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The Polish publi ¢ support for integ ration
with t he European U nion

The beginning of the pross of the systemic transformation was
accompanied by the slogameturn b Europe”. Soon after, thelea
gained more substance hetpostulag of Poland’s integtion with he
European structres (initially the EEC and tlen the BJ). As early as in
February 1994, the Assiation Agreenent between Poland and EC,
signed in December 1991, entreto force. Jushirteen years lger, on
the 1 May 2004 — 6 yearafter the begning of the accessn
negotiatons — Poland became a niwen of the European Union.

The idea of Poland’s aession tolie European Union was met with
a very posite attiude of the socigtalready in the beginning of 1990s,
at the tme ofits appeaance in the pub discouse. The public suppor
for Poland’s ent to the EU then redned 80%. This exg#ionally high
support weakened duag the next yars, yet sli the majority of the
Polish socity supported Paind’s merbership in his organiation.
Undoubtedly, among the reasons for the puslipport for he idea of
European inte@tion were he unambiguously pro-integfionistpolicy
of all successive goverrents of the Il Polish Rejblic as well as
a general gpport for integation of the majority of sociand politcal
elites. The EU ranmbership was recognized aseowf the Polish
politically srategic gals fdlowing from the Poli§ natioranl interest.
The extent of the influercof the unambiguously pro-integionist
policy of successiveayernnent cabinets can be illustrated by the lack
of sharp difference in thespport for the EU mebership among people
with left- or right-wing political inclinatians.

The stabilization of the suppt was assisted by the presence of
a convicton about this pmcess being nievitable and having no
alternative. A vast @jority of the society saw thelEmembership not
just as a koice, but as rainevitablity resulting from the advanced
globalizaion proceses — deepening of mutual paldl and economic
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dependences andrmtections between d#rent countries. Thereas

a comnon feeling that Here was no coming back fronolBnd’s
menbership in he EU. Reraining out of the EU was accompanied
with no less anxiety as accessing the But certainly lacked the hope
granted by therospect of the membership in the conmity.

In the preacassion peod the suppdrfor the EU wekered, but it
was also beoming much nere corscious. If in thebegginning it was
based on the geeral expectabns for a civiisational and culral
advanement of Pdand and swift joming the communty of the
Western caintries, in tme this support was gang a more sutanive
basis. The awarenes®f the adjustnent problens connectedwith
integrationaswell asthe civilisationaldistancebetweenPolandand
EU menber stées was inreasing. Maeover, the expectains
asodated with Ptands menbershp in the EU beane nore
bdanced- the expeetl baefits were cosidered in a rore long-term
perspecive, with an asumpton that ony the next geeration of Pdes
will benefit from themto the tillest.

Poles entaxd the EU with a mixture of hopes and anegtnot suz
of what would happen after 1 May 2004. On the one haeg,oped
for the accelmtion of the ecnomic developmnt and drop of
unemploynent rate(which reachd 20% in 2002), on thether, they
were afraid of the se of prices andhus the worsening ofving
standards. Sucharries began to increase dratically in the course of
the last few ranths before the refendum Nevertheless, the vast
majority of the voters{7,45%) suppoed Poland’s mebership in his
organizaibn. Such considable supportin the referadum was
possible onhe one hand, due to tipeo-integrationst atttudes which
have become are consoliated. On the otherhand, many
Eurosceptics were convincéuat it was pointless to opposeathvas
inevitablke, and just d not turn up athe pollng stations

After the accesen of Poland to the EuropedJnion Poles were
relieved to see that the dark scenarios, assyitine failure ofthe
economy as a result of EU integoat, had not fulfilled, ad that no
dramatic changes hadke&n place in ourcountry. The diminished
uncertainty and reduceddrs associated with the Elénbership, and
the fdlowing increasinty visible positive efects la to the geater
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support for the EU in thigrst few months after the accessi Two years
after the accession the percentagetlodé supporters of the LE
menbership isconsiderabl bigger than hat from just before the
accession. 80% dPoles declare theselves as the supporters of the
Poland’s merbership inhe EU, whereas only 11%eaopponents. This
means that the publicupport for the EU mebership todg is the
highest for the pst 10 years.

Picture 1. Attitude tovardsintegmation anong all espondets
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AsfollowsfromtheEurobaromterresearchPoles’satisfactionvith
our cauntry’s menbershp in the EU is hgher than thaveage in the
EU. Among the new meber cainties only Lithuania has a lgher
support.

