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INTRODUCTION

From 47 June, 375 million citizens will be called upon to vote for the 736 members whp will
represent them in the European Parliament until 2014, making these elections the largest |trans
national in history.

A recent poll, commissioned by public affdiren Burson Marsteller predicted that the centre
right EPPED groupvould remain the largeggrouping in the next legislature despite some losses, with
approximately 249 seats (340, down from 37%), while the Socialist group would win roughly|209
seats, Hghtly raising its share from 27% to 28¥the new assemblylhe Liberals are likely to gain
some percentage points, while the performance of nationalist and populist Eurosceptics is one| of the
most interesting unknowns of these elections. The BritisRan/ | SOK / 2y aSNDI GA P3SaQ |
Group and creating a new Eurosceptic formation will probably not significantly alter the balance of
forces between the two big groups in the EP.

In virtually allmemberstates, the campaign has started late (in thaise of May), and it is
mostly dominated by national issues. The Socialists, the radical Left and the Graeadried to
instrumentalise the global financial and economic crisis in order to criticise the EPP as the incumbents
in most member states ana ithe Commission, whereas the EPP has calmly pointed to its experience,
long standing commitment to the cause of European integration and its competence especially in
times of crisis, and has focused on reforming financial markets, combating climate chaidieg the
demographic challenges, making Europe safer, and strengthening its global role.

While successive EU enlargements have increased the number of MEPs and the Parliament's
powers have increased substantially with each change to the EU treaties, turnoutin European
elections has been in constant decline. A record low was reached in 2004, when turnout was & feeble
45.6% and many ruling parties suffered substantial logsesimber of reasons have been suggested
for this decline (European elgans are still fought mainly on national issues, widespread perception
among voters that their voice will not make a big difference, no endorsing of a candidate for top
European jobs) and a number of solutions have been proposed to reverse it. Recémj palia
suggest that the decline may be stopped this time, mainly due to the simultaneity of holding |other
votes (mostly regional elections) on the same day, through increased efforts by EU and national
institutions (including European parties), and tharnk intensified domestic political debates in many
big member states.

The results of these European elections will determine the choice of the next President |of the
9dzNR LISFY tFNIAFYSYidX YR AYRANBOGf & podtélectipiKS / 2 YY)
evaluation in the week after June 7.
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DATA ANILIST OF CANDIDAPER MEMBER STATES

Austria

Austria elects 1™EPs to the European Parliament (but this number will rise to 19 when the Lisbon Treaty
enters into force) and forms a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are semdpen. The electorate must vote for a party list and may also vote for a specific
candidate within the list (preferential vote). Voters may only vote once. Flage quota(total number of votes

cast divided by the number of seats to be allocated) is used for #feulation. Seats are divideusing the

5 Kondt method(each seat counts for onethe total number of votes cast for each party is divided by the
F2tf26Ay3 ydzZYSNAOIE &SljdzSyOSY mMZI HI oX nX0® {SIG& I+ NB
least 4% of the total votes cast is excludedrirthe sharingout of the seats. Seats are allocated on the basis of

the number of votes won by each list. Once the seats have been allocated to the parties, they are then divided

up between the candidates within these parties. Any candidate who wins a euoftpersonal votes equivalent

to 70% of the party's votes gets a seat; otherwise, the candidates are elected in the order in which they appear

on the party's list.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyFriday 1 May
Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009
RepesentativenessTotal population of 8 327 206 around 489 835 inhabitants per MEP (5.88%)

Parallel elections:Regional elections in certain Austrian Lander: Landtag (regional assembly) of Kéarnten and
Salzburg on Sunday 1 March 2009, Vorarlberg on Sud@ds&eptember 2009, in Oberdsterreich on Sunday 27
September 20009.

Turnout 2004 42.43%

2004 elections resultsAustrian Social Democratic Pa(§P0O) 33.33% (PEAustrian Peple's Party (OVP) 32.7%
(EPPED, HansPeter Martin's 1ist13.98% Greens- Green Alternative12.89% (EQPAustrian Freedom Party
(FPO) 6.31% (N/European LeftAustrian Communist Part)KPQ and Independents 0.78% (no seats).

Governing partiesSocial Democratic Part@P0O) Yy R ! dz2 G NA 'y t S2LJ SQa t I NlI& omzt 0
Opposition parties:Alliance for! dza (i Nure @2), Feedom Party of Austri&PQ), Greens
9tt LI NIAS&®:LIELIzA F NRAGEY

Analysis:Aggressive rhetoric by the Third Speaker of the parliament Martin Graf (FPO) against the President of
the Viennese Jewish Community, which was heavily criticised by the SPO, the GREENS and by the OVP
dominated the last two weeks of the campaign. The EWlegpn progressively phasing out incandeschgint
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bulbs is seen by many voters as a bad exaraplow Brussels interferes in dailydifIn a T\debate on 2nd June

the Socialists pré&&y G SR | Yy matibndfariaNIS1gy 9 dzNP LIS év Edir@odln BadrBent.yGher
important and emotional issues includedzNJ S&@ Qa | 00SaaAz2y (2 {KiSoksQuhlikelyA YY A 3 NI
that the right wing parties FPO and BZO wvilprove their combined score of 28 % in the last national elections

of September208.¢ KS af 23y a! 6SyRflIyR Ay [/ KNAAGSYKIYyRé o I (KS
example of the FPO trying to use the Turkey question in a populist mafiner8Z0 havénklly nominated the

former FP(eputy and Ombudsperson Ewald Stadlenpvjoined the party in 2008. Following the death of Jérg
Haider, the BZO have only been successful in the southern state of Carinthia, where they need around 40% to
push their national result up to 5%, thereby gaining one MEP. At the regionabele@iMarch their score was

449%. There is a certain populist rhetoric about excessive Brussels bureaucracy, which is the main topic of the
f Aad & 5¢Ndb DembchiyA@ftrolss  Wdzd (i A O SHansRefer Na&iR MERE In thigie is strongly
supportedby the leadingyellow press daily Kronedeitung (3 million readers a day). Martin might draw votes

from established parties like in 2004, but might also weaken FPO and BZO. Surptisin@yeen Partynay

face alossof up to 4% due taunwise strategies The goal of the OMB to become the strongegtarty in
theseelections. OVP has a unique selling position towanésEuropean Union that improves ithances in the
election campaign.Forthe OVP, maitaining their 2008 share of 28 should be possibl&@heir number one on

the candidate t, former minister of interiofErnst Strasser, is leading a strong team of OVP candidates with a
wide range of experience in the Elburcil and Parliament. As theost openlypro-EU party in Austria, the OVP
pledgesto accomplish European policies for Austria in Brussels. Well received campaigns for personal votes are
underway by top OVeandidates all over Austria. Recent polls show a kedtead race among OVP and SPO
(27¢29% forboth). FPO should receive g%, Martin 12¢14%, Greens@0%,and BZO 5%. The winner will be

the partywhich is able to mobilise most of their members, due to an expdgtiedv voter turrout.

List of EPP candidates:

ovP

1. Dr. Ernst Strasser 15. Dr. Kathrin Gurtler 29. Birgit Mondl

2. Othmar Karas 16. Sabine Koiner 30. Reinhard Sandbilchler
3. Dr. Hella Ranner 17. Verena Wolf 31. Hannes Linzbauer

4. Dr. Richard Seeber 18. Dr. Peter Csar 32. Dr. Wolfgang

5. Dr. Paul Rubig 19. Kathrin Haaser Streitenberger

6. Elisabeth Kostinger 20. Josef Majcan 33. Dr. Daniela Domenig
7. Hubert Pirker 21. Martina DelphinSchubert 34. Monika Posch

8. Heinz K. Becker 22. Elisabeth Kellnreiter 35. Dr. Christof Fink

9. Anton Santner 23. Notburga Skieffermair 36. Ursula Voglsam

10. Theresa Philippi 24. Christa Reinisch 37. Waltraud Schrittwieser
11. Dr. Walter Ender 25. Eva Rieschl 38. Alexandra Lugert

12. Christine Haberlander 26. Monika Bleckmann 39. Dr. Angelika Winzig
13. Markus Prenner 27. Theresia Kiesl 40. Veronika Mickel

14. Carmen JeitleCincelli 28. Bernd Liebmingerl 41. Dr. Stefan Steine
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Belgium

Belgium elects 22 MERs the European Parliament, based on foeonstituencies (Flemish regiolyalloon
region, Germarspeaking commuty and Brussels Cdpl region) and three electoratolleges. 13 MEPs are
elected by the Flemishpeaking electoral collegé-landers and Brussels)a8e elected by the Frenefpeaking
electoral college (Wallda and Brussels) and 1 by tfermanspeaking college.

Method of voting: Lists are sembpen and voting is compulsory. Thkectorate votes for a party'st or for one
or more candidates within a given party list (preferentiale)oSeats are divided up using tBeondt method
Votes casin favour of each party list are then divided by the electoral quota thiedfigure obtained represents
the number of seats whiclis then allocated to each party list. Once the number of seats BrHasbeen
calculated, the next step consists @éciding which of the candidaseappearing on these lists wile given a
seat. The first decision criterion is the number of per@orotes, whereby any candidateno has won a specific
quota of the votes is elected. Then, if the cataie at the top ofthe list hasnot been voted in by means of
personal votes alone, he or she receives many votes as is necessamythe basis of the total won by the party
to reach the quota. This process continues until all the seats by a party have been allocated the
candidates of that party's list.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyeriday 10 April or Saturday 11 April
Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009
Representativenesstotal population of 10 660 806 484 582 inhabitais per MEP (£$5%)

Parallel electims: Elections for the renewal of the Belgian mgal and community parliamentéFlemish
parliament, parliament of the Walloon region, parliamenttbé& Brussels Capital region apdrliament of the
Germanspeaking community) on Sunday 7 June.

Turnout 2004 9081 %

2004 elections resultsChristian Democratic and Flemish / New Flemish Allig@t&V/NVA)17.4%(EPFED)
Flemishinterest (VB)14.3%(N/l), Flemish Liberals and Democra@pervLD) 13.6%ALDE)Social Progressive
Alternative/Spirit (SPA/Spilil1%(PES)Groen! (Green!GreenEFA) 4.9%EGP)Socialist Party (PS) 13.5PES)
Reformist Movement (MR) 10.3¢ALDE)Democratic Humanist Centre (djl 5.7%(EPFED) EcologistgEcolo)
3.7%(EGP)Christian Social Partyjeuropean People's Party (CEPP) 0.2%0thers5.2%

Governing partiegfederal level) cdH, CD&V, OpenVLD, MR, PS
Opposition parties(federal level) 2.a, Groen! Ecolo, Vlaams Belang, LDBYAN

9tt LI NIGASEE:LELMZE I NAGeyY
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Analysis:After a period of political instability whidiellowed the legislative elections in June 2007 and finally led

to CR+
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NBRriheaMfnisteriH2rghan Yy R

Van Rompuy, the political situation in Belgium has become relatively st&lieever concrete perspectives
related to institutional reforms deemed necessary and claimed by the Flemish parties in general AhdhCD
particular are still lackingln the meantime (and for the time being), the focus has shifted to the economic crisis
whichis one of the major topics of the electoral campaign. The European and regional elections somehow and
inevitably include a test for the federal governmeatthoughPrime Minister Van Rompuy i@t participating in

the election campaignBesiles, analgts expect the results of the upcoming elections (with particularly strong
tensions between the federal coalition partners in the Fregpleaking part of Belgium) to have repercussions

on the cohesion of the federal government and its poliéxccording to reent opinion polls, the GI¥ should
remain the first political party in Flanders, while the Fresgeaking CdH is likely to become the fourth party in
Wallonia where the socialist, liberal and green parties (PS, MR and Ecolo) seem to be heavily imaoivagoen

fight for political leadership.

List of EPP candidates

CDh&Vv

© Nk whPRE

JeanLuc Dehaene
Marianne Thyssen
Ivo Belet

Nik Boonsvan Gool
Franciscus Stijnen
Anniek Nagels
Mustafa Uzun

Anja Pilet

Anne Delvaux

Carlo Di Antonio
Vanessa Matz

Pierre Migisha
Isabelle Moinnetloiret

Bulgaia
Bulgaria elects 17 MER&thin a single constituency. With the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty, the Bulgarian

delegation will consist of 18 MEPs.

C|E|S_
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10.
11.
12.
13.

© 0N o

Luc Millecamps
Franceska Verhenne
Christopher Oliha
Elke Tindemans
Etienne Schouppe
Opvolgers

Bart Dochy

Anne Martens

Amal Meqgor

Michel Leclercq
JeanJacques Viseur
Georges Dallemagne

. Marie-Eve Hannard

© No ok~ w

11.
12.
13.
14.

Jan Wouters
Marilyn Neven
Josseline Pansaerts
Willem Rombaut
Nahima Lanijri

Yves Leterme

Rodolphe Sagehomme
Nese Acikgtz

Simone Félix

Francis Delpérée
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Method of voting: Lists are open (voters may indicate their preferred party and their preferredidatedwithin

that party). A system of preferential voting is applied in favour of the national lists of political parties, of
coalitions of political parties, and of independent candidates. Preferential votes in favour of specific candidates
are taken intoaccount when the number of votes won bycandidate is at least 15% of valid votasst for the

list of candidates in question. In this event, the candidate who wins the preferential vote climbs the list and
replaces the candidate in the last elected gamn the original list. Seats are allocated using tfz@eNiemeyer
method

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBunday 3 May

Date of voting:Sunday7 June

Representativenesstotal population of 7 605 106 around 44359 inhabitants per MEP (5.88%)
Parallel electionsParliamentary elections most likely to be held on 5 July.

Turnout 2007: 28.6%

2007 elections resultsCitizens for European Development of Bulgai@ERBR1.68% (EPFED) European
Socialists Platform 21.41¥PES)Movement for Rights rmd Freedoms(DPS)20.26% (ALDE) National Union
Attack (NOA)14.2%(N/1), National Movement Simeon (INDSV.27%(ALDE)Union of Democratic ForcéSDS)
4.74%(EPPED) Democrats for a Strong Bulgai@SBY.35%(EPPED) Agrarian National UniofBZN)1.54%
(EPPFED) Others 5.55%

Governing parties: Bulgarian Socialist PartyBSP) (PESNational Movement for Stability and Progses
(previously National Movement Simeon(DSV) (ALDEYlovements for Rights and Freedoni®R$ (ALDE).

Opposition parties:GERBNOA SDSDSB
9tt LI NI A S K&e thdg30%zf + NRA (&Y

Analysis:Data from a Market ibks poll conductd in March 2009 reveals that 4% of Bulgarians aréely to

vote in these elections AlthoughBulgarians exhibit a very high degree of trust in European Institutions, and in

the European Parliament in particular, they seem to lack sufficient information and knowledge about their
activities and issues. This lack of information may be partly redplenfsir some specific positions of Bulgarians
concerning the priority themes for the 2009 EP elections. Thus the fight against crime, a priority for Bulgarians, is
not the most important issue for most EU citizens. Issues such as unemployment, infladiafiraate change

are consideredto be the most serious paturopean concernsThe Citizens for European Development of
Bulgaria (GERB) remains ahead of all political rivals in the country, accordihg tast poll: 24.5% of
respondents would vote for GER Ay GKA & &SI NR& 3ISYSNIf StSOGA2YI dzLJ od
Bulgarian Socialist Party (BSP) is second with?d 8dlowed by the faright Ataka (Attack) with 8% and the

Turkish Movement for Rights and Freedoms (DPS) witth 7SRippat is lower for the coalition of the United
Democratic Forces (ODS) and the Democrats for Strong Bulgaria (DSB), Order, Law and Justice (RZS), the National
Movement for Stability and Progress (NDSV), and the Forward Coalition (NAPRED).
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List of candidates

bSB

1. Svetoslav Malinov
2. Boris Stanimirov
3. Plamen Cvetkov

C
)

F

Ani Cvetkova
Atanaskaviodova
Bozidar Petrov
Valentin Stoinov
David Sukalinski
Daniela Girginova
Dejan Doitchev
Dimo Gjurov

. Eva Borisova

10. Emil Dimitrov

© 0N~ wNPRE

@

ERB

Rumiana Russeva Jeleva
Vladimir Andreev Urutchev
lliana Naidenova Ivanova
Emil Stefanov Stoyanov
Maria lvanova Nedelcheva
Andrey Andreev Kovachev
Monica Hans Panayotova

Nooap,rwdhpRE

bp

o

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

10.
11.

12.
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EUE

Jusef ez Edin Dakak
Rosica Ratcheva
Banja Tantchevantchev

Ivelina Spirova
Ivo Petrov
Keratchka Mihael
Konstantin Rajkov
Latchezar Toshev
Margarita Petrova
Margit Dobreva
Maia llievaPetrova
Milen Makakov
Miroslav Avramov

Preslav Simeonov Borisov
Rositsa Pencheva
Pencheva

Stanislav Hristov Petkov
Anna Vladimirova
Strashimirova

Stefan Ilvanov Shilev

This list of candidates is not obtainable for the moment.

NS

1. Luben Dilov
2. Roumen lontchev
3. Vladimir Zinoviev

C|E|S_
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4.
5.
6.

Irina Enevska
Slavi Georgiev
Zornica Dikova

21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
20.

13.
14.
15.

16.
17.

7.
8.
9.

ECTIONWATCH

Anton Andreiev
Dragomir Boiadziev

Nadezda Mihailova
Nadja Deltcheva
Nikolay Vasilev
Nikolay lliev

Petar Gradev
Polina Kirilova
Teofil Vitanov
Todorka Ivanova
Filip Nuhov

Pavlina Stoyanova Nikolova
Delyan Alexandrov Dobrev
Maria Yosifova
Rabadzhiyska

Reneta Rasheva Rashkova
Angel Atanasov Dzhalazov

Petar Petrov
Danail lvanov
Georgi Chepishev
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10. Radoslav Radev 13. Kostadin Kostadinov 16. Daniela MolloveRusanova
11. Vera Tzvetkova 14. Veronika Racheva 17. Hristo Matanov
12. Asen Daskalov 15. Milena Vasileva

ZNS is on a joirist with VMRO and newly formed party Lider

Cyprus

The Republic of Cypretects six MER® the European Parliament and isiagleconstituency.

