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Glossary of Key Terms

'‘Brussels’: Colloquial term referring to the European Union, especially its central
institutions headquartered in Brussels. Often used in discussions about
sovereignty, governance, identity, economic policy, and the EU's future trajectory.

Conspiracy Theories: Unsubstantiated beliefs or explanations that attribute events
to secret, often sinister, plots by powerful individuals or organisations, typically
without credible evidence.

Democratic Deficit: Describes the perceived lack of democratic representation
and engagement in (EU) decision-making.

Disinformation: The intentional spread of false or misleading information with the
purpose of deceiving, manipulating public opinion, or creating confusion. It often
involves the dissemination of inaccurate narratives, fabricated stories, or
misrepresented facts, aiming to achieve specific political, social, or ideological
goals.

Echo Chambers: Environments, especially on social media, where individuals are
exposed to information, ideas, and opinions that reinforce and amplify their
existing beliefs, limiting exposure to diverse perspectives.

Euro Crisis: The Eurozone crisis in 2009 refers to a severe economic and financial
downturn that affected several countries within the Eurozone, the monetary
union of European Union (EU) member states using the euro as their official
currency. The crisis was triggered by a combination of factors, including the global
financial crisis of 2008, high levels of public debt in certain Eurozone countries,
and structural weaknesses in the design of the Economic and Monetary Union
(EMU).

Euroscepticism: A term used to describe scepticism or opposition towards the
European Union (EU), often manifested in doubts about its policies, institutions,
and integration efforts.




Geopolitical Landscape: Refers to the current state and dynamics of global
politics.

Globalists: Those who support international cooperation, global governance, and
interconnectedness, often arguing that international organisations should play a
leading role in addressing global challenges.

Great Replacement Theory: A controversial and debunked conspiracy theory
suggesting that white populations are being deliberately replaced by non-white
populations through immigration policies, leading to the decline of Western
civilization.

Humanitarian Principles: Principles rooted in empathy and compassion,
emphasising the protection of human rights, fair asylum processes, and providing
aid to those seeking refuge from conflict and persecution.

Identity Politics: Political activity or discourse based on the characteristics,
experiences, and affiliations that define individuals and groups, such as race,
ethnicity, gender, religion, or nationality.

Integrationists: Individuals or groups supporting deeper economic, political, and
social integration within the European Union, advocating for collective approaches
to address challenges and reduce disparities.

Nationalism: A political ideology that emphasises the interests, culture, and
identity of a particular nation, often advocating for national sovereignty and
independence.

Nationalists: Advocates for national sovereignty and independence, often
opposing extensive integration within the EU and emphasising the importance of
individual countries' control over their policies.




Polarisation: The division or divergence of opinions, beliefs, or societies into
opposing or contrasting groups, often leading to increased hostility and reduced
willingness to compromise. Us-vs-Them thinking.

Policy Measures: Policy measures refer to specific actions, strategies, or initiatives
implemented by governments or organisations to address and achieve particular
objectives outlined in policies.

Populism: Populism is a political approach characterised by a focus on appealing
to the interests, opinions, and sentiments of ordinary people, often in contrast to
established elites or perceived establishments. Populist leaders often employ
rhetoric that emphasises the needs and concerns of the general population,
presenting themselves as the voice of the people, offering simplified solutions to
complicated issues.

Pro-EU: individuals, groups, or perspectives that are supportive of the European
Union (EU) and its overarching goals. Those with a pro-EU stance advocate for the
principles, policies, and integration efforts of the EU. This often includes
promoting cooperation, unity, and collective decision-making among member
states.

Schengen Area: A zone comprising European countries that have abolished
passport and other types of border control at their mutual borders, facilitating the
free movement of people.

Streamlining Institutions: Suggests reforms to make the EU's decision-making
process more efficient by reducing bureaucracy, simplifying procedures, and
potentially changing voting requirements to expedite crucial decisions.

Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP): a proposed trade
agreement between the European Union (EU) and the United States aimed at
creating one of the world's largest free-trade zones. The negotiations, initiated in
2013, sought to eliminate or reduce barriers to trade and investment by
harmonising regulations, reducing tariffs, and fostering closer economic ties




between the EU and the U.S. The agreement covered various sectors, including
goods, services, investment, and public procurement. TTIP aimed to promote
economic growth, enhance job creation, and strengthen cooperation between the
EU and the U.S. However, the negotiations faced significant public and political
opposition on both sides of the Atlantic, leading to its suspension in 2016. The
proposed agreement generated debates on issues such as regulatory standards,
protection of labour rights, environmental standards, and concerns about
potential impacts on national sovereignty.




The Polarised Landscape in Europe: Understanding the
Divide

The European continent is experiencing a growing polarisation that affects various
aspects of society. This polarisation has emerged as a result of several interlinked
factors, including economic disparities, migration challenges, nationalist
sentiments, differing cultural and social values, and the rise of populist
movements. Understanding the nuanced facets of this polarisation is essential for
fostering constructive dialogue and finding common ground. In this document you
will find some information to understand these divides, the different actors who
are involved and the disinformation narratives that are being used to create more

polarisation. Some underlying factors contribute to rapid spread of these
narratives including:

e Economic Disparities and Austerity Measures

One significant source of polarisation within Europe is economic disparities.
The aftermath of the global financial crisis in 2008 left many countries
grappling with economic recessions and soaring public debt. In response,
several EU member states implemented austerity measures to stabilise
their economies. However, this led to social discontent, with citizens
opposing cuts in public services, education, healthcare, and pensions. The
debate over austerity measures has sharply divided public opinion, with
some advocating for fiscal responsibility to ensure economic stability, while
others argue for greater government spending to address societal needs
and reduce inequality.

e Migration and Identity Politics

Migration, driven by conflicts, poverty, and climate change, has stirred
debates on identity, culture, and national values across Europe. The influx
of refugees and migrants has fueled polarised opinions regarding
integration, social cohesion, and security. Far-right and nationalist groups
often capitalise on anxieties surrounding cultural identity and advocate for




stricter immigration policies, while others emphasise the humanitarian
need of welcoming and integrating refugees. These opposing views have
contributed to societal polarisation, with emotions running high on both
sides of the debate.

