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Summary

In the balance of power between the groups of the European Parliament, the electig
2009 have brought some refreshing clarity: With 264 out of 736 seats, the victory of the EPP G
undisputed. In turn, and evemore dramatically, the European Socialists have clearly lost the elec
with 184 seats. While the Liberals, with 84 seats, and the radical Left with 37 more or less mair

were also made on the far right, with Eurosceptic populists and nationalists winning new seats.
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that the beginning financial and econdnrcrisis, together with the fact that in most member states
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2009 elections, possibly even making them the strongest group. Those hopes were dasheds
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their shares, the Greens made significant gains with 50 MEPs (still beiing #th position). Gains
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more, voters turned against their governments where the Left is in power, whereas EPP member

parties made sometimes spectacular gains in countries governed by the centre right. S
governments we$ & LJdzy A A KSR ¢  Aigplicitly Ndk Hungiyy Eentdfe Lighf glominatec
governments did very well in France, Germany, Italy and Poland. The few exceptions to thes
were Sweden, Greece and Malta, where the centre right lost votes while in power. This turn of €
largely unexpected even aviemonths ago, probably has several reasons:
wObviously, socialists and social democrats were not able to come up with a credible alterna
gKIFEG GKS aAyOdzyoSyidé¢ OSYyidGNB NRIKG 61 & R2A
wln severakey member states, socialists and social democrats have had problems with exteapr
political infighting and erosiom their membership base. This is true for 4 of the 6 large men
states: Germany, France, Poland and Italy. This was true longebisferfinancial and economi
crisis began.
wln 2 large member states, in Germany and France, there are stable, radical populist parties
left of the socialists, helping to drain voters and members from mainstream socialism.

Altogether,European saalists seento be in a structural crisis that is older than the recess
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but compounded by their reaction to it. The centre right looks much better, at the moment, but i
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long run, it, too, is facing some of the structural problems, the ageing mem@er | Yy R @2 i
well as some of the political dilemmas of its competitors from the left.
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In Britain, the Netherlands, Hungary and Finland, nationalist and populist groups, mostly with

a Eurosceptic orientation, have made considerable gains. fabier is compounded by the Britis

h

Conservatives and the Czech ODS, having left the EPP group, will team up with Polish and other
nationalists to form a new Eurosceptic group of maybe 50 MEPs. But the often heard observation that

the new European Parliamewill be made up of 20 % Eurosceptics, is maybe an oversimplificatio
wEurosceptics are no homogeneous formattimere are tremendous differences between them.
wThe fact that Libertas won only 1 seat, is a positive surprise.

wlf and when the Lisbofreaty has entered into force, the question of institutional reform of the
will lose importance for some time to come, anyway.

n.

EU

In conclusion, it is doubtful whether they can be considered the primary enemy of the centre right. But

their strengthened pesence in the EP may mean a loss of calculability itaddgy parliamentary
work.

The EWwide turnout has dropped to a new low, with 43,5 %, although the rate of decline has

slightly diminished, and the drop was milder than feared. This was certaialyodine unprecedented

number of simultaneous local, regional or other parallel elections. To a small extent, it may also have
been the consequence of an unprecedented innovative campaign on the national and European levels

to enhance the turnout. Neverthess, both of these methods are not much more expandable. Inst
a stronger polarisation between the main political families in the EP, to show voters that they
have a choice between political attetives, seems to be promisingll available opion polls show
that voters are not more Eurosceptic or less convinced about the benefits of integration than b

ead,
really

efore.

But they are not sure what their vote could actually change. The EPP might consider highlighting the

differences to other groups more tham the past, and to go further down the road of the

personalisation of campaigns, with clearly declared candidates for Commission President. The
2009 endorsement of Jose Manuel Barroso by the EPP was a first step in this direction.
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AUSTRIA
Parties % | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE LEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/ NGL INDV DEM Others
e 28.7 § 6
3=lu] 238 5 5
Martin 178 3 3
FPG 12.1 2 2
GRUNE 8.5 1 1
BZ0 47 0
lulis 07y ]
KRG 0.6 0
Others 0 0
Total 100 17 [ 3 0 0 1 1} 0 3

Turnout 42.4% (42.43% in 2004)

Analysis:The turnout at the European elections in Austria was at 45,3%, increasing by 2,3% in comparison with
2004. The positive electoral results reflect the quality of the political campaiganized by the OVP and the
discontent of large part of the public opinion towards the Socialist party (OSP) in power. The strategy of the OVP
brought a positive result, particularly by the use of new means of communication and internet 2.0.
Notwithstandng the good result, the overall visibility of the EPP brand in Austria could have been further
enhanced by a complete translation into German of the EPP manifesto for these elections. The main themes that
emerge from this political results are on the omand related to immigration policies and social policies
generally. On the other hand there was a substantial share of electorate that followed historical vote. The
protest movement of HanPeterMartin -the former Socialemocrat frontrunner in the 1999 Utopean
elections did very well, thus becoming the third largest party in Austria with three seats in the EP. He was mainly
supported by the largest newspaper in the country, the Kronen Zeitung, whose readers may account to as much
F& Tm: 27T eohdd ThelFNeBdbrysParty (FPO) became therefore only the 4th strongest party
FfiK2dzaK GKSe | OKAS@GSR | aAdzNIINARaAy3Ifte 3F22R NBadZ & Ay
Werner Faymann (SPO) is now under internal pressure, siec&thopean elections were an unexpected and
major defeat for them. SPf&ceivedthe worst result on the national level since 1945. The left wing of the party
and some regional leadesse working alreadpn a new social profile. This may imply a more cotitipe
behavior in the government coalition and against the OVP.
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Overall Austria follows the EWide tendency towards a raise in protest and populist parties and a general defeat
of the Socialist party.

List of elected EPP candidates:

ovP
1. Dr. ErnsStrasser 3. Dr. Hella Ranner 5. Dr. Paul Ribig
2. Othmar Karas 4. Dr. Richard Seeber 6. Elisabeth Kostinger
BELGIUM
Parties % |Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA ~ GUE/NGL | IND/DEM Others
chav 1514 3 3
Open VLD 12.87 3 3
Pz 10,69 2 2
V. Belang 1017 2 2
zpa 875 2 2
MR &.69 2 2
ECOLO 7.71 2 2
MN-WA §.24 1 1
Groen 5.04 1 1
LOD 477 1 1
cdH 4 1 1
FN 1.36 0
YDA+ 0.65 0
SLP 0.43 0
PTE- 0.42 0
CSP 0.2 1 1
FFF 0.13 0
ecolo (G) 0.1 o
sSP 0.09 0
Others W. 1.49 0
Others F. 024 0
Others G. 0.11 0
Total 100 22 3 5 5 o 3 1] 1] =
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Turnout 90.39% (90.81% in 2004)

Analysis¢ KS 9tt YSYOSNI LI NIASAaQ NBadzZ Ga Of SH MmBdgiuN® 0SS G KI
European elections were organised together with regional electiddaring the campaign period, debates

mainly focused on regional anglto some extentg national issues.This makes specific conclusions on the

European elections rathatifficult. The few debates on Europe in Flanders were a confrontation between two

former prime ministers with an outspoken European view and ambition: -leanDehaene (CD&V) and Guy

Verhofstadt (OpenVLIQ Flemish liberal party). The European electiomvé no direct consequences for the

national political environment.The effect of the regional elections will probably be more tangible for national

(federal) politics than for the European: in Flanders, CD&V ald\ NFlemish moderate nationalists) woreth

regional elections and the socialists (SP.A), the liberals (OpenVLD) and the extreme right party (Vlaams Belang)

lost. The CD&V European programme was closely linked to that of theP&/ kept its three seats in the EP.

The populist party Lijst De@] SNJ OSNI I Ayfteé& O2yaz2ftARFGiSR Ada NBfIFIGAGBS
environment (1 seat in the EP, 8 seats out of 124 in the Flemish Parliament), but was far from able to meet the

high expectations raised on the basis of opinion polls during ttempaign. ExPremier Guy
+SNK2FadlRIOhLISY+[ 50 1y26y FTRG20FGS 2F | a4/ 2NB 9 dzNB LIS
record number of personal votes, but it is not sure he will actually join the ParliarResra Wallonia, the cdH

will get ore MEP out of a total of eight. Here, the Socialists could maintain their share of the vote on the

European as well as on the regionaldgwdespite all recent scandals. cdH Chair Joelle Milguet has announced

the intention to withdraw their MEP from the PRyroup because of the upcoming accession of former Aleanza

Nazionale members from Italy. That threat has, however, become something of a ritual in recent years.

