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INSTEAD OF A SUMMARY
The final decision on Croatia's membership in the EU will be made by Croatian citizens on the
referendum. Whether the decision – either as consent or as rejection – turns out to be the result
of a thoughtful consideration and well informed attitude that brings with it the awareness of the
responsibilities, efforts and challenges that will be imposed by either acceptance or the rejection
of entry into a supranational community of European countries, will priormost depend on the fact
how well were the citizens of Croatia informed about the EU and the course of the pre-accession
process, but also on how many opportunities they had to openly articulate their thoughts and
concerns, and put forward the arguments for their attitudes and expectations.
Public voice of scepticism directed at the manner in which the accession process was led, the
readiness of Croatia to enter the EU, and at the EU itself, perceived as a new political, legal,
economic and socio-cultural supranational community - can be heard only sporadically. A
complete absence of debates on Eurosceptic considerations and attitudes was felt on all levels of
public sphere, from the media that did not open any space for confrontations and public debates,
and all the way to the Parliament in which there were practically no MP who would convey the
arguments of euroceptic deliberations, that is, if we leave out the individual politically and
ideologically driven appearances by certain members of Parliament.
What is particularly puzzling is the almost ignorant attitude taken by political elites towards the
euroscepticism expressed by young people in Croatia who are expected to benefit the most out of
the upcoming integration processes. In 2010, 49% of high-school graduates were against Croatia’s
accession to the EU and expressed scepticism concerning the loss of national identity, socioeconomic security and fear of future unequal position of Croatia in regard to other EU member
states (Survey of Political Literacy and Attitudes on the Accession of Croatia to the European Union
among High-School Graduates, GONG, Zagreb, 2010). At the same time, the results of a number of
public opinion polls on Croatia’s accession to the EU showed that a little over 50% of Croatian
citizens support Croatia’s accession process, while around 40% of citizens expressed scepticism
towards the EU accession process. Accordingly, the last survey conducted by Cro Demoskop
Promocije plus, showed that 39.1% of Croatian citizens are against Croatia’s future membership in
the EU.
Thus, representatives of government in charge of the Croatian accession negotiations, have so far
completely ignored the euroscepticism expressed by such a high percentage of Croatian citizens,
and failed to open the public space for a much needed articulation of attitudes and considerations
of an otherwise broad panoply of reasons cited for the opposition of the EU accession process. All
of this could prove to be crucial for the turnout of voters on the referendum and their final
decision on Croatia’s accession to the EU, but, what is even more important, it could prove
crucial for the readiness of Croatian society to deal with the consequences of such decision,
whatever this decision might be.
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The importance of such a crucial decision that will determine the future of the country was one of
the reasons why GONG, within the “EU IN FOrum“ project1 decided to open this space for public
debate and provide an opportunity for the articulation and exchange of arguments. In the first
phase of the project we decided to make it possible for those citizens who already publicly
expressed a certain degree of scepticism towards specific issues or areas related to the EU
accession process to freely and without prejudices state their expectations, fears, scepticism and
arguments2. At this phase of the project, meetings with those citizens were closed for public, and
were held in Osijek, Zagreb, Split and Rijeka3 end of May and beginning of June 2011. This report
therefore presents a summary of the above-mentioned discussions. A total of 32 people gave
reasons for their attitudes, and their arguments are grouped per areas and topics as defined by
themselves.
We would like to point out that the mentioned discussions tear down the stereotypes of
eurosceptics as a conservative, closed, xenophobic, ethnocentric and anti-democratic group of
people. Quite the opposite, issues discussed stemmed from the lack of complete and timely
information, pertain to law, justice, effects of liberal capitalism, achievements of liberal
democracy, Croatia’s capacities for fulfilling membership requirements, and lastly, alienation of
political elites from Croatian citizens, presently in Croatia, and subsequently in the EU. Contrary
to the general perception, this group of people expressed a great amount of concern and
responsibilities for Croatia as a political and democratic union. It is therefore logical to question
whether such a significant difference in values between the so called “Europhiles“ and
“Europsceptics“ would have been already annulled by the government and political elites, had
they took the time to open a public space for argumentative debates?
The discussions resulted in raising several issues, such as:
 Is the asymmetric balance of power within the EU a fixed category, and what does that
mean for Croatia?