Weighing b enefits and losses

Corsolidation of the pilic supportfor Pdands menbershp in the
EU results prelomnantly fromthe fact that the Imefits of ac@ssion are
gradudly becomng more vsible with the pasage of time. Just three
morths bdore the acession, in Feruay 2004, the nuimer of peple
bdieving that the acession willbring about more Iees than beefits
was amost the sam as that of peple bdieving in nore beefits than
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losses. First aémps at asessrent of the renbership three maoths
after the acession were better than the expaotat expressd eatier.
In the next moths the nurber of p@ple seeing more beefits than
losses of our EU mnbership was rsing. Three maths after P@ands
aceession tohie Euopean Union two in five Fes were conviced that
the menbership brought more beefits than bsses, wheeas talay —
after two years of mebershp — this opnion is shaed by more than
half of the ppulation.

Atthe sane time, the prcentage of ped@negatively evaluating the
membership efécts was dinmishing. Two years after Poland’s
menbership in he European Union, the number of people convinced
that the EU inégration bings more benefits than lessto our coumy
is almost threeimes bigger than the number of people hatig the
contrary.

Picture 2. Integiation with the Europea Union (will bring) bringsPoland:
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Yet, although more than half of Poles see fpaseffects of the EU
menbership for our couny, consideably less peple declae that thg
personal perceive beefits of the integation. Notwithsanding this,
the attituds in this regrd are beaming more positie. 2 yeess after tle
accession, the percentaggpebple declaring that the EUsmbership
brought thenpersonally mre benefits than losses is alsh twice as
big as the number of people ratlsaffering from its negative effects.
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Picture 3. Integration with the Europea Union (wll bring) bringsyou
peronally:

I more benefits [ as many losses = more losses [ difficult
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Socio-economic effects of th e inte gration

The EU accession boostéhe economic growth in Poland. The first
year of nenbership was already regarded as bieraffor the Polish
econony. 2 years after the Eblccession the positive econioreffects
became even are visibke. Now nore than hdlof the Polish society
sees the pasve influenceon the stat of the Polish economy (57%, 10
points more than a yeag@). The evalu&n of the economic effects of
the menbership isvaried for different setors of the economy. Contrary
to earler opinions, e sector whil in the publk view benefited most is
the agricltural secto due to tle EU gstem of agicultural drect
subsidies.

An increasing nuimer of people see theogitive effect of
integraton for the functioning of busirss, both privee and public
Yet, it does nothange the fachat in the pubt opinion t is raher
private canpanies (%) that begfit from the EUmembership tlan
the public ons (32%).

Moreover, although already a yeateafthe EU accession Poles
noticed a posive effect of integraon on the eanomy, they did not see
positive tianges on the tour market. Today, the number of people
seeing inprovenent in this area is increasing. Nevertheless, the opinion
that the ntegraton has no influence on unemployment still piksva
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Picture 4. Do you think thats areailt of Polnd’s acesion to he EUthe
unenployment in Poland has athe increagd, ha raher dereasel, or the
integration ha had nonfluene on th#?*

m rather O hashad no = rather O difficuit
increased influence decreased tosay ©
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Souce:CBOS.

* Until Februay 2004the quesibn concenedtheexpetaionsassommtedwith the
EU accession.

Unhappy about the higlevel of unemployrant in Poland, Pote
strongly vale the opening of thabour markets by some of the EU
menber stags. They considethis opporntinity as one of the most
important benefits of the EU mdrarship. About a yeafter the EU
accession, one in seveml®s declared that after the 1 May 2004
somebodyrom their closestamily left for one of the EU countes to
work there. Acordingto polls (aswell as tke official statistics) tk
most popular destinain for economic ngration was Germany, where
Poles were predominantly employed in &4 jobs. The send most
popular county was Great Briten. Poles areemployed there in
administration, marketing, heitbusinesand gastronomy. Relatively
many Poles work in Italy, édland and the Nbkerlands. Accating to
the statments of ngrants’ families, the bulk of Poles who have
migrated to the EU ember states, are legally empéx. Yet, the
majority of persons intested in eanomic mgration to one of the EU
member states declared their readiness to work there illegally.