List of elected EPP candidates:
Ch&Vv

1. Jead_uc Dehaene 2. Marianne Thyssen 3. Ivo Belet

DH

1. Anne Delvaux

CSP/CDH

1. Mathieu Grosch
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Parties % | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL INDY DEM Others
GERB 2848 5 5

BSP 18.59 4 4

DPS 1421 3 3

ATAKA 12.01 2z s
NDSW 8 2 2

SDS-DSB 799 1 1

LIDER 573 0

RZS 469 0

NAPRED 2.28 0

Zelentte 0.7z 0

BND 0.45 0

Others 0.85 0

Total 100 17 6 4 5 0 0 ] 1] 2

Turnout 37.49% (29.22% in 2007)

Analysis According to observers close to the Bulgarian EPP partiefture European campaignsnore
personal publicity on candidates might help, and moreativity among local election staff. Senof the main

issues were: Fightingporuption, European funds, restoring the good name of Bulgaria in EuByggport for the
Socialiss$ is declinng. More and more the main topiosf Bulgarian politics are justicesecurity, welfare: On
these,the present government igetting a lot of criticismThe main political actors for the General elections are
quite obvious. Some small parties, which were unable to breach the threshold of 5.8%, collected surprisingly
strong support, whichmay enablethem to enternational Rirliament in July. The resurrection in pollsNMMSS
(ALDE) and the Blue Citiah (UDF, DSB, AR{JEPP), both reaching 8%as a surprise for sociologists. The
stable results of nationalists and MRWith around 13% gives &int as to the composition for the next
Parliament. It will be dominatd by GERB, followed by BSP ntRF and ATAKA, and small parties like the Blue
Coalition, NMSS, RZS (thmain European topic washether to join the British @sewvativesin the next EP

and Lider (formed around an energg ©2 2y 03X G KS f{ | ifitd thelER,2out Rk ehtéidinativiial| S
Parliamentif they keep theirshare of thevotes. It will be a fragmented parliament with a difficult coalition to
estabh 8K (KS ySEG 3JI20SNYYSyido ¢KS avittsSad LI NIASE oAt
Bulgaria isquite a Eureoptimistic country, and the single most popular figure in this campaign was
Commissioner Meglena Kuneva (NDSV) who has becamavarick in the College of Commissioners in recent
years and seems destined for an important role in Brussels in the fuflgelsewhere in the Unigmational
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topics dominated theEuropean electiorcampaign. But the most important national ones werekdid with

dzE 3 NRSYOBRSNEKALE 260t A3F A2y & | yR 2LIJI2 NI dzy AdoAfSad @ 2 S RA |
the end of the campaign. The basis of our campaign was ground quodeting people face to face, getting to

know their problems. Makingallies in the regional cities. Not a loud and expensive campaign but more of

person oriented one. Thiurnout of 37% was amongst theestones inthe EU12. And it was far larger than the

BulgarianH 2 AY HANT® ¢KS NBAdzZ ( BFwithl290800 mdre dtespyvhich@hs@a f A 1S A
steady growth in supportThere was some populist succeRZS made it from 0.2% in 2007 to 4.8% in 2009

Lider also fared well seeing that they have no political platform.

List of elected EPP candidates:
DSB

1. Svetoslav Malinov

GERB

1. Rumiana Russeva Jeleva 3. lliana Naidenova lvanova 5. Maria Ivanova Nedelcheva
2. Vladimir Andreev Urutchev 4. Emil Stefanov Stoyanov

CYPRUS

Parties % Seats EPP-ED = PES ALDE UEN  CREENS! GUE/NGL IND/DEM | Others
DISY 35.65 2 2

AKEL 34.9 2 2

DI.KO 12.28 1 1
EDEK 9.85 1 1

EVROKO | 4.12 0

KOP 1.5 0

Matsakis M.| 0.88 0

KEK 0.37 0

E.LAM 0.22 0

Others 0.23 0

Total 100 6 2 1 0 0 0 2 0 1
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Turnout: 59.4% (72.5n 2004)

Analysis Turnout for these electionsvas high by European standards but has gone down from .2004

Democratic Rally (DISY) confirmed the result achieved in the past elections by winning 2 seats (35.65%). DISY
conducted apro-EU campaign based on European issues directly affecting Cypriot public opinion gheh as
relationship between Europe and Turkey and the need for a common EU strategiatmni the economy. The

Democratic Rally clelgrimproved its sharen comparson with the past presidential elections, won in the second

round by the AKEL candidate Dimitris Christofias. This seems to indicate on the one hand the support of Cypriot

voters towards a prduropean electoral programme and the willingness to grant DISYW&a SO2y,R OKI y O
following the negative results dfie 2008 Presidential elections.

List of elected EPP candidates:
DISY

1. Eleni Theocharous 2. loannis Kasoulides

CZECHREPUBLIC

Parties % Seats| EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GRIE;A\ISI GUE/NGL | IND/ DEM | Others
oDSs 31.45 9 9
LSSD 22.38 7 7

KSL M 14.18 4 4

KDU-L SL | 7.64 2 2

Suveren. 4.26 0

Sz 2.06 0

SNK ED 1.65 0

NEZ 0.54 0

Others 15.84 0

Total 100, 22 2 7 0 0 0 4 0 9

Turnout: 28.22%(28.3% in 2004)

EB www.thinkingeurope.eu

CENTRE FOR EUROPEAN STUDIES




Centre For European Studies
EUH ECTIONWATCH=*

RESULT& ANALYSIS

Analysis The high rate of abstention in the Czech Republic remained stable across the two EP elections,
respectively at 22.3 in 2004 and 22.22 in 2009. The electoral campaign in the Czech Republic defiaetit

concerns as opposed t&European issueghe electoral campaign was mainly orientated towards internal issues

regarding thenon-partisangovernment now inplace T SNJ 6 KS NBaA Iyl A2y atilfE aANB] ¢
was a test run fothe next legislative elections to be heild October this yearAttention wasfocusedon social

reform and relaunching the economy. The results had no particular impact on the government because of its
non-partisan nature. Nevertheless, the unexpected dropvintes for the Green Partycone of the main

supporters of the governmentmayo S | NBFf SOGA2y 2F ( KAKDUCEHR @Bidtixhasdy i Qa 2
Democratic Union) secured two seats but its performance was heavily affected by the low turnout.
Notwithstanding a successful campaighgtChristian and Democratic Uniatid not manage to reduce the

degree of abstention among its supporters. The Civic Democratig FaRS) which has left the EPP group and

will join the British conservatives in a new Euroscefttimation can be considerethe winner of the elections

especially seeing thathe SociaRSY2 ONF & 62{ {50 f I NdySdreelecotaliptedidiondi 2 O2y FA
I {{5 [/ KFEANYIFY WANRKR tINRPdz6S1 Q& (2L Ay3 2F GKS ¢2LRtlyS
not to have been to the liking of the voters. The strongSO@sult is also due to the economic liberalism and

political conservatism among young urban voters, highly interested in European politics, whereas the CSSD

voters are generally older and less interested in thecEatts that play a role in view of suedow turnout.

