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liberalism and the common currency. However, this criticism manifests itself  
with varying degrees of intensity, and not all parties fit the classic definition of 
Euroscepticism but instead represent its mild form, Eurorealism. The authors 
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comparative analysis of this criticism at the transnational level.
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right and Euroscepticism.

Joanna Sondel- Cedarmas is Associate Professor of Political Science at the 
Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. Her research interests include 
nationalism, fascism and the far right, as well as memory of totalitarianism 
and authoritarianism.

Francesco Berti is Associate Professor of the History of Political Doctrines at 
the University of Padova, Italy. Among other subjects, he has published on 
nationalism and the Shoah.

  



Routledge Studies in Fascism and the Far Right
Series editors
Nigel Copsey, Teesside University, UK and Graham Macklin, Center for 
Research on Extremism (C- REX), University of Oslo, Norway.

This book series focuses upon national, transnational and global 
manifestations of fascist, far right and right- wing politics primarily within 
a historical context but also drawing on insights and approaches from other 
disciplinary perspectives. Its scope also includes anti- fascism, radical- right 
populism, extreme- right violence and terrorism, cultural manifestations of 
the far right, and points of convergence and exchange with the mainstream 
and traditional right.

Titles include:

Male Supremacism in the United States
From Patriarchal Traditionalism to Misogynist Incels and the Alt- Right
Edited by Emily K. Carian, Alex DiBranco and Chelsea Ebin

The Fascist Faith Of Romania’s Legion “Archangel Michael” in Romania, 
1927– 41
Martyrdom to National Purification
Constantin Iordachi

The Blackshirts’ Dictatorship
Armed Squads, Political Violence, and the Consolidation of 
Mussolini’s Regime
Matteo Millan

Fascism in Brazil
From Integralism to Bolsonarism
Leandro Pereira Gonçalves and Odilon Caldeira Neto

The Right-Wing Critique of Europe
Nationalist, Sovereignist and Right-Wing Populist Attitudes to the EU
Joanna Sondel-Cedarmas and Francesco Berti

For more information about this series, please visit: www.routledge.com/ 
Routledge- Studies- in- Fascism- and- the- Far- Right/ book- series/ FFR

 

http://www.routledge.com/Routledge-Studies-in-Fascism-and-the-Far-Right/book-series/FFR
http://www.routledge.com/Routledge-Studies-in-Fascism-and-the-Far-Right/book-series/FFR


The Right- Wing Critique 
of Europe
Nationalist, Sovereignist and      
Right- Wing Populist Attitudes 
to the EU

Edited by
Joanna Sondel- Cedarmas  
and Francesco Berti

 



First published 2022
by Routledge
4 Park Square, Milton Park, Abingdon, Oxon OX14 4RN

and by Routledge
605 Third Avenue, New York, NY 10158

Routledge is an imprint of the Taylor & Francis Group, an informa business

© 2022 selection and editorial matter, Joanna Sondel- Cedarmas and  
Francesco Berti; individual chapters, the contributors

The right of Joanna Sondel- Cedarmas and Francesco Berti to be identified as the  
authors of the editorial material, and of the authors for their individual chapters,  
has been asserted in accordance with sections 77 and 78 of the Copyright,  
Designs and Patents Act 1988.

The Open Access version of this book, available at www.taylorfrancis.com, has been made 
available under a Creative Commons Attribution- Non Commercial- No Derivatives 4.0 license.

The open access license of the publication was funded by the Priority Research Area Society 
of the Future under the programme “Excellence Initiative –  Research University” at the 
Jagiellonian University in Krakow.

Trademark notice: Product or corporate names may be trademarks or registered trademarks, 
and are used only for identification and explanation without intent to infringe.

British Library Cataloguing- in- Publication Data
A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library

Library of Congress Cataloging- in- Publication Data
Names: Sondel-Cedarmas, Joanna, 1975– editor. | Berti, Francesco, editor.
Title: The right-wing critique of Europe : nationalist, souverainist and  
right-wing populist attitudes to the EU / edited by Joanna Sondel-Cedarmas  
and Francesco Berti.
Description: Abingdon, Oxon ; New York, NY : Routledge, 2022. | 
Series: Routledge studies in fascism and the far right | 
Includes bibliographical references and index.
Identifiers: LCCN 2021035916 (print) | LCCN 2021035917 (ebook) |  
ISBN 9781032126852 (hardback) | ISBN 9781032127637 (paperback) |  
ISBN 9781003226123 (ebook)
Subjects: LCSH: Populism–European Union countries. |  
Nationalism–European Union countries. | Political parties–European  
Union countries. | European federation–Public opinion. |  
European Union–Public opinion. | European Union countries–Politics  
and government–21st century.
Classification: LCC JN40 .R537 2022 (print) |  
LCC JN40 (ebook) | DDC 341.242/2–dc23
LC record available at https://lccn.loc.gov/2021035916
LC ebook record available at https://lccn.loc.gov/2021035917