The gradual improvement of the state of economy, as well as the
fading away of bad connotationssasiated wih EU because of the
rise of prices shortly after the accession result mrempositive
perceptia of the efect d the irtegration @ the naterial situatio of
Poles. If a year agd¢ dominant opinion was thattegraton had
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a negativempact on the living condans of Poles, presdtit is just
the contray. More peopd notice he positiverather han negative
effects ofthe integréon on naterial livingconditians.

Picture 5. Do you think thaPoland’s acessbn to the BJ influencel
the maerial living conditiors of Poles rather positively, rather negatiyely
it hashad no inflenceon that?*

m rather positively & hashad no = rather negatively O difficult
influence tosay (9
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* Until Februay 2004thequesion concenedtheexpetaionassomtionwiththeEU
accession.

Before the accessioto the EU many people expresseckdrs
regarding lhe level of prepation of Poland for the mewership and for
the EU funds’ absorption. &hy feared that lmause of the
government’s indolence doo complicated procedes and too high
demands fronthe EU, Poland would not be alite use the stictural
funds and other EU assasice monies. According to theidstry for
Regional Development, Poland has spenty 11% of the money
granted for 2004—-2006. Local gouenents and the business managed
to absorb thelargest amount of roney. It is &pected thatthe
simplification of the procedes of granting th&U funds should result
in the abilty to spend 40%of the granted money. Despite thawl
absorption apacity so far, tsuctural funds considetdy boosted the
GDP growth, as well as — even ifstnot so vible yet — ontributel to
the decrese of unemploym®nt in Poland. The flow of moneyoin the
EU funds is also better noticed by an average.Rdore people see
changes in theenvironment associated withé absorptin of the EU
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funds — the development ofumicipal nvestment, e.g. a sewage
system. Yet, the most canon exarple of investment co-financed by
the EU funds is the buildg and repaiof roads, as well as dding of
motorways.

Civilisation al and cultural ef fects of the integrati on

Even if so@-econonic effects ofthe integration can be noticed
within a relatively stort period of time, one may expet that its
civili sationaland culturbconsequencewill only be sen in the future,
as a result of long-terprocesses. Neverthelesgynmand rore people
see the influence dhe EU integration in this sphere as wellhat/is
more, the awareness difie civilisational-cultural effects of theUE
integrationstronglyshape th attitude dPdes towads the intgration.
More than a haof the population sepositive dfects of the integradn
for the naturaénvironment in Poland. Almost half of Poles consider that
the EU merhership contbuted b better tate of knowledge andvel of
educatio as wé as better attitde towards wak. Two in five Poles
notice therise of work efficiency afterojning thisorganizabn. More
than four in ten Bles see the positive efft of the EUmembership on
the functioning of the pdaical system in Poland, rule of law, as wedl a
the culturdlife of Poles.There is awidely held opnion tha the EU
menbership has not caused considerable gbsnin the areas
fundanental br the Ptish natioral identity:the Poli$ religiosity and
patrioism. Yet, a slightly biggenumber of people (22%) than from
a year ago, mention the diminishing of theddity of the Polish family.
More often than a y@ ago, Poles nige the ntegraton’s influence upon
interpesonal rehtions — benevehce and tolance for othes.

When comparing the autoeseotype of a Pole andstereoyped
perception of an arage EU citizen, it can be seen that waleate
ourselves better and better and feel increasinglylaino Western
Europeans. Tésuccess of the$t year after the accession has boosted
the self-esteerof Poles. Ayear after the EU accessiaimast one in
two, and now two in five Poles belie that aftejoining theEU the
self-esteenof Poles has iproved. This is also and portant factor in
consolidaion of the public suppofor the intgration.
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Picture 6. Do you think thatis areault of Polnd’s EUac@sson
the selfesteem of Ples has rdter increased, &s rathedecreased
or the ntegrdion hashad no inflienceon that?
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Souce:CBOS.

Socio-demograph ic differentiation of the as sessment
of EU integrati on results

Publicattitudegowardgheintegraion havealwaysdependednthe
respondeng socio-economicstatus, as defined by educationand
income as well as thenal/urban divide. Strong suppofor the EU as
well as @timism as to the dture efects d the inegation weae
assodated with hgher levelof eduation, rdatively high income, good
evduation of own naternal situaion, living in a bigcity as vell as
non-agriculturalsourcesof inconme. Theseinterdependenceare still
viable. The gratest suppders of the EU itegation are peple with
highereducationpeopldn managerigbositionsspecialstsandprivate
entrepreneur3hesgroupsevaluatehepreseneffectsof thePoland’s
membershp in the EU better than the aage. Age is also an portant
factor. Young peple, espemlly pupils and stdents, beng to the
groups which shows the ¢ihest appreation ofr the paitive effects of
the irtegration (nore tharf0%).

