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The Militarisation of the European Union

Brigadier General Lecointre of the EU Training Mission to Mali, launched in December 2012 to support the training of the Malian Armed Forces.

In December of this year, the European Council will sit
down to discuss how the Member States of the
European Union (EU) could work more closely together
on defence issues. In the build‐up to this meeting,
many politicians and commentators are advocating
that the heads of government, when they gather here
in Brussels, should strive to mould the EU into an
instrument for joint military action. Shrinking defence
budgets, the rise of new global powers, and the ‘US
pivot’ to the Asia Pacific region, are often used to
justify the proposed development of permanent,
structured military cooperation under the EU’s
Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP).
Commentators believe that Europe can only maintain
its global influence in the future if states create
shared military capabilities. EU‐led military missions,
such as the recent training mission to Mali, could
become more common as Member States wrought a
shared defence policy.
The idea of a common defence policy is as old as that
of economic union, but, since the early 1990s, there
have been significant steps taken to strengthen EU
competence in foreign and defence policy. In the
coming decades, it is likely that groups of Member
States will work together to implement an integrated
foreign policy with shared military resources.

Militarisation has been defeined as the ‘embeddedness
of militaries, and war making and preparation, in
society'. The push for ever greater integration of
military structures in the run‐up to the European
Council this December is yet another indication of the
militarisation of the EU. The expansion of CSDP needs
to be closely monitored by those who wish to realise a
Quaker vision for Europe: a continent working for
global peace and prosperity.

The idea of a common defence
policy is as old as economic union.

We can hardly go a week without a senior military or
political figure warning of the dire consequences of
the current spending cuts on European security . The
impact of austerity measures on military capabilities
across Europe is an issue that receives an
extraordinary amount of media coverage. Recent
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"There is no way to peace, peace is the way." ‐ A. J. Muste
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prophets of European vulnerability
include UK are currently confidential but are expected to include
Defence Minister Phillip Hammond, NATO chief Anders measures aimed at ending national defence
Fogh Rasmussen, and (the now former) US Secretary of monopolies, opening up EU research funding for
Defence Leon Panetta. In addition, some in the defence, promoting new technologies such as drones
influential "think‐tank" community are also busy and space imaging, and, in the long term, trying to
warning of the dangers of cutting defence spending. protect a defence industrial base at the European
Austerity in this sector has been described both as level. Although the Commission’s focus on the defence
"grave mistake" and risking
industry is part of its ‘Europe 2020’
European global "irrelevance".
programme
for
‘employment,
It is "irresponsible" because
productivity and social cohesion’, it
Europe faces a multitude of
explicitly uses the language of
dangers, the so‐called "key
geopolitics and
danger‐at‐our‐
threats" or "emerging security
borders to justify its involvement in
challenges":
terrorism,
this sector. The Commission needs
weapons of mass destruction,
to be clear about what is trying to
energy security, organised
achieve here: jobs and growth, or
crime, climate change, and
European military capability? If the
cyber‐crime. Instability in the
former, is this industry congruent
Middle East and North Africa
with the values of the European
(MENA) region as well as the
Union?
rise of new military and
economic
powers,
both
The EU is certainly becoming
contribute to the "us versus
militarised, though it is a long‐term
A German solider wearing the badge of EU
them" approach to foreign
trend, not a sudden policy shift. In
Naval Force ATALANTA, the anti‐piracy mission
policy that is being developed.
fact, there is no sign that
off the coast of Somalia.
The nature of the threats
significant transfers of competency
requires a common response, according to those from Member States to Brussels will occur in the
advocating an EU military capability. Therefore, not foreseeable future. The failure of the EU as a
only do we need to reverse the "freefall" in European mechanism for common military action in both Libya
defence spending, but we need a new European global and Mali highlights the many challenges a European‐
strategy.
level defence faces. Inaction stems from the many as‐
yet‐unanswered questions about how European states
The call in some Member State governments – and could work together. Not least amongst these is why
their defence communities – for more meaningful the EU should replicate structures that already exist in
collaboration through the structures of the EU, is NATO. Another issue is funding. Why should the major
supported by the EU treaties. National sovereignty is military spenders (UK, France and Germany) foot the
clearly protected, but Member States could, if they bill for a common European defence? There is little
decided, cede competency in this policy area to the incentive for these countries to subsidise the smaller,
EU. The Weimar Triangle (Poland, Germany and less well‐equipped armed forces of their European
France) and the Visegrad Group
(Poland, Czech neighbours. A mechanism does exist for sharing the
Republic, Slovakia and Hungary) have both signalled costs of EU joint military operations, ‘Athena’. But, it
their desire to pool and share military resources. is limited to CSDP missions, and has so far only been
Others, such as the UK and Denmark are less used in nine operations. In theory, it could be
enthusiastic, although economic necessity may force expanded if more permanent, structured cooperation
cooperation in the coming years.
were to become reality.