ISBN: 978- 1- 032- 12685- 2 (hbk)
ISBN: 978- 1- 032- 12763- 7 (pbk)
ISBN: 978- 1- 003- 22612- 3 (ebk)

DOI: 10.4324/ 9781003226123

Typeset in Times New Roman
by Newgen Publishing UK

 

http://www.taylorfrancis.com
https://lccn.loc.gov
https://lccn.loc.gov
http://doi.org/10.4324/9781003226123


Contents

List of figures  viii
List of tables  ix
Notes on contributors  x

Introduction  1
JOANNA SONDEL- CEDARMAS AND FRANCESCO BERTI

PART I
Current nationalisms and the European integration process  9

 1 Against Europe or against Germany? European 
integration and Germanophobia in France, Great Britain 
and Italy  11
DANIELE PASQUINUCCI

 2 Right- wing populism, Euroscepticism, and   
neo- traditionalism in Central and Eastern Europe  22
ZDZISŁAW MACH

PART II
Nationalist, sovereignist and national- populist parties in Europe  33

 3 The nationalism of the New Right in the Federal 
Republic of Germany  35
MAREK MACIEJEWSKI

 4 Pro- European, anti- EU? The National Rally and 
European integration  49
MARTA LORIMER

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



vi Contents

 5 Giorgia Meloni’s new Europe: Europe of sovereign 
nations in the Brothers of Italy party manifestos  60
JOANNA SONDEL- CEDARMAS

 6 The League of Salvini: from a Europe of regions to a 
Europe of nations  76
GIANLUCA PASSARELLI AND DARIO TUORTO

 7 English nationalism and its role in building support for 
Brexit: the case of UKIP and the Brexit Party  90
MARCIN GALENT

 8 Ally, opponent or means to an end? The role of the 
European Union in the Catalan independence process  106
AGNIESZKA GRZECHYNKA

 9 ‘Poland in Europe, Europe for Poland’: national populist 
narratives on the example of Kukiz’15  115
MAŁGORZATA MARIA FIJAŁ

 10 Considerations on the role of Hungary and the 
Hungarian nation in the European Union after 1989  128
TADEUSZ KOPYŚ

 11 Between the past and the future: Eurosceptic political 
parties and the EU integration of Serbia  146
NATASZA STYCZYŃSKA AND HARIS DAJČ

 12 Main varieties of Russian nationalism in the post- Soviet 
period and their relationship to European heritage and 
contemporariness  160
JOACHIM DIEC

PART III
Right- wing populist attitudes towards the EU  183

 13 United in diversity? The preferences of populist parties in 
the European Parliament  185
GIORGIA NESTI AND PAOLO GRAZIANO

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Contents vii

 14 (Momentarily) drifting into ideocracy in Central 
Europe: the case of Law and Justice and Fidesz  202
GRZEGORZ POŻARLIK

 15 A European legal war? Nationalist populism, the rule of 
law and the language of constitutionalism  216
PRZEMYSŁAW TACIK

 16 Between patriotism and nationalism: national identity in 
the education policy of Law and Justice. Comments on 
the 2017 education reform  228
ELŻBIETA M. MACH

PART IV
By way of a conclusion  243

 17 Pope Francis on Europe  245
EWA KOZERSKA

Index  261

 

 

 

 

 

 



Figures

 6.1 Left- right self- placement, voters for the League, for other 
centre- right parties and all voters. Period 1994– 2018  88

 13.1 Number of populist parties in each European political group 
(VIII and IX legislatures)  192

 

 

 



Tables

 6.1 Sociodemographic profiles: age, occupational status,      
social class (%)  84

 6.2 Positions on European integration and the euro (%)  84
 6.3 Positions on economic issues  86

 11.1 Outcomes of parliamentary elections in Serbia  
(Eurosceptic parties)  151

 13.1 Populist parties’ seats in the EP (VIII and IX legislatures)  189
 13.2 Number of populist parties in the EP (VIII and IX      

legislatures)  189
 13.3 Populist parties in the EP (VIII and IX legislatures)  190
 13.4 Populist parties’ positions (Right2Water)  193
 13.5 Loyalty/ rebellion of populist parties (Right2Water)  194
 13.6 Populist parties’ positions (car emissions)  195
 13.7 Loyalty/ rebellion of populist parties (car emissions)  195
 13.8 Number of votes expressed by populist parties (gender 

equality)  196
 13.9 Loyalty/ rebellion of populist parties (gender equality)  196
 13.10 Number of votes expressed by populist parties   