Rising Populism and Nationalism

The surge of populist movements and nationalist sentiments is a prominent
feature of contemporary European politics. These movements often rally
around anti-establishment rhetoric, Euroscepticism, and protectionist
policies, positioning themselves as defenders of national sovereignty. They
contest the EU's role and advocate for more autonomy in decision-making,
striking a chord with those disillusioned by the perceived bureaucracy and
loss of control to supranational entities. This ideological divide creates a
polarisation between those championing a united Europe and those
pushing for stronger national identities and self-determination.

Social and Cultural Values

Diverging social and cultural values within Europe contribute to
polarisation. Debates regarding societal norms, individual freedoms,
traditionalism, secularism, and religious influence fuel divisions among
citizens. These discussions often intersect with political ideologies, with
progressive groups advocating for inclusivity, diversity, and social reforms,
while conservative factions emphasise preserving traditional values and
heritage. This ideological rift impacts not only political discourse but also
public policy and legislation, creating an ever-widening divide in European
societies.

Media Landscape and Echo Chambers

The role of the media in shaping public opinion cannot be underestimated.
The proliferation of social media and online platforms has facilitated the
creation of echo chambers, where individuals are exposed to information
and perspectives that align with their existing beliefs. This phenomenon
further deepens polarisation as it hampers the ability to engage in




constructive dialogue and understand diverse viewpoints. Misinformation
and disinformation campaigns, including the use of hate speech, also
exploit these echo chambers, exacerbating existing divisions by spreading
polarising narratives.

e General Geopolitical Instability and Global-Scale Crises

Geopolitical instability and global-scale crises, including but not limited to
the loss of faith in democracy, pandemics, war, and climate change,
contribute to the overall polarisation in Europe. These broader challenges
add complexity to the existing divides by introducing global uncertainties
that shape societal perceptions and responses. The interconnected nature
of these crises further amplifies tensions and hinders efforts towards
finding common ground.

Party Type

e far-left eurosceptic
30% other eurosceptic
= far-right eurosceptic

eurosceptic
20% (incl. far-right & far-left)

vote share

L1
>, ) ) ¥ >,
e D s “Pip “rs %y

Year

Share of Eurosceptic, far-right and far-left parties votes weighted by population
H 1
size.

1

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/363150811 Social_media_education_and_the rise_of populist Eurosc
epticism


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/363150811_Social_media_education_and_the_rise_of_populist_Euroscepticism
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/363150811_Social_media_education_and_the_rise_of_populist_Euroscepticism

Toxicity over time

== ToXxicity == Trend line

0.25
O‘ZOW
0.15

2

5]

-g 0.10

'—
0.05
0.00
“DS? “58’ “)& "3’6\ "b& "bg “9"{? “)"i? "b"i’\ "‘J"S? fb‘:\'r ”)5\’? "‘;ﬁ? "fv\ ";? "’;’; "’D"g) ”;g) "Jé\
AV Vo PV A VA VA Y\ VN VA VA VA VN \ VI VA \ VAR \ PR\
FIITFTFTIIFTFIIFFTIITF S

Weeks

Increase of toxic language (polarised/hate speech) on social media in the EU in

2023.°

Mainstream and Fringe - Category Density
B Mainstream [l Fringe

100.00%
75.00%
50.00%
25.00%

0.00%
Violence Profanity Vulgarity Racism Sexism Untruth Politics Ridicule Religion Contempt

Political conversations as the main source for toxic language (polarised/hate
speech) on fringe and mainstream social media platforms in the EU in 2023.?

2 https://eooh.eu/articles/2023
3 https://eooh.eu/articles/2023

10



https://eooh.eu/articles/2023
https://eooh.eu/articles/2023

Hungary

Italy

Poland

United Kingdom

France

Latvia

Slovakia

Netherlands

Austria

Croatia

Sweden

Denmark

Finland

Belgium

Bulgaria

Estonia

Germany

Creece

Luxembourg

Czechia

Cyprus

Lithuania

Spain

Slovenia

Portugal

Romania

Malta

Ireland

Share of votes for populist and nationalist parties in the European Parliamentary

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

33.95%

26.82%

24.61%

19.39%

18.4%

18.24%

17.92%

15.34%

14.46%

14.1%

13.46%

13.2%

12.7%

11.3%

10.67%

10.03%

9.14%

8.25%

8.23%

6.21%

5.71%

10% 20% 30% 40%

Share of the vote

Elections of 2019, by country*

61.91%

57.86%

53.62%

11



https://www.statista.com/statistics/1027735/populist-vote-share-in-eu-elections/

Vote Share

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
Year

1995

Party Type . far-left . far-left populist |:| populist . far-right populist . far-right

Vote shares of (1) far-left, (2) far-left populist, (3) populist, (4) far-right populist, and (5) far-right parties in 31
European countries, weighted by population size.