Farmers are the group whosttatles &olved in an inérestng way.
For many years scept&tnh and opposition towards European
integration were characteristic of this group, agar$ associated with
its effects werette most common. In the beginning of 2004, just sealer
months before the EU accession, opiniorigpsthowed that dominant
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opposition bwards integation among far@rs. The majority of them
were afraid that the Eblccession would hawa negative edict on their
farms. Havever,farmers’ attituds to the &) menmbership mproved
consideraby in the firstmonths after the accessi Supporters of the
EU membership among theoutnumbered the opponents. One of the
factors of this changeften ignored in dierent sorts of forecasts the
effects ofthe EU integration, as the increased demd for certain
agriculural producs. The increasd demand for Polish products
surprisel farmers, especiallyaking into acount that hey had been
afraid that trade lilbralisation wuld leadto flooding Pvland wth
foreign agricultual products. Y, first of all, the rise in suport for the
EU menbership armong farners was connecteditiv the hopes to
receive direct subsidies for agricultural products. Tyears after
joining the EU, farners’ opinbns about the effects of the EU
integraton for themselves are iktevolving. The support for the
menbership in his groups isnot as high ast was shortf after the
accession, although it rexims higher than it was ke the accession
(up to 60%). Faners corplain about e drop in purchee pricedor
agricultual prodwets, rise in prices on means of agricultual
production, ®o0 high standals on milk products. Although the
subsidies are an unquestionable assétoEU nembership, yet in the
opinions of some farers, thesasubsidies i@ too low, procdures too
complicated and waitingme too long.

The position of P oland int he Europ ean Unio n
and th e perceived attit ude of other me mbers
of the EU towards Poland

In the publc perceptn one of the vital pave effects of the EU
menbership isthe improvement of the position of Poland in Europe.
The increased significancé Boland in Eirope after the accession to
the EU is noticd by 60% of Poles. Just aftgining theEU in June
2004 there weraupt slighty more people who considered aauntry
to have mediunposition and nfluence than thosthat saw Poland
among the least signifioa countres. At presentPoles much wre
comnonly place Polad among the countries of mediyoasition.
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Picture 7. How do you ases Polad’s positon in the Eiropea Union?
DoesPoland bleng to:

1%

1%

the countries that have the strongest
position and the biggest influence inthe BJ

the countries that have a medium position
and medium influence inthe BJ

. . the countries that have the weakest
4% 36% position and smallest influence inthe BU
8% 10% Difficult to say
VI 2004 IV 2006
Souce:CBOS.

These changes werea@mpanied by the percepti of improved
attitudes of other Eldtates towards Polandw® years ago, ®tes were
convinced thathe two biggesstates of the EU, Franeand Germany,
are not welcoming towards Polasdaspirabns to play amore
significant ole in Europe. Bothhiese countds were consided as
unfriendly towards Paind. Such opinions wereriggered by
disagreerants over the Constitutional Treaty as well as the Iraq
interventon. In both quesbns Poland’s pason (smilarly to the
position of Spain undethe premiership of Aznar) wasfidirent than
that of France and Germany. What we in Poland defined as
independenceniforeign policy, some of our EU partnerseirgrete as
lack of loyalty and overgrown ambitions. Poles had arpression then
that their cantry was not treatd as an eggl partne and that it vas
allowed less than the core 15 cowes. Nevertheless, the growing
scepticem towards the Iraq iatvention, aspension of the congittion
ratification process,he change of governments in Spain and Germany,
the positons of the main EU countries in the budgegotiatons as well
as general satisfaction with thefesfts of the BE) membership
contribued to the change the Polis perceptns of these counas. At
present tire, Poles find it difficult to indcate our allis in an
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unambiguous way, yet, no countriese aperceivd as obvious
adversaes. More often tha other countes, Polish espondents
choose Germany as our ally. Thisos/s that the bas for good
Polish-German relatios formed durirg Helnut Koh’s chancdéorship
was strong enough tonsure good reltions despe difference in
opinions regeding EU policy as welas recuring hisprical débates.