(immigration)  197
 13.11 Loyalty/ rebellion of populist parties (immigration)  197
 13.12 Degree of cohesion and winning rate of European   

political groups  198

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Notes on contributors

Francesco Berti is Associate Professor of History of Political Doctrines in 
the Department of Political Sciences, Law and International Studies at the 
University of Padova, Italy. Among other subjects, he has published on 
nationalism and the Shoah.

Haris Dajč works in the Department of History in the Faculty of Philosophy 
at the University of Belgrade, Serbia. His main research interests are in the 
modern and contemporary history of the Balkans and the Mediterranean, 
the Jewish post- 1945 history of former Yugoslavia and the history of post- 
Yugoslav space.

Joachim Diec is a Professor and Chair in Eurasian Studies at the Jagiellonian 
University in Kraków, Poland. His main fields of research are Russian 
political thought, conservatism, nationalism, Russia and Eurasia in inter-
national relations, world civilisations and geopolitics.

Małgorzata Maria Fijał is a participant of the Doctoral Programme in 
Cultural Studies in the Faculty of International and Political Studies at 
the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. Her main research focuses 
on contemporary populist movements as well as the culture and politics 
of contemporary Poland and Italy, with particular emphasis on identity 
issues.

Marcin Galent is an Assistant Professor of Sociology at the Institute of 
European Studies at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. His 
current research focuses on the interrelationship between cultural, eco-
nomic, social and political processes in the European Union.

Paolo Graziano is a Professor of Political Science at the University of Padua, 
Italy; Research Associate at the European Social Observatory in Brussels, 
Belgium; and Chercheur Associé at Sciences Po in Paris, France. He has 
published widely on populism.

Agnieszka Grzechynka is an Assistant Professor at the Institute of Political 
and Administrative Sciences at the Jesuit University Ignatianum in Kraków, 

 



Notes on contributors xi

Poland. Her main research interests focus on the Catalan independence 
movement and contemporary national identity dilemmas.

Tadeusz Kopyś is an Associate Professor at the Institute of European Studies 
at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. He specialises in the his-
tory of Central Europe in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, national 
issues and nationalism in this region. His main publications concern feder-
ation issues in Central Europe as well as the Hungarian Revolution of 1956 
and Polish- Hungarian relations in the 20th century.

Ewa Kozerska is an Associate Professor of Political and Legal Doctrine at 
the University of Opole, Poland. Her main research interests concern 
Catholic social teaching, concepts of civil society and theories of European 
integration.

Marta Lorimer is a Postdoctoral Research Associate at the University of 
Exeter, UK. Her research focuses on far- right parties and on European 
integration. Her most recent publications analyse the far right’s conception 
of Europe, its use of Europe as an ideological resource and political party 
actors’ views on differentiated integration.

Elżbieta M. Mach is an Assistant Professor at the Institute of European 
Studies at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. She is an expert 
for the Foundation for the Development of the Education System (FRSE) 
and the Education Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency in the field 
of European educational programmes.

Zdzisław Mach is a Professor of Sociology and European Studies at the 
Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. He has published on the Polish 
economy, Euroscepticism and religion in Central and Eastern Europe.

Marek Maciejewski is a Professor Emeritus of Political and Legal Doctrine at 
the University of Wrocław, Poland. His research interests focus on German 
political and legal doctrines of the 19th and 20th centuries.

Giorgia Nesti is an Associate Professor of Political Science in the Department 
of Political Science, Law, and International Studies at the University of 
Padova, Italy. She has published on the Italian Parliament and the EU.

Daniele Pasquinucci is a Professor of the History of International Relations at 
the University of Siena, Italy. He has published on Euroscepticism.

Gianluca Passarelli is a Professor of Political Science in the Department of 
Political Sciences at Sapienza University in Rome, Italy. His main research 
interests concern presidents of the Republic, political parties, electoral 
systems, elections and electoral behaviour.

Grzegorz Pożarlik is a Senior Lecturer and former Deputy Director of the 
Institute of European Studies at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, 
Poland. His research focuses on the sociology of power, international 



xii Notes on contributors

security in the Post- Cold War era, civil society and the public sphere in 
Europe, democratic deficit and legitimacy crises in the EU, and the sym-
bolic construction of identity in the context of the EU Eastern enlargement.