More information, including country specific reports on populist parties (up until
2022) can be found at https://popu-list.org/®
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Case 1: Economic Inequalities

The economic disparity within the European Union, notably accentuated during
the Euro crisis that emerged around 2009, has become a major catalyst for
polarisation within the European Union. This polarisation revolves around several
key aspects that deeply impact the economic policies, solidarity, future
integration, geopolitics, and trade policies of the EU.

1. North-South Divide: The Euro crisis laid bare a stark North-South economic
divide within the EU. Economically robust nations in the North, such as Germany
and the Netherlands, were perceived as creditors, while Southern countries like
Greece, ltaly, and Spain were viewed as debtors. This differentiation ignited
tensions over issues like bailouts, austerity measures, and fiscal discipline.

2. Economic Policies and Recovery Strategies: Disagreements persist regarding
appropriate economic policies to address the crisis and stimulate recovery. Some
advocate for stringent austerity measures and fiscal discipline, emphasising
economic stability. Conversely, others promote investment and stimulus to fuel
growth, prompting debates about the role of the EU and the European Central
Bank in managing the economy.

3. Solidarity vs. Responsibility: The crisis raised fundamental questions about
solidarity within the EU. While some argue for wealthier nations to support
struggling economies, others stress self-accountability for economic challenges.
This debate delves into finding the right balance between solidarity and individual
member state responsibility within the EU.

4. Structural Reforms and Social Implications: Calls for essential structural
reforms in economically challenged countries underscore another facet of
polarisation. These reforms for economic enhancement, pose political challenges
and can induce social hardships, leading to discord over their implementation.

5. Future of the Eurozone and Integration: The crisis instigated a discourse about
the Eurozone's sustainability and future integration. Some question the current
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structure's viability while others advocate for deeper integration, including
proposals for a fiscal union or a banking union, to fortify the EU's economic
resilience.

6. Geopolitical Considerations: Geopolitical tensions, notably with China and
Russia, intertwine with opinions, particularly those of young people, regarding EU
relations with these countries. These tensions create a useful environment for
exploitation and contribute to the polarisation of opinions regarding the EU's
geopolitical stance.

7. Trade Policy and Fair Practices: A clash between proponents of a free market,
emphasising economic benefits and reduced trade barriers, and advocates of
environmental concerns, urging for sustainability and responsible trade practices.
Those favouring a free market prioritise economic growth and consumer choice,
often willing to compromise on certain environmental regulations to attract
international investments. This became evident in the discussion surrounding
trade agreements like the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP)
negotiations with the United States.
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Arguments made by different political groups

Pro-EU groups often comprise

pro-integrationists who advocate for
deeper economic integration within
the EU. They emphasise a unified
economic approach to bridge the
economic disparities. They argue for
stronger fiscal and monetary
coordination, promoting measures
such as a fiscal union and a common
fiscal policy. They believe that a
collective economic strategy can
mitigate the North-South economic
divide by fostering solidarity, sharing
resources, and ensuring financial
stability across the EU.

Eurosceptics

The Eurosceptic groups, on the other
hand, question the EU's economic
integration and believe it exacerbates
economic disparities. They contend
that the EU's policies, particularly
during the Euro crisis, favoured
stronger economies in the North,
causing economic strain on the weaker
southern economies. They advocate
for less integration and more national
autonomy, asserting that individual
nations should retain control over their
economic policies and fiscal decisions
to address their unique economic
challenges.

Social democrats within pro-EU groups
stress the importance of a socially
inclusive EU economic policy. They
believe in addressing economic
inequalities through targeted social
policies and welfare programs. Their
ideology centres around using the EU's
collective economic strength to
support social welfare, employment
opportunities, and public services,
aiming to reduce disparities and

Nationalist groups opposing the EU
stress national sovereignty and
self-determination. They argue that
the EU's economic policies interfere
with a nation's ability to make
independent economic decisions,
hindering economic growth and
development. They often prioritise
protecting national industries, jobs,
and economic interests, believing that
a nation should prioritise its own
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enhance the overall standard of living
for all member states.

citizens before collective European
economic goals.

Globalists within the pro-EU camp
emphasise the EU's role in the global
economy. They argue that a united EU
presents a stronger economic front on
the global stage, enabling member
states to negotiate better trade
agreements, attract foreign
investment, and compete effectively in
the global market. They believe in
leveraging the EU's economic influence
for mutual economic benefit and
increased prosperity across member
states.

Another faction against the EU's
economic approach are anti-austerity
activists. They criticise the EU's
promotion of austerity measures
during the Euro crisis, arguing that
such policies disproportionately
burden the weaker economies. They
call for a shift toward growth-oriented
economic policies, emphasising
investment, public spending, and social
welfare to stimulate economic
recovery and reduce inequalities.

16




Related disinformation and conspiracy theories

"WEF's Covert Economic Control Plan"

This story alleges a secret agenda by the World Economic Forum (WEF) to
manipulate global economic inequalities for their benefit. The story claims that
the WEF, a prominent international organisation committed to public-private
cooperation, has devised a concealed strategy to control and exploit economic
disparities within the European Union (EU) and across the world. Influential
members of the WEF would be conspiring to exacerbate economic inequalities
within the EU, fomenting societal unrest and political instability. After which the
WEF could seize economic power by capitalising on these instabilities, thus
creating an opportunity for a new world order under their influence.