However, in spite of themproving assessment of the integyati
results and mre universal personal experience of its positivects,
the opinion hat the old members benefit frothe EU enlargement
more than Poland is dtdlominant.

Picture 8. The EUaccession
m is (will be) more beneficial =7 is (wil be)fequdly B is (will be) more beneficial for [ Difficuit

for Poland than for (BJ beneficial for Roland (BJ countries) old BJ tosay

countries) old BJ member and for (BJ countries) member states than for

states old BUmember states ~ Rdland
v 1998
V 1999
V 2000
112003
112004
Wil 2004
X1 2004
V2005
V2006 2%
Souce:CBOS.

In Pdes’ opinon the gratest baeficiaries of the EU margement
are the lggest and mst inportant EU Menber Stées: Gemany,
Frarce and @eat Britain. In Jly last year aly 8% of Pdes bdieved
that Pdand was among the ootries baefiting most fromthe EU
menbership. It is worth naing that Pdes’ opinions regardng the
beneficiaries from the EU mmbership do not m&h with the
percepions of reponagnts from other EU amties. The

(72%), Lithuania (72%) and Demark (70%). The gesfaction from
the effects othe nenbershp is also expressl by the ihaltants of
the new merper stées with theexcepion of Cyprus, induding Pdes
(62%). The preMance of the psitive raher than ngaive effects of
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the EU nenbershp is also clar in Frame (53%). Reponants from

Gemany and Grat Britain, havever, who are idicated by Ptes as the
greatest baeficiaries of the EU mnbershp, bdieve that they do not
really benefit from it (43% and 42% aacedingly).

Preferences regarding th e model of European
integrati on

The focs of debates angolitical cleavages in Poland is shifting
from support for our mebership tohe questions of the futeishape of
this orgaization. Al significant politial forces and thir electorates
Poland now accept EU mémrship, evenhtose who opposed it two
years ago.

Poles have always ezpd that the EU shouldepfirst of all, an
economic comunity. Satisfaction from the present effects of Poland’s
menbership in he Conmunity contributes d the consotiation of
support for the eanomic dinension of integrgon. Economic unity with
Europe is suppoetd by 80% of Poles. Yet, the suppéor political,
axiologicd and cultual dimensions of integriain grows much slower.
More than hdlof Poles (54%) support Rotd’s unificaton with the EU
on the leel of political structues, andhalf kelieve that itegration
should also concern pdefs values and life goals. It is still a caman
opinion thatour country shoul keep distictivenessn the spher of
culture ad traditons. The cultual dimension of integrain is
supported only by onia four Poles.

Most Poles believe that the need tbe future EU elargemen
warrant the necessity of institutional changes as deeper
integration of the EUmenber states. At the samtime, Ples also
believe hat no countryisould be excluded from this proses-or this
reason, they reject the develogmb of “the hard-core” or “twspeeds
Europe”. The majority of Poles (57%glieve hat it would be ba if
there formed a group of countries corgigng cbser thantie restm the
EU. If, nevertheless,ush a group was formed, Poland should join it
(75%), in ader avoidmarginalizatian.

Considerable wpport is gven to the formation of supranatidna
political ard military structues in the E). More than hH of Poles
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support the establishent of the diice of Minister br foreign afairs as

well as the peation of army units undehé comnon comnand.
Almost half of Poles beliee that there ould kB an instittion

functioning as a common gernment in the EU. However, the idea of

establishig the ofice of the BJ presiagnt is net with ratler negatie

reactions.

Picture 9. In wha direction, towards what, h you opinion, should the

Europea Union

Towards closer cooperation
between all member states

Difficut to say

Towards looser cooperation
Towards a situation where some between member states
countries cooperate very closely

and some rather loosly

Sourcelnstituteof Pulic Affairs.