List of elected EPP candidates:

KDUCSL

1. Zuzana Roithova 2. WEY . nSTAYL

Parties % Seats| EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREEEA':'S/ GUE/NGL IND/DEM | Others
A 209 4 4

v 196 3 3

F 154 2 2

0 148 2 2

c 123 1 1

N 71 1 1
B 41 o0

J 23| o
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| 0.6
Others 3
Total 100 13 4 3 2 2 1 0 0

DKF

1. Bendt Bendtsen

ESTONIA

Voter turnout: 59.52% (47.89% in 2004)

parties gained @ dzy R A Y

List of elected EPP pdidates:

C|E|S_
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Analysis: The centreleft maintains itsstronghold on EU and national political representation in Denmark,
illustrated by the fact that the Socillemocratic Pdy and the Liberal Partynake up7 of 13 seats, and remained
dominant in the last national election. However, popular support for the ERftly increasedwith 1.2%
improvement in the polls between now and the 2004 European electioid, the Conservates maintainedl
seat. Thedebate overthe financial crisis was a specifgsuein the electoral race, as was climate charfgkso in
view of the Copenhagen Summit on Climate in Decembetgrnational crime and immigratiorEurosceptic
GAGK 020K GKS FIZHTm@ypettiagd t S2 LI S
about 15 %each.To some extentthe development of theelectoral campaigns shathat the national debate
has shifted from one which revolves around the dichoyoof proEU vs. antEU, to one which now uphads a
question of wider ideologyshould Danesnove to the right in their principles, or remain lajt centre? The
result of the EP election seems to suggest the latter, for the moment.

www.thinkingeurope.eu
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/

GREENS/EFA | GUE/HGL INDV DERI Others
KE 26.07 2 2
|. Tarand (Ind} | 25.81 1 1
ER 15.34 1 1
IRL 12.21 1 1
SDE B.Y 1 1
EER 273 0
ERL 223 0
E0vP 0.33 0
LEE 0.58 0
EKD 0.43 0
VEE 0.32 0
PK 0.15 0
Others 482 0
Total 100 6 1 1 S 0 1] 1] 0 1

Turnout 43.9% (26.83% in 2004)

Analysis The most prominent campaign issue was emplogtria the context of the global crisiSecondly, the
guestion of closed and open listgs relevant as wellRL was activeip favor of returning to the open lists that
were changed in 2005 intihe closed list system. This timibere was an independent candidatedrek Tarand,
whose main message was to presgmrsons, not party lists, and as a result he was very successipite of

not having any seriss European platform. One trend duritige last two EP elections that the electorate
wants to vote for concrete psons, not party lists. Seconthe messages of the parties have become simple
and more populist and thereare no choicedy the electoratebased on serious ideologitpreferences. Four
months before the municipal electionshese EP elections were a way of measuring the relative strength of
parties. They mayave stabilised the political environment, as rgainternal policy disputes were brought up
before the EP election¥he key wordsare domestic politics populism, and protest vote&he independent
candidate Tarand encouraged voters to protest against party lists by voting for him, and the populig Cent
Party encouraged their voters to express protest against the liberal Prime MiniBter)voter turnout increased
significantly compared to the last elections. People are getting somewhat more aware of the European Union
and parliament. 43,9% turnout iery good, compared to the 27% in 2004e increasedturnout during the pre

voting and evoting was asurprisec it may have been due to the strong polarisation of public opinion in view of
GKS FFOG GKIFIG tNAYS aiyAiailsS Ndorityygévarb@ri Abous H0% Ndvaotes NI &
were given via internetOn the other handabig turnout is never very good fdRL asits electorate would be

quite loyal anyway, whereas the voters of the populists and liberals were this time very interesicelyraged
during last daysThe biggest populist movement, the Centre Pahss influenced Estonian politics for a long
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time (especially in Tallinn and NorHast part of Estonj where the biggest number ofuBsian-speaking
minorities live), but the rte of the independent candidates (especially Indrek Tarand) was enormous this time.

List of elected EPP candidates:
IRL

1. Tunne Kelam

HNLAND

Parties % Seats EPP-ED = PES ALDE UEN GRng'\"S/ GUE/NGL IND/DEM  Others
KOK 232 3 3

KESK T 3

SDP 175 2 2

KD-PS 14 2 1 1
VIHR 124 2 2

SFP(RKP) | 61| 1 1

VAS 59 0

Others 1.9 0

Total 100 13 4 2 4 0 2 0 0 1

Voter turnout: 40.3% (39.43% in 2004)

Analysis:The dectionsin 2009 were characterisedby a campaign focusseldrgely on the presence of parties
F'yR OF yRARLI G S 3thedsoyigest mebkeng ei@rtdnyttisérespecbeing made by Kokoomus which
had the resources to allow ministers to tour the country, as well ras@mirablestrategy putin place by the
Greens. e campaign strategy focussed largely on the strength of the candidates, who were effective in battling
against the rising popularity of the leader of the Libertakated populist movement ¢ NHzS , vaha férythie €
first time ever took votes from Kokoomus. While being a strongHidoforce in Finland, Kokoomus did not
integrate EU issues into their campaign strateggry intensively in part due to the relatively high
disengagement of citizens in EU parliamentary electidviiile low at 40.3%, the turnout has increased slightly
from 2004, largely due to the mobilization of protest voters by the populist movement. Wisileg one seat,
Kokoomus is still the leading party in Finland, as only a few thousand votes separatedrtime attaining a
fourth seat. Furthemore, the election results reveal a widening margin between them and the leading

EB www.thinkingeurope.eu
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opposition, the Finnish centre party. Overall trends conclude that the cetgrg movement is getting stronger

in the country, whichs significant given the strong historical dominance of the Social Democrats. Indeed, the
political landscape ifrinland is changingh® Communist party lost its only seat, while there is a cohesive force
behind thenew populist moment. Support for Kokooraus now larger than overall support for the two left
centreparties. It was d@ifficult election forany stronglypro-EUparty - even after 15 years of membership, there

is a growing hesitation amonfe population to transfefinnish competences to # Europearevel, although
overall, themajority in thecountry isstill supporting the ideals of the EPd&hd ALDE, who both received 3 seats

in the new European Parliament.

List of elected EPP candidates:
KOK
1. Ville 1tala 2. Sirpa Pietikdinen 3. EijaRiitta Kehola

*Provisional results

FRANCE

Parties % | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL INDY DERT Others
uKpP 278 29 29

PS 16.48 14 14

Eg;’fcp;: 1828 14 14

MoDem 8.4 1 6

FN 63 ) 3
FG 68 4 4

NP& 45 0

Ei:::;ﬁ (MPF- 45 1 1

AEI 3.63 0

DLR 1.77 0

LO 1.2

Aliance de

Btlfrr:;'u:rf 0.2 1 !
PDF 0.14 0

E{lf&rups de la o 0

Others 2.08 0

Total 100 72 28 14 3 0 14 4 1 4
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Turnout 40.48% (42.76% in 2004)

Analysis: Two years after the Presidential elections, UMP won the European elections by a clear margin,
gathering 11 points more than the leading oppositjperty, the PS. For UMP, thigctory isas surprising as it is
significant in these times of economic crisis, as it reconciles their severe defeat in the local elections in 2008. The
success of the UMP is disastrous for Martine Aubry, the newly elected Secfetagralof the PS, ashe

socialist party has nagince 1994 been so low public support. In fact, these results mirror the same results
received by the UMP in the last European elections in 2004. Europe Ecologie, a coalition led by the Verts/Greens
is now directly competingvith the PS,and battling over the same electoraté&Europe Ecologie and the PS
received 14 seatsach so Europe Ecologie has doubled its representation since 2004. The campaign strategy of
9dzNR LIS 902t 23AS FT20dzaa SR 2y ord gedidtedSa sifonghadBadaiyy hessagé A £ S (1 K S
as their central issueElection results were not favourable to MoDem. The party lost its third rank ifirthe

days of the campaign, logy 5 seat and 3 percentagepoints. Thepolemic remarks made on Thy MoDem

leader, Francois Bayrou, towards Europe Ecologie leader DanielBeotdit were welpublicized, and as a result
MoDenQ & | (i G NJpotitial 2lgctoral Zupport from the leftfrom voters looking to find an alternative to

the PS) suffered severel@n the right side of the political spectrum, the etsoeptic and antBarkozy parties

could not halt their slow decline in popular support. FN has lost 3 points since 2004, while under the Libertas
movement, de Villiers and Frederic Nihous have failedgatiher more than 5% of the popular vote, even though

they colleced 9% othe votes in 2004. Formed months ago, the Front de Gauche, led by the French Communist
Party and former PS Senator Jdarc Mélenchon, has achieved greater success than theQuagitialist Party.