 Is liberal capitalism the only option?
 What is the quality of democracy like in the EU?
1

In order to contribute to the understanding of EU membership, European values and standards, as well as
strengthening of the role of civil society, with specific aim of raising awareness, knowledge and trust of Croatian
citizens in the integration process and Croatia’s EU membership, GONG started implementing a project “EU IN Forum
– Raising Understanding on the Integration Process and EU Membership“, co-financed by the European Union through
the IPA INFO 2009 Civil Society EU EU Info programme with a total of € 69.972,50.
2

Out of a total of 80 persons contacted, most felt that they were not ready or were not able to participate in the four
meetings organized. A part of them expressed a desire to participate in subsequent public debates.
3

Our collocutors come from various environments and professions – among them there are retired and active
university professors, economists, farmers, doctors, jurists, workers, entrepreneurs, engineers, urbanists, politicians
and civil society activists.
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 What can Croatia do in order to position itself better within/towards the EU?
 What do the political elites need to change in their attitude towards the citizens and the
EU?
 What kind of a public administration do we need in order to move ahead in the EU?
In the second phase of the project we will ensure the space for open, public debates for which we
believe will contribute to the level of informing important for making the final decision through
the exchange of attitudes and arguments for and against the EU membership. Our goal is to
enable the articulation of expectations and guidelines for government representatives
concerning future positioning of Croatia towards the EU, whether from within or outside the
union.
Following are the summaries of arguments from held discussions, preceded by a short overview of
the understanding of the phrase “eurosceptic“ by our collocutors.
ATTITUDES TOWARDS THE “EUROSCEPTIC“ LABEL
Although the potential participants in discussions were asked to express their attitudes, i.e. to
articulate and argument the attitudes expressing scepticism, most of the contacted persons
almost unanimously refused to be labelled as eurosceptics. In turn, they offered a whole variety of
terms with which they would describe themselves in relation to the attitudes they have towards
the EU: from euro-pragmatic, euro-realist, euroejects, not being euronaive to euro-optimist with a
level of scepticism towards certain issues.
Our collocutors offered several explanations as to why they find the term eurosceptic
unacceptable: “Persons who express scepticism are publicly humiliated, put on the pole of shame,
called enemies of the state who undermine positive and developmental processes, and only
because they question the potential benefits and risks of the EU accession process“, one of our
participants said referring to the negative characteristics linked to the term eurosceptic, believing
it to be the consequence of public manipulation by the politicians who are very dogmatic and in
accord in advocating Croatia’s accession to the EU, labelling all those who ask questions as
europhobes. “What is behind it all, is a strong campaign directed at euroscepticism that questions
certain aspects of the accession process labelling those who express doubt and ask questions as
troublemakers, while those to who such questions are directed at and who are at the head of the
integration process, pose no problem in the public eye.
There were other opinions: “I personally think that the division between the euroscepticcs and
euophiles is artificial and a construction of petty politics. My division is to those who, in a kind of
pro-regime way babble about the EU - those who stand up and say ‘bless you’ whenever an
insignificant nobody in Brussels sneezes, and to those who, unfortunately, those rare and sensible
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citizens who resonate and utter things like: the EU is not the happiest choice for us, but it is the
only one!“
Even those interviewees whose attitudes express a clear-cut opposition to Croatia’s accession to
the EU, in all matters crucial for making such a decision, adamantly refuse to be called
eurosceptics. They justify this by saying that the term does not describe attitudes of people who
are either for or against the EU accession. These people call themselves euro-realists, and think
that the European Union is a construction of an economic and political oligarchy with the sole
purpose of carrying out a neoliberal financial occupation of Europe.

SOURCES OF CROATIAN EUROSCEPTICISM
Most of the interviewees described their attitudes as a type of scepticism that, based on
philosophical contemplation, looks for answers to those crucial questions that are of importance
to them and the state. Most of them claim that the source of their scepticism is in a distinct lack of
information – from negotiating positions, through the negotiating process itself, i.e.
harmonization, to the content of temporarily closed negotiating chapters.