The story suggests that the WEF orchestrates economic crises, manipulating
financial markets and governments to further their hidden agenda. The
disinformation narrative aims to stoke fear and suspicion towards the WEF,
portraying them as a malevolent force leveraging economic disparities for their
self-interest, when in reality, the WEF is an organisation that advocates for global
cooperation to address pressing global issues.

Fact Check: https://www.bbc.com/news/55017002

https://checkyourfact.com/2022/10/03/fact-check-world-economic-forum-social-

credit/

https://apnews.com/article/fact-check-fake-world-economic-forum-story-0933926

76663

https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/factcheck/2022/03/31/fact-check-false-cl
aim-world-economic-forum-klaus-schwab/7224196001/

https://apnews.com/article/fact-check-wef-klaus-schwab-yuval-harari-218749925
894
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"EU's Secret Wealth Redistribution Agenda"

A disinformation story alleges that the EU has a clandestine plan to redistribute
wealth from financially stable member states to economically weaker ones. The
narrative claims that this agenda, spearheaded by a shadowy group within the EU,
aims to drain resources from economically strong countries and funnel them to
weaker nations. The story suggests that this scheme is exacerbating economic
disparities and undermines the sovereignty of wealthier nations within the EU.

Fact Check: https://ec.europa.eu/budget/publications/fact-check/index.html

https://joint-research-centre.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2021-11/jrc127070.pdf

"EU's Economic Crisis Engineered for Centralization"

This narrative claims that the EU deliberately engineered the Euro crisis to
centralise economic control and power within the Union. The story alleges that
key EU officials and financial institutions orchestrated the crisis to coerce member
states into relinquishing their economic independence, thus paving the way for a
more consolidated and controlled economic system. The narrative aims to fuel
anti-EU sentiments by suggesting that the crisis was a premeditated strategy for
political and economic centralisation.

Fact Check: https://ec.europa.eu/budget/publications/fact-check/index.html
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Case 2: Immigration

The surge of refugees fleeing conflicts in the Middle East and Africa that began
around 2015 intensified a polarised landscape across Europe, revealing differing
national responses and triggering debates that permeated various aspects of
society and policy.

1. Differing National Responses: The refugee crisis, primarily stemming from
conflicts in the Middle East and Africa, showcased a stark disparity in responses
among European Union (EU) member states. Germany and Sweden, initially
displaying a more welcoming approach, embraced relatively open policies toward
refugees. In contrast, certain Eastern European nations, resistant to accepting
refugees, demonstrated a more restrictive stance.

2. Border Controls and Freedom of Movement: The crisis strained the principle of
freedom of movement within the EU, a fundamental right upheld by the Schengen
Area, designed to be a borderless zone. Some countries reintroduced temporary
border controls within Schengen, reflecting concerns over security and
management of the influx of refugees. This move raised critical questions about
the viability and sustainability of the Schengen system.

3. Asylum Policies and Redistribution of Refugees: Disagreements emerged
regarding EU asylum policies, notably the Dublin Regulation, which mandates
refugees to seek asylum in the initial EU country they enter. Nations situated on
the EU's external borders, such as Greece and Italy, criticised this system as
inequitable. They advocated for a fairer distribution of refugees, emphasising the
need for shared responsibility and burden-sharing.

4. Integration, Social Cohesion, and Cultural Identity: The integration of refugees
into European societies became a focal point of contention. Debates centred
around the repercussions of immigration on social cohesion, cultural identity, and
security. Discussions frequently branched out to encompass broader themes like
multiculturalism and identity, revealing societal concerns and divisions regarding
the evolving demographic makeup of Europe.
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5. External Relations and Human Rights Balance: The crisis strained the EU's
relations with non-EU nations, particularly Turkey and Libya, key players in
managing migration flows. This dynamic led to debates regarding striking a
balance between migration control and the protection of human rights.
Policymakers and civil society grappled with ethical dilemmas, aiming to uphold
both security measures and fundamental human rights in the face of the
migration challenge.
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Arguments made by different political groups

Pro-EU groups often consist of
integrationists who advocate for a
united and inclusive approach toward
immigration. They emphasise that the
EU should collectively address the
challenges of migration, viewing it as
an opportunity to enhance cultural
diversity, enrich society, and contribute
to the EU's growth and prosperity.
Integrationists often call for common
EU policies that facilitate smooth
integration of refugees and migrants
into member states, promoting a
shared responsibility approach.

Eurosceptics

Anti-EU groups often encompass

nationalists who prioritise national
sovereignty and independence in
managing immigration. They argue
that individual member states should
have the sole authority to determine
their immigration policies,
safeguarding their borders and
preserving their cultural identities.
Nationalists may perceive the EU's role
in immigration management as an
infringement on their nation's
autonomy.

Many pro-EU individuals and
organisations align with humanitarian
and human rights principles, asserting
that the EU should uphold its
obligations to provide sanctuary and
protection to those seeking refuge
from conflict and persecution. They
emphasise the importance of
respecting the rights and dignity of
refugees and migrants, advocating for
fair asylum processes, humanitarian
aid, and safe pathways for migration.
Their ideology is rooted in empathy,

Populist groups typically exploit
immigration concerns to garner
support. They often frame immigration
as a threat to national security,
employment opportunities, and social
cohesion. Populists may advocate for
stricter immigration controls,
emphasising their desire to prioritise
the interests and well-being of their
citizens. They often employ rhetoric
that resonates with public fears and
concerns.
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compassion, and a belief in a more
interconnected and compassionate
world.