The Front de Gauche received 6.01% support, while the-@aritalist party received 4.9%. The leader of the
Anti-Capitalist party, Olivier Besencenot, was considered the mppowent of Sarkozy; however Besznot

did not effectivelyutilise the potential benefits the financial and social crisis could have for his campaign, and
GKSNBF2NBE O2dzf RyQié | GiENI Ol Sy2daAK @2GESNB F2N 0KS LI NI
59.52% of French citizens abstained from voting in theean elections. According to the latest polls, 54% of
these people cited a lack of interest as their justification to not vote, and 74% also claimed that they chose not to
vote in order to expressheir anti-EU and antpolitical sentimentsThisis a dangerous signal about the political
climate in the French electorateNicolasSarkozy led the entire UMP campaign from his Presidential Office,
requiring that all decisions regarding the campaign are approved by him. The UMP made history, being the first
governing party to win the European elections since 1979. Sarkozy is now in the best position to successfully re
organize his government for the second half of his mandate.

List of elected EPP candidates:

UMP, NC, Gauche Moderne

East Constituency
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1. Jseph Daul . Arnaud Danjean
2. Véronique Mathieu 4. Michele Striffler
Northwest Constituency

1. Dominique Riquet 3. JearPaul Gauzes 5. Philippe Boulland
2. Tokia Saifi 4. Pascale Gruny

West Constituency

1. Christophe Bechu 2. ElisabettMorin 3. Alain Cadec

Southwest Constituency

1. Dominique Baudis 3. Alain Lamassoure 4. MarieThérése Sanchez
2. Christine de Veyrac Schmidt

Southest Constituency

1. Francoise Grossetete 3. Dominigue Vlasto 5. Nora Berra

2. Damien Abad 4. Gaston Franco

Tle-de-France Constituency

1. Michel Barnier 3. JearMarie Cavada 5. Philippe Juvin

2. Rachida Dati 4. Marielle Gallo

Massif centraiCentre:

1. JeanPiere Audy 2.Sophie BriardAuconie 3. Brice Hortefeux

Overseas Constituency

1. Maurice Ponga
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GERMANY

Parties % | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL IND DERY Others
cou 30.7 34 34

SPD 208 23 23

GRUNE 12.1 14 14

FDP 11 12 12

DIE LINKE 7.5 2 2

csu 72 8 8

FW 1.7 0

REP 1.3 0

Tierschutz 11 0

PIRATEN 0.9 0

DIE GRAUEN 0.2 0

Others ) o

Total 100 99 42 23 12 i 14 a8 o i

Turnout 43.3% (43% in 2004)

Analysis The essential issuder these elections were the financial crisis, and economic and social is3hes.
CDUCSUnas undisputedlyhe best result with 37,94 Within that, especially the CSU share with well above 5 %
was a great relief to many who had feared the party might miss the necessary quota to get any MB&st T

was stable at 43.3% certainly also thanks to parallel local elections in some regidfor the Christian
Democratscurrently in a Grand Coalition with the SPD (which has turned sour longthgduropean elections

serve as a platform to build support for the next Bundestag electionSeptember 27CDUand CSU arboping

to form anew coalition with the FDP The FDP did extremely well, nearly doubling their share of the vote
compared to 2004, to 11 %. The Social Democrats, however, lost 1 percentage point compared to their already
catastrophic result of 2004 an unexpected disasterof a party that hoped particularly to profit from the
financial and economic crisis. Even their radical competition, die Linke, did not do as well as hoped, due to
unrealistic programs and conflicts within the parfihe last weeks and days of the campaiggre marked by a
growing antagonism betwee@hristian Democrats and Social Democrats, about strategies to deal with the crisis,
with Chancellor Merkel and her new economics minister,-Kadodor zu Guttenberg (CSU), signalling limits to
state interventio in bailouts and stimuli, and Social Democrats under Foreign Minister-Boarf Steinmeier

(the SPD candidate for Chancellor) advocating continued state aids to save jobs, and also stepsncildrd a
GA2dz@SNYSYSyid SO2y 2 VYAl dzS£CDU an& RDP Kotels® O ¥ dza K SIBIF a2y avyFadd (
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defeat are unpopular leaders, competition from the Left, but above all the lack of a coherent alternative to the
OSYGiNB NARIKIQa LRtAOASE Ay (GKS ONRaAAOD

List of elected EPP candidates:

O

SuU

1. Markus Ferér
2. Dr. Angelika Niebler
3.D

4. Manfred Weber
5. Albert DelR
6. Monika Hohlmeier

7. Bernd Posselt
8. Martin Kastler

r. Anja Weisgerber

‘O
)
C

BadenWiurttemberg

3. Dr. Andreas Schwab
4. Elisabeth Jeggle

1. Rainer Wieland
2. Daniel Caspary

5. Dr. Inge Gréaldle
6. Dr. Thomas Ulmer

Berlin

1. Joachim Zeller

Brandenburg
1. Dr. Christian Ehler
Hamburg

1. Birgit Schniebedastram

Hessen

1. Thomas Mann
2. Michael Gahler

MecklenburgVorpommern
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1. Werner Kuhn

Niedersachsen

1. Dr. HansGert Péttering

NordrheinWestfalen
1. Elmar Brok

2. KardlHeinz Florenz
3. Dr. Renate Sommer

RheinlandPfalz

1. Dr. Werner Langen

Saarland

1. Doris Pack

Sachsen

1. Hermann Winkler

SachsefAnhalt

1. Dr. Horst Schnellhardt

ShleswigHolstein

1. Reimer Boge

Thuringen

C|E|S_
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2. Dr. Godelieve Quisthoudt

Rowohl

4. Dr. Peter Liese
5. KlausHeiner Lehne
6. Sabine Verheyen

2. Kurt Lechner

2. Dr. Peter Jahr

Centre For European Studies
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3. Prof. Dr. HanBeter Mayer
4. Burkhard Balz

7. Dr. Markus Pieper
8. Axel Voss
9. Herbert Reul

3. Christa KlaR
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1. Dr. Dieter L. Kbc

GREECE

Parties % Seats, EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREEFEA’\IS/ GUE/NGL | IND/ DEM Others
PA.SO.K. |36.65 8 8

N.D. 32.29 8 8

K.K.E. 8.35 2 2

LA.O.S. 7.15 2 2
SY.RIZ.A. 4.7 1 1

OoP 3.49 1 1

PA.M.ME. 0 0

Drassi 0 0

Others 7.37 0

Total 100 22 8 8 0 0 1 3 2 0

Turnout: 52.63%(63.22% in 2004)

Analysis Greece registered an historibahigh abstention rate in these aéons with more than 47% of the
citizens not votingAlthough the turnout is actually higher than the EU average, this gave a signal to Greek parties.
Dissatisfaction with politics is rapidly growing amongst the population as a consequence of the ecorgisnand

its socialeffects The results obtained by the incumbent Nea Dematla (ND)g one of the few EPP parties that
actually lost votes equally reflected public dissatisfaction with the governmemhe success of the Socialists
(PASOK), contradiieg the results of most European Socialist parties, is clearly explained by two phenomena. On
the one hand, it was aignal tothe ND government to be more active and incisive in the structural economic and
social reforms. On the other, it was read by myaim ND asa symptom of dissatisfactiowith Brussels, which is

substantially; howevethere wasa certain increase in the preferences for more eriist parties on both sides of
the political spectrum.