Joanna Sondel- Cedarmas is Associate Professor of Political Science at the 
Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. Her research interests include 
nationalism, fascism and the far right, as well as memory of totalitarianism 
and authoritarianism.

Natasza Styczyńska is an Assistant Professor at the Institute of European 
Studies at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland. Her academic 
interests include transformation processes in Central and Eastern Europe, 
party politics, nationalism, and populism and Euroscepticism in the CEE 
region and the Balkans.

Przemysław Tacik is an Assistant Professor and Director of the Nomos: Centre 
for International Research on Law, Culture and Power at the Jagiellonian 
University in Kraków, Poland. His main interests include critical legal 
studies and contemporary philosophy.

Dario Tuorto is an Associate Professor of Sociology at the University of 
Bologna, Italy. He has published on the far right.

newgenprepdf



DOI: 10.4324/9781003226123-3

1  Against Europe or against Germany?
European integration and 
Germanophobia in France, 
Great Britain and Italy

Daniele Pasquinucci

Introduction

Euroscepticism is increasingly widespread throughout the European Union 
(EU), although it appears with differing degrees of intensity from country 
to country. Criticism of ‘Brussels’ –  an inaccurate but telling eponym used 
to indicate the EU –  is backed by a rather wide range of arguments (which 
are, in fact, frequently contradictory).1 In particular, one point that has an 
important (though of course not exclusive) place in Eurosceptic propaganda 
is the idea that the European Union mainly serves the interests of Germany. 
Nonetheless, today’s Eurosceptics can hardly claim authorship of that idea. 
Germanophobic anti- Europeanism was actually born together with the first 
European Communities. The Declaration of 9 May 1950 by the French 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, Robert Schuman, triggered the process that 
would lead to the birth of the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC). 
According to its critics, the fulfilment of the ECSC’s lofty pro- European 
ideals hid the prosaic and dangerous restoration of Germany’s industrial and 
military apparatus: it was the first step towards a ‘Germanised Europe’, a 
perspective that revived the nightmare of the Third Reich’s domination over 
the continent.

Germany’s Nazi past also poisoned the debate about the European Defence 
Community (EDC). The invasion of South Korea by North Korean armed 
forces in June 1950 seemed to confirm the worst fears about the aggressive 
attitude of the Communist Bloc. The war in Asia made the hypothesis of a 
Soviet attack on Western Europe plausible. As a result, the Americans asked 
their European allies to reinforce their own military capabilities, allowing the 
rearmament of West Germany. Predictably, France opposed this request but 
Paris could not simply reject Washington’s plans and was forced to find an 
alternative solution. This took shape in the Pleven Plan –  named after the then 
French prime minister. It involved creating a European army under the EDC, 
which would include a German military contingent.2 The fact that the EDC 
was conceived precisely in order to avoid the rearmament of West Germany 
did not prevent anti- Europeanists from emphasising the alleged link between 
European integration and German remilitarisation –  with the associated risk 
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12 Daniele Pasquinucci

of the rehabilitation of officials with a Nazi past. The propaganda proved 
impervious to facts.

After the 1950s, anti- Europeanism and Germanophobia continued to go 
hand in hand. On closer inspection, it was the latter that justified the former. 
Participation in the European Community (EC) actually led to objective eco-
nomic advantages for all the member states; the critical issue therefore became 
the unequal distribution of those benefits. The structure given in the 1960s to 
intra- Community trade and, in the following decade, the first plans for mon-
etary coordination would have favoured the establishment of the economic 
predominance of the Federal Republic (FRG) to the detriment of other 
member states in the Community. The fact that the EU was no longer the 
vehicle for the revival of Prussian militarism was only partially consoling: by 
means of economic integration the FRG was once again carving out a hege-
monic position for itself  in Europe.

It is nonetheless true that this kind of anti- Europeanism (just like its many 
other forms) did not manage to undermine the broad support that the EC 
was receiving. The EC was seen as one of the pillars of the liberal Western 
order capable of guaranteeing not only security and political stability but also 
an unprecedented level of economic prosperity. Significantly, this perception 
survived the uncertainty of the early 1970s, when the monetary upheavals 
caused by the collapse of the Bretton Woods system and the energy crisis 
sparked by the Arab- Israeli conflict of October 1973 led to a severe economic 
recession. For many years after the end of the Trente glorieuses, the European 
Community proved itself  capable of protecting and growing the economies of 
its member states. Even assuming that it existed, the ‘economic domination’ of 
the FRG did not impoverish its partners in the Community. For this reason, 
public opinion was never seriously swayed by the idea that the EC implied the 
subordination of its member states to the interests of West Germany.