Globalists within pro-EU circles view
migration as a natural consequence of
globalisation and interconnectedness.
They argue for embracing migration as
a global reality and believe that the EU
should play a leading role in crafting
comprehensive, forward-thinking
migration policies. Globalists often
advocate for collaboration with non-EU
nations, addressing root causes of
migration, and seeking international
solutions to ensure orderly and
humane migration management.

Some anti-EU groups harbour concerns
about the impact of immigration on
cultural cohesion within their
countries. They argue against
multiculturalism and stress the need to
protect their cultural and social fabric.
They might view EU immigration
policies as promoting multiculturalism
at the expense of their nation's cultural
integrity.
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Related disinformation and conspiracy theories

“The Great Replacement”

A debunked and controversial narrative, falsely claims that white populations are
deliberately being replaced by non-white communities through immigration
policies, contributing to the decline of Western civilization. This baseless story
aims to instigate fear and division, suggesting a deliberate demographic shift
orchestrated by shadowy entities. The narrative alleges that governments and
institutions are intentionally promoting mass migration to erode cultural and
ethnic identities, fostering resentment and xenophobia. By framing migration as a
malevolent force leading to the displacement of native populations, this theory
exploits fears about changing demographics. In reality, the Great Replacement
theory lacks empirical evidence and distorts the complex factors driving global
migration patterns. Critical analysis reveals it as a discredited narrative,
emphasising the importance of discernment in discussions surrounding
immigration and societal changes.

Fact Check:
https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2022/jan/24/tiktok-posts/no-there-no-kal
ergi-plan-replace-europeans-migrant/

"EU Funds Linked to Forced Migration"

This narrative alleges that the EU is covertly using funds to support and incentivize
illegal migration into member states, especially to punish states who are not
following the ‘EU rules’. The disinformation suggests that EU funding is tied to
encouraging migrants to enter certain countries, furthering chaos and instability
within the region. The story aims to create distrust towards the EU and its policies,
presenting it as a malevolent force involved in destabilising member states
through orchestrated migration.
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Fact Check:

https://www.dw.com/en/how-the-eu-spent-billions-to-halt-migration-from-africa
a-61362906

https://migrant-integration.ec.europa.eu/library-document/factsheets-asylum-mi
gration-and-integration-fund-amif en

"Migrants Seize Jobs and Homes"

This story is about the misconception that migrants are systematically taking away
jobs and houses from native populations within the European Union (EU), aiming
to fuel xenophobia and generate hostility toward migrants. The story suggests that
migrants, particularly refugees and asylum seekers, are being given preferential
treatment in job markets and housing allocations, leaving native populations
disadvantaged. It portrays migrants as a homogenous group with an unfair
advantage over citizens, purportedly secured through government programs and
policies. Misleading statistics and anecdotes are used to demonstrate an inflated
perception of migrants' impact on employment and housing availability. The
narrative often fails to account for the broader economic dynamics and policies
that regulate job markets and housing.

Fact Check: https://www.bbc.com/news/63489695
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Case 3: Climate Change and Sustainability

The European Union (EU) faces a complex and polarised landscape concerning
climate change and sustainability. Diverse national interests, economic disparities,
policy implementation dilemmas, international roles, and economic impacts
contribute to this multifaceted challenge.

1. Policy Implementation: Disagreements over climate policy specifics encompass
the balance between regulatory measures (e.g., emissions standards) and
market-based approaches (e.g., carbon pricing), the pace of transitioning to
renewable energy, and the role of nuclear power. Diverse stances on these aspects
reflect the varying national contexts and policy priorities within the EU.

2. International Role: The EU's role in international climate negotiations creates
internal tensions. Some member states advocate for a proactive stance in urging
global climate action, while others exercise caution, prioritising their industries'
competitiveness. The balance between asserting influence internationally and
safeguarding national interests forms a core debate. EU member states'
contributions to meeting international commitments, such as those under the
Paris Agreement, are contentious. Disagreements persist on the fair distribution of
responsibilities and efforts among member states to collectively achieve
agreed-upon climate goals.

3. Economic Impact: The shift to a low-carbon economy holds significant
economic implications, particularly in sectors heavily reliant on fossil fuels.
Potential job losses in these sectors are a concern, prompting resistance to
aggressive emissions reduction targets, especially from countries with coal mining
and fossil fuel industries as economic mainstays. The transition to renewable
energy sources, a pivotal element in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, is a point
of contention. Varied development of renewable energy sectors across countries
leads to discrepancies in the pace and scale of the transition, creating tensions on
how to proceed collectively. The financial cost of transitioning to a low-carbon
economy is substantial and raises disagreements over cost-sharing. Wealthier EU
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countries are better positioned to invest in new technologies and infrastructure,
leading to debates on equitable distribution of costs across member states.