List of elected EPP candidates:
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ND

1. Giannakou Marietta 2. Kratsa Rodi 3. Papastamkos Georgios

5. Skylakis Theodoros 7. Papanikolaou Georgios

4. Poupakis Konstantinos 6. Koumoutsakos Georgios 8. TSOUKALAS loannis
HUNGARY

Parties % | Seats EPP PES ALDE UEH GREENS/EFA  GUE/NGL IND/ DER Others
FIDESZ-KDNP | 58.37 14 14

MSZP 17.38 ) 4

JOBBIK 1477 5! 3
MOF 53 1 1

LMP-HP 25 0

SZ0SZ 216 0

Munkaspart 0.95 0

MCF ROMA O [ 0.46 0

Otherz 0 0

Total 100 22 16 4 ] ] o o ] &

Turnout: 36.2%% (38.5% in 2004)

Analysis:The 36% turnout in Hungary is an average on the European level and one of the highest in Central and
Eastern Europ and has not declined dramadilty since the last European elections (38.5Pkg g@verning MSZP
(Socialist Party) suffered @ushingdefeat, though thedebaclecame as no surprise for the party leaders. The
Socialist party, in power for the past 7 years, received a strong sign of disappfatsapolicies On the other

side Fidesz, theePP member party, obtained a record victory (56.37 %k best result of all EPP partiesnd

with 14 seats they also obtained two thirds of the available seats. Theathdiationalist Jobbikarty outdid its

own expectations. Iscored best in HungdkE Q destl dasern regions where got votes from both the left and

the right. With this unquestionable success, Jobbik is expected to become a pernaget inl dzy 3| NE Qa
political arena and is sure to count on more media attention and coveragéthatnext general elections. The

surge of the radical right poses a strategic challenge for Fidesz because with its populist rhetoric Jobbik can reach
out to unsatisfied voters in the countryside as well. Jobbik is, however, also a chance for Fidemagtitnah its
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moderate, centreright image, as opposed to the radicals. Theosh important topicsof the Fideszcampaign
included political trust, accountability, professionalism, job creation, working for a strong Hungary in a strong
European Union, espetly in the light of the economic crisis that severely affected the cou@hances are

that Fidesz will do very well in the next national elections, too, which will take place latest in one year.

List of elected EPP candidates:

Fidesz

1. P&l Schmitt 8. Gyorgy Schopflin

2. Jbézef Szdjer 9. Andrés Gyurk

3. Kinga Gal 10./ &1 0l pNE

4. Janos Ader 11. Béla Glattfelder

5. Lé&szl6 Surjan 12. Adam Késa

6. Tamas Deutsch 13. Agnes Hankiss

7. Livia Jaréka 14.9 Yy A 1! Deé! NA

IRELAND

Parties % Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GRS:EA“S/ GUE/NGL  IND/DEM  Others
FG 20.13| 4 4

FF 2408 3 3

Lab. 13.92] 3 3

SF 1124/ 0

M. Harkin

(Ind) 463 1 1

SP 276 1 1
Others 14.24 0

Total 100/ 12 4 3 1 3 0 0 0 1

Voter turnout: 57.6% (58.58% in 2004)

Analysis:As widely anticipated, Fine Gael received hiighes number of seat@mongthe Irish partieshaving
AMEPs This resultvas in part due to the overall strong campagjrategy of FG, which emphasised a strong Irish
role on the European level, but also profited from thdvantages thatome with being tle largest party in
Parliament. There was a strong turnout in this ellectith 57.6%, which was aided largely jpgrallel municipal

and regional elections, which adversely meant that thel&ldl debate received less coverage than the other two
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levels of government. However, the national parties were able to consolidatedzotipaigns.A drong effort was

madeli 2 Sy addz2NB (KFIG GKAA 9dz2NRPLISIHY StSOGA2y RARyQi aSNBS
the latest polls are indicating is gaining popular support for ratification. Irelandw debating itsale in European
integration The outcome of the elections supported a national trend which favourséhére right In 2004 Fine

Gael became the largest Irish party in the EP and remains so after this election. Overall, it is clear there are

changing attudes in the country regarding EU integration, and Lisbon Treaty specifically, though there still must

be more of acommitment on the part of leading parties to rebuild public support for the EU. Luckily, Fine Gael has

the strongest manifestin this resgct, and is the largest Irish party in the Parliament occupyiné1 dfatotal of

12 seats.

List of elected EPP candidates:

EG

1. Gay Mitchell 3. Jim Higgins

2. Mairead McGuinness 4. Sén Kelly

Parties % Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GRS:EA“S/ GUE/NGL  IND/DEM  Others
PdL 3525/ 29 29

PD 26.14) 21 21
LN 10.22 9 9

IdV-Lista Di

ey 7.99 7 7

ubC 6.5 5 5

PRC-PdCI-

Sl 3.37 0

Sinistra e

Liberta sz .

Bonino-

Pannella A 0
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L'Autonomia 0

SVP 0.46 1 1

FT-DS 0 0

LD-MAIE 0 0

Others 231 0

Total 100, 72 35 0 7 9 0 0 0 21

Turnout: 66.46% (71.72in 2009

Analysis:The EP elections in Italyought a much higher turnout (66.46%) in companswith the EU average
(43.1%), although it decreased in comparison with the previous European elections by 5%. This larger participation
is, at least partially, explicabley the overlap with administrative elections in several regions of Italy. The ed&cto
setting that came out of the past legislative elections was confirmed. The PDL (Il Popolo della libertd) led by the
Prime Minister, Silvio Berluscomias the strongest group with 35.5%llowed by the PD @nocratic Party) that
secured26.14% of votd Y Ayt & O2yOSYy iGNl GSR Ay LilfeQa OSyaNrt O2y:
match the expectations set out by the very optimistic jelectoral polls which predicted for i40% or more of
G20SNEQ LINBFSNBYyOSad starpembyas) of Mr2PyeSFerdinafds Cdsibi feceided §.508
confirming the good results of thest elections, and thus strengthening their position at the centre of the Italian
political spectrum. Issues regarding the person of Silvio Berlusconi aadnioor extent, considerations regarding
immigration, security and economic policies, principally shaped the electoral campaign for the main parties,
especially the PdL and the PD. On the other hand, the electoral results achieved by the Lega Nordn(Northe
League) and Italia dei ValddV (ltaly of Values) reflected the growing importance of populist and protest parties
around the whole EU. This is particularly true for thed &prd who, due to some of its Egaeptic positions

taken on the Lisbon Treatand on immigration policies in tHeU, has confirmed the rise of Esoepticism also in

Italy. Rumours concerning the fact that the Lega Nord might even be tempted to join thEwmoipean grouimg

which will be formed and & by the British Conservatig, however, have not yet been confirmed. Overall, these
elections confirmed both a high approval rating for the parties forming the current governing coalition (PdL and
Lega Nord) and, at the same time, an expected high popularity for the IdV and thélbebathe two big winners

of these recent European elections in Italy.

List of elected EPP candidates:
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PDL

1. Mauro Mario Walter
2. Albertini Gabriele

3. (ComiLara

4. Bonsignore Vito

5. Ronzulli Licia

6. HdanzaCarlo

7. MuscardiniQristiana
8. Zanicchi lva

9. Gardini Elisbetta
27. Tatarella Salvatore

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
28.

RESULT& ANALYSIS

Berlato Sergio Antonio
Sartori Amalia
CancianAntonio
ollino Giovanni
Angelilli Roberta
Surria Marco
AntoniozziAlfredo
Pallone Alfredo

Salatto Potito

La Via Giovanni

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.

29.

Centre For European Studies
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Bartolozzi Paolo

Matera Barbara

Mazzoni Erminia
Patriciello Aldo

Mastella Mario Clemente
Rivellini Crescenzio
BaldassarreRaffaele

Slvestris Paolo
Francesco

lacolinoSalvatore

Sergio

UbDC

1. Allam Magdi Cristiano 3. GasiniCarlo 5. RomanoFRancescdsaverio
2. Motti Tiziano 4. De Mitaluigidriaco

SVP

1. Herber Dorfmann

Parties % Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREEIEA""S/ GUE/NGL IND/DEM | Others
PS 24.32 2

sc 19.54 2 2
PCTVL 9.64 1 1

LPP/LC 75 1 1

TB/ILNKK | 7.46 1

JL 6.66 1

Libertas.lv 4.31 0

' C | E| S
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0

0

0
VL 2.81 0
TP 2.79 0
Dzimteni 0.56 0
RP 0.44 0
Kds 0.3 0
LA 0 0
Others 2.3 0
Total 100 8 0 0 2

Turnout: 52.56%41.34% in 2004)

Analysis In Latviathe overlap between European and municipal elections helped to secure a higher turnout

(52.56%) in comparison with the EP elections in 2004 (41.34%). On the other hand, national interests
monopolized the attention throughout the wholelectoral period leaving very little room for pdturopean

issues to be discussed. If any, CAP reform and energy security were the sole EU issues that caught the attention

of the Latvian public during the campaign. Following the trend of past electidghsiceand linguistic issues

AKIFLISR 020K OFYRARIOASE |yR @20 SNHEQ-RUSHES paBdyNECYVD $For | & K| 2
Human rights in United.atvig scoring just under 10%. On the other hand, the increasing weight of populist

parties basebn welll y2 6y LISNER2Yy Il t AGAS&E Aa SOARSYyd FNRY (KS SEIl YL
expanded well beyond its traditional Russiettnic pool of support. JL (New Era Party) managed to secure at

least one seat in comparison to the two seats wor2004. In conclusion, the climate of these elections was also

heavily influenced by the economic and financial crisis that hit the Baltic country and by the preponderance of

municipal electionvis-a-visEuropean elections.