Changing perspectives. Eurosceptic Germanophobia

The early link between anti- Europeanism and Germanophobia and its ability 
to withstand the test of time –  a quality considerably independent of the 
obvious successes of European integration –  gives an important but never-
theless overlooked indication of the value of reversing the perspective used to 
look at the two elements of this dyad. Aversion to Germany is for the most 
part considered a key element of Euroscepticism. The events following the 
economic crises of 2008 and 2011 would seem to confirm the validity of this 
viewpoint. The insistence of the EU (and of Germany) on austerity, on tight 
budgetary policies, on fiscal discipline, has been used to propose a narrative 
of Europe as the ‘Fourth (German) Reich’: a sort of Gothic tale –  as has been 
claimed –  of which ‘the disturbing return of pasts upon presents’ is a funda-
mental part.3 It is precisely this use, or rather abuse, of the past (of History) 
that urges the change in perspective mentioned earlier. Euroscepticism should 
not be seen solely as a container of anti- German sentiment; it is, if  anything, a 
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vehicle useful for propagating an older and even more deeply rooted attitude. 
Naturally, the second perspective is not alternative but rather complementary 
to the first.

To analyse Eurosceptic Germanophobia (the order of terms is no acci-
dent) I have chosen three fields of inquiry: France, Italy and Great Britain. As 
we shall see, in these countries aversion towards Germany is a long- standing 
tradition. This historical legacy has contributed to making the experience 
of those three countries in the EC/ EU partially conditioned by the sense of 
otherness with respect to the Federal Republic. In my opinion, this obser-
vation does not at all permit the conclusion that European integration ‘was 
founded less on the goal of overcoming differences than on cementing them’.4 
But it is nonetheless true that while the ‘Europhile’ attitude could go hand 
in hand with fear of the Federal Republic, Germanophobia has always used 
criticism of European integration to legitimise itself  politically and culturally.

Contemporary political anti- Germanism began with the foundation of the 
German State. In Great Britain, however, the view of Germany fluctuated 
enormously, making it very difficult to see a linear development of antagon-
istic sentiment from 1871 to 1914.5 But after the unification of the German 
territories, polemic references to Prussian militarism became frequent; 
following the Great War of 1914– 1918, they turned into actual prejudices. In 
Britain, denunciation of Prussia made possible a tale of two Germanies: on 
the one hand a state made up of sensible people such as writers, intellectuals, 
musicians and ‘the millions of kindly men and women’; and on the other, ‘the 
brutally aggressive [Prussian] military caste’.6

In Italy, the unification of Germany provoked conflicting reactions. 
Appreciative and vilifying judgments coexisted in the governing elite and the 
intellectual milieu. Italy’s entry into the First World War inevitably provoked 
a wave of anti- German hatred.7

With the Second World War, anti- Germanism jumped to the next level: this 
happened with the drawing of a line of continuity between Prussianism and 
Nazism.8 The entire history of Germany, from 1871 on, could be represented 
as a sort of preparation for the rise of Hitler. The Nazi regime was often 
seen as a natural inclination in the Germans, the underlying premise for the 
deployment of their insuppressibly aggressive attitude. A Gallup poll from 
January 1947 revealed that 63% of the French believed that Germany would 
soon return to being a belligerent state, keen to spark another war.9 It was a 
sort of anthropological stigma, but not surprising less than two years after 
the end of the war.

But recent conflicts, those that from the Deutsche Einigung onwards divided 
the two banks of the Rhine, only tell a part of the story. Recently, French 
fear of the Germans has been traced back to the division of the Carolingian 
empire10 –  a perhaps excessive backdating that turns Germanophobia into a 
kind of ontological fact, and as such extraneous to historical processes. It must 
be said that this theory has been discussed with interest and has received some 
favourable reviews.11 If, however, we abandon the hypothesis of an ancestral 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



14 Daniele Pasquinucci

conflict, then we can consider the diplomatic crisis of 1840, the Rheinkrise that 
divided France and the German Confederation, to be the origin of modern 
French Germanophobia;12 or we could reiterate the importance of the events 
post- 1870 in spreading that sentiment,13 which should nonetheless be kept dis-
tinct from the cultural contempt that developed between the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, to which the Germans as individuals and not Germany –  
which at the time was weak and divided –  were subject.14 On the other hand, 
the anti- Germanic stereotypes that arose before the birth of the German State 
played an important role: they represented the cultural substratum on which 
contemporary political Germanophobia was based.