Method of voting: Lists are open. The electorate may vote for adividual candidate or a maximuwf two
candidates from a single list.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacysatuday 14 May

Date of voting:Saturday 6 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 796 B0 -> 132717 inhabitants per MEP (16.67%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 7119%

Governing parties:Progressive Party of Working PeogeKE) (GUENQ.), Democratic PartyDIKQ (ALDE
Movement for Social Democracy United Democratic UnioBeftre(KISOSPES)

Opposition parties: Democratic Rally ISY (EPFED, European Party(ER (EDPED, Ecological and
Environmental Movemen(KOR (EGP)United Democrat{ED) (ALDIE Fighting Democratic MovemerfADIK
(AEN)

9tt LI NIUASE® LJI2LJdzf | NAGeyY

Analysis:The Democratic Rally is the leading party in Cyprus based on the result of the last Presidential elections

where almost 47% of the population supported the EPP candidate. One year after the last elections, the
Democratic Rally is ready to seetthat result with its participation for the second time in EP elections. In 2004,

THOP: 2F [/ @LINHzAQ LR LIz I GA2y LI NIGAOALI GSR Ay GKS 9dzNRLIS
MEPs elected out of the 6 that Cyprus has in the EP. ketHections, DISY expectations are even higher with

the possibility of having elected a third MEP. DISY catefidare high rank commissioner§lPs, one of the

f NBI Ré St SOGSR a9t FyR GKS t NSaARSyl( 2@ velykddfidéne dzi K= 02
Fo2dzi GKS fS@St 2F LINIAOALI GA2y Ay 9t StSOlAzyad [/ &LN
Cypriot sudents and Cypriots in generadven those living abroado participate in the elections without having

to return back to CyprusTwo main issues dominate the political campaign: the direction the EU should follow in

0KS ySIFEN) FdzidzNBE yR (GKS ljdzSaidAizy 2F ¢dz1 SeQa I 00Saarzy
current de factopolitical situation on the island. The Democratic Rally curyelghds the polls but due to a
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electoral regulation (no list system, candidates manage their own campaign), the political situation can change
from day to day

List of candidates

ISY
1. Timis Evthimiou 3. loannis Kasoulides 5. Christos Stylianides
2. Eleni Theocharous 4. Andreas Pitsillides 6. Christophoros Fokaides

Czech Republic

The Czech Republtects 22 MEP® the European Parliament and foena single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists which receive less than 5% of the total/ofes cast are not entitled t®arliamentary
representation.

Date of voting:Friday 5 June and Saturday 6 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBetween Thursday 2 and Wednesday 8 April
RepresentativenessTotal population of 10,345,90@ araund 470,268 inhabitants per MER.55%)
Parallel electionsPending due to the fall of government

Turnout 2004 2832 %

2004 elections resultsCivic Democratic ParfpDSB0.04%EPFED) Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravia
0 Y{ 2@26%GUENGL), SNK European Democrg&NK ED)1.029%EPPED) Christian andemaocratic Union

¢ CzechPeople's Party(KDU2 { [9157% (EPPED) Czech Social Democratic Pary2 { {858% (PES)
Independents 8.18%, Green Pa(8Z)3.16%(GreensEFA

Governing partiesCivic Democrathristian and Democratic UnigqriCzech Peop2d t | NIié X DNXB Sy t I NI

Opposition parties: Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravi&pcial Democratic PartySNK European
Democrats

9tt LI NIASZ® LI2LJddzf F NRG &Y

Analysis:There are 33 political parties fighting the European elections, the biggest five of which are the Social
Democratic Party (CSSD), the Civic Democratic Party (ODS), the Communist Party of Botiekhiaavia

(KSCM), the Christian Democratic Union/People's Party {BEL) and the Greens (Z). The Green Democratic

Party, set up by two current MEPs, is also standiitgz Greensire focusng their campaignz y G KS -&8KNBES a9¢
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environment, economics anBurope. Thér leaderin the European elections is Jan Dusik. The financial crisis is

GKS K234 G2LAO 2F G(KS /180K {20AFf 5S8SY20NIGAO tI NI&Qa
wants to have at least 8 MEPs compared to currently 2 MERPsch European Commissioner for social affairs

FYR SYLX 28YSyid +fFRAYAN ~LARE | ¢TavdzieR Eufoscep8c pértles Haley S 6 KA 3
been created Libertas and the Free Citizens' Party (SS#)jich are calling for a reform of the Eiktitutions

and strict respect for Member States' national emignty. Polls and analysts suggest turnout will be below 30%

(maybe 26%)due to the resignation of prime minister Mirek Topolanek's government in March 2009, which

took the wind out of thesails of voters planning to use the European elections to punish the government. The

head of the national statistics office, Jan Fischer, became prime minister on 8 May 2009 at the helm- of a six
month, 15man caretaker govermment of experts (split evengivibieen ODS and CSSD). The latest polls suggest

the Czech Social Democrats wiime out strongest ithe European elections witB8% of the vote, ODS would

get36%, KSCM 12%, KIBISL 6% and the Greens #scher's cabinet of unaffiliated experts have basked to

complete the Czech EU presidency in the first half of 2009, prepare the state budget for 2010 and introduce anti

crisis measures.

List of candidates

KDU2SL

1. Zuzana Roithova 6. Jaroslav Horejsi 11. Milan Spacek

2. Petr Adamec 7. Marie Jilkova 12. Zdenek Vich

3. Ondrej Benesik 8. Jaroslav Lobkowicz 13. Josef Vicha

4. Jan Brezina 9. David Macek 14. Ivo Vykydal

5. DanielFeranc 10. Pavel Svoboda 15. Tomas Zdechovsky
Denmark

Denmarkelects 13 MEPwithin a single constituency coveritige whole of the territory (theFaroe Isdnds and
Greenland are not part of the EU).

Method of voting: Lists are open or sermpen. The electorate may votr an entire list or indicateheir
preference for specific candidates featuring on the list (preféial vote). A vote for a specifmandidate also
equates to a vote for that list. Some partispecify which candidate thesupport on the list. Each voter may
vote only once. Seats are sharading the5 Kondt method All votes cast in favour of theskis and all specific
candidates are addedp and the candidates witthe largest number of votes atben elected. If the candidates

all end p on an equal footing, then theeats are allocated quite simply according to the number of personal
votes won byeach candidate. If, on the other hanithe candidates appear in a particular order, theoop quota

is appled to the total number of votesvon for the candidatelist; the result is then rounded up or dm to the
closest whole humberCandidates who obtaia number of personal votes equal to or greater than this quota
are elected.Then, starting at the top of the list, the party votes are shared out between the candidates, with the
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candidate who ended up in the highest position on the list receigsmgnanyvotes as necessary, addition to
his or her own personal votes, to reach the quota. Athaiming party votes can then keansferred to the
second candidate on the list, and added to this candidafgrsonal votes until thguota is reached, and
continues in this way until the required numbef seats has been allocated ontil the party's votes have been
used up. If there are any remainingas to be allocated, these amgiven to the candidates in order of their
position on the list.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacySunday 10 May
Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009
Representativenessiotal population ofDenmarkat 5 505 995> 327 861 inhabitants per MEP $5%)

Parallel electionsA referendum on the reform of the Danish &ession Act, to ggvwomen thesame rights (via
egalitarian primogeniture), on Sunday 7 June.

Turnout 2004 479%

2004 elections resultsSocial Democrats (A) 32.§®ES)Venstre (V) 19.4¥ALDE)Conservative People's Party
(C) 11.3%EPPFED) June Movement (J) 9.1%D), Socialist People's Party (F) 8ZJENGL) Danish People's
Party (O) 6.8%UEN) Danish Social Liberal Party (B) 6(#%DE)People's Movement against the EU (N) 5.2%
(GUENGL) Christian Democrats (K) 1.3EPFED)

Governing partiesV, C
Opposition paties: S F, |
9tt LI NI AS&20%LJI2 LJdzf I NAGeY

Analysis The financial and economic crisis is not playing a major role in the debate, perhaps because of the
I32FSNYyYSyiQa NBflIGAGSte 3F22R KFEYyRftAy3a 2F GKS yridAz2ylf
Summit has given climate change a certain prominenceodgepticism will be at the centre of the righting

5 yAakK tS2L)X SQa tI NIeé&Qa UdagladihgRSh I GISY BlyA TiyKdS a92dbNP OBk ISy Fil
European Court of Justice has become ¢ecialsymbol at the centre ofhe discussion betw® y moteBELD Q

YR WWi Saa I8spe® Quchlag ifithad [tréffeking and organized crime are also among the items for
RSoFdiSd ¢KS (g2 9tt LI NIASE FINB GKS /2yaSNBFGAGS t S2 LI
/I 2y aSNBI G A ¢S(DKFBhad afliS 6f 42 candidates with former deputy prime minister Bendt Bendtsen

as the top candidate. The DKF can at least expect to maintain their one mandate in fhieeEBtftist liberal

Party of Denmark (V) is falling behind its main petitor, the Social Liberals (Baccording to the latest poll.

225%2 F NBaALRYRSyiGa ¢2dZd R @23GS F2NI 5SyYIFIN] Qa 3F20SNYyAy3d L
since midApril. The opposition Social Democracy in Denmark (SD) is now in first placgbv@th The Socialist

t S2LX SQa t I NIe& OoYECOF24a 2@ BRNFO & ¢ AUlIKKS Mol @YyA & Rg andStRelJE SQa t |
I 2y aASNBI GAGS t S2 L% Support is Iblderfor they Radical d-&titi&l Liberal®Party (RV), the

Unity ListThe Rd Greens (EL), the New Alliance (NA), and the Christian Democrats (KD). On Apr. 4, Fogh
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Rasnussen was picked as the new Secretaen&@al of NATQ as had been widely expected. The following day,

Lars Lokke Rasmussewho had been working as finance ministeli 221 2 @SNJ da 5Sy Yl N] Qa vy
government. On May 25, Danish fisheries minister Eva Kjer Hansen called for an overhaul on fishitignegula

in the European Unigrsaying, "We have a very complicated policy with a lot of rules and mégrdation which
FAAKSN)XYSY R2yQil tA{1S® oX0 ¢KSNBQa I o0A3 gAaK G2 asSsS A
NBE3dzZ FGA2yd oX0 LGIQA y26 GAYS (G2 aSS 6KSGKSNI ¢S OFy KI |

List of candidates:

C

1. Bendt Bendtsen 5. Tove Videbek 10. Michael Christensen

2. Christian Wedell 6. Peter Norsk 11. Karsten Skabwdansen
Neergaard 7. Thomas Krarup 12. Ole Broekner

3. Pernille Hoxbro 8. Jan Koepke Chrisensen

4. Mette Abildgaard 9. Julie Broe

Ix

This list of candidates is not obtainable for the moment.

Estonia
Estoniaelects six MEPs to the European Parliamert gingle constituency.

Method of voting: The procedure othe 2009 EP elections has changed in Estonia compared to the first EP
elections in 2004. This tintbe closed listsystem will be usedSeats are divided up using tbeondt method
Candidates may puhemselves forward on the candidate lists of politicaftfes, or asndependent candidates.

If the number of votes won by at least two political parties or indepemidcandidates is the same, tmeandate

will be given to the political party or to the candidateho registered first. If a tie occurgithin the list of a
political party, the mandate will be given to the candidate who is highestrughe list.

Deadline forsubmission of candidacythursday 23 April

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 1 342 006 around 22367 inhditants per MEP (167%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 2683 %
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2004 elections resultsSocial Democratic Party (SDE) 36(B&S), Centre Partig 17.59{ALDE), Reform Party
(R 12.2%(ALDE)Pro Patria Union (IL) 10.58PFED) People's Union (RL) 8%, Union for the RepubRes
Publica (RP) 6.7¢&PPED) Others 8.3%.

Governing partiesRE, IRL
Opposition partiesK, ER, EREDE
EPP partie§popularity: 18%

Analysis: Under the new closed list system, Estonian voters can chobstween 11 party lists and 6
independent candidatesAccording to the latest opinion polls the strongest party is still the populist Centre Party
(ALDE) 22%, followed by the IRL (B#A®) 18% (growing)the Reform Party (ALDEy)ith 16% (falling) andhe
Social Democrats (PEBIith 15%.Clearly because of the current economic situation (and maybe also the fact
that local elections will take ptee shortly in October 2009 omestic issues strongly prevail. Unemploymehg
economic criss and the statebudget are theissues vters are most worried about. Edebate as such is not
visible. IRL's campaign, with thglogan "The right decisions for difficult timdsls been focusing on
unemployment anda balanced state budget, whereas the Prime Minister'soRe Party is promoting its
Europan level candidateswhich could be onereason for their falling supporOn the background of the
campaign the gvernment has gone through some changes. The Social Democrats have been removed from the
coalition about a wek agq leavingIRL andthe Re€orm Party in a minority govement at the moment (50
parliamentary seats out of 101from 28 May to 3 June it is possible for Estonians to vote via internet with their
ID-card (evoting), which is a unique system among dllNember States and has been practiced in Estonia since
2005.

List of candidates

IRL
1. Tunne Kelam 5. LiisaLy Pakosta 9. Madis Kubar

2. Marko Mihkelson 6. Svetlana Baltina 10.Kaia Iva

3. Karoli Hindriks 7. AnnaGreta Tsahkna 11.Peeter Tulviste
4. Andres Herkel 8. KadriKopli 12.Ene Ergma
Finland

Finlandelects 13 MEPwithin a single constituency.
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Method of voting: The lists are open. Seats are distributed using shi@ondt method After seats hve been
distributed to each party, electoral alliance and relatedslisandiddées on the lists are classifiemh the basis of
the number of preferential votes they received. Politicatjes put forward a list of upo 20 candidates. Parties
may form dectoral alliances, but theicommon list may not exceed theumber proposed by a single party. An
electoral constituency assation (or 2000 voters) may alsappoint a candidate. The electorate votes for a
specific candidate frorone of these lists; thegannotvote solely for one party. However, a vote for a candidate
also corresponds to a vote for the list. In Finland the @ondt methodis applied differently than irother
countries. Theotal number of votes for eacparty list or group is calculatechd the candidates from each tlis
or group are put in a given ordeccording to the number of personal votes they receive. Each camdidat
receives a comparative indeRy means of which the candidate at the top of the party list (vitie highest
number of personalotes) has a total number of votes equivalent to the total numbevaies cast and won by
the partyor the group. The second candidate from the list gets the total numbeotes equivalent to the total
number of votes worby the party or group and divided by two. &third candidate from the listeceives a total
number of votes equivalent to the total number of vetevon by the party or groudivided by three, and so on.
Finally, the total number of candidategre put in order of comparativeindex. A number of candidates
corresponding to the available numbef seats arghen taken from thdist in order of their position on it.

Deadline forsubmission of candidacyTuesday 28 April. Lists Wle confirmed by the electat constituency
commission on 7 May 2009.

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 5 296 80& around 40446 inhabiaints per MEP (89%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 39.4%

2004 elections resultshNational Coafion Party(KOKR3.7%(EPFED) Centre PartfKESK23.3%(ALDE)Social
Democratg(SDPR1.1%(PES)Green League + IndependefMIHR)L0.4%(GreensEFA) Left AlliancVASP.1%
(GUENGL) Swedish People's PaiigKP5.7%, Others 6.5%.

Governing partiesKESK, KOK, VIHR
Opposition parties:SDP, VAS, KBS
9tt LI NIASa% LJ2 LIz F NAGeyY

Analysis:The first few days of advance voting have been more brisk than five years ago. However, the final voter
turnout will probably be lower than ithe 2004 elections, when it was 4P6. The National Coalition Party (EPP)

will remain the biggest party andill, at the very least, retaifour seats inthe European Parliament. The Social
Demoratic Party (PES) will most likely hold three sedthoughtheir campaign has been very lackluster. The
Centre Party (ALDE) is losing some ground in these elections. The party is suffering from a long losing streak in
national elections. The latest opinion polls show some positive signs, but still the Centreisiartgsing not
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one but two seats and going from foMEP<o0 just two. The rest of the EP seats from Finland (three or four) will

be taken by the Greens (Greens/EFA), the Left Alliance (GUE/NGL) and the joint list of the populist
andEurosceptic True iins and Finnish Christian Democrats. Either the Greergjaint list of TF/FCD has the

strongest claim for a second seait depends how well thesparties get the vote outThe Christian Democrats

(KD) have very small oppurtunity to getraMEP. Thepolls show that KD is receiving support of-4.3%. Inthe

last parliamenary election in 2007 this umber of supporters gave KD 1860 votes. But with a 60% abstention

average, KD might get around @00 voters in these elections. This means that ¢inéy chane to get a seat in

the EU Parliment is to ceoperate with other small parties. In these eliens, KD made a technical citiain

with the True Finnparty and therefore hopes to secumne MEP seat. The technical titan doesnot mean

any othe co-operationwill happen in thefuture. The small Eurosceptic True Firpasty did strengthen their

position in the 2008 local elections and also hopes to capitalize the increase in thgeBnrelections. The polls

showthat their party could getatlest 170n nn @2 iSa Ay GKS St SOGAz2yad CAyfl yRQ:
(former MEP, Kokoomus), has expressed his concern regarding the European elections, worried that they will

GdzNy AyG2 | W, teEUZhemdn2temeR & the Bublpe?2 ySt SOG A2y a Ay Of dzRS 9 dzNJ
enlargement, the future of the Lisbon treaty, common energy and environment policy and the cooperation in

foreign and security policy between NATO and the EU.

List of candidates

KOK

1. Sofia Wkman 6. Johanna Manninen 11. Risto Penttila
2. Nina Suomalainen 7. Anne Linnonmaa 12. Puhakka Joona
3. Riikka Railimo 8. Korhola EijjeRiitta 13. Kai Pontinen

4. Sirpa Pietikainen 9. Itala Ville 14. Jukka Tuori

5. Ukko Metsola 10. Heikki Autto 15. Ari Vatanen
SKDK

1. Sauli Ahvenjarvi 5. Jorma Jussila 9. Mikael Snellman
2. Sari Essayah 6. Kari Karkkainen 10. Kermen Soitu
3. Markku Holmi 7. Leena Mantere

4. Evelyn Hynynen 8. Teuvo V. Riikonen

France

Franceelects 72 MEP® the European Parliament (74 once thisdon Treaty enters into forcend is divided
into eight constituencies. The number of seats by constituency is likely to be as falovia: the North, 9 for
the West, 9 for the East, 10 for the Southwesfpbthe Massif Central/Centrel, 3 for the Southeast, 13 for He
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de-France and 3 for the overas departments and territorieg\rrangements for the election of the MEPs able to
take their seatsfter the new Treaty enterito forceare stillto be defined.

Method of voting: System of closed lists. For eacfithe 8 constituenciesthe ists must include twice as many
candidatesas there are seatm case candidates step down, assitnot possible to organise lfections. The
votes are cast by lists, withowtote-splitting (votingfor more than one candidate odifferent party lists) or
preferential votes, in a single round. The seats allocated according to thgroportion of votes received. Lists
which fail to achieve 5% of the \axt cast in the constitueey arenot allocated any seats. Seats are shared out in
order of position on the list.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBetween Monday 11 and Friday 22 May

Date of voting:Saturday 6 ané&unday 7 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 63 77200-> araund 885 821 inhabitants per MEP.32%)
Parallel electionsElection of the French Abroad Assembly (AFE), to be held on 7 June.
Turnout 2004 42.76%

2004 elections resultsSocialist PartyPS)28.9%(PES)Union for aPopular Movemen{UMP)16.64%(PPEDE)
Union for French DemocragivoDem)11.96%(ALDE) National FrontFN)9.81%N/I), The GreenglLes Verts)
7.41% (GreenseFA) Movement for FrancéMPF)6.67% (ID/Libertas) French Communist ParPCF)5.88%
(GUENGL) Workers' Struggle & Revolutionary Communist Lea@WeR¥.56%, Hunting, Fishing, Nature and
Traditions(CPNT2.51%, Rally for Fran¢BLRR.21%.