Furthermore, what considerably influences the rise of scepticism with most of our collocutors
when considering the EU accession process is the concern that Croatia is not yet prepared for such
integration - not politically, or economically and/or by its socio-cultural capacities. Their reasoning
focuses on certain areas of activities in which these deficiencies are especially prominent, and
offer solutions in relation to what should be done in an eventual postponed accession process.
This type of scepticism is mixed with the scepticism they have towards the abilities, i.e.
competences of Croatian politicians in charge of the negotiating process, as well as towards the
administrative inadequate capacities and unpreparedness of institutions to take on new roles in
an integrated environment of EU member states.
Depending on the source of scepticism as defined by our collocutors, we composed a list of
reasons consisting of 24 of the most prominent reasons that we then divided into five main areas:
a deficit of information, Croatia’s unpreparedness for entry to the EU, lack of trust in Croatian
political elite, and, likewise, in the EU political elite, and, finally, scepticism that stems from
concerns about the loss of sovereignty, language, national identity … We transfer those concerns
in their original form, the way our collocutors expressed them in an effort to preserve the
authenticity of their expression, and to try and avoid possible mistakes in the interpretation of
those statements. We had intervened only where we deemed it necessary to adjust the statement
to written form.
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I) DEFICIT OF INFORMATION

1 Lack of information on negotiating positions and temporarily closed negotiating
chapters
We have not been offered clear and specific arguments for entry to the EU. The final
purpose of Croatia’s accession to the European community is left vague. We do not know
what took place during the negotiating process, nor do we know what were our
negotiating positions and attitudes. It feels like we are speeding down the motorway
without taking a break and without knowing for sure what awaits us at our goal because
we are travelling like baggage on someone’s order.
2 Lack of argument-based discussions
We did not sit down and discuss our future, we did not search for answers to many open
issues, and we were not given the opportunity to openly ask questions, nor were we
given the opportunity to resolve these issues with ourselves. Even as a member of one of
the negotiating team I was not made fully aware of our negotiating positions, and I do
not know what was finally agreed upon or what was signed. Our association still has not
received a single answer to hundreds of enquiries sent to our Government in the last few
years.
3 Media control - marginalized EU-related topics
Media as a whole, and especially public television, did not open the space for debates
through which people could have been able to articulate their arguments for and against
the EU accession. The leading people of public television are also the ones who held high
posts in the European Movement Association advocating Croatia’s accession to the EU,
and who use their public influence to advocate this through television as well.
Information is kept secret from us in the rest of the media as well, and for many of the
media outlets we do not even know the owners. All of the big publishers made a pact to
not publicly attack the accession process, turned the media into a big entertainment
business claiming that the EU story does not make profit. Proof of that can be seen in a
recently initiated referendum campaign that does not contain any information, only
advocacy slogans and persuasion.
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II) CROATIA’S UNREADINESS TO ENTER THE EU
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Agriculture
In positioning Croatian agriculture in the EU accession process the biggest problem was
the Land Registry which has not been significantly improved since 1918, and which in
such a short period of time could not have been significantly upgraded which, in turn,
resulted in a gloom perspective for Croatian farmers who consequently will not be able
to legalise their farms and apply for EU funding. Small farmers will be ruined because
they will not be able to meet the regulated production standards – they will not be able
to finance project documentation nor meet very strict production requirements,
especially in livestock farming.
For example, Croatian farmer will have to ensure five square meters per cow on the farm
because of the amount of food and manure per cow, and such requirements will also
apply to poultry farming with the purpose of increasing space allowance. Therefore,
besides investing into infrastructure, the farmer will have to expand the farm land, and
loan capacities of farmers are already very weak. At the same time, subsidies that could
possibly serve the purpose of farm expansion and better infrastructure are being
abolished.
Once faced with the price of imported olive oil of three euros per one litre, our olive
growers will, without having a localized branded olive oil of their own, simply go
bancrupt. EU membership will destroy some very sensitive segments of agriculture in
some particularly sensitive areas, such as islands.

5 Fishery
In the past years we did not manage to assess our fish stock in line with the standards of
EU regulated market. Because of some very wrong guidelines given to our fishermen by
the Croatian Government, our fishermen have been investing in all the wrong things.