This cultural substratum survived the defeat suffered by Nazi Germany in 
1945. Its main vehicle of transmission became anti- Europeanism.

Misinterpreting historians

Eurosceptic Germanophobia was, and still is, conveyed by a variety of players 
(politicians, intellectuals, the media). Before the Brexit referendum of June 
2016, Boris Johnson declared that the EU had concretised the ambitions of 
Adolf Hitler, who (like Napoleon) ‘tried [to unify Europe], and it ends tra-
gically. The EU is an attempt to do this by different methods’.15 Johnson’s 
statement caused a certain degree of scandal. Once again, however, it was 
not representative of anything new, especially not in Great Britain. In 1958, 
commenting on the birth of the Common Market, Prime Minister Harold 
Macmillan warned that ‘Western Europe dominated in fact by Germany and 
used as an instrument for the revival of power through economic means (…) 
is really giving them on a plate what we fought two wars to prevent’.16 Thirty 
years later, in her famous speech at the Collège d’Europe in Bruges, Margaret 
Thatcher recalled the role played by her country in the freedom of the con-
tinent from Nazism: ‘Had it not been for their willingness to fight and die, 
Europe would have been united long before now –  but not in liberty, not in 
justice’.17

After the collapse of the Berlin Wall in November 1989, Thatcher launched 
a ‘propaganda campaign against German reunification’.18 Obviously, the 
Deutsche Wiedervereinigung was a source of worry for many European 
governments –  in particular the French. But while the French president 
François Mitterrand and the other EC leaders (including Chancellor Helmut 
Kohl) became convinced that the economic power of a reunified Germany 
could be contained by accelerating the process of European integration, 
Thatcher regarded that perspective as a chance naively offered to the FRG to 
establish its supremacy. After all, according to her, this objective was written 
into the Germans’ genetic code.19 To find confirmation for her thesis, in March 
1990 Thatcher put her foreign policy adviser Charles D. Powell in charge of 
organising a Chequers seminar on Germany. Participating in that meeting were 
academics and historians such as Hugh Trevor- Roper, Timothy Garton Ash, 
Fritz Stern, Gordon Craig, George Urban and Norman Stone. Apparently, 
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they did not do much to corroborate Thatcher’s prejudices about reunified 
Germany. If  anything, they suggested that the Prime Minister ‘be nice to the 
Germans’.20 Powell drafted the seminar memorandum. How faithfully this 
document reflected the discussion that took place in Chequers is a controver-
sial matter.21 It included a list of attributes that would have characterised the 
Germans: ‘angst, aggressiveness, assertiveness, bullying, egotism, inferiority 
complex, sentimentality (…) a capacity for excess (…) a tendency to over- 
estimate their own strength and capabilities’.22 When Powell’s minutes were 
leaked to the press, this –  as wrote one of the seminar’s participants –  obvi-
ously ‘made the headlines, whether in London, Paris, or Frankfurt’.23 After 
all, that was what Thatcher wanted. For many readers of those headlines, the 
question ‘Could the Germans be trusted?’24 now had an obvious answer.

In the end, the ‘Chequers Affair’ can be considered an example of the 
unscrupulousness with which politicians exploit intellectuals and their work 
(in this case, historians and history).

Naturally, there is no dearth of examples of scholars with a proclivity for 
legitimising the worst anti- German clichés without any encouragement from 
a political authority. According to Luciano Canfora, a distinguished scholar 
of the ancient world, philologist and columnist for the ‘Corriere della sera’ 
(the main Italian newspaper), the current European Union ‘is an enormous 
German fiefdom (…) the unexpected fulfilment of the Führer’s dream’.25 
According to the French scholar Emmanuel Todd, the EU is a hierarchical 
system, with the southern countries relegated to the back, and France forced 
to play second fiddle, while Germany occupies the position of central power 
that dominates all the other member States.26

Manipulating history

One piece of information that emerges from what has been said thus far is a 
certain repetitiveness of the themes that feed Germanophobic and Eurosceptic 
views. The evoking of the Third Reich as a historical model for describing 
the supposed new Teutonic order is an apparently irresistible refrain for 
critics of the Federal Republic and the EU. This selective narrative isolates 
and turns a particular chapter of Germany’s history into a paradigm, so 
that Nazism becomes a telling feature of the ‘German character’, unchanged 
by the post- war experience. The crassness of this argument should not lead 
to hasty conclusions. The manipulation of history to feed Germanophobic 
and Eurosceptic propaganda can take more subtle forms; as we shall see, the 
portrayal of the EU as a ‘German racket designed to take over the whole 
of Europe’27 may be indirectly fostered by the prevailing interpretation of 
national historical events.