Governing parties UMP, NC (EPPD) Gauche moderne
Opposition partes PS MoDem PCFFN, Verts, PRGIPF NPA
9tt LI NILASae®wm LJ2LJdz I NR Gy

Analysis:The natimal debate is dominated by thects the government has to implement as an answer to the
financial and economic crisi$he coming regional elections of 2010 have mobilized the different pafies.
recent developments on the French poléicscene suggest a reversdlthe balance of power between the left

and the right. If the European election was held today, the latest polls indicate thawiledt parties would
receive 46% and righting parties36.44% of the votes. The French EPP party, UMP, gathers 26% of the votes
and is thus the most popular party in the country, doing 10 points better than in the last European elections
(16.6%). The progress of these UMP results could be interpreted ast@matic effect ofthe NQQ &ithdrawal.

After having benefited from the positive effect on public opinion of the French EU presidency, one may wait to
see how UMP will avoid dissatisfaction due to the current economic crisis which has already affected the
@R IOSNYYSyliQa [EHerchRES gty P9 gathkré2df the votes and comes close to Ségoléne
w2elftQa NBadzZ G G G K6t remains dar fioiNBsardsit SitytlieAldstt Eurépéad Eléctiogsy’
(30.2%). Due to personal rivalry, a tdP$ does not seem to be a credible alternative to UMP in the eyes of the
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majority of votersand its staus asthe main opposition party appears to be contested by MoDem and the

Greers. Together, the fateft parties reach 16% of the votes, which shows imigat progress since the last

elections (2007: 9%; 2004: 8.6%). The newborAdfrparty, Nouveau Parti Anticapitaliste, is alone credited

with 7% of the votes and competes with the PS on its essential electoral segmentsoliareworkers and

public ®ctor employeesThe CPNT and MPF coalition under the Libertas label remains stable (6%). The list

G 9 dzNP LIS | ledbg thee@desbis progressing (and is likely to continue to do so in the last days) and would

now receivell% of the votesThe MoDem (ALDE) is credited with 123% of the votes, which is minor
LINEINB&a O2YLI NBR (2 AG& wnnn NBadz §a ommoz0d az25SYQa
national parties (UMP and PS) and the party hgsopularity equal to the two main pdies in the following

electoral segments: executive employees and independent workéd? has tried to lead a short campaign in

order to avoid a sanction vote against the government and the PS delayed its campaign in order to avoid its

Yes/No tothe Lisba Treaty inner divide. Traditionalivides are relatively absent imese European elections:

theMoDSY R2Say Qi LlzaAK Ada 9dz2NRPLISIFY FSRSNIfAad 3ISyRIE | ye@®
currency is not used by the faight parties.Due tothe expectedabstention level, one point in the polls is only

equal to 160000 voters (more or less 1,600 voters in each department), so the situation could be relatively

unsettled depending on the mobilization but there should be no major surprise on election night.

List of candidates

UMP, NC, Gauche Moderne

East Constituency

1. Joseph Daul 7. Sylvain Marmier 13. Airy Cazin

2. Véronique Mathieu 8. Annabelle Ferry 14. Else Joseph

3. Arnaud Danjean 9. Guillaume Germain 15. Marc Sebeyran

4. Michéle Striffler 10. Malika Gauthie 16. Pascale Krebs

5. Benjamin Develey 11. Patrick Revilloud 17. Didier Vallerdu

6. Nathalie ColirDesterle 12. Martine LaemlinDelmotte 18. Laetitia Mouquot
Northwest Constituency

1. Dominigue Riquet 8. Blandine Lefebvre 15. Emmanuel Nkunzumwami
2. Tokia Saifi 9. Pierre Savreux 16. Béatrice Majza

3. JeanPaul Gauzes 10. Brigitte Mauroy 17. Francois Decoster

4. Pascale Gruny 11. Sébastien Chenu 18. Nadége Delafosse

5. Philippe Boulland 12. Nicole Duranton 19. PierreSimon Trezguet
6. Sonia de La Provote 13. PierreEmmanuel Gibson 20. Héléne Blanchard

7. Philippe Rapeneau 14. Valérie ShDelannoy

WestConstituency
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Christophe Bechu
Elisabeth Morin
Alain Cadec
Agnés le Brun
Bruno Drapron
Danielle Rival

S A

Southwest Constituency

Dominique Baudis
Christine de Veyrac
Alain Lamassoure
Marie-Thérése Sanchez
Schmidt

Franck Proust

Muriel Boulmier

7. Yves Urieta

powbdPRE

o o

Southwest Constituency

Francoise Grossetete
Damien Abad
Dominique Vlasto
Gaston Fanco

Nora Berra

Michel Dantin

Karine Fenocchi
Jérdbme Clement
Chantal Eymeoud

© 0Nk~ wNPRE

Tle-de-FranceConstituency

Michel Barnier
Rachida Dati
JeanMarie Cavada
Marielle Gallo
Philippe Juvin
Constance Le Grip
Xavier Lemoine

No ok whE
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10.
11.
12.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
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EUE

David Le Solliec
Sylvie Marcilly
Richard Samare
Doris Madingou
Vincent You
Stéphanie Lemonnier

Annabelle Brunet
Aurélien Pradie
Marie-France Theron
Thierry Millet
Christiane Pieters
Mickaél Camillieri
Marie-Claude Gougaud
Jacques Godfrain

Benoit Pelletier
Pascale Modelski
JeanFrancois Royer

Sonia Lacroi#Chamosset

Loic Herve
Patricia Larnaudy
JeanRoger Durand
Sandrine Maigret
Djamel Keriche

Véronique CoteMillard
JeanDidier Berthault
Céline Martin
Benjamin Lancar
Anne Bernadin

Gilles Norroy

Cristela De Oliviera

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

16.
17.
18.

19.
20.

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.

26.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

Guillaume Chevrollier
Francoise Louarn
Marcel Albert

Anne Le Dirach
Michel Hunault
Séverine Vachon

Véronique LipsoSallenave
Franck Layr€assou
Marie-Agnes Vailhe
CibertinBlanc

JeanMarie Caillaud
Amélie Arro

Marie-Eugénie Bouge
Richard Kitaeff

Lydie Bayoud
Guillaume Jouve
Michelle Gilles
Francois Vaute
Stéphanie Pernod
Beaudon

Didier Besnier

Gilles Laborde
Francoise Dussud
Claude Pons

Camille Bedin

alk NO RQI SNB
Sonia Himloul

Hugues Ribault
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22. Cathy Bissonnier 24. Marylin Flet 26. Valérie Sachs
23. Francois Merlet 25. Julien Mugerin

Overseas Constituency

1. Marie-Luce Penchard 5. Cyrile Melchior 8. Bernadette Papilio
2. Boris Chongit 6. Daourina Romouli Zouhair Halagahu

3. Chantal Maignan 7. Maurice Ponga 9. Tearii Alpha

4. Yolaine Costes

Germany

Germany votes in 99 MERsthe European Parliament and has a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists areclosed(the order of the candidates is decidég the party itself and/oters cannot

express their preference for any particular candidate) sLésin be submitted by politicphrties or other political

associations for a fedal State (Bundesland) @s joint lists for all of thé&ederal States. Each member of the

electorate has one vote. Only parsigvith at least 5% of the votealidly cast are included in the distribution of

seats. The seats are allded atthe Federal leel, using themodified SainteLagué methodthe total number of

votes for each grty is subsequently divided iy KS FA 3dzZNBE& mMdnk ok pk TX0d {SIida
using theHareNiemeyer methodthe number of seats to be allocated multiplieg the number of votesvon by

a party. The result thigives is then divided by the total number of valid votes, which gives the number of seats

to bedistributed to the parties).

Deadlinefor submission of candidacythe lists conaming a particular Lanthust besubmitted no later than 66
days before the date of the ballot, which wilebrhursday 2 April. Joint lisfer all of the Lander must be
submittedno later than the 68th day before theesdtion, in this case Tuesday Btarch.

Date of voting:Sunday7 June 2009
Representativenesspopulation d 82 200 206> around830 805 inhabitants per MEP Q1%)

Parallel elections:Municipal elections on Sulay 7 June: Badewiirttemberg, MecklenburgvVorpommern,
NordrheinWestfalen, Rheinlan€falz Saarland and SachseAnhalt; regional elections on Sunday 30 August:
Saarland, Sachsen, and Thigen; and federal parliamentasjlections on Sunday 27 September.

Turnout 2004:43%

2004 elections resultsChristian Democratic UniofCDU)36.5%(EPFED) Social Dmocratic Party (SPD) 21.5%
(PES) Alliance 9The Greens 11.9%EGP) Christian Social Union (CSU) 8&°PED) Party of Democratic
Socialism 6.1%;ree Democratic Party (FDP) 6.086DE)Republican Party (REP) 1,9thers8.9%
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Governing parties:Christan Democratic Union/CD & Christian Social Union/CSud $cial Democratic
Party/SPD

Opposition parties:Free Democrats/FQBreas, Left Party/Linke
EPP partie§opularity: 40%

Analysis:While the European election in Germany is largely seen as a test run for the Bundestag election of
September 27, opinion polls predict few surprises on June 7. \tataput may actually increas&éom the

record low of 43 % in 2004, to around 50 % thisetimfCDU and CS3bjgetherlook set to get 39%, provided the

CSU geat over 5 % of the national votebut with a predicted 6 % it will probably clear that hurdle. That will still

mean a loss for CDU/CSU of around 5 % from the sensational 44 % of 2004s dllitabove the current poll

NBadzZ G F2NJ GKS . dzyRSaidl 3 IyR YlIé& GKSNBTF2NB 0SS 0OSt SoN
popularity, as well as the strong public role the CDU and CSU have in European policy in Germany. The SPD, on

the other hand, is likely to improve upon its abysmal 22 % of 2004, and get to 26 % (about in line with current
Bundestag pollig), which it will interpret aJ2 LJdzf | NJ | LILINR @ f F2NJ Ada aaz2O0Alf 9 dzN
national trend, the Liberals are &k to get 9 %, up from 6 % in 2004, while Greens and the Left Partyavél

or lessmaintain their results. The campaign has focused on both the global crisis, and specifically German issues

like a historic assessment of the communist regime in Easin@wsy before 1989. Chancellor Merkel could

positively use her role as a former dissident in the GDR in this context, whereas the SPD seems to have an image
problem with the popularity ratings of its leading personnkl.is therefore attacking the new Ecomics

Minister, zu GuttenbergCSU) which is a risky strategy because he gained some popularity in the Federal
D2@SNYYSyi(aQa tdshvw Saymakert Apél BomLidisalvency. The social democratic Vice Chancellor

and Foreign Minister Steinmei¢ras pp f A Of & F GidGlF O1 SR / KIyOStf2NJ aSNJ] St Qa N
coordination of economic and social policies, in a further attempt to regain momentum for the T®ReDre

election of the incumbent Federal President, Horst Kohler (supported by CDWBNASDP), has given a slight

boost to these parties, especially concerning an intended ChrifimocratLiberal coalition in September, but

will not have much influence on the EP election result.

List of candidates

CSuU

1. Markus Ferber 11. Michael Bernicker 21. Dr. AndreaAlbert

2. Dr. Angelika Niebler 12. Carolin Opel 22. Heidi Rackl

3. Dr. Anja Weisgerber 13. Barbara Haimerl 23. Barbara Fellner

4. Manfred Weber 14. Michael Mirschberger 24. Edmund Ratka

5. Albert Del3 15. Walburga von Lerchenfeld 25. Dr. Dimitrios Tsantilas
6. Monika Hohlmeier 16. KartHeinz Wagner 26. Gabriele Gruber

7. Bernd Posselt 17. Thomas Dopfer 27. Christian Lichthardt
8. Martin Kastler 18. Benjamin Zeitler 28. Marcus Wohrl

9. Dr. Gabriele Stauner 19. Heike Maas 29. Jonas Geissler

10. Prof. Dr. Gerhard Waschler 20. Caroline Winkler 30. Daniel Schreyer
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http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/11610937.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/112110958.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/112810940.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/113210944.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/141210914.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/121810919.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/14610941.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/153810953.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/15291094.htm
http://www.csu.de/partei/europawahl/unsere_kandidaten/133710949.htm
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank

31. Wolfgang Pausch
32. Stefan Einsiedel
33. Michael Weiss

34. Maximilian Stral3er

Cbhu

BadenW(urttemberg

Rainer Wieland
Daniel Caspary

Dr. Andreasschwab
Elisabeth Jeggle
Dr. Inge GraRile

Dr. Thomas Ulmer
Sebastian Beck

No ok wdhpRE

Berlin

1. Joachim Zeller
2. Roland Gewalt

Brandenburg

1. Dr. Christian Ehler

Bremen

1. Carl Kau
2. Dr. Iris Spiel3

Hamburg

1. Birgit Schniebedastram

Hessen
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35.
36.
37.
38.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
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EUE

Alexander Anton
Christine Sporreborner
Frank Gubner

Peter Stoger

Brigit Veith

Edith Grupp
Daniel Frey
Michael Zacherle
Markus Schaible
Wencke Hauser
Christoph Koch

Marion Berning
Dr. Torsten Kiuhne

Jesko von Samsen
Himmelstjerna

Andreas Tserkezidis
Vicky Wollny

Bettina Machaczek

39.
40.
41.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

Rolf Picker
LeifEric Langguth
Stefan Albert Martin

Susanne Beyiearr
Rudolf Flaton
Alexander Gary
Marina Angladagis
Johannes Krug
Stefanie Friedrich

Oliver Scholz
Hildegard Bentele

Knut Abraham

Bernd Wundersee

Agnes Wieczorek
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1. Thomas Mann 3. Oda Scheibelhuber
2. Michael Gahler 4. Dr. Yasar Bilgin
MecklenburgvVorpommern

1. Werner Kuhn 3. Annette Gratz

2. Dan Oliver H6ftmann 4. Christian Rosenkranz

Niedersachsen

1. Dr. HansGert Pottering 8. Julia Brommer 16. Albert Stegemann

2. Dr. Godelieve Quisthoudt 9. Manfred Gallwitz 17. Katharina Merklein
Rowohl 10. Jochen Steinkamp 18. Dr. Frank Schmadeke

3. Prof. Dr. Han®eter Mayer 11. Dirk Gronewold 19. Harm Adam

4. Burkhard Balz 12. Wiltrud Schumann 20. JanWillem Roepert

5. KristianW. Tangermann 13. Dirk O. Offermann 21. Stephan Kaune

6. Gesa Abel 14. Dr. Beatrice MarnetteKihl

7. Uwe Friedrich Schéafer 15. Marcus Oberstedt

NordrheinWestfalen

1. Elmar Brok 11. Hildegard Schulte 19. Klaus Wegener

2. KarlHeinz Florenz Kellinghaus 20. Dr. Annette Koweius

3. Dr. Renate Sommer 12. Gisela Manderla 21. Ulrich Beul

4. Dr. Peter Liese 13. Sebastian Wolff 22. Dr. Ekkehard Witthof

5. KlausHeiner Lehne 14. Claudia Stuckmann 23. Carmen Greine

6. Sabine Verheyen Invernizzi 24. Prof. Dr. Heribert Hirte
7. Dr. Markus Pieper 15. Stephan Stickeler 25. Johann Friedrich Colsman
8. Axel Voss 16. Dr. Christine Disselkampf 26. Dr. Wolfgang Beckers
9. Herbert Reul 17. Dr. Patricia Peill Schwar

10. Dr.Christoph Konrad 18. Christophe Darley

RheinlandPfalz

1. Dr. Werner Langen 5. Dr. Andreas Nick 9. Barbara Defossé

2. Kurt Lechner 6. SimoneThiel 10. Elmar Zenner

3. Christa Klaf3 7. Xaver Jung 11. Dr. Markus Schulte

4. Birgit CollinLangen 8. Annegret Schéfer 12. Dr. Norbert Herhammer
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13. Stephanie Herrmann 16. Christoph Ferdinand 19. KarkUlrich Paul

14. Michael Georg Witzel 17. Isabell von SliSoglio 20. Jeanette Woppesr
15. Marc Steinbrecher 18. Yvonne Neuefeind

Saarland

1. Doris Pack 2. Helma KuhrTheis 3. Giacomo Santalugi
Sachsen

1. Hermann Winkler 4. Thomas Schneider 7. Prof. MatthiasTheodor
2. Dr. Peter Jahr 5. Dr. Walter Oeckl Vogt

3. Brigitte WenzePerillo 6. Jorn Lachmann 8. Prof. Volker Schimpff
SachserAnhalt

1. Dr. Horst Schnellhardt 2. Laura Banse 3. Jonatha Rumpold
SchleswigHolstein

1. Reimer Boge 4. Werner Weiss 7. Thomas Melchert

2. Niclas Herbst 5. Axel Bernstein 8. Thomas Detlefsen

3. Karin Bruickert 6. Claudia Stamm 9. Gabriele Huhn
Tharingen

1. Dr. Dieter L. Koch 4. Marga Lottmann 7. Johanna Rommel

2. Christian Kdckert 5. Michael Hose

3. Dr. Mario Huther 6. Mark Hauptmann

Greece

Greeceelects 22 MEP® the European Parliament arsla single constitancy.

Method of voting: Lists are closed. Seats are allocated among all of ste dif parties or coalitions gfarties
which win at least 3% of the votes.
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Deadlinefor submission of candidacyfhursday 7 May

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 11 20800-> araund 510 000 inhabitants per MER55%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 6322%

2004 elections resultsNew DemocracyND)43.02%(EPFED) Panhellenic Socialist MovemefRASOK34.03%
(PES)Communist Party of Greec®KE 9.48%(GUE/NG), Coalition of the Left of Movements and Ecology
(SYRIZM.169%9(GUE/NG), Popular Orthodox RaljtAOS3.12%(INDDEM) Other 5.19%.

Governing partiesND
Opposition partiesPASOKKKESYRIZAACS

EPPparties popularity: According to the most recent survey for the European elections, the major opposition
party, PASOK, leads the polls with 32% in comparison to New Democracy, which follows with 28.5%. Third are

the Ecogreens with 8%, then KKE with 6.5¢RIZA 6%, and LAOS 4.5%. (29/05/09, Public Issue).

Analysis:These elections come at a crucial time @reece and can be considered f A GYdza G(S&ad F2NJ St
policies. Political tensions in Greece have been exacerbated further as the main political parties have been

unable to agree on the best way to tackle the economic cfTeiee dominant features seemo characterize the

elections.First, the gap that separates ruling New Democracy (ND) and opposition PASQi¢éd ohportance

Secadly, polls show the EcoGreens haya&ined considerable ground over the past two months. Third, voter

interest in the elections is also an igsand all political parties are stressing the importance of the European

elections in order to bring voters to the polls. The gap between ruling New Democracy (ND) and PASOK has
aliFoAfAT SR Ay t!{hYQ&a Tl @2NO®» Ly drikmdBblidlgsyessBo@siBABTKS LI2f f :
ahead with 32%34% and ND trailing with 2728.5%. Meanwhile, over the past few months, the EcoGreens

have pushed through the 3% threshold due mostly to voter dissatisfaction with mainstream parties. Their strong

showing inthe polls has worried the main leftist parties (KKE, SYRIZA). Many polls even project the EcoGreens
overtaking both leftist parties and placing third. According to the polling firm Public Issue, voter turnout will be

relatively high, owing mostly to politl polarization on domestic issues.