Table 1.
Yes No Difficult to say
In your opnion, shaild the | Il | VII | IV | v | v | v | v
EU have: ‘03 | ‘03 | ‘06* | ‘03 | ‘03 | ‘06 | ‘03 | ‘03 | ‘06

%

— An insitution funcioning

foregnpolicy

52 | 47 | 49 | 23| 29| 39 | 25| 24 | 12
asacommongovernnent
— Presiden 39 1 32| 33|34 |41 |53 27| 26| 14
— Army unis urder he 44 |52 | 51| 32| 26|37 24| 22| 12
common command
— Ministerfor comnon _ a5 52| — 29135 — | 26 13

* 111, VII 2003 — the CBOS da4, IV 2006 —heInstituteof Pulic Affairsdata.
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Although Poles seéé necessjtof closer coopetan in theunified
EU, they are ahid of the vision othe EU as a super-state. Thajanity
(56%) support a wdel of the EUwhich assures that melmer states
should maintain the tgest possile scope of sovergity. Yet, it 5 also
worth noting tha today more Poles supporteger intgration, and
believe hat Europe should beeaded in the déction of a federadtate
similar to the Unieéd States of America. Such a visiesupportedaday
by one in four Poles. The fedastimodel is most comonly supported
by pupils and stdents (48%g#and generayl by young people — between
18 and 34 — (37%) asell as busingsmen (44%).

The focis on the necessity to preserve state sovereignty in the EU
structures as well as a negative attitude towards deep integration m
follow from the fact thaPoles are afrdiof the EU being dominated by
the European bigge and swngest stas. Although the majority
believe hat harmonious reconeiinent of national intes¢és and the EU
interests is possible, they also think that so far national egdiswe
won over the comon good. The convictiomat Europe laks solidaity
and thinking n categors of comron good may be supported by such
facts as: somcountries are still afraid to open their labowarkets for
the citizens of the newenber states, farers cannot use the beitebf
the Canmon Agricultural Policy to the fullest, and tle richer coutries
are not vey willing to share thei money with poorer coungs, trying b
pay as little as possible to the amon cash-box.

Picture 10. Do you lelieve hat UEmenber stags are prnarily concened wih:

their owninterests
the interests of the whole BJ

the BJinterests and their own
interests in an equal extent

Difficult to say

Souce:CBOS.
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Opinions regard ing th e European Constituti on

A majority of Poles las alwag suppaed the ratication of the
Constitutonal Treaty. Ths fact demonstrates thainderstading of
the necessity of establishing legal basiscioser cooperation between
menber stags. Public suppofor the European Consition has ben
dominant despite resmtions bwards some of its provisions,
especidly those rgarding the n& voting procedurg in the EU
Council. Under thenfluence of the uncompradsing positon of a part
of Polish pditical elites, Ples suported peservinghe Nicesystenof
voting, which they onsidered @ be more beneficial for Poland.
However, they also belved thatblocking the greement on the
constituton may have long term negative pigil and eonomic
consequences for Poland.

Despitethe rejectio of the Canstitutioral Treatyin the Freach and
Dutch referendms, a najority of Poles believes that the Ew¢eds
a constittion.

Picture 11. Doesthe Euppean Wion nee a Constution or raher not?

Yes

H Difficult to say

No

Sourcelnstituteof Pulic Affairs.

In their opinion, the Traty is vital for effective functioning of the
EU (59%), includng “tidying up” of legslation 61%). Constiition is
also beli@ed vitd for the interest bthe Gommunity inhabitans (49%).
Poles are skeptical about the chances rafification of the
Congitutional Treaty in its pesent shae, afer its previais rejection
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by the French and Dutch gale. The dominant opinion ifadt it is
necessaryo write anew castitution(44%).

Final Remarks

Polish attitudes towards the Europdadnion are characterized by
certan duality. On the ondand, the vast majoyitof Poles support
Poland’s nembership in the EU andissess the accessioneetb
increasngly well. On the othehand, deeplyaoted distust not only
towards the EU, but sb towards the ggest EU statesnd their motives
can be observed. We can hope tln&t growing sasifaction with the
menbership effects, thémproving position of Poland and Polas i
Europe, as well aa feeling thafPoland plays theole accoding to its
aspiratiors will cortribute to tle growth of trust towards our prtners
and support for deep&uropean integition. Itseems unlikely thahe
new government coalition Wihegativedy influence thepro-European
attitudes of the generglublic. Although he elites have shaped Poles
attitudes towards European issues $one time, there is also an
opposite proess, whereby the publopinion nfluences the &tudes of
political partes. The evolutin of the League of Polish Families and
Samoobrona (Self-defence) — pastighich opposed thategraton or
were deeply skemal aboutit before the ecession, and now suppor
Poland’s mernership inhe EU, can serve as a goo@mple.