From what has been said so far, it seems clear that history is the element 
that connects an old sentiment with one more recently formed. This happens 
because, for many of its critics, the European Union is an artificial, ahistor-
ical construct. It is to history, therefore, that an appeal is made to find the 
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antidotes to that artificiality –  which, in the end, would be nothing but a dem-
onstration of the irreplaceability of the nation state. The triumph over the 
latter through European integration, Eurosceptics maintain, is desired by 
the parti de l’étranger, as it has been called in France (or by the ‘enemies of 
Italy’, nemici dell’Italia, as Italian sovereigntists have started to call their pro- 
European countrymen). Parti de l’étranger was a phrase used in December 
1978 by Jacques Chirac in his melodramatic Cochin Appeal to make cutting 
remarks about the supposed ‘designs’ for European federalisation –  proof of 
which he believed was to be found in the imminent direct elections to the 
European Parliament –  and to warn that Europe must not be used to erase 
France and take away its individual authority and influence in the world.28

In Chirac’s appeal there was an implicit callback to Charles de Gaulle’s 
appeal to the French on 18 June 1940, to invite them to resist the occupier and 
not cooperate. At the end of 1978, therefore, Chirac was claiming the right to 
protect France from an imaginary external threat, establishing a direct polit-
ical filiation with the one who had defended the country’s liberty and inde-
pendence in the face of Hitler.29 The analogy was highly controversial, but 
had a limited impact: the Cochin Appeal was quickly forgotten.

Instead, the current anti- German hysteria30 that is affecting a broad strata 
of French Euroscepticism is the cause and at the same time the effect of actual 
historical manipulations, designed to unveil the ‘scandalous’ genealogy (which 
would have been deliberately hidden by academic historians31) of the post- war 
European project. Most recently, one proof of this tendency is the extremely 
controversial book by the French Europhobe Philippe de Villiers,32 J’ai tiré 
sur les fils du mensonge et tout est venu.33 This book claims to demonstrate 
Jean Monnet’s complete subservience to the Americans, Robert Schuman’s 
ambiguous position on Vichy France, and Walter Hallstein’s Nazi sympathies 
at the time of the Third Reich. These portraits (harshly refuted by a group of 
academic historians in a letter published by Le Monde)34 are used to present 
European integration as a conspiracy promoted by (and for the benefit of) 
powers outside France, to establish Berlin’s control over Europe.

In spite of their lofty ambitions, Eurosceptic Germanophobes have made 
history their primary victim. The abuse of the work of historians poisons the 
debate about the European Union. One example of this are some commen-
taries on an interesting book by Bernard Bruneteau, Les Collabos de l’Europe 
nouvelle.35 The author reconstructs the complex journey of the French (and 
Belgian) intellectuals who, from the 1930s onwards, supported the priori-
tisation of European unification, and ended up seeing the German takeover 
of France and the continent as a chance to make this objective a reality. It 
is impossible to summarise here the several, complex reasons that led those 
intellectuals to collaborate with the Germans to construct a Europe unified 
under Nazi rule. There is, however, nothing in the book to suggest that the 
Nazi plans to dominate Europe were a source of inspiration for the process of 
European integration that began in the 1950s. Nonetheless, some could not 
resist the temptation to use Bruneteau’s research to propose an inappropriate 
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analogy, namely to claim that the bases of Hitler’s Europe call to mind the 
Single Market that came into effect in 1993 and the single currency ‘to which 
thought was already being given in the (…) 1940s’.36