List of candidates

ND

1. Marietta Giannakou 6. Giorgos Koumoutsakos 11. Lefteris Dimitriou
2. Rodi Kratsal sagaropoulou 7. Giorgos Papanikolaou 12. Vasos Kollia

3. Giorgos Papastamkos 8. Giannis Tsoukalas 13. Eleni Fotea

4. Kostas Poupakis 9. StravrosPapastavrou 14. Vassilis Kanakas
5. Thodoros Skilakakis 10. Aliki Moshi 15. Anna Bredima

EB www.thinkingeurope.eu

CENTRE FOR EUROPEAN STUDIES




Centre For European Studies
EUBH ECTIONWATCH

16. Dimitris Kourtis 19. Afroditi Bleta 22. Giorgos Kassimatis
17. Alexandra Palli 20. Ahmedzin Pitvan

18. Giannis Antoniadis 21. Pinelopi Pappa

Hungary

Hungaryelects 22 MEP® the European Parliament and is a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are closed and may be submitted by reged political parties. Commolists may also

be established by two or more parties. No party magate more han one list, eitheindependently or jointly.

Only the lists of parties which win more than 5¥#the total vote cast for athe lists willobtain seats. Seats are
allocated using thés ondt method The dectorate votes for party lists,with eachcitizen allowed to vote for
one list only. The seats are allocated to tladidates of a list ithe order initially drawn up by the party.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacythe lists of the parties ith the names of the candidatesust be sent to
the national electoral commission no later than 30 days before the eledate Friday 8 May.

Date of voting:Most likely Thursday 4 June, but still to be confirmed.
RepresentativenessTotal population of 10 04800-> araund 456 650 inhabitants per MEP.5%%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 385%

2004 elections resultsHungarian Citizens Party-lDESZ67%(EPPED) Hungarian Socialist Party (MSZP) 23%
(PES)Hungarian Democratic Forum (MDF) @2PFED) Alliance of Free Democrats (SZDSZJAIYE)

Governing partiesMSZP
Opposition partiesFIDESZKDNP, SZDSZ, MDF
EPP partie§popularity: 65%

Analysis: Hungary is deeply affected by the current economic crisis (Hungaridsic debt is 82,7 %,
unemployment is now 9.9% ane Hungarian Natioal Bankorecasts that GDP will shrink by 6.5% this year),

yet the economy is not the main issue in today's national political debate. The campaign for the EP elections has
changed substantially after the resignation of Hungarian Prime minister Feremcs@gy during the last week

of March. As early as February billboards of the two smaller parliamentary parties appeared all around Hungary,
using the silence from the governing Socialist Party and major opposition party Fidesz to reach the voters. Fidesz
carries out very successful mobilization techniques, which makes them less dependent on media advé&Hesing
liberal SZDSZ's and the conservative MDF's main preoccugatiorpass the 5% threshold. On the other hand,
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the smaller opposition party MDF hasilt its campaign on the economic crisis and the urgent need for solutions
on both the national and European level. This being the central element d&'sviéampaign, the party had
chosen Lajos Boksy a Europavide known expert oreconomics and former Wital Bank director for Europe and
CentratAsig to lead its election list. Fidesz, the second largest party in the Hungarian Parliament, started its
campaign with a conference series which led to the wider introduction to its election progranjust¢ days
before the announcement of the Prime Minister's resignation. The next parliamentary electiorsstaeduled

for mid-2010. On 14April, lawmakers eleedd Gordon Bajnaiformer Minister forthe Economy, as Gyurcsany's
successarA 4lkyearold businessmaiiand former business partner of Gyurcsanyjned politician, Bajnai takes

over from the unpopular Ferenc Gyurcsany and has just one year before a national election to pull the Central
European nation of 10 milliopeopleout of its economic crisis. The noirity government depends on support
from the liberal Free Democrats and pbasiness Democratic Forum, neither of which wants an early idolie
surpisingly, gen the support of the socialist p@amentary faction is questionahl@he newPrime Mnister will

need the supporbf the centreright opposition. The most likely scenario is one where the left agrees on an
external candidate who will be portrayed as a noertisan "crisis manager”. This would help both MSZP and
SZDSZ to stay independent of the ic&h in terms of communication and allow for an attempt to raise their
public support before the European electiorihat is why both Fidesz and MDF are calling for early elections
(the Socialist Party's support is under 30% in every poll). Although chdacesarly elections are low, this
message can be a good tool to mobilize the voters unsatisfied with the performance of the current government
to vote for the opposition parties, further enlarging the number of Hungarian MEPs in the EPP group from
Hungay. Their number is currently 13 out of 24, but will probably rise tal&5even though there will only be

22 Hungarian MEPs after the June electidgkis ercouraging event happened on Mag: the candidate of Fidesz

won by a large maig the mayoral contesof PécsZolt Pava (Fidesz) received 65.8%ihe votes in the south
western city of Hungary while the country's most popular socialist politician, hepeaker Katalin Szili, got only
34.1% Until now, the city was one of the belshown strongholds oMSZP in the countryside where a midterm
election had to be held due to the desasein popularityof the former socialist mayoNoter turnout thus will

be determined bythe following factors: the silent campaign will push it down, while the protest votehe
unsatisfied people will increase it, possibly resulting in a very similar participation to that in 2004 (38.5%
participated five years ago).

List of candidates

FIDESZ

1. P&l Schmitt 9. Andréas Gylurk 17. Réka Szemerkényi
2. Jozsef Szajer 10./ &+ o6k pNE 18. Jozsef Ekes

3. Kinga Gal 11. Béla Glattfelder 19. Géspar Frivaldszky
4. Janos Ader 12. Adam Kosa 20. Judit Hammerstein
5. Laszl6 Surjan 13. Agnes Hankiss 21. Gergely Gulyas

6. Tamas Deutsch 14.9yAl! Deél!l NA 22. Edina Téth

7. Livia Jaréka 15. Bago6 Zoltan

8. Gydrgy Schopflin 16. Gyorgy Hoélvényi
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This list of candidates is not obtainable for the moment.

Y5bt Aad NBLNBaSyGSR 2y CL59{%Qa fAraildo

Ireland
Ireland elects 12 MERs the European Parliament anéie¢ country is divided into fouconstituencies: Dublin,
East, Northwest and South, with three seats each.

Method of voting: Seats are allocated divided using tsiagle transferable vote method hissystem is virtually
the same as the proportional system: votes tc&sl = quota of seats +1. Eaebter casts his or her vote for a
candidate and also indicates, in ordefr preference, the candidate arandidates their vote should go to in the
event that the first or seaod chdce candidate has alreadgached the quota or fails to attract sufficient votes
and is therefoe eliminated. The candidate elected once he or she reaches the quota. All votes won by a
candicate above the quota achieved lihis candidate are redistribed on a proportional basis among the
remaining candidates, in line witthe preferences voiced by the voters.

Date of voting:Friday 5 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyfrom Monday 4 to Sunday lidlay
RepresentativenessTotal population of 4114 800-> around367 900 inhabitants per MEP $3%)
Parallel electionsLocal elections on Friday 5 June

Turnout 2004 58 8%

2004 elections resultsFine Gae(FG)27.8%(EPP)Fianna FaiFF)29.5% (AEN) Sinn Feir(SF)11.1%(EUENGL)
Labour PartfLAB) 10.5%(PES)Green Partf{GPY.3%(EGEFA)Socialist PartySP)1.3% Independents 15.5%

Governing partiesFF,GP, Progressive Democrats (PD)
Opposition partiesFG,LAB SE SP
EPP partie§opularity: 0 /&2 @

Analysis Opposition leader Enda Kenny of Fine Gael was looking at a bleak five years out ofyhewdre lost
the last election in May 200MHowever, the extraordinary economic events since have catapulted him into the
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driving seat for the next electioh. NBf  yRQa SO2y2Yé A& NI LARt& RSOtAYyAYy3 | ¢
AYONBI aSasx yR (G(KS 3I320SNYyYSyiQa (FE NB@GSydzSa LX dzyySio
also been negatively affected. On May 14, Irish finance minister Baaihan commented on the possibility of

the government interfering in the banking sector, saying, "It is our policy that nationalization should be the last

resort and not the first resort.'On May 29, Prime Minister Cowen urged people to regain trusNiB f | Y RQ &
SO02y2Yéx &l éAy3ds bHbeKS 9dzZNRPLISIY /2YYAaarzy KFLa adarkdasSR
0dzR3ASG YR GKIG oXo Y2ald SO2y2Yraada yz2e are GKIFIG GKS 3
one". On 5 June 2009, the Iriglill also be voting in local electionsn& Gael (FG, part of the EPEhe main

opposition party, is campaigniraggressively against Fiannail Fwhich is currently in power (FF left UEN at the

EP to join ALDE). The Libertas movement against the Liskaty will be fielding a list of candidates for the first

time in two constituencies. Libertas founder, tycoon Declan Ganley, is standing in the Northwest constituency

and has made it clear that he will drop his campaign against the Lisbon Treatyakbendt win a seat at the

European Parliamenolls continue to show Fianna Fail would suffer a defeat and Fine Gael believes it can lead

the next government whenever a general electionis helhNB f I Y RQ&a 2LJJ2aAdA2y CAyS DI St
backing during the last monthslheLabour Party has continued to gain momentum, according to the latest poll

(June, 3rd) published in The Irish Times. 23% of respondents would vote for Labour, up three points since mid

May. Fine Gael is still in first placettv6%, down two points in two weeks. The governing Fianna Fail is now

third with 20%, followed by Sinn Fein with 8%, and the Green Party with-iB#.Gaeparty anticipates wide

ranging success in next June's local and European elections.

List of candidtes:

Fine Gael
East

1. John Paul Phelan 2. Mairead McGuinness

Dublin

1. Gay Mitchell

North West

1. Jim Higgins 2. Joe O'Reilly

South
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1. Colm Burke 2. Sean Kelly

Italy

Italy elects 72 MEP® the European Parliament (73 aftdre LisbonTreatyenters into forcé and is divided into

five electoral constituencies: Northwest, Northeast, Centre,t8olslandsIn accordance with Italian law, each
electoral constituencylects a number of MEPs whichpsoportionate to the number of inhabitants (20, 15, 15,
19, 9), a figurevhich is then corrected on thbasis of the number of voters (e.g. at the European electiafns
2004 the number of MEPs electedtime various electoral constituencies were 23, 15, 16, 17 and 7 respectively).

Method of voting: Lists are openln the geferential voting systemthe Hare quotais calculatedo obtain the
guota of votes needed to wia seat. The total number of votesrfeach party is then divided khis quota, to
determine the number of seats allocated to each pantyeach electoral constituencf¥he seats are allocated to
the candidates with largest number of personatesm Theltalian system iglifferent from all of the othersif a
party fails to win seats ira given electoral constituencyhese personal votes can be transferred to the
equivalent party list iranother constituency. If seatemain after this process, the renming votes cast in favour
of each p@rty throughout the country areaccumulated and the remaining seaése distributed atthe national
level. The sats allocated to each list atben redistributed to the electoral constituencies in question, on the
basisof the total number ofparties' votes and of the seats already granted to each party. Lalsdgetseats are
allocated to thecandidate with the largest number of personal votes. The two camestities with the highest
number of "leftovers" are entitled ¢ an extra seat. Nonetheless, as seats giren to parties rather than to
regions and with abstentions playing a part, the result is very ofteat more seats go to the ledseavily
populated constituencies (to the detriment of the islands, foramyple, where the level ofabstentions is
generally very high).

Date of voting:Saturday 6 June and Sunday 7 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacythe lists of candiates must be submitted to thelectionbureau of each
electoral constituency before the 39th dayfbee the election date, in thisase Wednesday 29 April.

Representativenesstotal population of 59 57800-> araund 827 478 inhabitants per MEP 89%)
Parallel electionsAdministrative elections on Saturday 6 June
Turnout 2004 731%

2004 elections resultsForward Italy (FI) 21% (EEB), Union of Christian Democrats and Centre Democrats
(UDC)5.6% (ERP5 0 X b2NIK [ SF3IdzS o6[bo p2 6! 9boX blvo)yB2Md t ! ffAl
(PES)

Governing partiesPeople of Freedom (Pdlij future EPPED, LN
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Opposition parties:Denocratic Party (PD), Italy of Values (IdV) (ALD&ipn of the Centre (UdC) including
Union of Christian Democrats and Centre Democrats (UDCHBRIRd the Popular Civic Federative Movement
(Rosa Bianca) (Europeaffiliation not yet decided)

EPP partie§opularity: 46.8%

Analysis:The latestpoll in Italy shows that support for the newly founded ruling cenight People of Freedom
Party (PdLjs holdng steady at around 36%, whiléDC figures have risen from 5.6% to 8%. Most people in Italy
back the governing coalition of riglganing parties. 51.6% of respondents would vote for the PdL, the Northern
League (LN), or the Movement for AutononHA) in the next election to the Chamber of Deputies. The PdL of
Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berluscamasofficially founded d the end of March of this yeathe powerful new
bloc that is not only set to dominate lItalian politics for the foreseeahterg, but will also wield considerable
power in the European Parliament after the June elections aadsiderablybeef up the Italian delegation in the
EPP Group. The EPP Group has already received two applications for the presidency of the EurdaeamtParl
Joseph Daul has announced, one of which is Italy's Mario Mauwnwently VicePresident of the European
Parliament, andhe other one Jerzy Buzek from the Polish Civic Platform.

List of candidates

PdL

North West

1. SilvioBerlusconi 8. Vito Bonsignore 14. Carlo Fidanza

2. Ignazio La Russa 9. Elena Centemero 15. GiuseppeMenardi
3. Mario Walter Mauro 10. Maristella Cipriani 16. Nicola Orsi

4. Cristiana Muscardini 11. Lara Comi 17. Laura Ravetto

5. Gabriele Albertini 12. Roberta Della Vecchia 18. Licia Ronzulli

6. Valentina Aprea 13. Isabella De Martini detta 19. Iva Zanicchi

7. Fabrizio Bertot Susy

North East

1. Silvio Berlusconi 6. Antonio Cancian 11. Maurizio Paniz
2. Alberto Balboni 7. Giovanni Collino 12. Fiorella Rigon

3. Sergio Antonio Berlato 8. MariaGabriella De Maria 13. Amalia Sartori detta Lia
4. Michaela Biancofiore 9. Fabrizio Frosio

5. T FdzN» [ I f2Q 10. Elisabetta Gardini

Central

1. Silvio Berlusconi 2. Roberta Angelilli 3. Stefano Zappala
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4. Alfredo Antoniozzi 8. Carlo De Romanis 11. Alfredo Pallone

5. Lucio Barani 9. Federico Eichberg detto 12. Mariarosaria Rossi

6. Paolo Bartolozzi Federico 13. Potito Salatto

7. Alessandra Calcagno 10. Barbara Mannucci 14. Marco Scurria

South

1. Silvio Berlusconi 8. Barbara Matera 15. Crescenzio Rivellini detto

2. SalvatoreTatarella 9. Erminia Mazzoni Enzo

3. Raffaele Baldassarre 10. Aldo Patriciello 16. LucianaScalzi

4. Giuseppe Gargani 11. DA dza SLILJIS t SRI Q 17. Sergio Paolo Francesco

5. Franco Malvano 12. Paola Pelino Silvestris

6. Giacomo Mancini 13. Giovanna Petrenga 18. Maria Elena Stasi

7. Mario Clemente Mastella 14. Umberto Pirilli

Islands

1. Silvio Berlusconi 4. Salvatore lacolino 7. Sebastiano Sanzarello

2. Maddalena Calia 5. Giovanni La Via detto Lavia 8. Antonino Strano detto

3. Michele Cimino 6. Francesca Masci Nino

UDC

North West

1. Magdi Cristiano Allam 6. Celestina Angeli 13. Giovanni Carlo Laratore

2. Luca Giuseppe Volonte 7. LoredanaAnnaloro 14. Patrizia Lesti

3. Emanuele Filiberto Di 8. John Balzarini 15. Michelina Magliaro
Savoia Detto Emanuele 9. Marco Cariboni 16. Maria Stella Mignone
Filiberto 10. Miriam Fersini 17. Ezio Maria Reggiani

4. Antonio Mussa 11. Maurizio Sala 18. Marina Rossi

5. Deodato Scanderebech 12. Maria Luisa Formato 19. Antonio Rizzi

North East

1. Gian Luigi Gigli 6. Antonio Guadagnini 11. Tiziano Motti

2. lles Braghetto 7. Giorgio Carollo 12. Elena Rizzi

3. Ugo Bergamo 8. Giuseppina Derossi 13. Marco Vicentini

4. Ivo Tarolli X 9. Lorella Mignogna

5. {At QAL b25Q 10. Carla Marazzato
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1.
2.
3.
4,
5.

South

Carlo Casini
Luciano Ciocchetti
Giovanni Rivera
Luca Marconi
Marco Andreani

1. Luigi Ciriaco De Mita

2. Angelo Maria Sanza

3. Gino Trematerra

4. Angelo Cera

5. Michele Pisacane

6. Nunzio Francesco Testa

Islands

=

Saverio Romano
Giuseppe Naro

3. Antonello Antinoro detto
Antonello

n

SVP
Tyrol

1. Herbert Dorfmann
2. Walter Kaswalder
3. Boris Pahor

Latvia

H©O©o~No

&

10.
11.
12.

o
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EUE

Anna Borgia
Roberto Carlino
Clemente Carta
Mariolina Ciarnella

. Giulio Cozzari

Ferdinando Pinto

Paola Baldassarre
Romilda Balivo

Giuseppe Bova detto Pino
FabrizioRomano Camilli
Pierangiola Cattaneo

Giuseppe Gianni detto
Pippo

Brandara Maria Grazia
Elena

Detta Maria Grazia

Heidi Gamper
Erich Gutgsell
Sylvia Hofer

11.
12.
13.
14.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

©

Paolo Maria Floris
Sara Occhipinti
Clara Podda
Cinzia Santinelli

5 yiS 5Q9f LIARAZ2

Alfonso Luigi Marra
Luigi Nocera
9dzaSyA?2
Salvatore Proto
Carlo Puotti

Lantieri Annunziata detta
Luisa

Gian Benedetto Melis
Vindigni Concetta

Georg Jakob Reden

Latviaelects 8 MEPwithin a single constituency. Once the Lisboealy enters into force, Latviaill get a ninth

MEP.
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Method of voting: Lists are open. Eagbarty or group of parties pqmoses a list of candidates. Thiectorate has
the right to a preferential vote. Seats of MEPs are atledaising a fixed voting systeapplied proportionately.
The political parties which receive bel@#o of the votes cast amotallocated any seats. Each party's seats are
allocated using the Sainteagué method.

Date of voting:Saturday 6 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBetween 18 March and 2 April 2009
RepresentativenessTotal population o 259 400> around 283 000 inhabitants per MEP (48%)
Parallel electionsMunicipd elections on Saturday 6 June

Turnout 2004 4134%

2004 elections resultsFatherland and Freedo®?8.9%(UEN) New Era Party 19.7¢&FP-ED) For Human Rights
in United Latvidl0.7%(Greens/EFAPeoples Party.7%(ERP-ED) Latvia's Way6.6%, Latvian Social Democratic
Labour Partyt.8%,People's Harmony Par.8%,Union of Greens and Farme4s3%,FirstParty of Latvié8.3%
Others8.8%

Governing partiesThe new geernment (confirmed on 12 March 2009) is composedNefv Era partyPeople’s
Party, Greens/Farmer&Jnion, CivicUnion,Fatherland & Freedom/LNNK

Opposition parties.Latva's First Party Latvia's WayHarmony CentreFor Human Rights in United Latvia
EPP partie§opularity: New Era 10.2%, Latvia People’s Pardy4l.