The EU is becoming militarised,
though it is a long‐term trend,
not a sudden policy shift.

The European Commission continues to increase its
support for the arms trade. Commissioner for the
Internal Market, Michael Barnier, heads up the
‘Defence Industries Task Force’. This inter‐service
group consists of the Directors of the European
Defence Agency, the European External Action Service,
and many of the Directorate‐Generals of the
Commission, including DG Enterprise, DG Competition,
DG Trade, and DG Research. Their recommendations

Our response to the militarisation of the European
Union should be one of alarm and concern. We need to
shine a light on the moves of the Commission, the
European Defence Agency, and even the Member
States. Whilst spending on healthcare, education and
social support is being reduced across many European
countries, there is still a disproportionate focus on
protecting our armed forces and military capabilities.
We must ask ourselves what sort of Europe we really
want: a continent looking to arm itself against the
threats it doesn’t yet understand ‐ or a community of
peoples working together to promote mutual
understanding both within and outside of its borders.

Chris Venables
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“No one shall be subjected to torture or to inhumane or degrading treatment”
Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights

Lurking in the Shadows of Europe: Torture and Terrorism
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Guantanamo Bay, a US detainment and interrogation based on discrimination of any kind, when such pain
camp in a US‐controlled part of Cuba, has become a or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or
symbol of the US ‘war on terror’. It is famous for its with the consent or acquiescence of a public official
ill‐treatment of prisoners and appalling detention or other person acting in an official capacity”.
conditions which now represent, for many around the
globe, the ‘land of the free’. In March this year, Navi According to Human Rights Watch, Amnesty
Pillay, United Nations High Commissioner for Human International, and the OSJI report, during the Bush
Rights urged the US to close Guantanamo Bay due to administration many of these “black sites” were
‘the continuing indefinite incarceration of many of the located within EU countries. And some EU Member
detainees’, violating international law. Large States may still be involved in the CIA’s secret
proportions of these prisoners have never been detention of suspected terrorists, as short‐term
transitory detention
charged of a crime yet are
facilities may still
detained without trial due
exist.
to US allegations of
connections with ‘global
In
total,
54
terrorism’. Now conditions
governments world‐
have worsened in the
wide assisted in the
prison and inmates have
capture
and
begun a hunger strike
transport
of
protesting
their
ill‐
detainees; many also
treatment. An ongoing UK
allowed access to
public inquiry is also
domestic
airspace.
examining claims that
One
example
is
British soldiers tortured
Ireland. According to
and killed Iraqi prisoners
a 2007 European
at a British detention
Parliament
report,
centre in Shaibah near
147
stopovers
were
Basra, Iraq. It seems
A US solider stands guard over an exercise area of Joint Task Force
made
in
Ireland
by
torture is viewed as
Guantanamo detention centre at US Naval Base Guantanamo Bay.
CIA aircraft coming
‘normal’ in war.
from or going to countries linked with extraordinary
A report issued this year by the Open Society Justice rendition circuits and the transfer of detainees.
Initiative (OSJI), Globalizing Torture: CIA detention Unsurprisingly, some of the same EU Member States
and secret rendition, is the first comprehensive complicit in CIA practices have still not ratified the
account of the human rights abuses of the CIA secret Optional Protocol to the Convention Against Torture
detention and extraordinary rendition operations. (OPCAT). This convention is an additional protocol to
According to the report, the CIA held and transported the UN Convention on Torture. It requires countries to
alleged terrorists between CIA prisons or “black sites” put in place preventative mechanisms and controls, to
outside the United States, where they were held for up ensure torture is not taking place in that country’s
to five years. In this report, some European Union prisons. National Preventative Mechanisms (NPMs),
Member States are recognised as complicit in the operating at the country level, and the Subcommittee
transfer of prisoners from and to such detention on Prevention of Torture (SPT), overseeing the running
centres as Guantanamo Bay, during the Bush of the OPCAT, document detention conditions in those
states that have signed and ratified the OPCAT. The EU
administration.
requires that foreign countries sign and ratify the
In these “black sites” many detainees were subjected OPCAT to gain ‘European Neighbourhood’ status but
to “enhanced interrogation techniques” before being not all EU Member States have signed it themselves.
transferred to Guantanamo (or released from prison). The EU needs to get its act together, to require of its
“Enhanced interrogation techniques” included stress own Member States the same standards as it demands
positions and waterboarding, which fall under the of ‘Neighbourhood’ countries.
United Nations (1984) definition of torture:
“Any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether
physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a
person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a
third person information or a confession, punishing
him for an act he or a third person has committed or
is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or
coercing him or a third person, or for any reason