Several chapters of Italian history, interpreted in specious ways, have 
supplied arguments to support the theory that the EU is a ‘German fiefdom’. 
One example is the process of national unification that took place in 1861. 
Italian federalist historiography –  which has a respectable tradition –  
considers the Risorgimento a model for understanding the development of 
European integration. Scholars belonging to this school have identified an 
update of the activity of the moderate party led by the Count of Cavour –  
who pursued Italian unification by way of diplomatic agreements between 
governments –  in the inter- governmental approach to European integra-
tion. Conversely, the federalist movements striving for the foundation of the 
United States of Europe via the mobilisation of citizens would be the heirs 
of the democratic tradition of Giuseppe Mazzini, who conceived of Italian 
unification as a revolutionary process promoted by the people. Paradoxically, 
that historical analogy has more recently served to corroborate the accusation 
of German supremacy in the EU. For example, in France Alain Cotta did 
this in the context of a rather harsh judgment of the European Union and 
the Economic and Monetary Union. On the eve of the French referendum 
on the Maastricht Treaty of 20 September 1992, he wrote that the EU Treaty 
signalled the Germanisation of Europe. It would, he opined, bring with it the 
deindustrialisation of France and the EU, just the way the ‘Piedmontization’ 
(that is, the extension of Piedmont’s political and administrative system to 
the entire peninsula) that took place in Italy after 1861 led to the deindus-
trialisation, impoverishment and social disintegration of southern Italy.37 
Cotta spoke of the ‘financial orthodoxy’ adopted by Cavour, of an alliance 
between the latter and the foreign capital, and of the imposition of monetary 
unification.38 In this way, he projected a vocabulary into the past that was 
useful for explaining to the contemporary French population that the fate 
awaiting them was similar to that of the inhabitants of Southern Italy: pov-
erty and backwardness in a Europe shaped by German interests. In that same 
year, the French journalist and historian Max Gallo saw the strict budgetary 
rules added to the EU Treaty at Berlin’s request as dealing a decisive blow 
to Southern Italy: ‘The logic of uncontrolled liberalism will cause a collapse 
of the South with everything that implies at a social, cultural, and judicial 
level’.39

Interestingly, this interpretation of post- Maastricht European integra-
tion was welcomed by Italian Neo- Bourbon historiography. Its pseudo- sci-
entific objective is the re- evaluation of the Kingdom of the Two Sicilies and 
the subsequent condemnation of national unification. According to the Neo- 
Bourbons, the building of the Italian State was a product of Masonic, anti- 
Catholic design and would have led to the exploitation of Northern Italy to the 
detriment of the Mezzogiorno. In this anti- unitarian revisionism, an increas-
ingly popular and media- driven phenomenon, it was not uncommon to find 
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the main themes of anti- Europeanism, among them none other than the idea 
that the EU is the design of an elite class (naturally a Masonic one), aimed 
at de- Christianising the continent by way of the construction of a ‘common 
space’ whose historical origin lies in the hegemonic will of the Third Reich.40 
In this way, the counter- narrative of national unification intersects with the 
counter- narrative of European integration, seen as a German conspiracy that 
ultimately succeeded.

However, misguided interpretations or actual manipulations of national 
history –  or of parts of it –  are not necessarily the only way through which 
Germanophobia and Euroscepticism are merged. The construction of the 
identity of a nation via a selective approach to its past may lead –  sometimes 
involuntarily –  to the same outcome. Great Britain is a case in point. The his-
torian Oliver Daddow identified the source of the country’s Euroscepticism 
in the modernist approach prevalent among British historians, which leads to 
an ‘excessively reverential attitude’ towards the recent past. In particular, the 
Second World War –  a heroic epic of resistance to and eventual victory over 
Nazism, as media and popular culture constantly remind the British public –  
is presented as the defining experience for the consolidation of the national 
conscience. Inherent in this narration is the transmission of the image of 
Great Britain as a great global power, linked to the United States by a ‘spe-
cial relationship’. Europe, however, remains the hostile ‘other’. Obviously, this 
‘other’ was often embodied by Germany, seen –  both by political circles and 
by Eurosceptic public opinion –  as a rival to be confronted rather than as a 
partner with whom to build a common European project.41

Conclusion

At the beginning of the 1950s, the first iteration of the European Community 
was disliked by those who feared the military and economic rebirth of the 
Federal Republic of Germany. Current Euroscepticism often employs the 
argument of an irrepressible German inclination to domination. The element 
of continuity of Eurosceptic Germanophobia is represented by the idea that 
European integration is the product of a plan aimed at stabilising German 
supremacy on the Old Continent. What Hitler had not succeeded in doing 
would be made possible by the founding fathers of the Community and their 
descendants. This misguided interpretation cannot do without history –  or 
more precisely without a distorted use of it, a manipulation of the work of 
historians, and a selective approach to the past. Through these practices, the 
Nazi experience is de- historicised and turned into a kind of anthropological 
fact about the German population. This paves the way to anti- Germanic and 
Eurosceptic propaganda that has a specific goal and an unintended conse-
quence. The condemnation of ‘German Europe’ would reveal the naivety (or 
the dishonesty) of those who gave up national sovereignty in the name of a 
common European interest: in truth, the EU would only be serving German 
interests. But paradoxically (and here is the unintended consequence) the 
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stereotypes, simplifications, and actual falsehoods that feed Eurosceptic 
Germanophobia risk delegitimising –  or make less credible –  even serious, jus-
tified criticisms of the European Union and of the crucial role that Germany 
plays in EU institutions.
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