Analysis:Latvia is the EU Member State suffering the most from the economic crisis, leading to riots in Riga in
protest of the incompetence of politicians who have allowed the country to gnknomically Nicknamed the

'‘Baltic Tiger' in the past, Latvia is beingjled out by IMF loans to the tune of 1.68 billion dollars, and EU loans
(3.1 billioneurog. The political crisis in the countrgparked by the economic cristsasled to the resignation on

20 February 2009 d?rime Ministerlvars Godmanis, who has beeplaced by current MEP and former finance
minister Valdis Dombrovskis (member of the centight New Era party)The national political environment

plays the most important role in the European campaign. The Latvian Parliament (Saeima) approved the new
centreright government wth a large majority on 12 MarcR009. The new head of government is a former
Member of the EPEED Group, Valdis Dombrovskis. The key ministerial posts in the new government are held by
EPP sister partiesthe New Era and the Petgis Party. The People's Party has five ministries: Ivars Eglitis (health
minister), Edgars Zalans (regional development and local government affairs minister), Maris Riekstins (foreign
minister), Ints Dalderis (culture minister), Mareks Seglins (justicestar). New Era has four ministries in the

new government¢ Valdis Dombrovskis (prime minister), Einars Repse (finance minister), Artis Kampars
(economy minister), and Linda Murniece (interior minister).

List of candidates:
[FGOAl tS2L) SQa t I NLe&
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1. Rihards Piks 6. Janis Eglitis 11. Santa Sermole

2. Vaira Paegle 7. Erika Zommere 12.Yt I a4 xAGAyO

3. +AySil adzi Oy A SOS Dzintaras Abikis 13. Eriks Zunda

4. al NIAYy O %SYAGA&9 JanisPorietis 14. Anta Rugate

5 WdzZNAa 5Ff oAy O 10. lveta Ciganova

NewEra

1. {Af @+ . SYRNHaGS 6. AnnaBusa 11.WnyAa wSANA

2. Uldis Salajevs 7. Agnis Vikmanis 122WnyAa Wo 5AYIyida
3. lluta Lace 8. Rita Merca 13. an NOA @ D206 A < Q A
4. Elina Malngaile 9. Ugos Resnis 14. LY INORIF [/ ANDODSYS
5. Liene Liepina 10. Olevs Nikers 15. Ainars Laktovskis

Lithuania
Lithuaniaelects 12 MEP® the European Parliament, within a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are openThe Preferential voting systens used Lists wining less than 5% of the total
number of votes cdscannot be representedn Parliament Seats are allocated ahe basis of the number of
votes and are distributed using tfel@ondt system

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009
Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBunday 3 May
Representativenesstotal population of 3 365 406 around 2850 inhabitants per MEP (8.33%)

Parallel electionsHrst round of Lithuanian presidential electiom® Sunday 10 and Sunday 17 Magrond
round, Sunday 14 June.

Turnout 2004 4338%

2004 elections resultstabaur Party (DP) 30.2%ALDE)Lithuanian SocidDemocratic Party (LSDP) 14.4PkS)
Homeland UniorfTS)12.6%(EPFED) Liberal and Centre Union (LCS) 11.B&asants and New Democratic Party
Union (VNDPS) 7.4@4EN)Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) 6.@%N), Others17.4%

Governing partiesHomeland Union Lithuanian Christian Democrats the strongest partner in the center
right coalition government of Lithuania

Opposition parties: Lithuanian Social Democratd.ibeal DemocratsOrder and Justice, Lithuanian Peoples
Peasants Union
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EPP partie€popularity: TSLKD14.6%, Bksas' Order and Justice 11.6 %, Social democrats 1PBS), Liberal
Movement 8.3 %, Labour Par.4%, Rising Nation Party 4 @therpartiesdo not pass thehreshold of 86

Analysis:The financial and economic crisis plays the most important role in the current electoral debate. After

the parliamentary elections in October 2068 EPP partner in Lithuanidomeland Unior{HU)- LKD came out

as the winner of theelections with 46 seats in the Lithuanian Seimas (141 in totahLKDtogether with the

newly founded Rising Nation Party and 2 liberal ifarhave established a centmgght coalition government.

The previous socialist government has lived in ignoeaof the global economic crisis and its effects which has

challenged the Lithuanian economy and the new government of Prime Minister A. Kubilius had to take urgent

and sometimesinpopular measures in order to stabilise finances and the economy. Theréfodanuary 2009

the popularity and public support for HLKD remarkably dropped. However, in February public opinion polls

showed a slow increase in the electorate's support. Policies and decisions taken by the Kubilius Government

have been positively euated by the European Commission and other international institutions. There is also a

strong division between the electorate in the rural and urban aregas. May 17, Lithuaniansoted in a
presidentialelection. Independent candidatégrmer finance miister and EU Commission@alia Grybausiite,

claimed victory with 69.08%f all cast ballotd YR gAftf 06S02YS G4KS FANRBRG FSYIF{S LI
history. On May 18, Grybauskaite declared: "I think that the political elite devaluated thezasahd people do

not trust local politicsany m&é ® { KS gAf  &2SAcéomifighd/thedayest goy (Mavaiz3 B 2009),

the ruling Homeland UnionLithuanian Christian Democrats is first with 17%, down 1.1 point since March. Order

and Justicés second with 15.3%, followed by the Social Democratic Party of Lithuania with 10.4%, the Labour
tFNIe 6AGK Tom:2>Y YR GKS [A0SNIXftaQ az2@SyYSyid 2F GKS wS|
New Union- Social Liberals, the National ReViParty, the Liberal and Centre Union, the Lithuanian Peasant

t 2Ldzf F NJ ! yA2Y |yR GKS 9t SO0GA2y ! QGAz2zy 2F [AlGKdzZ yAl Q& t

List of candidates

TSLKD

1. Vytautas Landsbergis 9. Egidijus Vareikis 17.wA 6 NRIFa DI Ndz2t A&
2. Laima Liucija Andrikiené 10. Algimantas Birbilas 18. Petras Musteikis

3. Algirdas Saudargas 11. Arvydas Anusauskas 19.wnilk wdzi{Steds

4. wl R @arkuiiaité 12. o At @AYyl a [ St SA @20. Liudas Mazylis

5. Emanuelis Zingeris 13. Raimundas Alekna 21. Audrius Skaistys

6. Raimondas Kuodis 14. Naglis Puteikis 22.bSNRA2dza 21 LI &

7. ' £t 3ANRF & ~1I { | f &%®. Andrius Tuckus 23. Vesta Ratkeviciute

8. 51 AYyAdzA ¢l fAYLl a16.! dzONEBa al OA 2| dzal4lDainius Varnas

Luxembourg
Luxembourg elects 6 MEPs (unchanged) to the European Parliament from a single constituency.
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Method of voting: Lists are open. Seats are allocated using%H&ondt systemEach voter has asany votes as
there are seats to be allocated. He or she may vetied for each of the candidatasitil he or she runs out of
votes Eumulative voting. Votes maye spli. Voters may give all of theirotes to a single list, by giving a single
vote to each of the candidatesahis list. They may also vofer candidates from different lists, for individual
candidates or tvide their votes between theandidates othe same list. Seats are allocated in proporttorthe
number of votes won by aandidate or a list. The parties present a tishtaining a maximurof 12 candidates
The seatare distributed on the basis of the number of votes won by the varicaadidates and lists. ThBroop
guota is calculatedoy rounding up or dowro the nearest whole numberThe total number of votes wohy
each party list (this includes the votes for the party lists and for the individualidates on thelist) is then
divided by the quota, to calculate the number of seats giwe each party list. The seaddlocated to each party
list are then distributed to individual candidates on the basis of their individotgs. In the event of a tie, the
oldest candidate wins.

Date ofvoting: Sunday 7 June 2009

Deadline for submission of candidacyLists must be submigd no later than 60 days befoithe date of the
election, in this case Wednesday 8 April.

Representativenesstotal population of 482 208> around80 367 inhabitants peMEP (1657%)
Parallel electionsParliamenary elections on Sunday 7 June
Turnout 2004 89 %

2004 elections resultsChristian Social People's Paf§SVB7.1%(EPPED) Luxembourg Socialist Workers' Party
(LSAP22%(PES)The Green$GRENG)5%(EGP)Democratic PartyDP)14.9%(ALDE)Alternative Democratic
Reform Partf{ADRB%(AEN) The Lef{LENK).7%(GUENGL) Communist Party of Luxembourg 1.2%

Governing partiesCSV, LSAP
Opposition partiesDP, GRENG, AOFENK
EPP partie§popularity: between 35%and 40%

Analysis: Due to the parallel legislative elections, the national political environment isirmgayhe most
important role where the economic crisis is certainly the major topic of political debate. About 70% of
Luxembourg citizens believe K I G [ dzE S Y 6 2 dzNBtke3EU ¥ & YasibvaliKgh IELorpgred to the
2004 election results, current polls indicate a G$¥yrogress a small decline for LSAP, stagnation for DP and
GRENG, and progress for ADRAP (PES), member of the govegnimalition with CSV, tries tattack the
credibility of Viviane Redin@ & O y RANEPK2éausk she it unlikely to give up her post as commissioner

On the other hand, the two governing parties share the same insights concerning what is at sthksen t
European elections. ADR and LENK, respectively part of the extreme right and extreme left, lead dynamic
campaigns, denouncing loss of national sovereignty and capitalist suprenmespgctively The strength of this
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rhetoric is certainly due to the crent economic environment. Due tihe financial crisis, Luxembourg is likely to
experience the first stagnation or loss of employment in volumaépast 30 years.

List of candidates

CSv

1. Viviane Reding 3. Frank Engel 5. Tania Matias
2. Georges Bach 4. Astrid Lulling 6. Roger Weber
Malta

Malta elects five MEPs to be European Parliament and is madaf apsingleconstituency. With the Lisbon
Treaty, Malta will gain an additional MEP.

Method of voting: No party liss. The division of the seats is wotkeut on the basis of the vot&/oters express
their preference by writing 1, 2, 3, etc next to the narof as many candidates as theysh (one candidate
minimum). The candidates are elected if, during flret or at subsequent countsthey win at least the same
number of votes as the "quota”, whichaguivalent to 1/7 of the totahumber of votes validly cast plus one.

Date of voting:Saturday 6 June 2009

Cutoff point for submission of candidacyA date has yet tde fixed, but it will to be more thar85 days before
the date of the election. The names of the candidatelva published in the Officidlournal on Sunday 3 May.

RepresentativenessTotal population of 410 500> around 82100 inhabitants per MEP (20%)

Parallel electionsLocal elections on Saturday 6 June

Turnout 2004 8237%

2004 elections resultsPartit Laburistg PLY48.4%(PES)Partit NazzjonalisttPN)39.8%(EPFED) Others 11.8%
Governing partiesPN

Opposition parties:PL, ADGreensEFA

EPPpartiesthopularity: 44%

Analysis:Lastest polls (10t24th January 2009) indicate how Maltese citizens would vote: PN (Nationalist Party)

at 44 %, PL (Labour Party): at 49 %, AD (Green Party) at 5 %, other parties at 2 %, and undecided at 5 %. The
estimated turnout is82.46 %. The probabilitgf a defeat for the ruling party ihigh, considering the dip in
purchasing power in the wake of the global economic crisis, and the unpopular hike in utility tariffs. Ultimately,
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these European elections witle a sort of referendum on PN. The choice of which candidate would best
represent Malta in Europe will be made when voters choose between candidates fielded by the respective
parties.

List of candidates

PN
1. Simon Busuttil 4. Roberta Metsola Tedesco 7. Edward Demicoli
2. DavidCasa Triccas 8. Frank Portelli
3. Alex Perici Calassione 5. Marthese Portelli 9. Alan Deidun

6. Vince Farrugia 10. Rudolph Cini
TheNetherlands

The Netherlandglects 25 MEP® the European Parliament (28ter the entry into force of theLisbon Treaty),
within a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are sermbpen. Seats are divided up usitige 5 Q| 2 iyighdd with a systemof
preferential voting. The electorate votes for a specific candidate frgmaréy list. For the allocatioof seats to
the parties, the total number of votes cast in the whole coynis divided by the number ofeats to be
allocated, to obtain theHare electoral quotaThe numbeiof votes cast for each list @ivided by the eletral
guota and the quotient determines the numbef seats initially allocated tthis list. The averages calculated are
put in decreasing order and themaining seats are allocated the parties on this basis. Only parties which
have achieved the elestal quota can take part in thprocessRegardinghe allocation of seats to candidates:
once the sets have been distributed to thearties, the next step is to determine which candidates will take
them. Votes cast for individuatandidates are called &usonal votes". Candidates which receive igeg
minimum number of personalotes are automatically given a seat, unless the group for which tregtanding
does not win a largeenough number of seats, or no seats at all. The minimum numbegrecdonal wtes
required for theEuropean elections is 10% of the electoral quota. In order to wipad, a candidate needs to
get3.7% of the votes.

Date of voting:Thursday 4 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyWednesday 22 April

Representativenessiotal population of 16,402,000> around 66,080 inhabitants per MEP (4%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 393 %
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2004 elections resultsChristan-Democratic Appeal (CDR}.4%(EPFED) Labour Party (PvdA) 23.6¥PES)
t S2 L)X S Qai FreetlodIadDefocracy (VVD)3.2%(ALDE) Socialist Party (SRY4 Europe Transparent
7.3% Democrats 66 (66)4.2%(ALDE)Green Left (GLj.4%(GUENGL) Christian Union (C%)9% Party for the
Animals (Pvd(3.2% List Pim Fortuy2.6%

Governing partiesCDAPvdA, CU
Opposition parties:SP, VVD, PVV, GL, DBed, SGP, LPF
EPP partieSpopularity: 31%

Analysis:5 dzi OK OAGAT Syad NBYFAYyIZ NBfFGAGSte aLISEH{Ay3Is |yYzy3aa
their daily lives. The financial crisis has 8fd&zNB S KIF R 'y AYLI} OG 2y 5dzi OK OAGAT Sy
but most people still do not expect their life to undergo significant changes in the coming year. Nearly two out of

three (64 %) Dutch citizens expect economic conditions to worsen oeecdming year (as against 44 % six

months ago) and over half (55%) expect employment levels to fall. After a substantial drop in confidence in the

national government, confidence has increased in recent months. This must be linked to the government's
performance during the financial crisis. However, the governing coalition does not hold the majority in the

current opinion polls anymore. A substantial rise in favour of rigimg populist parties and Democrats 66 is

noticeable. The economic situation is theost important issue fo64% ofDutch citizens, with safety, security

and healthcare lagging behind. Airtimigration and antelitism topics are likely to gain importance in the final

days of the campaign. Unemployment is an important issue to the avdtagapean, but this is hardly the case

Fad Fff F2N) 0KS 5dziOKd 5SaLIAGS GKS 9dzNRBLISHY !''yvAizyQa STF
LIy 2F FOGA2yS O2yFARSYOS Ay G(KS 9daNRLISIHYy SBeyz2yvYeée KI i
European Union must give priority to environmental issues and fighting crime. Social issues have less priority in

an EU context for the Dutch than for the average European (13% of Dutch citizens, as against 27% of Europeans).

More than six out of terDutch citizens see globalisation as a positive development and nearly six out of ten

think that the European Union can protect the Member States from the negative effects of globaliSEtmn.

ruling ChristiarDemocratic Appeal(CDA) is now tied with Chiisn Union (CU), member of IND/DEM

prospective tally of seats shows that the CDA would get 31% in the next election, and theinigt®arty for

Freedom (PvdV) would get the same number. The Labour Party (PvdA) is third with 22%, followed by the

Democt 1@ cc 65cc0 BAGK Mt GKS {20AFfA&0 tIFNIeé o{tov I YyR
both with 14%, and the Green Left (GL) with 10%. Support is lower for the Christian Union (CU), the Party for the

Animals (PvdD), the Reformed PolitiPalrty (SGP), and Proud of the Netherlands (ToN).

List of candidates

CDA
1. Dhr. W.G.J.M. van de 3. Mw. M.J.T. Martens 7. Dhr. W.L.EQuaedvlieg
Camp 4. Mw. E.M.R. de Lange 8. Dhr. M.P.M. Holtackers
2. Mw. C.M. Wortmanrg, 5. Dhr. L.J.J. van Nistelrooij 9. Mw. A.H. Mulder
Kool 6. Dhr. C.L. Visser 10. Dhr. P.A.G. Cammaert
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11. Dhr. A.G. Croes 18. Mw. H.A.C. Jansen 23. Mw. M.L.H. Depondt
12. Dhr. M.C.T.H. Dijkman 19. Mw. J.A. Sijl Olivers

13. Mw. J.H. Netjes 20. Mw. G. Seinen 24. Dhr. A.M.M. Kolodziejak
14. Mw. M.G. Smids 21. Mw. M.J. Kaal 25. Mw. M.G.H.C. Oomen
15. Dhr. P.P. Antuma 22. Mw. M.C.W van Hall Ruijten

16. Dhr. W. Kuiper Disch

17. Mw. A.P.A.M. van Zeeland

Poland

Poland elects 50 MEPs to the European Parliament (51 under the Lisbon Treaty). The country is divided into 13
constituencies: the territory of the Voivodship of Pomerania; the territory of the voivodship of Cujavia
Pomerania; the territory of the voivodships of Podlachia and Warmihd&ourskie; part of the territory of the
Voivodship of Masovia; the other part of ghterritory of the Voivodship of Masovia; the territory of the
Voivodship of Lodz; the territory of the Voivodship of Greater Poland; the territory of the Voivodship of Lublin;
the territory of the Subcarpathian; the territory of the Voivodships of Legsaand and Swietokrzyskie; the
territory of the Voivodship of Silesia; the territory of the Voivodships of Lower Silesia and Opole; and the
territory of the Voivodships of Lubusz and West Pomerania.

Method of voting: Lists areopen. To allocate seats, theational electoral committee uses the Kondt method

to determine the total results in the country and determine which lists have received more than 5% of the vote.
Mandates are then given to the various constituencies. Then, usingi#ineNiemeyer methodthe committee
divides all of the seats between the electoral committees on the basis of the total humber of votes cast for
winning lists. Its next step is to allocate the number of seats to the various constituency lists of each electoral
committee whichhas won seats, before allocatjrihese seats to the candidates.