List of elected EPP candidates
JL

1. Arturs Krisjanis Karins
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LITHUANIA

Parties % Seats EPP-ED = PES ALDE UEN GREE,EA"S/ GUE/NGL IND/DEM  Others
TSLKD | 26.8| 4 4

LSDP 1862 3 3

T 1224 2 2

DP g8l 1 1

(L/kVFf/:,L) 846 1 1
LRLS 735 1 1

Lics 346 0

LCP 309 0

KKSS 203 0

FRONTO | 243 0

LVLS 188 ©

PDP 135 0

zp 126 0

TPP 104 0

LK 028 0

Others 0 0

Total 100 12 4 3 2 2 0 0 0 1

Turnout: 20.92%(4838%)

Analysis Lithuania registered during these elections one of the lowest tureguthe whole European Union
(20.92%), less than half in comparison to the 2004 EP elections in which more than 48% of the poyotiation

This extraordinary low recorchight have been a consequeneén a country suffering from chroradly low

turnout even in other votes of the multiple electionsof the last 2 months (Presidential and legislative) in
addition to a growing disinterest of the Lithuanian electorate tossthe European Parliament. -L8D (The
Lithuanian Christian Democrats) secured 4 seats out of 12 followed by the LSDP (Social Democratic Party) with 3
seats and TT (Order and Justice) with 2 seats, which confirms the raise of populist parties alsoasetbé
Lithuania. A wide range of domestic issues and security shaped an overall weak electoral cammpetignad

many similarities to the previouggsidential elections.

List of elected EPP candidates:
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TSLKD

1. Vytautas Landsbergis 3. Algirdas Saudargas
2. Laima Liucija AndiS y T 4. Wl RGAETT a2NlnyFAGT
LUXEMBOURG

Parties % |Seats| EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA  GUE/NGL | IND/DEM Others
csv 31.33 3 k!

LSAP 19.42 1 1

)] 1871 1 1

déi gréng 16.84 1 1

ADR 7.37 0

déi Lénk 3.41 o

KPL 1.54 0

Ind. 1.37 o

Otherz 0.01 0

Total 100 & 3 1 1 o 1 ] ] o

Turnout 91% (91.35% in 2004)

Analysis CSV remained the strongest party by securing 3 seats in the European Parliament, which is a welcome
surprise for the party whose prelection polling resuts were less notable. CSV is the onblitzal party in
Luxembourg whiclhasthe status of a Europealevel party and it profits from the international stature of Prime
Minister JearClaude Juncker LSAP has faildd its anti-Reding campaign strategADR faced rsfortune as

well, receiving worséghan expected results, despite a strong righihg populist campaign and higirofile
candidates. Overall, the general trend has not moved political ideology to the right, but has confirmed the
positionof the 4 classical political parties, including the Greens. Domestically, the CSV achieved historical success
in the parallel @rliamentary elections. Receiving 38% of the popular vote and 26 seats, they have the gained the
best resultfor the party since 1954,

List of elected EPP candidates:
CSv

1. Viviane Reding 2. Astrid Lulling 3. Frank Engel
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MALTA

Parties % | Seats EPP PES ALDE UEH GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL INDY DEM Others
PL (MLP} 5477 3 3

PN 40.45 2 2

AD 224 0

IE 1.47 o

AN 0.64 0

Libertas 012 L]

AL 0.07 0

ALDP 0.05 o

TA 0.03 0

Kul 0.02 0

Others 0 0

Total 100 5 2 3 1] o o o 0 o

Turnout: 78.81% (82.39% in 2004)

Analysis The European elections in Maltaflected thestatus quo in the country, with the opposition Labour

Party receiing 3 of 5 seats in Parliament, as they did in 2004. The EPP NP party received the remaining 2 seats,
gAGK SIFOK LI NIeéQa LJ32Ldz F N adzLJL2 NI 4 pndt T YR nnom:I
believes that the support for the Labour partvas in fact a form of protest by citizens towards his governing

party, whichhasintroduced a number of unpopular measures in Malta, which he insists were in the best interest

2F GKS O2dzyiNBE YR 6SNBE y20G (2 0 SelegtignSINDoMide thmthe KA & LI N.
@2GS8SNJ GdzNy 2dzi Ay GKA& StSOGA2Y 61 & Tyodym:I R26Y odnw:
turnout in a system with not® 2 Y LJdzf 42 NE @20Ay 3> (G(KA& O2yaARSNIOGES OKIYy
Commissia.

List of elected EPP candidates:
PN

1. Smon Busuttil 2. David Casa
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NETHERLANDS

Parties % Seats EPP-ED  PES ALDE UeN | OREENS! GUE/NGL IND/DEM  Others
CDA 199 5 5

PWV 17 4 4
PvdA 121 3 3

VVD 114 3 e

D66 113 3 3

GroenLinks 8.9 3 B

SP 71| 2 2

ggrlijstenUnie- 6.9 2 2

PvdD 35| 0

Newropeans 0 0

Libertas 0 0

Others 1.9 0

Total 100 25 5 3 6 0 3 2 2 4

Turnout: 36.96(39.26% in 2004)

Analysis The Etopean elections in the Netherlands reaffirmed the-#lde trend towardsa lower turnout,

which has decreaseddm 39.25% in 2004 t86.5%. The rising Euszepticism in the country is also confied

by the increasing prominencef populist partes such a® SSNII 2 Af RSNA Q thatmanag@mBS SR2Y t |
secure a 17% share of the electoratsing Euroscepticism and a critical attitude towards Isl@his result also
makes of the Freedom Party the second party in the Netherlands, only 3% lowerthtba@DA (Christian
Democrats), which is currently in power. Raising concerns on economic security and immigration shaped the
electoral agenda in addition to kigher acceptancef populist rhetoric inthe electorate.The CDA confirmed

with an overall satisfactoryesult the consensus around the government by winning 5 seats. However, high
abstention prevented the CDA from obtaining an even larger victory. In conclusion, the result of the Christian
Democrats was satisfactory considering the {iaropean tendency tgunish government parties and the
negative economic conjuncture.

List of elected EPP candidates:

CDA
1. Wim Van de Camp 3. Ria Oomen Ruijten 5. Lambert Van Nistelrooij
2. Corien WortmanrKool 4. Esther De Lange
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POLAND

Parties % | Seats EPP PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA  GUE/NGL INCY DEM Others
PO 4443 25 25

Pis 274 15 15

SLO-Up 12.34 7 7

PSL 7.01 3 3

PdP-CL 2.44 0

PRP 185 o

20 1.45 0

Libertas 1.14 0

UPR 1 0

PPP 0.7 o

Others 0.03 0

Total 100 50 28 7 0 15 0 0 0 0

Turnout: 24.53% (20.87% in 2004)

Analysis:One of the most spectacular EPP successes in these elections was achieved by Prime Minister Donald
tdza1 Qa OZKDSNBEGAA@BAO tfFIF2NY 6tho gAGK nnIp 22 2F GKS
seats in the EP and gaining consideratldynpared to the 2007 parliamentary election. The junior coalition

partner PSL (also EPP) fared less well and has to start worrying about its political sustainability. With 27,4 %, the
YIE22N 2L aAGA2Y LI NGeés (KS Y koddmeswvitd matiodals® &nd BoNBisth, t A { =
dropped 5 percentage points below its 2007 result. The only other Polish party to be represented in the next EP

will be the Social Democratic SLD with 12 %; that means they still have not recuperated from thair virtu

implosion in the 2005 parliamentary elections. Smaller centrists and far right populists failed to clear the 5 %
GKNBaAaK2t RdP ¢KA& NB&adzZ G Aaz FANBG YR F2NBY2aidz | NBFES
and economic crisighich is borne out by the lack of any of the dramatic GDP losses and rise of unemployment

suffered by some of the other new member states. Second, it is a clear sign of approval of the largely
constructive, open and godalriented approach of the current gernment in EU affairs which is well reflected in

the EUwide popularity and good relations with other governments that PM Tusk enjoys. Third, the PO election
campaign used all the paraphernalia of the internet and strongly focused on the younger gemdvaltich is

particularly numerous in Poland due to demographic specificities). Altogether, this electoral success and the high

number of PO MEPs will strongly increase the chances of former Prime Minister Prof. Jerzy Buzek winning the

contest for EPP caidhte for EP President against the Italian PdL MEP Mario Mauro. The turnout with 24,5 %
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was slightly higher than feared, but still much lower than the EU average, reflecting a generally low turnout in
Polish elections and low esteem of political partiesoagn many voters.