They took out some very expensive loans to invest in their fishing boats that currently do
not meet the EU requirements, and it will take approximately 30 million euros to invest
into a new fishing fleet. The EU will not finance this through its funds, nor will the state
finance it, let alone our debt-ridden fishermen. Without such fleet, Croatian fishermen
will not be able to fish in the Adriatic Sea that will, upon our entry to the EU, fall under
the jurisdiction of the EU, which, according to the Treaty on the free movement of
goods, will mean that all member states will be licenced for fishing in the Adriatic Sea.
Therefore, the Adriatic will be opened for fishing to all fishermen with fishing boats that
meet the EU requirements, the type of boats most of Croatian fishermen presently do
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not have. Faced with such unregulated market and inadequate fishing fleet, our
fishermen will not be able to keep up with the competition, which will consequently
threaten the existence of a hundred thousand people currently living of fishery activities.
6 Culture
Croatia still has not finished research in the area of historic monuments and cultural
heritage. To this date, we have not managed to revise or save data in our cultural
database, and we have no systematic information concerning our cultural past. In such
an unorganized state of unlisted cultural assets we are faced with the permanent loss of
identity, which the EU accession would simply speed up. We are entering the EU like a
ragamuffin just because we we were not able to sort out our own rich cultural heritage
and build our identity on what we have within the community of other European states.
7 Territory as a resource
Territory is the only resource we have, and it is fundamental to know how we negotiated
it. Since we know so little about it, we can only assume that, when territory is concerned,
issues as deep as craters will open up in the future. On one side, 95% of our territory is
owned by the state. On the other side, it is quite likely that there will be a large interest
to inhabit this area, since we already heard the talks about how 16 million people can
live on the territory of the Republic of Croatia. Therefore, according to the agreement on
public procurement, the state will sell parts of that territory to the highest bidder. This,
of course, means that we will no longer be able to claim that Croatian citizens have the
advantage or better conditions for buying Croatian territory.
Thus, the land which we now consider to be public good, and only because the state did
not opt for it to be managed by its citizens, will tomorrow through public tender be
opened for the entire EU market. And there are a number of citizens who have been
waiting for years to have their licences issued so that they could initiate certain activities.
The County of Istria alone has 16 thousands unissued building permits for which the
citizens have been waiting for years in order to start or expand their business and
possibly be able to compete on the EU market one day. The state does not see that
potential in its citizens. This is why all Croatian public goods should be offered to
Croatian citizens prior to entering the EU. This would then resolve the issue of managing
waters, the coast, islands, maritime goods. Slovenia, Austria, and many other states did
exactly that and entered the EU without public goods owned by the state.
8 Poverty
I am a young man who does not own an apartment and for now have no intentions of
getting one. My living standard and my income are not on the EU level, and it is
reasonable to expect the devaluation of Croatian kuna and lowering of living standard.
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Croatia currently has socially acceptable prices for gas, electricity, and even bread with
which our government has been buying social peace for years, and after we enter the EU
this will all be history. Citizens of most of the EU member states were much better
prepared for the price shock that raised their basic costs of living. We will not be able to
survive that jump. My colleague from Trieste and I are not in the same position, so, allow
me to stand on my own two feet first, and then we can continue together.
9 Lack of administrative capacities
We do not have an administratively arranged system of preparing for entering the EU or
the application system for accession funds. So far, we have only managed to draw 17
percent out of the pre-accession funds. Our EU membership fee will cost us five billion
kunas annualy, and out of a seven billion kunas we have at our disposal through the EU
funds, and judging from our past abilities, we will perhaps be able to get two billion
kunas. This means that, already at the beginning we are at loss for three billion kunas.
63% of our municipalities are not self-sustainable, and our regions do not have sufficient
capacities to draw from the funds, a problem that is not being solved although it is
directly connected to the ability to draw money from funds.
I work in a company that successfuly applied and received financing for 5 projects for
which we needed to set up good organization and have quality people. Although we
have been very successful in that, we have now reached the upper limit of our capacities,
and since we do not have support on the national level because the issue of co-financing
projects in at least 15% of project value still has not been resolved, we can not proceed
with new projects. So, if we, who are regularly implementing projects, experience such
big problems in the implementation phase, what are the chances of small players for
drawing money from the funds without the support of national and local administration
which, on the other hand, is completely undefined and unorganized in that aspect?