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Deadline for submission of candidacyuesday 28 April

Representativenesstotal population of 37 996 00& around 759 924 inhabitants per MEP (2%)
Paralld elections:None

Turnout 2004:20.87%

2004 elections resultsCivic Platform (PO) 24.1% (HFP), League of Polish Families (LPR) 15.2% (UEN), Law and
Justice (PiS) 12.7% (UEN),-Belfense of the PolisRepublic (Samoobrod0.8% (UEN & PES), Democragft

Alliance- Labour Union (SL-DP) 9.3% (PES), Freedom Union (UW) 7.3% (ALDE), Polish Peasant Party (PSL) 6.3%
(EPFED), Social Democracy of Poland (SDPL) 5.3% (RiE3¥ 8.3%

Governing partiesPO and PSL
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Opposition parties:PiS,The Left/LewicaRES), Democratic Party/PD (ALDE)
9tt LI NIASE0® LJ2LJdzf F NRG &Y

Analysis2 AG K LINBRAOGSR pn 22 2F (GKS @238 t NAYS aAyAaidSNI 5;
result of all parties across the EU in these elections. PiS comes second with aroundbpostcommunist

SLD is far off with around 10 %, and PSL hovers around 5 %. This is a strong signal that neither the general
Euroscepticism of PiS, nor their recently steppgdanttGerman polemics, is catching on. Based on an article in

the Germanweekly Der Spiegel on WW Il Nazi collaborators across Europe, and on a rather harmless election
appeal by CDU/CSU asking for a Euwijzie condemnation of mass expulsions, PiS has again accused Germany

of rewriting history to exculpate itself and of quas2 Yy Ay 3 t 2f I YRQa 062NRSNBR® t A{ LJdzo f
leave the EPP group and party for those reasons. Observers read this as a rather desperate attempt to regain
momentum in a campaign that so far seemed to heavily favour PO. Puttingaliticiansor hitherto outsiders

on the top positions in several constituency lists, the PO has deliberately reached out to new segments of the
electorate. Its top candidate in Warsaw, Commissioner Danuta Hibner, although so far formally neutral in party
politics, h& been rather associated with the pestmmunist political milieu. She can expect an excellent result,

but may not actually become an MEP because many expect her to remain the Polish Commissioner. All parties
have widely operated with facebook and twittemnd sometimes rather polemic campaign spots. Turnout is
predicted to remain stable at around 40 %. It will be higher among EU enthusiasts than among Eurosceptic Poles,
GKAOK AYLINR@GSAa (KS thQa LINRPaLISOGaod

List of candidates

PO

Pomorske

1. Janusz LewarJdowski Piotr Cychnerski 9. Karol Ducher

2. WHY Y21 02galAh Adam Leik 10 W NraOl g 21 Ot al

5.
6.
3. Marek Biernacki 7. Piotr Skrzyniarz
4, YNRaGeyl Yovz2zaAays WwW2ftlydal [Saiolezail

KujawskePomorske

1. Tadeusz Zwiefka 5. { OF 62YANI YIT AYAS NHarbgralK&rfiaA 3 |
2. all NB1 Y2ftl aizail6 Aleksandra Nowakowska 10. WF ydzaT 5T At OA20
3. Konstanty Dombrowicz 7. Andrzej Kinderman

4. {OF 62YAN ! YRNI S& [YRa0e§16 5dzal ezal A

PodlasleA 2 | NMIazZIBKe 2

1. Krzysztof Lisek 5. 2 02RTAYASNI {1 S84 rroas§aot gl ! tAadelr .22l
2. ¢ RSdza1 ! NDdz]l 266 QIOF 62 YANJ DNR Y Ri0o]Mateusz Perkowski
3. Beata Bublewicz 7.t 6S0 { SNI St

8.

4. Antoni Mironowicz Anna Naszkiewicz
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Warszawa

1. Danuta Hubner 5. Dominique Lesage 9. Aleksandra Sheyb&tostek
2.t SO %t Sga1A 6. AleksandraGorecka 10. Tadeusz Ross

3. Grzegorz Kostrzew#orbas 7. Jan Grabiec

4. wl FI1 O ¢NJ I &1 2 6 &9. AWojciech Turkowski

Mazowiecke

1. WF OS] Y21 026a1A5. 9t 006ASGHlI DIFLAZaQ ! RFY YNI SYAZAa]A
2. Jolanta Hibner 6. Adam Mréz 10. Jacek Glinka

3. Jerzy Zawodnik 7. Andrzej Kamasa

4. al NAdzal 520A2 Z&% {Pkzem A0F 6 DI A ]

5 Rl 1A

1. Jacek Saryus#/olski 5. [ dzZR2YANJ aA OKI O 9. SROKeKZAKrzewski
2. WEHY YNBAAZATA 6. al GSdzal 2 U2 Rl NXDI0&Marcin Bugajski
3. Joanna Skrzydlewska 7. Grzegorz Harasny

4. aANRAaOlFg . dzf T I O8 AJanusz Pawlak

Wielkopolske

1. Filip Kaczmarek 5. Waldemar Jordan 9. Krystyna Wilkoszarska
2. {AR2Yy Al Wt RNJ S2@gail{OAS2 S5NONBGA&TM. Jerzyf (1t LIA SZ
3. 5 NAdzaT [ ALWAZ&a1A AdamDuda

4, DNJ S32NJ { I LA Z&q. ATomasz Budasz

Lubelsle

1. LenaKolarska 20 AZal1l 5 ! 3yASaiDepta hNI SU9. 2288016 . NBR2§&] A
2. Zbigniew Zaleski 6. Adam Wilczewski 10. Daniel Dragan

3. Mateusz Orzechowski 7. Jan Wojtowicz

4, al NB1 Cftl aAzZai A8 Mariusz Kowalczuk

Podkarpacla

1. Marian Krzaklewski 5. al NB1 hNReOi ezZaq A OF 62YANI t | NIiajl
2. 9t 00ASGr _dzl I OA@ SigRaY / KNJ 6 n&ail Of 10. Tomasz Adamczyk

3. Marekt 2 NX 0 | 7. {ilyAaOl g araini

4. Jerzy Borcz 8. [ Sal S1 %%RdzZ&al A

al U21L62f a YAt @21 NI 2alA

1. ws ol ¢ Kdzy 4. Leszek Zgzda 7. Marta Patena

2. Konstanty Miodowicz 5. w20 SNI 2| NRT I oF8 WwW-OS1 tl 2anj

3. . 23dzaolé {2y A1l 6. AndrzejSaternus 9. Piotr Hertig
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10. Franciszek Adamczyk
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| £t a1 A

1. Jerzy Buzek 5. Kazimierz Pankiewicz 9. Bogdan Marcinkiewicz

2. Jan Olbrycht 6. AleksandraGajewska 10. Marta Furtak

3. al OI2NI FdGF 1 yRIL.IDINF deyl wl Ol ezall

4. Adam Matusiewicz 8. wl¥I O _Fol e

52 f y 2di Opolsid A

1. Jacek Protasiewicz 5. Krzysztof Wiktor 7. . 23dz2a0l ¢ D2Rf SgaiA
2. 5Fydzi WIT 026ASO|Azerkasow 8. Jacek Jerzy Pilawa

3. Jerzy Tutaj 6. { G y Xau@uszo 9. Tomasz Krug

4. Piotr Borys Huskowski 10. Wojciech Marek Kasprzyk
Lubuske i Zachodniopomorski

1. {OF62YANI bAGNI &5. ¢2YFal || OFa 9. Artur Mackiewicz

2. Artur Zasada 6. Krzysztof Machalica 10.{ OF 62YANI t NBAaa
3. Magdalena Kochan 7. Klaudiusz Balcerzak

4, t A20NJ WSRf AZa1A8 aAOKI O 2l aAiafsSsala

PSL

1. Wojciech Przybylski 23.LNBYl 9f0o0ASilI 43F.o2AaSyiV t I OK2t O |

2. Bogdan Dombrowski 24. Edmund Borawski 44, Krzysztof Borkowski

3. {GFYyA&aOEF & WFyYy 25 JozefKrajewski 45. { G yAa0l 6 YAl G1264a]
4. 9f 00ASGlI DYAIT RZoERIHY /1S40l 6 524NPAENRIEAOF 6 ! dz3dza G @y Al s
5. Jerzy Chlebowicz 27.aASO1T @2a0lF ¢ . | 3AHALpskek Przybytniak

6. %e3AYdzyld {Y2f AZaj8AMarek Michniewicz 48.9t 90 ASGE {TeYlyal

7. Marek Panas 29. Jan Bobek 49.aANR AVl S ! RIY hNIAZ:
8. Kazimierz Duwe 30,aAS0T @40l g6 YI T ABOAVBENIR 4O ¢ 5 2 0381

9. /1S40l arlza Baszko 51. Adam Fronczak

10. Krzyszt6 Bujanowicz 31.WI ydzal t A SOK2 OARaKrystyna Ozga

11.9dAA Sy Adzal Y U2 LI232SBernard Margueritte 53. 1 NIi dzNJ . I 3 A Szala

12. Piotr Petrykowski 33. Walentyna Rakie{ 54.9ft 00ASilF bl gNRBOT I

13. Ryszard Bober Czarnecka 55. Dariusz Klimczak

14.CNY y OA &l S1 %02 (i 38 AJackkXalihavéki 56. Tomasz Fraszka

15. %2 FA L Y21 02 6 &1 | 35. Waldemar Roszkiewicz 57. Witold Tomaszewski

16. Krzysztof Baranowski 36. Maria Grabowska 58.a A OKI U WI ydzAT | fAGA:
17. Edyta Zakrzewska 37.B Syl AStI1264199.202RITAYASNI tFagtl
18. Andrzej Sieradzki 38.YFNRf al 02f SLJaT &. Zbigniew Stasiak

19.!' yRNJI S2 / AST f I 39. Lucjan Chrzanowski 61. Andrzej Marian Grzyb

20. Silvana Oczkowska 40. 9 N A ydFerensg | 62. Marek Tomicki

20.{ G yAAOl 6 AStAOK2WAEANPAA DI 6 YI f Ay 268A 1M I RAdzal . 0U20K26A Il |
2. WYy YFYAZalA 42. Wiktor Szmulewicz 64. Julian Hamaszczuk
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65. Piotr Walkowski 83. Wojciech Kozak 102Leszek Grala
66.CN} yOA &l S1 al Na84AIVSI|1ST YI OF 103 Henryk Kroll
67. Andrzej Kubiak 85. Urszula Nowogérska 104 Henryk Geringer de
68. Krzysztof Paszyk 86.2 U2RIT AYASNI 2 A St 3amdenberg
69. Mariusz Ciszak 87.WI ydzal AodA] 105{ GFyArAaoleg [2y3Tl gl
70. Edward Wojtas 88.{ il yYA&AOUIlI 6 %I 02 N30aRoman Kuty
71. Arkadiusz Bratkowski 89. Tadeusz Kwiatkowski 107] ARAL  WIF NXdz02 6 A Ol
72.aA 801 @240l 6 WI y 23aKathrzyna Géartner 108 Piotr Drozd
73.aAS801 2a0F¢ YIAaLWIDONI S32NJ  hadNI 210&Teresa Karol
74.1 Sail S1 5SLINidzoF 92.WIFydzal [ S2yl NR H@Jalls2 Bngedhardt
75. Jézef Michalik 93. Marian Omaniec 111.J6zef Rubacha
76. W ydzal Y202 R1 A S®. Leszek Piotrowski 112.Jan Krawczuk
77. J6zef Jankowski 95.2 OF Reaovl¢g {SNI FTmyal OAS2 {1 &1 dzot
aAKdz02 6 A Ol 96. Cecylia Machulska 114Ws 1T ST CNDNI
78.2 ASA0l g weIASt 97.{GFyAasOl g DYA{NHAAndrzej Matyjaszek
79. Zbigniew Kiszka 98.. 23dzYA Ol . I NI Zaj16Adam Jaskulski
80. Jacek Hynowski 99. Piotr Lewandowski 1179t 00 ASGE t 2+
5 a 1 J00Marek Gruszka 118.  NIiv2yYAaSe ¢2al S

8l.WSNi & 2ATyASs
82./1Sav0l s {ASTASNBOAI{AlGIYyAADlI 6 wl 1201¢@

Portugal
Portugal éects 22 MEP® the European Parliament from angie constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are closed. Seats are allocated usingst#ondt method

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Deadlinefor submission of candidacylonday 27 April

RepresentativenessTotal population of 10,633,00@ araund 483,318 inhabitants per MER.55%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004:38.6 %

2004 elections resultsSocialist Party (P8%% (PES), Coalition betwe8acial DemocratiParty (PSD) and Social
Democratic Centre/Popular Party (CDS/BPY (EPED),Coalition betweenUnitarian Democratic Coalition
(CDU)Patuguese Communist Party (PCBhvirormental Party "The Greens" (O (PES & EFA)eftist Bloc
(BE)7%(EL)

Governing partiesPS

Opposition parties:PSD, PCP, PEV, ¢IPSBE
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EPP partie§popularity: 30%+ (and CDS that is applying feadeission in EPP stands at 8%)

Analysis:Clearly because of the current economic situation, domestic issues strongly pAss@irdingto a

recent poll, Portuguese citizens believe that the main issues their country has to face at the moment are
unemployment (49%), rising prices/inflation (42%) and the general economic situation @dfbpean issues

are also part of the debate with thissues of tke Lisbon Treaty, the balance shedtthe Barroso presidency and

the idea of a PES candidate to create a EuropearAaxowing part of the population thinks that Portugal has,

on balance, not benefited from being a member of the EuropeaotJ(26%, +6 points since last year). However

they seem to trust the European Parliament (66%, +3 points since last year) more than the average EU27 citizen
(52%,-3 points since last year). The Social Democratic Party (PSD) has gained public backingah P&8% of
respondents would vote for the PSD in the next general election, up 3.9 points since Jalaayypeople in
Portugal remain loyal to the governing Socialist Party (PS): 36.2% of respondents would vote for the PS in this
election, practicdy unchanged since March. The Leftist Bloc (BE) follows the PSD with 13.6%, the Unitarian
Democratic Coalition (CDUwhich includes the Portuguese Communist Party (PCP) and the Environmental
Party "The Greens" (OWwith 11.2%, and the Social Democratic &€en Popular Party (CDS/PP) with 8.3Pte

YIAY @FNRFO6ES Aa 2F O2dzNAES 0adSyiAz2y ® 2thindvilize is2 dzi n /g
local electorate vigorousliyn the Centre and in the North of Portugal in order to secure theoballhe Socialists

won the February 2005 parliamentary ballot, garnering 45.3% of the vote and electing 121 lawmakers to the
230-seat Assembly of the Republic. Socialist leader Jose Socrates took over as prime minister in March. In May
2008, Manuela Ferrea Leite was elected as the new leader of the rigaining PSD. Last month, Socrates was
ratified as PS leader, garnering 96% of all cast ballots in an internal election. On February 7, former PSD leader
Luis Filipe Menezes called for the party to undeggtprofound transformation" and "find its own identity",
NBEOFftAYy3a GKIFIG GKS t{5 KIFIa KIFIR G422 Yilyeé fSIFRSNBRKALI OKI
is tentatively scheduled for September 2009.

List of candidates:

PSD
1. Paulo Castro Rangel 12. Maria das Mecés Borges Suplentes:
2. Carlos Coelho 13. Jodo Paulo Barbosa de 23. Maria da Conceicao Pires
3. Graga Carvalho Melo 24. DuarteMarques
4. Mario David 14. José Mendes Bota 25. Maria Eugénia Sousa
5. Nuno Teixeira de Jesus 15. Maria Dolores Monteiro 26. Ana Janine Martins
6. Maria do Céu Patrdo Neves 16. Paulo Ribeiro 27. Alfredo Sousa
7. Regina Bastos 17. Manuel Trigueiro da Rocha 28. Marilia Sousa Nunes
8. José Manuel Fernandes 18. Ana Rita Calmeiro 29. Ana Almeida Rei
9. Joaquim Biancard Cruz 19. Constantino Rei 30. Emanuel Menezes Lima
10. Marina Leitdo Amaro 20. Pedro Santos
11. José Antonio Leitdo da 21. Paula Alexandra Marques
Silva 22. Anténio Costa Silva
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Romania
Romania elects 33 MERsa single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are closed. A maximum of é@ndidates more than the number of seatdlocated to
Romania may feature on the list (33 sead8 candictes on the list in 2009). Seatlocation is done in two
stages (which are implemented by the centragéatbral bureau): calculation dhe electoralthreshold and
national electoral coefficient. Seats aaflocated in proportion to thenumber of votes cast for each list. The
mandates are allocated with the national constituency iaccordance with thé& ondt method

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June.

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyMust be sbmitted and registered with theentral electoral bureau no
later than 60 days before the elections, in other words Wednesday 8 April.

Representativenesstotal population of 21 42800-> araund 649 194 inhlaitants per MEP (83%)
Parallel electionsNone
Turnout 2007: 30%

2007 elections resultsDemocratic PartyDP)28.81%(EPPED) Social Democratic Par(fPSD)23.11%(PES)
National Liberal PartfPNL)13.44% (ALDE) Liberal Democratic Party 7.78fALDE) Democratic Union of
Hungarians in RomanigRMDSZp.52% (EPP) New Generation Party Christian Democrati@.85%, Greater
w2Yl YAl tI NI& n dnseménden) B.4480] Conserviativg Batty 2®3%, National Initiative Party
2.43%, Christiaslbemocratic National Peasants' Party 1.38%rty of the Roma PrBuropal.14%

Govening parties:Democratic Liberal Partfpemocratic Party and Liberal Democratic Party merged intd, PD
member ofEPP) in coalition witBocial Democratic Par{PES)

Opposition parties;PNL andRMDSZ

EPP partieoopularity: The Romaniandelegation in tle EPFED Group now has 18 MEPs (16 fromLPand 2
from RMDSZ membergpfficial opinion polls are still not available, howevemamimum 14 MEPs and a
maximum of 18 are estimated for the total as was the case in the past. However it is difficult to iapgiea
final score without a serious opinion poll.

Analysis:In 2009, Romania will also hold a presidential eleciioNovember and the current European election
campaign can be seen as & rbund for it According to a recent poll, the incumbett,NI A Iy . NIa $& Odzz
W2Yl YAl YyaQ FBuB%aMNgsioilend Waukl Gof Yor him. Mircea Geoana of the Social Democratic
Party (PSD) is second with 24,3&tlowed by Crin Antonescu of the National Liberal Party (PNL) witB@2Gig)i

Becali & the New Generation Party (PNG) with % &rince Bdu Duda with 6.3%and Corneliu Vadim Tudor of

the Party of Great Romania (PRM) with%.T his presidential election might have an impact on tlheogean
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campaign in the countryThe EU executive waskasl for financial aid on March 10, to save Romania from
potentially plummeting into a financial crisis, making it the latest state of then2mber bloc to ask for help in
fighting the global economic crisis. Brussels was quick to respond, demonstragimgliihgness to offer aid. The
government faces an uphill struggle to win domestic support for international aid, which will probably require
deep cuts in social spending just months after it won parliamentary elections on a pledge to boost salaries and
welfare payments. Romania has not experienced mass protests over the economic crisis, unlike other eastern
European countries like Latvia and Bulgaria, yet Prime Minister Emil Boc is already under pressure from trade
unions for attempts to reduce public sdor pay rises.Two other issues are present in the media: the very

LJ2 Lddzf F NJ WQCANRG | 2dz2aSQQ LINRB2SOG (G2 0SS AYLX SYSYyGSR o00GKS
people),and the fact that Romanian government could assume responsibilitydar to have the revised civil

and penal codes adoptedlith less difficulty from the Parliement.