List of elected EPP candidates:

Turnout 37.03% (38.6% 2004)
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PO
1. BORYS Piotr 10. KOLARSKAh . Lc { Y! [ 88 BARYUSHOLSKI Jacek
2. BUZEK Jerzy Karol Barbara Emil
3. GRAFIN VON THUN UND 11. LEWANDOWSKI Janusz 19. SKRZYDLEWSKA Joanna
Il hl1 9b{¢9Lb w30l aAnthd | Katarzyna
4. 1 1 b5%[ LY al 032 Ni2|LSEK Krzysztof 20.{hbLY .23dza0F g ! yRNJ
Maria 13. L Y! / LW92{Y! 9fHotAWSAI{ Yh2{ YL wkTFI DO
5. HIBNER Jolanta Emilia Katarzyna Kazimierz
6. HUBNER Danuta Maria 14. MARCINKIEWICZ Bogdan 2221 _B{! WFNR&aolIg [ Sal
7. W! % h2L9/Y! 51 ydziKazimierz 23.%! [ 92 { YL tI86SUO Yal ¢
8. WB5%w%IW92 {VY! {[BBR2LGW! { { Ol 62 YA N242ZAnSADA Rtur
9f 006AShl 16. OLBRYCHT Jan Marian 25. ZWIEFKA Tadeusz Antoni
9. KACZMAREKiIFiAndrzej 17. PROTASIEWICZ Jacek
PSL
M® {LOYLOwW{ YL /1 $S22GRZYB AhdrzkjY o® Y![Lbh2{YL WFNRBADI
PORTUGAL
Parties % | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEHN GREENS/ EFA | GUE/NGL INDV DEM Others
PPO/PSD 31.69 ] 2
PS 2857 T T
BE 10.73 3 3
COU (PCP- .
PEV) 10.66 2 2
COS-PP 5.37 2 2
Others 11.88 o
Total 100 22 10 T 1] ] 1] 5 ] ]
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Analysis The Parliamentary elections rdted in aremarkabledefeat for the socialist gvemment, whichhas
faced an erosion of popular support due to their mismanagenwdisocial affairs and monetary policy. Socrates,
the newlyelected leader othis party, appears to be weak in his position; however there are no othisible
alternativesfor leadership in the party. The winner of the elections, the A&i3fared better than expected
results.A euro-skeptic party was unsuccessful, gatheringsl¢han 1% of votedut the radical left, with BE and
CDU, managed to draw considerable votes from the Socialists

List of elected EPP candidates:

PSD

1. Paulo Castro Rangel 4. Méario David 7. Regina Bastos

2. Carlos Coelho 5. Nuno Teixeira de Jes 8. José Manuel Fernandes

3. Gracga Carvalho 6. Maria do Céu Patrdo Neves

ROMANIA

Parties %2 | Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL INDY DERM Others
PSD-PC 30.82 11 11

PO-L 2975 10 10

PHL 14.53 5 5

UDMR 9.07 3 2 1

PRI 8.68 3 3
Bédszescu E. 422 1 1

PNTCD 1.45 0

Abraham P. 1.02 0

FC 0.4 0

QOthers 0.05 1]

Total 100 33 13 1 5 1] 1 0 1] 3
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Turnout 27.4% (29.47% in 2007)

Analysis The EPP member parties have gained 14 seats while the strongest governing party, the Social
Democrats, remained stable &l seats Three members of the uwli-nationalistic PRM party gained seats in the
EP.Romania has a low turnout of 27.4@ven lower in big citiesjn part due to voter fatigue; the Romanian
electorate have been faced with two elections every year sin@@72During the campaign, RD and PSD,
governing in a Grand Coalition, were constantly shifting between sharpening their profile, keeping the coalition
together, and preparing the ground for the upcoming presidential election in November. That contrifoutteel
preponderance of domestic issues and the low importance of EU topics.

List of elected EPP candidates:

PDL

1. TheodofDumitru Stolojan 5. Marian Jean Marinescu 9. Rared_ucian Niculescu
2. Monica Luisa Macovei 6. losif Matula 10. Elena Oana Antonescu
3. Traian Ungureanu 7. Sebastian Valentin Bodu

4. Cristian Dan Preda 8. Petru Constantin Luhan

RMDSZ/EMNT

1.T{1Sa [+talfs 2. Winkler Gyula 3. Ségor Csaba

Independent*

1. Elena Basescu

*Elena Basescu has already announced her intentiojurofg the PDL

S OVAKIA
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Parties GREENS/EFA  GUE/ NGL IND/ DER Others
SMER 2.0z g £

SDKU - DS 16.99 Z 2

SMK-MPK | 11.34 2 2

KDH 10.87 Z 2

LS - HZDS 353 1 1
SNS 5.56 1 1

SAS 472 0

sZ 21 0

KDS - OKS 21 0

KS5 165 0

SF 158 0

SDL: 062 0

ASY 45 0

Wizia 21 0.43 0

DS 0.29 0

LIGA 029 0

RIS 0 0

Others o 0

Total 00 13 & 5 0 1 0 0 0 1

Voter turnout: 19,64%0(16.97%)

Analysis The EP eatctions in Slovakia did not bring aboamy highly surprising result3he tiree centreright

parties will have in total 6 MER®mMpared to the sociadlemocratic party, SMERDwith 5. This means that the

EPP Member Parties won the European elections in SlovEkéimportant topicavere ratherdomestic ones.

The electorate voted according to their political affiliatiarot paying too much attention to particular party
programs forthe European Parliament elections. Decisive factors also were the candidates, and this has been
reflected in ratter substantial changes in the lists of elected MEPs compared to original lists (in 2 from 6 elected
parties, the candidates on" 3% or 4" place on the list received more preferential votes than the leaders of
those lists). The major opposition partgDKEDS focused on how to overcome the economic crisis and how to
reduce the unilateral energy dependenoy Russian gasVith only 2 % higher turnout than in 2004, SEBS

was able to gain 23.000 more vot&#ith only132 votes moreit would have had seats in the new Parliament
instead of 2. Peter Stastny is the om-elected SDKLDS MEP. The ogpbing MEPs Milan Gala and Zita
Plestinska will not return to the Parliament this tiniEhe SDKADS newomer to the European Parliament is,
however, not nev on the political scene. Eduard Kukan, leader of the list, is a former Minister of Foreign Affairs
gAOGK | f2y3 KAAG2NRE Ay LR{AGAOAD ¢KS Y51 Qa StSOGAz2y |
values, family, solidarity and securityr the last term, KDH had 3 MEPs (Jan Hudacky, Miroslav Mikolasik and
Anna Zaborska) in comparison to the 2 MEPs elected last Satufaammé). The Party gained almost 11% of
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votes. Neither the number one candidate Martin Fromgr the second one Jan Hacky made it to the
European Parliament. The voters gaveithmeferential votes to Anna Zaborska being elected from tﬁep&ce

on the list and Miroslav Mikolasik from théh4)lace on the listSMKMPK with 11.34% othe votes, will have

the same nurher of MEPs as in the previous term. Edit Bauer, who was the MEP also in the previous term,
remains in the Parliamenfn MEP between 2062009, Arpad Duk&olyomi did not run to renew his mandate.
He will be replaced bslajos Mészaros, a former Ambassado SwedenThehbiggestgoverningcoalition party,

PES member SMEID, using thesurrent wave of populism, gained 31% of votes. This result is rather low
compared to the londerm trend in opinion polls (over 40% public support). In general, this campeagitess
excitingthan the previous onePoliticians are blaming the media for insufficient information d@he media is
blaming politcians for insufficient interesh the EU matters; analysts blame both. This campaign did not have a
aAy3at S weilbads ofl BMERTStded to evoke debate over the financial crisis, but the Party was not
able to open up a real discussion on the possible solutions to the arigisi $uNBuQremained the lowest in

the Uniong only 19.64%However, it was stilligher than in the elegions five years ago, when it wéesss than
17%. In general, the resultsore or lessnirrored the current political preferences of the population.