4. Policy Measures: Disputes arise over the selection and effectiveness of specific
policy measures to reduce emissions. Carbon pricing, emissions trading schemes,
and regulatory standards are subjects of contention, with varying perspectives on
their efficacy and fairness. The move to only allow the sale of electric cars after
2035 within the European Union has become a focal point of polarisation among
citizens and stakeholders. While some embrace this transition as a vital step
towards a sustainable future, others voice concerns regarding its feasibility and
implications. Advocates stress the urgency of combating climate change and view
the shift to electric vehicles as an imperative, praising the EU's initiative for
cleaner transportation and reduced carbon emissions. They emphasise potential
benefits such as improved air quality and long-term economic savings on fuel. On
the other hand, sceptics express apprehensions about the infrastructural
readiness for a widespread rollout of Electric Vehicles by 2030, including concerns
about the accessibility and availability of charging stations. Economic
considerations also contribute to the divide, with some expressing worry over the
affordability and practicality of electric vehicles for the average citizen.
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Arguments made by different political groups

Pro-EU groups often include

integrationists and environmentalists
who advocate for collective action at
the EU level to combat climate change.
They stress the importance of a united
approach to address environmental
challenges, believing that a
coordinated effort is necessary to
effectively tackle climate issues on a
continental scale. They view the EU as
a platform to foster international
cooperation and set ambitious climate
goals, emphasising the benefits of a
unified stance in negotiations on global
environmental agreements.

Eurosceptics

Some anti-EU groups are nationalists
and sovereignty advocates who
prioritise national control over
environmental policies. They argue
that member states should retain
exclusive authority over their
environmental decisions, including
those related to climate change. They
express concerns about potential loss
of sovereignty and see the EU's
influence in environmental matters as
an intrusion into their national affairs.

Some activists are transnational in
their approach to climate change and
sustainability. They emphasise the
need for EU-wide policies and
regulations to address environmental
issues that transcend national borders.
These activists often mobilise across
EU member states, pushing for
consistent standards, regulations, and
sustainable practices to combat
climate change collectively.

Groups against the EU's climate
policies often include those with
economic interests tied to fossil fuels
and heavy industries. They express
resistance to stringent EU regulations
that could affect these sectors, citing
potential job losses and economic
upheaval. They view aggressive climate
policies as a threat to economic
stability and argue for a more
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measured approach that doesn't
disrupt existing industries.

Another group within the pro-EU camp
sees the EU as an enabler of a
sustainable economic transition. They
believe that the EU, with its regulatory
framework and financial instruments,
can facilitate a smooth transition
towards a green economy. This
includes supporting renewable energy
projects, sustainable infrastructure,
and research into eco-friendly
technologies, viewing sustainability as
a source of economic growth and job
creation.

Some individuals or groups deny or
downplay the severity of climate
change and are skeptical about the
need for EU-wide policies to address it.
They challenge the scientific consensus
on climate change, expressing
skepticism about human-induced
global warming. This group often
opposes environmental regulations
and dismisses the urgency of
sustainability measures advocated by
the EU.
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Related disinformation and conspiracy theories

"Climate Change Denial"

This misleading narrative attempts to cast doubt on the scientific consensus
surrounding climate change. The theory suggests that climate change is a natural
cycle, and the role of human activity in exacerbating it is exaggerated for political
motives. Climate change deniers, often labelled as "sceptics," argue that the
scientific community is engaged in a grand conspiracy to exploit climate concerns
for financial gains and political control.

The narrative attempts to discredit the extensive research and evidence
supporting human-induced climate change by highlighting isolated instances of
scientific error or differing opinions within the scientific community. It falsely
portrays climate scientists as partisan figures, asserting that they manipulate data
to fit a predetermined narrative.

Fact Check: https://www.bbc.com/news/science-environment-59251912

https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2023/oct/09/tweets/did-1609-scientists-si
gn-a-declaration-saying-ther/

https://academic.oup.com/esr/article/38/1/153/6333558

"Population Control Under the Guise of Sustainability"

This story alleges that the EU's sustainability initiatives are a part of a hidden
population control agenda. The narrative suggests that the EU's push for
sustainable practices is a cover to limit population growth and exert control over
citizens' reproductive rights. This story aims to exploit fears and concerns about
overreach by portraying sustainability efforts as a threat to personal freedoms and
privacy.
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https://www.bbc.com/news/science-environment-59251912
https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2023/oct/09/tweets/did-1609-scientists-sign-a-declaration-saying-ther/
https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2023/oct/09/tweets/did-1609-scientists-sign-a-declaration-saying-ther/
https://academic.oup.com/esr/article/38/1/153/6333558

Fact Check:

-immigration

https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/sustainable-development-goal

s_en
"Manipulating Weather for Control"

This story falsely claims that the EU is engaged in secret climate experiments
aimed at manipulating weather patterns for political control. The narrative
suggests that the EU, through undisclosed projects, is attempting to weaponize
climate change, using it to influence geopolitical outcomes. By spreading fear of
climate manipulation, this story aims to undermine trust in climate science and
the EU's efforts to combat climate change.

Fact Check: https://www.livescience.com/geoengineering-the-weather

-geopolitical-risks.html
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https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/nov/21/climate-denial-far-right-immigration
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/nov/21/climate-denial-far-right-immigration
https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/sustainable-development-goals_en
https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/sustainable-development-goals_en
https://www.livescience.com/geoengineering-the-weather
https://www.rand.org/pubs/articles/2021/manipulating-the-climate-what-are-the-geopolitical-risks.html
https://www.rand.org/pubs/articles/2021/manipulating-the-climate-what-are-the-geopolitical-risks.html

Case 4: The European Union and the Role of 'Brussels'

The European Union (EU), often referred to colloquially as 'Brussels' due to its
central institutions being headquartered in the Belgian capital, is a focal point of
polarisation across Europe. The polarisation is deeply entrenched in discussions
about sovereignty, governance, identity, economic policy, and the future
trajectory of the EU itself. Understanding this divide is essential for navigating the
complexities of European politics and policymaking.

