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Thehistoricalbackground

Maastricht asafocal point of different trends

A the Single European Act 6igned 1986 effective 1987)pathed
the way to the Single Common Market with its four
freedoms. free movement of goods people, servicesand

capital

A debatesabout a (Economyand) Monetary Union have
alreadystarted

A the fall of the Berlin Wall and the iron curtain confronted
Europeanintegration with acompletely new situation

A concerncsabout new imbalanceswithin the EC (dueto the
perception of GDR) fostered debateson political union
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Thehistoricalbackground

A Helmut Kohl: linkages between Germanreunificaton and
Europeanintegration d, Deyitschlandpolitik und
Europapolitik lassen sich in keiner Weise voneinander
OOAT T AT O .1 OAdektofHK)GT Ah %0

A France.hesﬂant/ reluctant >>to keepcontrol over Germany

A Cooperation Helmut Kohl/Francois Mitterand (Karlspreis
1988)

A Joint letter askedto haveIGC on EMU and Political Union
aswell asto transform dien,' AOAI OEAEO AAO

zwischen den Mitgliedstaatenin eine Européische5 1 ET 1 C
A Joint four points program
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The IGCs

A Roleof the presidencies
- Luxemburg 1/1991 differentiation between EMU/Political Union)
- The Netherlands 11/1991 (inking EMU and Political Union)

A National Representatives

- Horst Kohler, state secretaryministry for finance, in chargeof IGC
on EMU

- Jurgen Trumpf, state secretaryforeign office, in chargeof Political
Union

A Many question left open for the final summit in
Maastricht
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TheSummit

A Start: December9th 1991 Provincie Huis

A 30 hours of negotiations

A Supranational vs.intergovernmental approaches
A Controversial debateson social policies

A First reactions and media coverage scepticism prevailed
A Very complex regulations
A no statementson finalité
A limited provisions on political union / EPC-CFSP / JHA






The Maastrichflreaties

Reform of the EC / Invention of the EU

Formsthe pillar
structure
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The MaastrichfTreaties

The new treaties contributed to the three pillar structure
model of the European Union:

e

1% Pillar (EC) 2" Pillar (EU) 3™ Pillar (EU)
European Common Foreign Police and
Community, and Security Judicial
Euratom Policy Cooperation in
Community Criminal Matters
(EC Treaty, (Title V of EU (Title VI of EU
Euratom Treaty) Treaty: Articles Treaty: Articles
11 to 28} 29 to 42)

Source:http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Resource/lImg/274450/0078524.gif
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The Maastrichfireaties

A Major focuson the Economic and Monetary Union
(EMU)

A linked with the the Maastricht criteria and the conditions
for amember stateto enter the secondstageof the EMU
In order to have Euro ascurrency:.

Inflation rates / Governmentfinance (Annual government deficit,
Government debt) / Exchange rate / Longterm interest rates

A Lessattention givento Committee of Regions
ombudsman, Europeancitizenship, co-decision
procedure, SchengerA OAAAT OA



Theratification process

A Higher awarnessof people z growing scepticism-> end of
the permissiveconsensus

A Various referendaand parlamentary decisons
A France: referendum quite close
A UK: Major linked decisionwith motion of confidence

ON THE CANVASS _

Sam Taylor

Does Mastrick, Aberdeen, think we
should ratify the Maastricht Treaty?

® “I've never given it much ® “No! It's stupid to suggest that
thought. I work longhoursandI'd  we all abide by the same rules.”
rather not have to think about Anne Potter, Mastrick .

that sort of stuff. That's what we Unemployment worker.
pay the government for, isn't it?"
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Theratification process

A Denmark: referendum with just 49,3 % infavour

A Specialsummit in Birmingham in October 1992

A Further negotiations > opt-outs for Denmark

A Secondreferendum with 56,7 % infavour

A Germany: Constitutional Court addressed>
n3O0OAAOAIOOAOAOT A

ACAILTI OO +1 EI d I DOEI Yvwvad n5s
ruling of Constitutional Court: n,! O&Z AAOAEAAOA
die Schaffung eines europaischermBundesstaats keine
ET T OAT OEREECA : EAI Ol OOOAI I Ol
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Comingnto effect

Specialsummit in Brusselsof headsof Stateand
Government on October 29th 1993

behind closeddoors / no official celebrations, no eventsin
viewof ab A1 PHub@2O

Edward Pllkington

| and circumstance com-
pared with other historic
breaks with the past, like the
start of Robespierre's revolu-
|tionary calendar or Year
| Zero under Pol Pot, But No-
vember 1, 1993, may come to
be remembered as the dawn
of a new era for Europe. Or,
then again, it may not.
The Euronean Commission

| l T LACKED a certain pomp

being: the Citizen Of Europe,
or COE,

An inkling of what this
brave new world of suprana-
tionals might look like coul
be found yesterday in Lon-
don’s Victoria station, at the
terminal of the continental
boat-train. You could hardly
hear yourself think for for-
eign languages, while the few
Britons among the hordes ex-
pressed views that were dis-
tinctly Europhile.

Gordon Smith, aged 37,

Silent birth of Europerson era,

ried to an English man and
has Belgian nationality from |
a former marriage. She lives |
in London and commutes to |

d | work in Antwerp. 1

The bulk of the treaty's
provisions are so rarefied as
to be hardly noticeable to the
individual. They include
greater collaboration over
such matters as education,
health, culture, foreign pol-
icy and crime.

The most immediate
change for the COE next door
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Debates

internal vs. external trajectories

political vs. economic forces

deepeing vs. widening

German-Franco tandem vs. general interests
National vs. European interests
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