List of elected EPP candidates:
SDKLDS

1. Eduard Kukan 2. t SGSNI ~0UFadye

SMKMPK

1. Edit Baer 2. Alajos Mészaros

KDH

1. Anna Zaborska 2. aANRatl @ aixilz2tt OA

S OVENIA
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Seats EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/HGL INDV DEM Others

sDs 26.92 2 2
sO 18.45 2 2
N.Si 16.33 1 1
LDS 11.52 1 1
zares 5.62 1 1
DesSUS 7.18 0
SLE 38 0
SNS 288 0
SNS 1.9 0

0.54 ]
HLPB 0.2 0
KSS 0.32 0
Others 0 0
Total 100 7 ) 2 2 1] ] ] ] 1]

Voter turnout: 28.25% (28.35% in 2004)

Analysis{ f 2 3SY Al Q& 9 tSDUNE& BEp&siNdn lehdelIlanez Jansas quite successfuganing

26.92% of the total votes, with the leadimgpvernment party under Prime Minister Borut Pah8D,trailing

behind at 18.45%Together with the small, Christian Democrat NSi with the popular Lojze Peterle as top
candidate, this mean8 seats for the EP in Parliament, while the PES and the ALDE each received 2 from the
yEidA2yQa St SOiG2 NI (& the EPR Bartiéhl- thislellecticReynphagisédlthé Sefsdnal presence

of candidates with the votersThough these efforts helped to achieve asessful outcome, more time in
developing the infrastructure of such a strategy was needed for this to be truly effective. Lack of resources
AYFNAYIASR dzll2y GKS {5{ Q& loAfAGe (2 ThegsAdcdSof theASDKin i KS
this campaign was aided laycomparatively dubpolitical scendn Slovenian EU elections. The electoral race was
largely focussed on national issues, and there was no presence of small or radical parties in the elections. Given
the fact that Slovenia hasnly a 7 seat representation in the Parliament, these seats will naturally go to the
largest partiesThe EP elections are showing a considerable backward swing of the political pendulum after last
@8SIFNRa FANRG -Bd CpaligonBagaidstF acoalitiorf & ERF teémber parties since Slovenian
indepencence in 1991. If national parliamentary elections follow soon, the SDS stands good chances of winning
them.

List ofelected EPRcandidates
SDS

1. Dr. Romana Jordan Cizelj
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2.Dr. Milan Zver

NSi

1. Lope Peterle

SPAIN

Parties % | Seats EPP PES ALDE UEN GREENS/EFA | GUE/NGL INDY DER Others

PP 42.23 23 23

PSOE 38.51 21 21

CpE 5.12 2 2

E;CV-EUIA- 373 = | .

UPyD 2.87 1 1
EdP-V 25 1 1

Libertas 0.15 0

Others 4.89 0

Total 100 50 23 Fal 2 ] 2 1 ] 1

Turnout 46% (45.14% in 2004)

Analysis The electoral turnout in the European elections in Spain was in line with the EU average at 46%, 0.9%
higher in comparison witthe 2004 electionsThese elections have been the first won by #i@ since 2000 in a
national catext and,as foreseen by a majority of pedectoral polls, reflected a decrease in trust towards the
PSOE as well as a greater support to the Partido Popular. Political Analysts in Spain consider that this electoral
result, together with the recent victory of PP in Galicia, might be a signd¢dfnefor the Socialists. In fact, it is

the very first time that a party in power suffers such a dramatic drop in electoral support only one year after the
general elections. ConsdNA y3 fad &SkNRa GAO0G2NE 2F GKS t{lh9 Ay (K
defeat represents a loss of 6 poiritsless than one year of governmeiithe e&onomic crisis and unemployment

were the main themes that shaped the campaign. The guwerparty was affected by internal divisions that
caused a less effective response to the financial crisid@tite burst of the property bubble. In addition to that,
growing unemployment raises discontent amongst the historical lofgee Socialist elctorate-the workers.In
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conclusion, the PP managed successfully to maintain its strong electoral base and intercept the preference of
undecided andrustratedvoters, whereas the PSOE suffered a largely foreseen defeat

List of elected EPP candidates:

PP
1. Jaime Mayor Oreja 9. IAigo Méndez Vigo 17. Antonio Lépedsturiz
2. Luis de Grandes 10.Rosa Estaras 18.Cristina Gutierrez Cortines
Corral
3. Teresa Jiménez Becerril 11.Francisco Millan
19.Ignacio Salafranca
4. Alejo Vidal Quadras 12.AgustinDiaz de Mera
20.Maria Esther Herranz Garcia
5. Pilar del Castillo 13.Gabriel Mato
21.Pablo Arias
6. José Manuel Garcia Margallo 14.Pilar Ayuso
22.Salvador Garriga
7.Carmen Fraga 15. Verdnica Lope Fontagne
23. Santiago Fisas
8. Pablo Zalba Bidegain 16. Carlos Iturgaiz
SWEDEN
Parties % |Seats| EPP-ED PES ALDE UEN GREEFE:'S/ GUE/ NGL | IND/ DEM | Others
S 24.6 5 5
M 18.8 4 4
FP 13.6 3 3
MP 10.8 2 2
PP 7.1 1 1
v 5.6 1 1
c 5.5 1 1
KD 4.7 1 1
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Junilistan 3.6 0
SD 3.3 0
F! 2.2 0
Others 0.2 0
Total 100 18 5 0 2 1 0 1

M

Listof elected EPRcandidates

1. Gunnar Hokmark

2. Anna Maria Corazza Bildt

CENTRE FOR EUROPEAN STUDIES

Voter turnout: 43.8% (37.85% in 2004)

3. Christofer Fjellner

4. Anna lbrisagic

Analysis:While Moderaterna enjoyed a slight irease in votes, the overall electimutcome was not successf

for the party. With preelection polls estimating popular support for the EPP party at around 30%, Moderaterna
actually achieved 18%. Thigy beduein partto acampaign strategyhich focussed primarily on the econami
crisisand the credibility of thegovernmentand that did not successfully mobilize electoral support. Unlike the
national elections, it is at the EU level that the electorate can meaningfully support smaller parties, which was
witnessed by the emerging support for the Pirate Padgivacating internet freedom virtually as its only issue

EP electionare also seen as a chance to punish larger parties for producing dissatisfactory policies domestically;
particularly the Moderaterna and the Soclaémocrats. Consider the SociémocraticParty, which received

45% of popular support in the last Swedigtational election, and only 24.6% in this European election
incidentally the lowest level of popular support the party has received in 100 years. It istexkghat the

smaller parties whih achieved success in the European elections, namely the Greens, Liberals, and Pirate Party,
will use this success as a means of bolstering their clout domestically. Overall, the campaigns focussed less on
party platforms, and more on the influence of airg individuals; many candidates who were lower on the party

lists gaired more support in the EU elections. The pcéil climate of the nation demonsttes a strong sense of
optimismtowards the EUthe voter turnout in this election was 43.8%, which isam higher than the level of
engagement in 2004with only 37.85%. This sense of EU legitimacy is perpetuated by the popular issues
currently circulating in Sweden; it is largely acknowledged that solutions regarding climate change, and the
financial crisis may be beyond the competencies of any single member state alone. The political mood in Sweden
is changing; electoral participation is increasing which is highly encouraging, even in the face of undesirable
outcomes for the Moderaterna.
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