Documenting and Preventing Torture

Torture can be mental or physical. Unsatisfactory
detention conditions, overcrowding, and solitary
confinement all have a physiological impact on a
prisoner. In England and Wales, for example, prisons
hold around 7,300 more inmates than they were
designed for.
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Join us at our November conference! See the back page for details.
At the Council of Europe level, the European
Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman
or Degrading Treatment (CPT) conducts preventative
visits to detention centres in Council of Europe
Member States, documenting and monitoring
detention and prisoner conditions. The most recent
visit was to Montenegro in February 2013. This was the
third visit to the country and was used to assess the
extent to which recommendations from previous visits
had been implemented. The 2008 CPT report,
published in 2010, observed that conditions of some
detention centres in Montenegro were unsatisfactory.
The Berane Police Station and the Komanski Most
Institution for people with special needs were
highlighted in the report as places where detention
conditions were inhumane and degrading. It will be
interesting to see what has changed in Montenegro
since the CPT’s 2008 visit.

“The absence of physical evidence
should not be construed to suggest that
torture did not occur, since such acts of
violence against persons frequently
leave no marks or permanent scars.”
From the Istanbul Protocol (1999)

The Istanbul Protocol (1999) is a set of international
guidelines for the assessment of persons who allege
torture and ill‐treatment which can be used to
underpin instruments such as the OPCAT and CPT. The
Protocol supports practitioners – both legal and
medical ‐ in their field‐work to assess victims of

torture are most probably suffering extreme
psychological as well as physical trauma. Evidence of
torture is crucial for a stronger case during court
proceedings, leading to a fairer trial. It also enhances
the likelihood that victims of torture will be granted
asylum. It can be life‐saving in cases where, if
deported, there is a possibility that an asylum‐seeker
will be tortured in his or her country of origin.
For Quakers, there is that of the Holy Spirit in
everyone. If a person commits a crime, punishment is
not the solution. Even a terrorist has human rights,
and these must be upheld. These human rights are
violated through torture, whether a person is
‘innocent’ or ‘guilty’. Early Quakers were imprisoned
for their beliefs and today many Quakers are active in
the abolition of torture, bearing witness to our
testimonies of peace and equality. States and
Institutions still deny that torture takes place on their
soil. This is apparent even when there is evidence to
show that torture is taking place. For example,
Belgian intelligence services were unwilling to
cooperate, and provided inaccurate information, for a
2006 Belgian Senate report on the use of Belgian
airports for CIA extraordinary rendition. It is one of
the most serious human rights violations and must
end.
This article has highlighted examples of EU Member
State complicity in CIA extraordinary rendition and the
lack of OPCAT ratification by all European Union
member states. If hidden detention facilities remain in
the shadows of the EU, there is still so much that
needs to be done to eradicate torture in Europe.

2013

Then and Now: Energy Policy

The basement of Quaker House in Brussels contains a
large amount of archived material, including all the
original issues of our newsletter Around Europe. It can
be surprising at times to read how little has changed in
certain policy areas over the last four decades; many
of the issues of the 1970s and 1980s are still being
discussed more than thirty years later in the 2010s.

Imogen Parker

Now: The disparity between supply and demand,
commonly referred to as the ‘energy gap’, still shapes
discourse in the European Union today. Whilst
European‐level institutions continue to search for
alternatives in supply, the focus of QCEA is on reducing
demand through improving energy efficiency. In the
Around Europe of March 2012, we read that
“unfamiliarity and the protection of the status quo”
are powerful obstacles to the implementation of
energy efficiency policies. For example, the EU is
currently facing difficulties in agreeing energy
efficiency targets.