10 The small players do not stand a chance – and we have no big ones
We are still not ready for the EU, and we are missing big players for the global game. A
big market such as the EU market benefits large systems because the small ones are not
globally competitive. We have no big systems in Croatia and this is why we will not be
able to use the benefits that the EU membership brings, and will at the same time pay a
high price for all of its shortcomings. We do not even have the protection of intellectual
property and we are stepping into the ring with big players with our arms too short.
Besides, we do not even have business trainers and our chances of attracting big
domestic and foreign investments in the modernization of our industry are very poor,
from ship building to military industry, IT sector and renewable energy. Is Croatia already
destined only to their import, or is another game possible on our way to the EU? The EU
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is tailor-made for a stabile, developed and slow-growing economy, while we need a
different framework, tailored for a dynamic, aggressive and self-reliant economy.
Croatia is still in transition and it has no system with which to serve its citizens, so that in
the negative selection of our administration, a case best proven by Plomin 3, or
Rockwool where a company placed a measuring unit five kilometres from the microlocation while people were having difficulty breathing inside, it seems like the state is
being blackmailed and that it, due to particular interests, it protects the investor from
Denmark.

III.

LACK OF TRUST IN CROATIAN POLITICAL ELITE

11 Democratic deficit
a) Political Darwinism and the imposed rule of the strongest
EU represents a process of merging of powerful parties in which those powerful
parties use coercion over the less powerful as a tool for making them join the
process. And that is why there is no information about what we are heading into, and
that is why the one who doubts is a problem, and not the one who is being doubted.
Scepticism is a philosophical deliberation and political oligarchy should use it, but it
does not, for they, so it seems, have no clue what is it all about. My scepticism is
scientifically based, I question the artifact being offered to us, and I wonder whether
there is space in that for natural right of my people for humanization. The only thing I
see, is the fact that my people will be left to political Darwinism, political right of the
strongest, because that is how the EU will function. If the EU legal acquis is imposed
on Croatian people, it is legal tyranny to which noone is entitled to. And the right to
do precisely that was claimed by our political oligarchy. They took it upon themselves
to keep people in ignorance, to claim the right of not knowing anything themselves,
and simply sign our disappearance off the map in order for someone else to survive.
If the people are kept in the dark, the question of our coexistence with other nations
opens up. Therefore, I do not see the problem in the European Union, but in those
who think that Croatian people can be controlled. I see a problem in the hierarchy of
force that excludes democracy and opens a question on who has the right to
manipulate a nation without any responsibility, social or historic.
b) Doubt in fair referendum
Considering how the informing process of citizens on the EU was not conducted in a
democratic manner, the question is whether the EU referendum campaign or
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referendum itself, for that matter, will be. The list of voters has been unresolved for
years in Croatia, and our electoral system was not founded on a democratic basis,
nor is it organized so as to be transparent, and in the pre-accession period the EU has
created no pressure on Croatian government to arrange the system in such way as to
become more transparent which is a precondition for all democratic processes. What
we have here, is a democratic dictatorship. For instance, the petition for a
referendum on the Labour Act signed by 800 thousand citizens was dismissed
instantly, while the ruling party, the Croatian Democratic Union formed the
government with that same number of votes. It is easier to enter the EU, than to
overthrow a mayor, because the conditions for holding a local referendum are more
rigorous that the conditions for entering the EU. We know how to play democracy,
but we do not have it. Evidence that supports that is the fact that our government
uses money from the budget in order to conduct a referendum campaign in which it
exclusively advocates one attitude, and very hypocritically asks the people for their
yes or no decision. Such brochures and advertising campaign are nothing else but an
attack on the intelligence and should be stopped as soon as possible.
c) The non-existance of argument-based debates on for and against the EU
Paul Vandoren, the Head of the EU Delegation in Croatia pointed out to a problem
that Croatia did not make a cost-benefit analysis of the EU accession. We completely
skipped over the discussions on the Treaty from Maastrich or Lisbon Treaty, which is
in Croatia treated as an underground document, that we have to pass around
amongst ourselves like it is marijuana, because there is no official, translated and
publicly accessible document. We do not have a flow-through, transparent
bureaucracy. Our money does not pay for administration that discloses information,
quite the opposite, it exists in order to conceal and hide information.