1. Historical Context and EU Perception: Historically, the perception of the EU has
been subject to significant polarisation. Proponents view it as a force for peace,
stability, and economic prosperity, emphasising the benefits of a unified Europe.
They credit the EU for promoting cooperation, reducing the possibility of conflicts
among member states, and facilitating free trade and movement. On the other
hand, critics often perceive the EU as an overly bureaucratic entity, encroaching
on national sovereignty. They voice concerns about a democratic deficit, where
decisions are seen as being made by unelected officials in '‘Brussels,' thus
disconnecting from the interests and preferences of individual nations. This
perception fuels scepticism about the legitimacy and effectiveness of EU
governance.

2. National Sovereignty vs. EU Integration: Debates over national sovereignty
versus EU integration form a core aspect of polarisation. Some member states and
political factions advocate for stronger national sovereignty, resisting what they
perceive as an overreach of powers by 'Brussels.' They emphasise the need to
retain control over key policy domains, including immigration, trade agreements,
and fiscal policies. Conversely, proponents of a more integrated Europe emphasise
collective decision-making through EU institutions to address global challenges
effectively. They view pooling sovereignty as a way to increase collective influence
on the global stage and achieve common goals, such as combating climate change,
ensuring security, and enhancing economic competitiveness.

3. Identity and Cultural Concerns: Identity and cultural concerns contribute to the
polarisation surrounding the EU. Eurosceptics often argue that the EU undermines
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national identity and cultural heritage, with '‘Brussels' imposing a uniform
European identity that dilutes unique national characteristics. Advocates for a
more integrated Europe, however, emphasise the importance of a shared
European identity that complements national identities without supplanting
them.

4. EU's Response to Crises and Global Challenges: The EU's response to various
crises, such as the migration crisis, the COVID-19 pandemic, the war in Ukraine
and between Hamas and Israel has fueled polarisation. Critics argue that the EU's
handling of these crises has been ineffective and centralised, lacking a
coordinated and timely response. On the contrary, proponents highlight the
importance of collective action and argue for stronger supranational structures to
address such challenges more efficiently.
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Arguments made by different political groups

Integrationists, who support the EU,
see 'Brussels' as a hub for fostering
cooperation, unity, and collective
decision-making among member
states. They advocate for a stronger
role for 'Brussels' in harmonising
policies, regulations, and laws across
the EU. They believe that a centralised
approach promotes efficiency,
facilitates collaboration, and enhances
the EU's influence on the global stage.

Eurosceptics

Sovereignty advocates, critical of the

EU, see 'Brussels' as a threat to
national sovereignty and democratic
governance. They argue that decisions
made in 'Brussels' may not adequately
reflect the unique needs and priorities
of individual member states. For them,
the EU's centralization infringes upon a
nation's right to self-governance and
hampers its ability to independently
shape policies.

Globalists, aligned with the EU, view
'‘Brussels' as a vital platform for
projecting European interests globally.
They emphasise the need for a unified
EU stance on international issues,
leveraging the collective strength of
member states. Globalists argue that
'‘Brussels' should take the lead in
negotiations and represent the EU on
various international matters, from
trade agreements to climate action.

Nationalist groups, often against the
EU's influence, perceive 'Brussels' as an
encroachment on national identity and
values. They argue that a centralised
EU authority dilutes distinct national
cultures and traditions, and often call
Brussels ‘decadent’. Nationalists
emphasise the importance of
preserving unique national
characteristics and decision-making
autonomy at the national level.

Some pro-EU groups perceive
'‘Brussels' as essential in fostering
solidarity and equal treatment among

Some anti-EU groups criticise 'Brussels'
for its perceived bureaucracy,
complexity, and lack of transparency.
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member states. They emphasise that a
centralised authority can ensure fair
distribution of resources, support, and
opportunities, thus promoting social
and economic cohesion within the EU.
'‘Brussels' plays a pivotal role in
redistributive policies that help
underprivileged regions or countries,
fostering a sense of unity and
togetherness.

They contend that the EU's
bureaucratic structure, coupled with a
convoluted decision-making process,
distances citizens from the governing
body. These critics advocate for
streamlining and simplifying EU
operations to make governance more
accessible and accountable.
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Related disinformation and conspiracy theories

"Brussels to Erase National Identities"

In this story, false claims circulate that 'Brussels' is secretly orchestrating a plan to
erase the cultural identities of individual member states within the EU. The
narrative suggests that EU institutions are working covertly to homogenise
European cultures and traditions, undermining national heritage and languages.
This disinformation aims to fuel nationalist sentiments and sow division by
painting 'Brussels' as an adversary of national identity.

Fact Check:

"EU's Shadowy Puppeteers: 'Brussels' Controlled by Secret Cabal"

In this story, a conspiracy theory alleges that 'Brussels' is controlled by a secretive,
unelected group of individuals who manipulate EU policies for their own interests.
The narrative suggests that this shadowy cabal pulls the strings behind EU
decisions, leading to policies that benefit a select few at the expense of ordinary
citizens. This disinformation story aims to undermine trust in EU institutions and
foster suspicions about their decision-making processes.