List of candidates

RMDSZ/EMNT

1. ¢11Sa [+t alfts 16. Abram Noémi 3. . NNk 9y AQ'!
2. Winkler Gyula 17. Tischler Ferenc 32. Lakatos Rébert

3. Sdgor Csaba 18. Csép Andrea 33. Forr6 Edit

4. Szilagyi Zsolt 19. Boros Janos 34. Kovéacs Maté

5. Kovacs Péter 20. Boros Zoltan 35. Czika Tihamér

6. Horvéath Anna 21. Debreczeni Sandor 36. Tord T. Tibor

7. Szabé Karoly 22. Dénes Istvan 37. Tonk Gabriella

8. Lészl6 Jos 23. Deék Zoltan 38. Balint Margit

9. Asztalos Ferenc 24. Sandor Krisztina 39. Orban Miklés

10. Brassai Zsombor 25. Szécsi Kalman 40. Bakk Miklos

11. Demeter Janos 26. Krecsak T 1 £ £ 1 &aA | RI4L. M&g\dii Levente

12. Dévid L&szl6 27. Kereskényi Gabor 42. Szab6 Tamas

13. Bonis Istvan 28. Marton Zoltan 43. Orosz Csaba

4.7 ' NAy Ol / aAt 29 Finnalstvan

15. Farag6 Péter 30.{1T Sttt [!NRARyOI

PDL

1. TheodorDumitru Stolojan 9. RaresLucian Niculescu 17. Enache Dumitru

2. Monica Luisa Macovei 10. ElenaOana Antonescu 18. Nicolae Banda

3. Traian Ungureanu 11. Constantin Dumitriu 19. MirceaSevastian Grosu
4. Cristian Dan Preda 12. Dragos Florin David 20. Elisabeta Ghidiu

5. Marian Jean Marinescu 13. Elvira Rodica Andronescu 21. Crinuta Nicoleta Dumitrean
6. losif Matula 14. Alexandru Nazare 22. Maria Andreea Dr. Vass
7. Sebastian Valentin Bodu 15. Flaviu Calin Rus 23. Tudor Luchian

8. Petru Constantin Luhan 16. Petru Daniel Funeriu 24. Cristian Apostol
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25. Pop lonela Bruchental 32. Radu Catalin Dragus 38. Marius Marian Arcaleanu
26. Vasile Viman 33. Marcel Hoara 39. Marius Lucian Negoita
27. Simion Costea 34. Andrei Octavian 40. AncaCristina Zevedei
28. Vasile Matei Oprita Paraschivescu 41. Eugenia Maria Secara
29. Rares Alexandru lonescu 35. Constantin Dumitru 42. Cristian Florin Goian

30. Dan Fiera loan 36. Florentiu Tanase 43. Dumitru Godanca

31. Gratiela Denisa lordache 37. lon Silviu Radu

PNTCD

1. Milut Marian-Petre 16. VulturioanCristian??? 31. Pirjol George

2. Moiescu EugefRomulus 17. Catrinoiu Matei 32. Radulescu Andrei Dumitru
3. DiaconulectFlorin 18. Fatu Constantin 33. Luca Romulus

4.  OKS | dz-CanstatxinS | 19. Muresanu Mircea 34. Pernes Feliciadmbroziu
5. Comanescu Ana 20. Duduiala Gheorghe 35. Gheorghe BogdaPRetrisor
6. Caba Dorin 21. Galu CosmifRadu 36. Mandrea LaurentitMihai
7. Popovici Marius Mircea 22. Leon Dumitru 37. Gavrilescu Dandecebal
8. Toader Vasile 23.a2a0dz GSTly 38. Tomulet Cristian

9. Tomescu OvidiYinicius 24. Parvulescu Costin 39. Comanescu lonuteugen
10. Bejan Alexandru 25. Grigorean Costelilie 40. VaidaCoteanu Cristian
11. Tanase AndreGeorge 26. Panait Petre 4 STI y 41. Mitea MarianVirgil

12. Gutanu Mihai 27. Moldovan Gavrila 42. Popescu Octavian

13. Biru Cristian 28. o | LI AdzO Cft 2 NB Yy (i48ySarbaRTHdiaaptiela

14. Craita Sandru 29. Ababei Constantin

15. Cristea ClaudiConstantin 30. Vladulescu Dumitru

Slovakia

Slovakia elects 13 MEPs to the European Parliament and forms a single constituency.

Method of voting: Lists are sembpen with votesplitting. Only parties and coalitions with at least 5% obtain
seats. TheDroop methodis used to calculate the number of seats. Voters may give a preferential vote to 2
candidates of a party or coalition.

Date of voting:Saurday, 6 June 2009
Deadline for submission of candidate®: April
Representativenesstotal population of 5 412 254 around 416 327 inhabitants per MEP (7.69%)

Parallel electionsSecond round of presidentialections on Saturday 4 April
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Turnout 2004 16.96%

2004 elections results:Slovak Democratic an€hristian Union (SDKU) 17.1% (ERBFB 00X t S2Ld SQa t I N
az2@SYSyid T2N) 5SY2HIDDG) Ad7RQN/I], DigedibnBaotial Deinpcfacy (SMER) 16.9% (PES),

Christian Democratic Movement (KDH) 16.@2RPED), Hungarian Coalition Party (SMKP) 13.2% (EFED),

Others 19.6%.

Governing partiesSMERSIovak National Party (AEN), People's Ravtgvement for a Democratic Slovakia

Opposition parties:Slovak Democratic and Christian UnipBemocratic Pay (SDKU and DS merged into SBKU
DS in 2005; SDKDS is a member &PP)SMKMKRE KDH

9tt LI NI ASEIBWLIZ2 LIdzf | NR (&Y

Analysis:In the last European elections, Slovakia, with a voter turnout of less than 17% (16.96%), reached the
highest level of voter alsntion in the European Union. In contrast to the high trust of Slovak people in the
European Union (70% according to Eurobarometer from January 2009), the voter turnout will most prsthgbl

the lowest in the Unionalso in the 2009 elections (12% according to the Eurobarometer from April 2009). One

of the reasons might include the fact that the European elections are this time overshadowed by the Presidential
elections, whose first round was held on the’Allarch. As none of the candidates has obtained the majority of

votes needed to win, the second round was held 6’hA4)riI 2009 betweerincumbentL @ y DI, @idl NB @A 6
2LIIRa&AGAZ2Y Ol YRAKRNI B OIS NRedied. Rnk Gah S lists were subitgd by

eighteen political parties, out of which six are parliamentary parties. The major Slovak opposition party, SDKU

DS, stands this week in front ofoég challenge to reduce the gap between them ahd Slovak major coalition

party, SMEFSD, which ipredicted to get five seats in the 20@®14 EP in comparison to SDRS with the

predicition of two seats (Source: DonaBursonMarsteller). Unlike 2004, when the Slovak National Party did

not have any representation in the European Parliament, it iy likely that in the 2009 elections it will win at

least one MEP mandate, benefiting from the current participation in the governmidreHungarian Coalition

Party is predicted to gainMo seats in the new Parliament, while Christian Democratic MovemgriRa t S2 LJ S Q&
Partyc Movement for Democratic Slovakanly one seat eachAll but two (Mr. Arpad DukaZolyomi, SMK and

aNp aiAf20 Y2GSNBOX { YSNUL 27F { mhahdales i thelupconasirg EA electindS, NXzy y A vy
but parties have opted to putditer known Slovak politician® the fore ¢ KS 9t St SOlGA2yaqQ O YLI
officially started on 18 May, strives to boost voter turnout through innovative initiatives such as a quiz on EU
issuedfor high-school graduates and simulated meetings ofdp@&an Parliament committeesyhose resultswill

be handed over to Slovak MEPSocial welfare, employment, economic growth, agriculture and rural
development seem to be the most important issues for Slovak people. To conclude, the low turnout in the 2009

BEP elections in Slovakia may be, however, relatively favourable to the opposition parties.

List of candidates
SDKLDS

1. Eduard Kukan 2. Peter Stastny 3. Milan Gala
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4. Pavol Kubovic 7. Juraj Svac 10. Eugen Szep

5. Jarmila Tkacova 8. Marian Torok 11. Alexander Slafkovsky

6. Zita Plestinska 9. Julia Hurna 12. Stefan Mikula

MKRSKP

1. Edit Bauer 6. Zoltan Bara 11. Csaba Cuth

2. Alajos Mészaros 7. Gabor Klenovics 12. Gyula Slovak

3. Attila Lancz 8. Zsuzsanna Andrassy 13. Gergely Agdcs

4. Sandor Albert 9. P4l Banai Téth

5. Szabolcs Hodosy 10. Béla Keszegh

KDH

1. Martin Fronc 6. t SGSNI [ Sy6 10. Martin Hladky

2. Jan Hudacky 7. w2YFYy | RFYEN] ORASRNIZAY YNI 262 OA6
3. Anna Zaborska 7.3.2009, car accident) 12. Martin Kalafut

4, aANRafl @ aAil 2ft&ARenataOcilkova 13. Jozef Bobik

5. Wty =+l y62 9. PavolKossey 14. { dzo &G A Gdzi SY Wty a2NJ
Slovenia

Slovenia elects seven ME#®ghe European Parliamenvithin a single constituencysloveniegains an extra MEP
with the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty.

Method of voting: Lists are open and a preferential voting system sedi Seats are divided up usitite
5 Kondt methodwith a female quota (at least one of the first fouaradidates on the list must bev@aoman). The
list may be proposed by the political parties or by voters.

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Deadline for submission of candidacyThe lists of candidates must be submitted to timational electoral
committeeat least 30 days before Election Day, or Friday 8 May.

Representativenesstotal population of 2 02800-> araund 288 943 inhabitants per MEP4.29%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 28.3%
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2004 elections resultsNew SlovenidNs) 23.5%(EPFED),Liberal Democracy of Sloveni®emocratic Party of
Retired People of Slovenia 21.98@ DE)Slovenian Democratic Part8D$17.7%(EPFED),United List of Social
Democrats 14.2%PES)Slovene People's Par8/4%(EPPED),Slovene National Party 5%loenia is ourst.1%
Slovene Youth PartyGreens of Slovenia 2.3%oice of Slovenian women 1.2@thers 1.7%

Governing partiesSD(PES)ZARES), LDSELDR)DeSU$)
Opposition parties:SDS (EPP), NSI (EPP), SLS (EPR),3NS(EGP)
EPP partieSpopularity: 37.3%

Analysis:Some 12 lists of candidates (81 candidates and 11 political parties) have registered with the Slovenian

electoral commission. Parties must obtain at least 14% of the vote in order to hope to win a seat at the EP.
Alongside potical parties, citizens' groups are also allowed to stand as long as they get at least 3,000 signatures.

The main issues in the election campaign are the economic crisis and the border dispute between Slovenia and

Croatia that is holding up Croatia's Elcession negotiationsThe 18yearold border dispute worsened in
5S0SYOSN) wnny ¢KSy (GKS ySgte StSOGSR {f20SyAly 323SNYy
accession talks with the decision to block negotiations until an agreement on solvingstleis reached. SLS

(EPP) and SMS (EGP) ran together on joint list for the national elections but will not do so for the European

elections.

List of candidates:

Nsi

1. Alojz Peterle 4. Anton Kokalj 6. Klemen Zumer

2. Ljudmila Novak 5. Dr. Magdalena (Alenka) 7. yaSyaaglk YNI O0S@SO
3. Mojca Kucler Dolinar ~ @S ND

SDS

1. Dr Milan Zver 4. Dragutin Mate 7.1 y0S [23FNJ
2. Dr Romana Jordan Cizelj, 5. Mirko Zamernik

3. 2F¥A2l all S2 Ydf 2Bérkhada Ronutti

SLS

1. LGLyYy ¢F 3F NI 4. Nada Skuk 7. Janez Podobnik

2. Dr. Marta Ciraj 5. Ciril Smrkolj

3. Dr. Marjan Senjur 6. al NA2l wAOAGS
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Spain
Spainelects 50 MEP® the European Parliament and is a single constituency. With entryfante of the Lisbon
Treaty, Spain will have 54 MEPs.

Method of voting: Lists are closed. Votes are divided using3H&ondt systemVoters cannot alter the order in
which candidatesppear on a listlf there are no substituteeandidatesthe order of candidates on the lists
taken into account

Deadlinefor submission of candidacyBetween 15 and 20 days after the elections are called.
Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 45 257 706 around 90354 inhabitants per MEP (2%)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 45.1%

2004 elections resultsSpanish Socialist Workers' Party (PSOE) 4@E%)People's Party (PP) 41.5EPFED)
GallisCa Peoples of Europe 5.2 @d/1), Green Left 4.1 %, Europe of the Peof@&86, Others 2.9 %

Governing partiesPSOE E5)

Opposition parties:PR Unio Democratic Union of CatalunfldDCYEPP), IU (EL), ICV(EGP), CDC (ELDRN\EAJ
(EDP), ERC (ERAPD, BNG (EFA),-EBRBC, NBAI, EA (EFA), CHA (EFA)

EPP partie§popularity: 39.7%

Analysis:The political atmosphere in Spain currently focuses on the new political landscape after two important
regional elections held in Galicia and in the BasQoentry. In Galicia, the EPP member Party Partido Popular
defeated the coalition of the Nationalist Party and the Socialist Party, obtaining an absolute majority. Over the
last few months the Socialists have been punished for an erratic policy in theyégituding cases of abuse of
public spending and supporting some radical positions of its nationalist coalition partners. In the Basque country,
for the first time since the beginning of democracy, a mationalist coalition could govern the region. TRV
nationalist party has more seats than the second strongest party (the Socialists). These results left the Socialist
Party in a difficult position: not forming such a coalition would have eroded the expectations of most of the
Spanish population, whooatemplated this possibility as a chance to assuring the political and social stability of
the region, and to put an end to the violence of ETA. On the other hand, PNVti@dgadad the political cost of
forming of such a coalition: they would not giveetr support to the socialists ahe national level. President
Zapatero currently depends on PNV votes to guarantee stability in the national Parliament. In the week previous
to the European elections, some reliable national pglISIGIA DOS suggesta 2.2%lead for the Partdo
Popular over the SocialistaRy (PSOE), currently inogernment. The sociali® have launched an
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unprecedentedly aggressivénternet campaign, mostly ithe form of short video clipwhere they break with the
tolerant approachthat Zapatero has intended to give during his previous mandate. In one of the videos, they
identify neonazis, xenophobes, and religious fundamentalists with the electorate of the PRdjuidar. In other
videosthey identify Aznar who hasnot beenin Gorernment since 2001, as one of the causes of the current
financial and economic crisis. A great part of the electoral campaign focuses on topics having to do with
economic affairs. Theampaign of the Partido Popular insists on them coming up sathtions to the current
problems, ad having the capacity to implemenhem, especially tackling unemployment which has reached
record numbers (more than 4 million people, the highest figure in all higtorcords, which started in 1976

the number of unemfoyed has doubled since last year) , white tsocialists personalize thaiticism towards
Aznar, former Prime Minister and President of the Partido Popular, Mariano Rajoy the current President of the
Party, whom they cald cheap patriot, and Mayor Orejdnead of the European list whom they call lazy and
inefficient. Mayor Orejéhas been surprisingly includesecond inalise ¥ & Rl y 3 S NP quépar€@dby RA Rl (S & ¢
the European SocialsPES

List of candidates

ﬂ:)

1. Jaime MayoOreja 11. Francisco Millan 22. Salvador Garriga

2. Luis de Grandes 12. Agustin Diaz de Mera 23. Santiago Fisas

3. Teresa Jiménez Becerril 13. Gabriel Mato 24. Eva Ortiz

4. Alejo Vidal Cuadras 14. Pilar Ayuso 25. Auxiliadora Correa

5. Pilar del Castillo 15. Veroénica Lépé&ontagne 26. Juan Naranjo

6. José Manuel Garcia 16. Carlos Iturgéiz 27. Florencio Luque
Margallo 17. Antonio Lopedsturiz 28. Daniel Bautista Lopez

7. Carmen Fraga 18. Cristina Gutiérrez Cortines 29. Sofia Acedo

8. Pablo Zalba Bidegain 19. Ignacio Salafranca 30. Adeh Maria Nieto

9. IfAigo Ménez Vigo 20. Maria Esther Herranz 31. Juan Corro

10. Rosa Estaras 21. Pablo Arias 32. Joaquin Vazquez

ubc

Salvador Sedo | Alabart Montserrat Suari | Bartres Concepcio Ferrer | Casals

Francesc Gambus | Millet Iban Rabasa | Benavent Guadalupe Badies Galobardes
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*UDC runs within a statewide coalitiofwith Catalanliberals and centrist parties from Balearic Islands,
Andalucia, Basque Country, Valencia and Canary I3lands

Sweden

Swedenelects 18 MEP® the European Parliament and constitsta single constituency. Swedgains a seat
when the Lisbon Treaty enters into force.

Method of voting: Lists are open. Seats are allocatiedthe party lists on a national basissing a moditd
SainteLagué fomula. Only parties with at least 4% of the #&btvotes cast may obtain seafShe number of
personal votes cast is taken into account only fondidates who win personal voterresponding to at least
5% of the number of votes won by his oerhparty inthe constituency inquestion. Otherwise, the seats are
given to the candidates on the basis of their pasiton the partylist.

Date of voting:Sunday 7 June 2009

Cutoff point for submission of candidacyWlonday 13 March 2009

Representativenesstotal pgulation of 9 181 708> around 510 094 inhabitants per MEFSE)
Parallel electionsNone

Turnout 2004 37.8%

2004 elections resultsSocial Democratic PartsAR 24.56%(PES)Moderate Party(M) 18.25%(EPFED),June
List14.47%(N/1), Left Party(VD) 12.79%(PEL)Liberal People's ParifFP 9.86%(ALDE)Centre Party(C) 6.26%
(ALDE)Green Party(MP) 5.96%(EFA),Christian Democrat¢KD 5.68%(EPFED),Sweden Democrat4.13%
Others1.04%

Governing partiesM, KD, C, FP
Opposition parties:SAP, 7, MP
9tt LI NI ASa4q% L2 Lidzf F NAGeY

Analysis:Most Swedistmature parties have nominated their top candidates and the candidate lists during the
early months of this year. The main battle is taking place between the Moderate wattyMEP Mr. Gunnar
Hoékmark¢ who was renominated as top candidate during a party congress in Febrqaayd the Social
Democrat former Secretary General Ms. Marita Ulvskog. Another prominent candidate is the former Liberal
Party MEP Ms. Marit Paulsen, who gped down in the 2004 European Elections, yet has now reached the top
of the Liberal Party lisThe governmentoalitioncampaigris focusng on issues such asiemployment climate
change enlargement andhe prevention of crosdorder organized crimeThe opposition sees the European
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elections as a first possibility to challenge the government prior to the 2010 National Eledttmmpposition
alliance of centrdeft parties isbarely ahead in Sweden. According to a recent poll, 48.5% of respondenld wo
adzLILI2 NIi G KS -s@idDeddi#t® (S) theNdavironmental Parfjhe Greens (MP), or the Left Party
(Vp) in the next electiorThe ruling coalition of centraght parties featuring the Moderate Rally Party (M), the
t S2LJX SQa t (FAW the Jertré Baxty (Cyand the Chrisb@mocrats (KR)is aclose second with
47.3% The fafright Sweden Democrats (SBgve the supprt of 1.2460f respondents below the threshold to
secure seats in the legislatur.total of 48% of Swedes planvote inelections for the European parliament a
a poll published on April 14ndicated 64%said they had no interest or little interest in the elections. The
numbers are far below the usual turnout for elections in the Scandinavian country, whichttehdser around
80%. With the financiand economiarisis growing deeper in Sweden, taeonomyis one of the main topi
during these elections.