12 Private interests
a) Political clientelism
Our Parliament is occupied by almost 100 percent of europhiles, and that is not
normal. Since we know that there are almost 40% of eurosceptics in Croatia, we would
like to know who are our MPs representing. This means that we will enter the EU so
that a handful of politicians could occupy some high posts and a salary of 200
thousand euros a year. And after we do enter the EU and when things go wrong, the
political parties will just bicker amongst themselves, placing the blame first on
Brussels, and then the Social Democratic Party will blame the Croatian Democratic
Union for mismanaging the negotiations, and if Croatian Democratic Union is going to
be the opposition, they will lead the demonstrations against the Social Democratic
Party for not standing up for Croatian interests in the EU.
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The biggest problem in Croatia today, in light of political decisions, is the insufficient
input of expert opinion, i.e. decisions are made in line with political, and not
professional standards so that the sacred goal of entering the EU is overwhelming and
collateral victims are being left behind, such as ship building where the negotiations
were done inadequately and were a political decision signed in Brussels was never
even seen or accepted by the experts.
b) Dominance of capitalism over democracy
So far, the political elite has led the entire negotiating process with the EU by
favouring the interests of large capital, and they have done so without any scruples
towards all layers of society. The political oligarchy established quasigovernmental
structure of power through various agencies and funds which was a fallacy aimed to
fool the outsiders in order to buy time and strengthen the few chosen ones. We
already have EU winners, and they are interest groups and the few chosen ones which
in tandem with the government operated all those years at the expense of citizens and
led the EU accession process solely out of their own interests for occupying positions
of power and wealth in the global picture.
For example, our farmers were being systematically reduced to poverty in order to
weaken them and prevent them from using own capital and land to to compete in the
global food production plans. Croatian farmers took out loans, invested in their farms,
increased production and raised the quality of their products, but still could not
achieve their price because, at the same time, our politicians led an impressive policy
on imported food that quickly overflowed our market. And very soon the cattlebreeders will be ruined because the price of meat is kept exceptionally low.
Domestic products are not being used in tourism. We have a turnover of 18 million
overnight stays, and still, we are not able to sell 18 million glasses of our domestic
wine. For instance, in Rovinj alone we have four supermarkets without the products
produced by our manufacturers. On the other hand, 12 million people in Rimini in Italy
are able to live off one million overnight stays. The example of how the EU is already
controlling control our agricultural production with the help of our political oligarchy is
best seen in cases of three sugar refineries that managed successful business only to
have one of them closed. Is not that connected with sugar production throughout
Europe and the protection of their placement on the market?
c) Corruption of negotiation leaders
The fact is that in 20 years we have not managed to form a democratic government,
that we do not have a functioning rule of law or the right people in the right positions.
For instance, the largest part of our pre-accession negotiations on Croatian side was
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led and created by Ivo Sanader, a man who is today perceived as the head of Croatian
corruption octopus. How can we today ignore the person who destroyed the moral
backbone of Croatia in the story of EU accession? With what baggage are we entering
the EU from his period of reign, and what will this bring us, demands an open
discussion supported with arguments.
13 Incompetence
I do not want to be led by people who generally have no idea, and are leading us
somewhere they themselves do not know where. Those are people who do not
understand what is family, company or state. The same situation happened during the
breakup of Yugoslavia, and we only need to remember the people who led the separation
process back then. Morally and intellectually weaker people, who accumulated wealth,
while the rest of became a flock of sheep. And nothing changed here. And the people of
those same values, who do not know how to run the state, are now leading the EU
accession process. We asked for the law on preventing privatization of natural resources,
strategic companies, and no one prevented us from stepping into new relationships with
these things actually being sorted out.