Fact Check:
https://home-affairs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2021-04/ran_conspiracy theories
and right-wing 2021 en.pdf

“The New Third Reich and its Military Ambitions"

In this story, a baseless and alarming narrative spreads, falsely equating the
European Union (EU) with the infamous Third Reich. The story suggests that the
EU is on the verge of becoming a totalitarian regime reminiscent of Nazi Germany.
It further propagates a fallacious claim that the EU is planning to create a new
army, drawing parallels to the militarization strategies of the Third Reich.
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https://culture.ec.europa.eu/policies/strategic-framework-for-the-eus-cultural-policy
https://culture.ec.europa.eu/policies/strategic-framework-for-the-eus-cultural-policy
https://home-affairs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2021-04/ran_conspiracy_theories_and_right-wing_2021_en.pdf
https://home-affairs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2021-04/ran_conspiracy_theories_and_right-wing_2021_en.pdf

The narrative insinuates that the EU's pursuit of a common defence policy is a
covert attempt to establish a formidable military force under the guise of unity. It
asserts that this 'EU army' would be used to suppress dissent, exert control over
member states, and dominate Europe akin to the totalitarian regime of the past.

nking-enduring-myth/
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https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/can-europe-make-it/is-eu-nazi-project-debunking-enduring-myth/
https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/can-europe-make-it/is-eu-nazi-project-debunking-enduring-myth/

Reflecting on the EU Parliament Elections

The European Union (EU) Parliament elections are a crucial moment for shaping
the future of the EU and its collective values. However, these elections have also
become a battleground where various local actors, politicians, and parties attempt
to undermine EU values. Understanding these challenges is imperative to fortify
the EU's foundational principles and ensure a resilient and united European
future.

1. Rise of Populist and Eurosceptic Parties:

In recent years, there has been a notable surge in populist and Eurosceptic parties
across Europe. These parties often challenge the fundamental values of the EU,
advocating for nationalistic agendas, restricting immigration, and sometimes even
guestioning the EU's existence. They appeal to citizens disillusioned by
mainstream politics and leverage concerns about national identity, sovereignty,
and economic disparities.

2. National Interest Above EU Solidarity:

Some local actors and politicians prioritise their national interests over EU
solidarity. In times of crisis, this can manifest in reluctance to cooperate or
contribute resources for the collective benefit of the EU. This challenges the
principle of solidarity, a cornerstone of EU values, and may lead to discord and
fragmentation within the Union.

3. Erosion of Democratic Principles:

Instances of erosion in democratic values, such as attacks on an independent
judiciary, freedom of the press, and civil liberties, are witnessed in several
member states. This undermines the democratic standards set by the EU and
compromises the core principles of democracy and the rule of law within the
Union.

4. Propaganda and Disinformation Campaigns:
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Local actors, political groups, or external actors engage in disinformation
campaigns to manipulate public opinion and sway election outcomes. Misleading
narratives and false information can distort the image of the EU and its values,
fostering mistrust and division among citizens. Disinformation campaigns can have
a detrimental impact on democracy by undermining the integrity of the electoral
process and manipulating public opinion.® Disinformation can be used to spread
false narratives, create confusion, and sow discord among citizens, which can lead
to a lack of trust in democratic institutions and processes.’ Disinformation can also
be used to suppress voter turnout, target specific groups of voters, and influence
election outcomes . In addition, disinformation can exacerbate existing social and
political divisions, leading to increased polarisation and a breakdown of civil
discourse.

As Europe looks ahead to the future EU Parliament elections, safeguarding EU
values against attempts to undermine them is of importance. Fostering an
informed, engaged, and united European citizenry is key to countering divisive
narratives and ensuring the success of the European Union. Only through
collective efforts and a renewed commitment to its values can the EU face the
challenges of the future and sustain its position as a beacon of unity, democracy,
and prosperity. This discourse reflects a desire for a more efficient, inclusive, and
impactful EU, ready to face the challenges of the 21st century. As the EU
continues to evolve, it is through these conversations and constructive dialogues
that a better, more resilient, and responsive European Union can be shaped for
the benefit of all its citizens.

One recurrent point of discussion revolves around the perceived 'democratic
deficit' within the EU. Critics argue that decision-making often seems distant and
detached from the ordinary citizen, creating a sense of disconnection. Many
advocate for increased transparency, a more understandable legislative process,

6 httgs [[www eurogarl europa. eu(thlnktank[en[document[EXPO STU%282021%29653635
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https://digital-strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/library/disinformation-threat-democracy-brochure
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document/EXPO_STU%282021%29653635

and enhanced citizen engagement to bridge this gap. A stronger emphasis on
involving citizens in policy discussions and decision-making can imbue the EU with
a greater sense of democratic legitimacy.

The EU's decision-making process is often criticised for being slow, complex, and
bureaucratic. Suggestions for streamlining institutions, reducing red tape, and
simplifying procedures are commonplace in these discussions. Some propose
reforms to the unanimity requirement, allowing for more qualified majority voting
to expedite crucial decisions. These improvements aim to make the EU more
nimble and responsive to the rapidly changing global landscape.

The changing global geopolitical landscape also demands a reevaluation of the
EU's foreign policy and global role. The ongoing debate often centres on creating a
united front on global issues, amplifying the EU's influence in international affairs,
and balancing relations with major global powers. Some propose a more assertive
and united EU stance on issues such as human rights, trade, and security to
safeguard its interests effectively.
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