considering whatsoever beneficial their country’s membership in the Union for 

various reasons. First of all, the freedom in traveling and working in different 

states is a fundamental right and benefit for European citizens. Since an entire 

generation has never experienced living without this benefit, some people may 

not understand the several consequences coming from this lack of free 

movement among member-states. However, many people from European 

countries that are not members of the Union encounter serious bureaucracy 
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issues when they want to travel and especially when they want to work on a 

member-state of EU. 

In general, although Euroscepticism has proven to be quite concerning for the 

future of the EU, our survey has shown that there is not a clear consensus on the 

future of the Union and European citizens are not ready for EU’s split-up. In 

addition, the majority of participants in the survey do not consider further 

Enlargement of the Union feasible in the near future. 

To conclude, we are definitely in a stepping stone where time will prove whether 

Euroscepticism is capable of dominating Europe the following decade and lead 

the European Union to its dissolution sooner or later. During the pandemic 

COVID-19, we may say that we are in the middle of a global socioeconomic 

crisis, where people tend to disbelieve in media and governments, while fake 

news and disunity have been exploded to unprecedented levels. The 

aforementioned facts are signs that populist views can easily survive and grow 

significantly. 

Finally, we should wish that the head of states will rise to the occasion and 

persuade people that a united EU is the key of success for the future of Europe 

as a whole and for states individually. The goal should be to secure peace and 

wellbeing of the European citizens from the one hand and remove the rampant 

growth of uncertainty and mistrust for the European institutions. 
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INDEX 

 
 

ABBREVIATIONS 

 

AB Alleanza Bidla (Alliance for Change) 

ADR 
Alternativ Demokratesch Reformpartei (Alternative 

Democratic Reform Party) 

A.E.N. Alliance for Europe of the Nations 

AfD Alternative für Deutschland (Alternative for Germany) 

A.L.D.E. 
Group 

Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe Party 

A.U.R. 
Alianța pentru Unirea Românilor (Alliance for the 

Union of Romanians) 

C.F.A. 
[Krikščioniškų šeimų sąjunga (KŠS)] (Christian Families 

Alliance) 

C.F.S.P. Common Foreign and Security Policy 

D.F. Dansk Folkeparti [Danish People’s Party (DPP)] 

Ε.A.P.L. 
[Lietuvos Lenkų Rinkimų Akcija (LLRA)] (Electoral 

Action of Poles in Lithuania)  

E.C.J. European Court of Justice  

E.C.R. Group European Conservatives and Reformists 

E.D.D. Group Europe of Democracies and Diversities 

E.E.C. European Economic Community 

E.F.D. Group Europe of Freedom and Democracy 

E.F.D.D. 
Group 

Europe of Freedom and Direct Democracy group 

ELAM Εθνικό Λαϊκό Μέτωπο (National Popular Front) 

E.N.F. Group Europe of Nations and Freedom 

E.K.R.E. 
Eesti Konservatiivne Rahvaerakond (Conservative 

People’s Party of Estonia) 

E.P. European Parliament 

E.P.P. Group European People's Party 

E.U. European Union 

F.N. Front National (National Front)  
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FPÖ 
Freiheitliche Partei Österreichs (Freedom Party of 

Austria) 

H.S.P. Hrvatska stranka prava (Croatian Party of Rights) 

I.D. Group Identity and Democracy Group 

I.M.R.O. International Macedonian Revolutionary Organization 

JOBBIK 
Jobbik Magyarországért Mozgalom (Movement for a 

Better Hungary) 

Κ.Ν.P. Kongres Nowej Prawicy (Congress of the New Right) 

L.N. 
Lega Nord per l'Indipendenza Della Padania (Lega 

Nord) 

MEPs Members of the European Parliament 

N.A. 
Nacionālā apvienība "Visu Latvijai!‖ – "Tēvzemei un 

Brīvībai/LNNK" (National Alliance "All For Latvia!" – 
"For Fatherland and Freedom/LNNK") 

N.H.R. Neovisni za Hrvatsku (Independents for Croatia) 

O.D.S. 
Občanská Demokratická Strana (Civic Democratic 

Party) 

PiS Prawo i Sprawiedliwość (Law and Justice) 

PS Perussuomalaiset (Finns Party) 

P.V.V. Partij voor de Vrijheid (Dutch Freedom Party) 

R.N. Rassemblement national (National Rally) 

S.D. Sverigedemokraterna (Sweden Democrats) 

SNS 
Slovenska Nacionalna Stranka (Slovenian National 

Party) 

SYRIZA 
υνασπισμός Ριζοσπαστικής Αριστεράς – Προοδευτική 
υμμαχία, (Coalition of the Radical Left – Progressive 

Alliance) 

U.K.I.P. United Kingdom Independence Party 

V.B. Vlaams Belang (Flemish Interest) 
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