14 Economic potentials were deliberately suppressed
Croatian economic development was never once considered, due to the one and only aim
of entering the EU. It is a fallacy that there are no other options. For example, the city of
Rijeka is the best part of Europe for business and people intending to do business. There
are projections of some of such possibilities through which we could use our good
geostrategic position in Europe and further initiate the growth of our economy. For
Japanese automobile and IT industries which can not do business in the EU, and have a
great interest in doing business in that area, with its 20 kilometers distance from the EU
Croatia would be an ideal country for the development of such businesses. Rijeka could
open up for such companies as well. And, at least five thousand people would find
employment as a consequence of that, and the product would then have the Made in
Croatia label. The IT industry alone has the employment potential for seven thousand
people. But, this is not allowed because it disrupts the concept of the EU accession
process. At the same time, one of Croatia’s leading products are bank loans for cars,
amounting to four times higher costs for buying foreign cars, which is in the interest of the
EU, but it’s not in our interest. And this imposes another logical question, was it necessary
to turn over all of our banking potential to the network of six larger Italian-German and
German-Austrian banks, a practical give away, by the ultimately reduced prices?
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IV.

LACK OF TRUST IN THE EU POLITICAL ELITE

15 EU as a dogma on socio-cultural community
EU is a big dogma projected by the EU political elite of which there are no real critical
deliberations within the EU. The EU was created on the basis of an economic idea of a
community of coal and steel. Today when we are discussing the entry to the EU, we are
not perceiving it as a matter of entering an economic community, but as a civilisational
issue which is why we fail to comprehend the real reasons for the EU accession, and in
turn create an illusion of a supposedly better life there. Thus, discrimination in the key
area of human rights, the right to be adequately paid for one’s work is to a great extent
present in the EU, but this is not the information passed on to the public. For example,
Italy persistently sticks with the story that the price for one hour of work is six euros. Yes,
for an Italian, but not for people coming from Arabic countries, for them, that same work
costs 2 euros, and Bulgarians and Romanians can earn 50 cents top for the same job. The
EU unfortunately, inicites further disintegration of society through that ugly side of
capitalism, raw competition.
16 Rule of capitalist interests, not the rule of law
EU is an interest driven organization. The rule of law bears no interest with them. A clear
example of that is our ZERP (Ecological and Fisheries Protected Zone). If the EU does not
respect the international law, what does it respect? Out of a total of 146 coastal countries
in the world, 137 of them proclaimed the economic zone. Croatia, however, can not apply
that to the EU member states due to the pressure created by the member states at the
time ZERP was being promulgated. The EU watched unconcerned this non-compliance
with the international law, and a similar thing happened with the maritime border with
Slovenia. It is all about the rule of interest, not of law.
17 EU Democratic deficit
In the EU, the laws are not passed by the Parliament which is why from a legal and
constitutional point of view, the European Union is not, and can not be a parliamentary
democracy. The fact is that the European MPs do not represent the countries they are
coming from, but supranational European parties they belong to. The president of the
European Council is not elected by the people through parliamentary democracy
procedures, and there are no instruments to remove the president from office if they are
not doing their job properly.
18 Non-transparent financing
The EU citizens with their taxes mostly pay for high bureaucracy costs. Just for the official
cars of much too wealthy EU officials, they set apart 5.25 million euros. The EU is currently
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facing a trend of constant debt rise in all EU member states, not just in Greece and
Portugal. And the way this gets financed with expensive bank money is stipulated in
Article 21.1 of the European Central Bank Statute which says that the member states can
not finance the deficit in their budget directly through ECB, but through financial
institutions (banks). In the end, almost all money in circulation is created through credits
and weighted by interest rates.
19 Three crucial Es of the European Union
EU at the top of its goals has three Es: economy, energy and ecology. Unlike us, it very well
understands the value of money. The problem is that those three items on the agenda are
to us completely marginal and this is why we did not negotiate them, we just complied. The
political elites of the EU deliberately led the negotiating process in such a way that we could
not have come out of it strengthened by knowledge or new projects in the economy,
energy or ecology.
20 Civil society and the deception created by the EU politicians
I do not have confidence in the EU civil society because of the way the Union treated
Croatian civil society. The mistake on EU behalf was that it did not prepare the civil society
organizations in a quality way during the pre-accession process for the democratization of
society and strengthening of many civilisational achievements. At the same time, the EU
politicians spread the message how civil society is one of the key segments of society,
moreover, of democratization. The EU was happy with this facade they put on, and Croatia
smeared everyone’s eyes with the National Foundation for the Development of Civil Society
which, instead of a civil society, favors the parallel company, more precisely certain political
associations.