List of candidates

KD

1. Ella Bohlin 20. Charlie Weimers 38. AnnaKarin Klomp

2. Sofia Modigh 21. LizaMaria Norlin 39. Magnus Hedman

3. Per Landgren 22. Rolf Sallryd 40. Steven Crosson

4. Christina Doctare 23. Matilda Stalbert 41. Maria Berntsson

5. Tuve Skanberg 24. Conny Brannberg 42. Lars Eklund

6. Gudrun Brunegard 25. Daniel Sturesson 43. Per Staffan Johansson
7. Holger Gustafsson 26. Katarina Gustavsson 44, Lotta Jonsson

8. Adina Trunk 27. Magnus Jacobsson 45. Jonas Segersam

9. Alf Svensson 28. Inga Lill Siggelsten Blum 46. Sara Skyttedal

10. Inger Davidson 29. Christer Fjordevik 47. Magnus Lagergren
11. Rolf Abjérnsson 30. Jonny Nilsson 48. Sandra Anhs

12. Ebba Lindso 31. Lars Gustafsson 49. Niklas Hellgren

13. Chatrine Pahlsson Ahlgren 32. Marie-Louise Forslund 50. LarsLindén

14. Erik Sedig Mustaniemi 51. Meeri Brandum

15. Ebba Busch 33. Kenneth Lantz 52. Ingemar Kalén

16. Annelie Enochson 34. Lilith Svensson 53. AnnaStina Stenbeck
17. JanErik Lagéarde 35. Sven Brus 54. LarsAxel Nordell

18. Magda Ayoub 36. Ylva Sarri 55. Erika Josbrandt

19. Ewa Sundkvist 37. Magnus Ramstrand

M

1. Gunnar Hokmark 4. Susanna Haby 7. Inger René

2. Anna lbrisagic 5. Hans Wallmark 8. Anna Maria Corazza Bildt
3. Christofer Fjellner 6. Christoffer Jarkeborn 9. Pia Kinhult
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10. Helena Bouveng 22. NilsBrown 34. Jenny Pettersson
11. Oskar Oholm 23. Linda Norberg 35. Boriana Aberg
12. AnnCathrine Hjerdt 24. Jelena Drenjanin 36. Maria Haglund
13. Carl Johan Sonesson 25. Camilla Brunsberg 37. Amir Adan

14. Catarina Segersten Larsson 26. Jan R Andersson 38. Marianne Wallengren
15. Johan Johansson 27. Jonas Holm 39. MikaelCederbratt
16. Ann-Cathrine Haglund 28. Nicklas Sandstrom 40. UIf Sjosten

17. Jérgen Warborn 29. Jenny Guteéng 41. Sotiris Delis

18. Lars Elinderson 30. Hakan Gilmark 42. Johan Hultberg
19. Ulrik Bergman 31. Ulrika Karlsson 43. Johnny Brondt
20. Anna Hard af Segerstad 32. Arba Kokalari

21. Saila Quicklund 33. Malin Sjélander

United Kingdom

The United Kingdom elects 72 MEPs to the European ParlianT&hMEPs once the Lisbon Treaty leasered
into force) and is divided into a total @R constituencies: Scathd (6 seats), Wales (4 seatdprthern Ireland (3
seats), Eastern England (7 seats), East Mildlgb seats), London (8 seatdprth East England (3 seats), North
West England (9 seats), South tE&rgland (6 seats), South Wdstgland (6 seats), West Midlands (7 seats),
Yorkshire and Humbiside (6 seats). This leaves atditional seat to be allocated; most probably, it will go to
the West Midlands constituency.

Method of voting: System of closed lists, allocated using thd@ondt method with the exception oNorthern
Ireland, which uses thsingle transferable vote system

Cutoff point for submission of candidacyfhursday 7 May

Date of voting:Thursday 4 June 2009

Representativenesstotal population of 61 27800-> araund 850 976 inhabitants per MEP 89%)
Parallel electionsLocal elections on ThursdayJdine

Turnout 2004 3883 %

2004 elections resultsConservativg CON)26.7%(EPPED), Labou(LAB)22.6%(PES), Liberal DemocrgtsD)
14.9%(ALDE), Othe35.8%

Governingparties: LAB
Opposition parties CON), LD SNPGreensEFA)DUR PC (EFA), SRU:NGI), SDLP (PES), UBB)( RES

Analysis:After a short campaign, it can be said that the EP election in Britain is fulfilling two purposes at this
stage: it is seen as an opportunity by voters to show their disapproval of a largely unpopular Labour government
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under Gordon Brown, and vent their ger at both large political parties becauskthe expenses claims scandal.

On May 19, Michael Martin, speaker of the House of Commons, resigadiist in over three centuriasover

the expense row. Martin was accused of resisting new legislation thatRvouK I @S YI RS f 1 gYI { SNEQ
more transparentNevertheless, having underperformed in 2004 with only 29 % of the vote, the Conservatives

are set to make gains of several percentage points, thus probably in the first position with 27 to 28 seats. Labour

can hope for only marginal gains with-18 seats, or fear slight losses, closely followed (and maybe even
overtaken) by the Liberal Democrats, who are certain to make gains fronwitbmd 1 to possibly 13 or 14 seats.

UKIP is set to lose a few seats, fratto about 8, whereas the only clear winners are likely to be the Greens

who might double their seats from 2 to 4. ThationalistBNP, contrary to popular fears, may very well stay

below 5 % and therefore not gain any sedts.percentage, the latest fis (June, 8d) indicate that 39%of

respondents would vote for the Tories, while %7vould support the governing Labour party. The Liberal

Democrats are third with 1% and 186 of respondents would vote for other partiex 2 (i S NE Qmay dzNJy/ 2 dzii
actually go p to around 406, thanks to the way the government and politics in general have been in the

headlines recently. Despite the strong domestic overtones, the campaign has nevertheless acquired some
European policy aspects, centering around the Conservativé @& CANBRG 2F | ff X GKS A &adzS
leaving the ERED Group in the EP has been criticized by LibDems and Labour alike, and by Gordon Brown
personally in clear words. What may be especially bad for the Tories in the eyes of potential seiagisoheir
national/populist future company in the Eurosceptic Group they are set to found. The second issue is the

RSOt I NBR AyidiSyiGtAz2zy 2F 5F@AR /I YSNRY (G2 K2fR I NBFTSNBYR
force, regardless of wdther it has been approved in the Irish referendum or not. This-laistion rhetoric ties in

with the general idea of political devolution of power (possialyoleading to efforts at constitutional reform)

recently emphasized by the British Conservativé NIi 2F . NAGAaAK O2yaSNBIFdAavyQa |
economic crisigs the declaredntention of transferring powers back from the EU level to the national level.
Consequently, despite the preponderance of domestic issues, this election holg@sNdipl y i Of dzSa | & G2
future role in the EW; and, depending on when the next national election takes place, also about the future of

the Lisbon Treaty.

List of candidates

Conservative and Unionist Party

London region

1. Charles Tannock 4. JP Floru 7. Alison Sproule

2. Syed Kamall 5. Warwick Lightfoot 8. lan Twinn

3. Marina Yannakoudakis 6. Graham Postles

East Midlands

1. Roger Helmer 2. Emma McClarkin 3. Rupert Oliver Matthews
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4. Fiona Louise Bulmer 5. George Anderton Lee

Eastern region

1. Geoffrey Charles Van 3. Victoria Grace Ford 6. Claire Patricia Annette
Orden 4. John Christopher Flack Strong

2. Robert William Sturdy 5. Jonathan Morgan 7. Clare Robina Whelan

North East

1. Martin Callanan 2. Barbara Musgrave 3. Emma Moore

North West

1. RtHon Sir Robert James 3. Jacqeline Foster 6. Anthony David Samuels
Atkins 4. AlexanderPaul Williams 7. Peter John Wilding

2. Sajjad Haider Karim 5. Gregory lan Morgan 8. Andrew William Large

South East

1. Daniel John Hannan 5. Therese Anne Cay 9. Niina Maria Kristina

2. Richard James Ashworth 6. Sarah Lucy Richardson Kaariniemi

3. Nirj Deva 7. Richard McDonald 10. Marc Brunelwalker

4. James Edmund Moncrieff Robinson
Elles 8. Anthony Stuart Devenish

South West

1. Giles Bryan Chichester 4. Michael John Edward 6. Syeda Zehra Zaidi

2. Julie McCulloch Girling Dolley

3. Ashley Peter Fox 5. Donald John Collier

West Midlands

1. Philip Charles Bradbourn
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2. Malcolm John Charles
Harbour

Yorkshire and the Humber

1. Edwad Hugh Christian
McMillan-Scott

Wales

1. Kay Swinburne
2. Evan David Lewis Price

Scotland

1. Struan Stevenson
2. Belinda Don
3. Helen Gardiner

Northern Ireland

Centre For European Studies
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3. Anthea Elizabeth Joy 5. Mark Gerald Spelman
Mclintyre 6. Daniel Anthony Thomas

4. Michael John Burnett Dalton

2. Timothy John Robert 4. Matthew Allen Bean
Kirkhope 5. Nicholas James Burrows

3. Fleur dsephine Butler 6. Glynis Joan Frew

3. Emma Louise Greenow

4. David Chipp
4. DonaldGunn 6. P JLewis
MacDonald

5. Gerald Michaluk

Ulster Conservatives and Unionisfdew Force

1. Jim Nicholson

C|E|S_
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Number of MEPs to be elected by each country

50

ALY
[0 {34

33

22

Source: www.europarl.europa.eu

There arecurrently 785 MEPSs. In the 2004 European Parliament elections, 732 MEPs were elected from the then
25 Member States of the EU. With the accession of Romania (35 MEPs) and Bulgaria (18 MEPs) 53 additional
MEPs were elected in 2007 till June 2009, bringimagtotal current number of MEPSs to 785.

After the 2009 elections, under present arrangements (known as the Nice Treaty) there would be a total of 736
MEPs. Once the Reform Treaty (formerly known as the Lisbon Treaty) comes into force however, thenEuropea
Parliament will consist of 754eats. European Council leaders agreed transitional measures in their December

2008 meeting. Once, or if, the Reform treaty is ratified by all member states, the modification to add 18 MEPs
will enter into force, if possibleduring the year 2010.

Given the Irish No Vote of the Reform Treaty in June 2008, the Electoral Commission is still working under the
Nice Treaty. In exchange for receiving concessions from the other EU member States, Ireland has committed to
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holding a seond referendum on the Lisbon Treaty by November 2009. Concessions include a guarantee that
each Member State will keep a Commissioner in the future (the Reform Treaty proposed that osthirtigoof
member states will have a commissioner at any one tjnaepromise that the EU would not impose rules on
Ireland concerning taxation and ethical issues such as abortion, euthanasia and gay marriages, or interfere with
its traditional neutrality.

European Parliament gportionment changes in the 2009 Elections

Member state 2007 2009 Change Member 2007 2009 Change Member 2007 2009 Change
state state
Germany 99 99 i ;:F?SEHC 24 22 2 Slovakia 14 13 «cl
France 78 72 c6 Greece 24 22 q2 Ireland 13 12 cl
Italy 78 72 c6 Hungary 24 22 q2 Lithuania 13 12 cl
zr?gzgrﬁ 78 72 6 Portugal 24 22 2 Latvia 9 8
Spain 54 50 (& Sweden 19 18 ¢l Slovenia 7 7 -
Poland 54 50 (! Austria 18 17 ¢l Cyprus 6 6 -
Romania 35 33 q2 Bulgaria 18 17 cl Estonia 6 6 -
Netherlands 27 25 q2 Finland 14 13 cl Luxembourg 6 6 -
Belgium 24 22 q2 Denmark 14 13 cl Malta 5 5 -

* Includes Gibraltar, but not any other BOT SBAor Crown dependenc

. . . . . . . Total: 785 736 49
Italicisedcountries are divided intsub-national constituencies &
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Scheduling of the elections
Thursday 4 Junéd7 MEPS)

NetherlandsUnited Kingdom

Friday 5 Jung¢12 MEPSs)

Czech Republiglay 1) Ireland

Saturday 6 Junés4 MEPS)
Cyprus, Czech Repulfday 2),taly (day 1) Latvia, Malta, Slovakia

Sunday 7 Junés44 MEPS)

Austrig Belgium Bulgaria,Germany Denmark Spain EstoniaFinland France Greece Hungary ltaly (day 2)
Lithuania LuxembourgPoland Portuga] RomaniaSloveniaSweden

dzNE 2y al NaRGStf SNRa t NBRAOGnd adlddzRe
Predict09.eu is a predictioaf the outcome of the June 2009 European Parliament elections and the resulting
makeup of the next European Parliament. The prediction is based statastical modelof the perbrmance of
national parties in European Parliament elections, developedhibge leading political scientistsSimon Hix
(London School of Economics), Michael Marsh (Vri@ibllege Dublin), and Nick Vivyan (London School of
Economics).

According to this study,ktS 9 dzZNB LISIy t S2L)J SQa tIF NIe& gAtft adiatft oS8
Parliament, with approximately 249 seats, which is a decrease in percentage feoms37% to 34% of the

MEPs. The Socialist group will win approximately 209 seats, which is a slight increase in percentage terms, from
27% to 28% of the MEPs. The Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe (ALDE) will secure approximately 87
seats. A Bw European Conservative group, composed of the British Conservatives and their allies, may be the
fourth largest group, with about 56 seats. There will be approximately the same number déwaofpean and

Extreme Right MEPs (about 50 in total) in the riavliament as in the current Parliament.

Whereas in the current European Parliament the combined forces of the ceagtie are larger than the
combined forces of the centreft, in the new Parliament the cére-left and centreright will be evenly
balarced: with about 41% of the seats each, compared to 38% for the left and 4Q¥efoght in the previous
parliament.

On the basis dthe predicted makeup of the next European Parliament, José Barroso has a good chance of being
re-elected as Commission ddident. However, this assumes that the Liberals (ALDE) would support an EPP
Conservativeoalition infavour of Barroso
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Predicted composition of the new parliament
(736 MEPs)

® EUL/NGL (48 seats)
@ SOC (209 seats) (2
3 Greens-EFA (39 seals)

ALDE (87 seats)

@ EPP-ED (249 seats) (28
UEN/EC (58 seats)

@ |ID (17 seats) (22

Non-Attached (29 seats)

@

Outgoing Parliament (785 MEPs)

Source: www.predict09.eu

C2yRILRtQa {i(dzRé 2y 9dzNRBLISIY /AGAT SyaqQ t NP
¢KS C2yRIGAZ2Y LI dzNhas edegtly published & gtudyt baded dnAiditetiz@ws of 15 130
European citizens.

The results underline a broad support to the EU: 56% of EU citizens think that being part of the Union is a chance

Ay G2RIFeQa 3t 20kt AaSR ¢ 2tefleRsdhis. mdnibershii B pevceivedfavautably: 66%S OA 0 A
of the 1824 years old and only 52% of tl&+ years old citizensupport EU membershipwVith the present

population ageing on the European continent, this could be a decisive facttire future.

Only 17% of Europeans perceive the EU as a threat. But this opinion rdack&%® for people who havieft
school before their 1#h birthday, 20% of retired people, 31% of workers, and 24% of unemployed people. 27%
of Europeans think that a candidate wiwmuld suggestaisingli K S | y A 2 y Q &ocid& anhtJémplaygént A y
policies would encourage the citizens to vote fum or her. The absence of a substahtEuropean stake
explains the lack of interest the citizens dravingtowards the coming European elections (53% of voters say
they are not interested in these elections).

When asked about the best ways to convey theirnigm to policy makers, Europeapeople @ y Qi @2 (G S
overwhelminglyin favourof any particular medium: l®ming a member of a party gathers only 13% of the

votes, trade union 10%lemonstration 11%, petition 14%, lgging 13%, public debate 20%, strike 7%, economic
activity and transportation blocking 4%nly \oting gathers a relative majority with 46% ofthotes.

Source: http://www.fondapol.org/ledgravaux/toutesles-publications/publication/titre/lemergencedun-
nouveausentimenteuropeen.html
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CtSAaAaKYlILY | AffFNRQa 9dzNRPLISIFY tIFNIAIFYSyd
Fleistman Hillard preserted in May 2009 the results ofesearch into the digital behaviour of European
parliamentariansThe results shed light on how Members of the European Parliament are using the internet as a
tool to reach out to voters and as a source of information to inform their legislative wiete isthe summary

of Fleishmarn A f f | MR Q& NXa

Members of the European Parliament (MEPS) recognize that EU citizens go online and that they therefore need a
web presenceHowever, the majority of MEPs do not currently take full advantage of social mediaasals

means to engage with voters and drive them to their websites:

- 75% of MEPs use a personal website extensively.

- 62% of MEPs have either never heard of Twitter or have no plans to use it.

- 24% of MEPs use a blog extensively but only 26% of MEPblagh@aomment on otheblogs once a week or

more.

MEPs believe that TV remains the most effective wagammunicate to voters. A laak familiarity with social
mediamay be leading MEPs to underestimate the effectivenesthefinternet as a means of aghing out to
their electorate

- 80% of MEPs believe websites to be either very effective or effective in communicatimets, making
websites as effective as ormm-one meetings.

- 51% of MEPs believe blogging or mibtogging to be very effectiver@ffective incommunicating to voters
compared to 81% for writing a newspaper column.

- 33% of MEPs believe online advertising to be either g effective or effective way toommunicate to voters
compared to 57% for TV advertising and 45% for @itvertising.

MEPs use internet resources on a regular basis to understand legislative issues. A variety tdaslare used

as part of normal working life fohts purpose

- 93% of MEPs use search engines daily to understand legislative issueas&4860gle.com while 41% use
national versions of the sanwearch engine.

- 74% of MEPs visit online versions of traditional newspapers on a daily bases 3&%il visit online EU expert
media each day.

- 65% of MEPs visit Wikipeesdyle tools at least seeral times each week to understand legislative issues, while
36% visit blogs in theame period.

MEPSs are increasingly adopting digital tools for both research and outreach, but informationvébsites and

blogs is currently less important in informitigeir thinking than information gathereffom off-line sources (see
pages 23 to 28).

- 87% of MEPs believe personal contact with representatives of groups of voters to be very important or
important.

- 42% of MEPs believe coverage in national media todsg important in informing their policy thinking, more
than twice the number whatated coverage in online EU specialist media to be very important.

- 32% of MEPs who blog believe blogs to be important or very important in informing their policy thinking,
compared with 17% of MEPs who not blog.

Source: http://www.epdigitaltrends.eu/uploads/downloads/HBigital_Trends_report.pdf
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