21 Dictate in ship-building
EU wants ships. But not Chinese ships because they are of poor quality. It wants our knowhow, but for a considerably lower price of labour produced by our highly qualified and
highly educated workforce, which is why we privatized our ship building industry under
coercion. Our 3. Maj ship yard will be, as was already announced, overflowed by cheap
labour force from China, and there is a big pressure from the Romanians and Bulgarians for
the approval of quotas for ship building. A story about ship building as a big loser is a
deception, because the state would not build or finance ship building if it was not worth her
a while.
22 Doubts in the protection of human rights
It was a terrible mistake on the side of Croatia which was preparing to enter the EU that it
did not bring with it those solutions to health issues we have had ever since the days of
Andrija Štampar which were excellently resolved and that could have been a response to
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the present crucial global health issues. These are issues of collective rights, private rights
and rights of the community and they all break on the issues of patients’ rights, which we
had built in our system a hundred years ago, owing to teachings of Štampar, and treated
the rights of patients on the level of fundamental human rights. Instead, we choose to
destroy the well-set up health system and treate it as a political, and not a health issue. So,
instead of transferring this important acquisition of our know how to the EU, we are
abandoning it and heading for a total disaster of health commercialization simply because
noone invented the acquisition of money for general good, but for private good. In the
chapter concerning health, patient and patient’s rights as human rights, basically does not
exist.

V)

THE LOSS OF NATIONAL IDENTITY AND SOCIO-CULTURAL IDENTITY
(ETHNONATIONAL EUROSCEPTICISM)

23 Protection of sovereignty and identity
Those in favour of the Union could not provide real arguments or proof on why we are
giving up our sovereign state. The sceptiticms about whether we should do that comes from
several sources: the first one comes from doubting the way the whole negotiating process
was led. It was not transparent, it was aggressive, and we are being treated like the first
Christians that whenever we try and speak out about some of the issues, they are very close
to throwing us to the lions. We are not in the negotiating process, but in an adjustment
process. Negotiating usually includes equal negotiating partners, which is not the case here
since Croatia is inferior in this process; it is subordinated and needs to obey. Sovereignty is
not made of military or banks, but of our personal sovereignty that is the only real initiator
of the development of society, and if we loose that sovereignty we will permanently gamble
our future away.
We have 30 thousand square kilometres of territorial sea and 56 thousand square
kilometres of land area. We are giving up our sovereignty over almost one half of Croatian
territory (the sea) just so the other half could enter the EU. And in doing so we have no plan
that resolves the issue of what will happen with one hundred thousand people who live off
fishery, since Croatia will loose its economic zone and territorial sea upon entering the EU.
Just for comparison, in the economic zone of Norway fish is number one priority, after
which comes oil, and this is why Norway did not enter the EU because it would need to give
up its economic zone.
EU should be an individual choice, and why should not I feel like the little guy, a man from
the Island of Brač; why should I have to feel like a European? EU showed its teeth and lack
of understanding for the most refined values, such as religion. It is trying to detach us from
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our spiritual roots. However, we are obliged to accept such reality because it is slowly
becoming a socially desirable behaviour. Just try going against it and you will be mocked.
24 Protection of fundamental spiritual values and resources
EU is in itself a negative artifact because it includes no mention of Christianity as the
fundament of Europe in the EU Constitution. It is not incorporated in the Lisbon Treaty
which allows for equal settlement of all EU citizens. And I do not want that, because we are
an exceptionally attractive country and they would come to buy us all. The only argument
we have for entering the EU is because we are weak, and we have no future without the EU.
While the real problem is that Croatia is not ready for entering the European Union. We are
entering it with are heads bowed, our underpants lowered and we are bending to get the
soap. The richness of space, of water and ecological preservation, these are not some of the
things on europhiles’ minds nor do they have any intention of protecting these outstanding
values. Three things should be done prior to entering the EU - we should incorporate the
fact that this country was founded on Christianity into our Constitution, protect the
language act and pass a draconian act on ecology so as to prevent building within hundred
meters from the coast. We can not protect everything. Yes, they will buy the Island of Brač,
people have already started to sell and it should not be stopped. But we should protect
ecology. When we protect our religion, language, and ecology [then] we can enter the EU.
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