1978 1978
'Bridging the energy gap'

Then: Energy policy features prominently in the first
edition of Around Europe in January 1978. Back then,
the European Economic Community (EEC) was as busy
as it is now searching for ways to meet Europe’s
energy needs. Demand was set to increase because of
economic and population growth, but supply was
fragile, due to dependency on oil from the Middle East
and public safety concerns over nuclear power. The oil
crisis of 1973 illuminated the threat to economic
growth of unstable energy supply and was no doubt a
significant factor in pushing the EEC to search for
energy alternatives, such as solar power.

'Lack of consensus'

Then: The EEC’s energy policy in 1978 was described
by QCEA as being “ill‐defined because a common front
is prevented by the clash of interests among the Nine
[Member States]”. Around Europe detailed the lack of
consensus and highlights points of tension: the huge
coal industries of the UK and West Germany; the
insecurity of oil supplies from the Middle East; and
public concern over the nuclear question.
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1978
2013
"We seem to be at a turning point in human history. We can choose life or watch the
planet become uninhabitable for our species." ‐ Pat Saunders, 1987, QF&P 29.03

Now: Today, national interests still represent a key
stumbling block to the development of a sustainable
EU energy policy, especially regarding renewables. For
example, in the November 2011 issue of Around
Europe, QCEA Policy Officer Paul Parrish highlights
Poland’s interest in continuing to exploit non‐
renewable energy sources such as coal and shale gas.
In 2013, the Eastern European country continues to
create serious problems in the Council of Ministers by
repeatedly blocking attempts to put in place binding
targets on reducing carbon emissions. However, Poland
is not alone in putting narrow economic interests over
finding common ground on tackling climate change:
other Member States are currently exploring the use
of induced hydraulic fracturing (fracking).
This is a new series on policy issues we work on today
which were reported in the first issues of Around
Europe.
Are you curious about a topic in the early 1980s? Get
in touch at office@qcea.org!

Developing renewable energy

Then: In the first issue of Around Europe, we read that
the European Commission planned to fund the
construction of a ‘high‐power solar energy plant
capable of generating electricity’ in Italy. This was the
very first contract issued for a solar energy plant in
the world.

2013

Now: With solar energy already well developed in
1978, readers of Around Europe may question why it is
described today as a ‘new’ energy source and often
not considered to be a viable alternative to fossil
fuels. In the March 2012 edition of Around Europe,
Paul Parrish explained that “continued investment in
fossil fuels removes incentives to invest in sustainable
alternatives”. The challenge we face in policy
discussions today is to speak out against the assumed
inevitable dominance of economic growth and the
need for traditional fossil fuels to create it. We must
persuade policy makers and stakeholders that energy
efficiency and renewable energy sources are not just
viable, but essential.

Bethany Squire and Chris Venables

Can the EU help to Revive the Middle East Peace Process?
The Middle East Peace Process has been stalled since
2010, when the Palestinian Authority broke off direct
negotiations
because
of
Israel’s
continuing
construction of settlements in the Occupied
Palestinian Territories (OPT).
QCEA recognises the suffering experienced by both
Palestinians and Israelis. We believe that all people
have a right to live in peace and security. In divided
territories, where walls snake through communities,
the level of tension is a threat to security. Ill‐
treatment fuels anger, hatred, and further violence in
response. Checkpoints make it difficult for Palestinians
to travel within the West Bank. And the separation
barrier, or “Wall”, which has been constructed within
the West Bank makes access to Israel or even East
Jerusalem difficult. In January 2013, 178 Palestinians
were being held in administrative detention. This
detention may be indefinite, may be based on secret
information, and does not include charging the
detainee or permitting them to stand trial. The Israeli
occupying forces also do not do enough to protect
Palestinians in the West Bank from settler violence.
The
EU
has
repeatedly
stated
in
public
pronouncements that the Israeli settlements in the
OPT are “illegal under international law and constitute
an obstacle to peace”. The International Court of
Justice has determined that the settlements are
illegal, and the UN considers them to be a violation of
the
Fourth
Geneva
Convention.
Settlement
construction has been described as the single biggest
threat to the two‐state solution by the consuls general

of European Union (EU) Member States based in
Jerusalem and Ramallah, as well as by Israeli groups
such as Peace Now.
Despite this, following the decision in the United
Nations (UN) General Assembly on 29 November 2012
to give Palestine non‐member observer status at the
UN, Israel announced plans to build more than 11,000
new houses for Israelis in the West Bank and East
Jerusalem. Another project, plans for 3,000 new
homes in the E1 area east of Jerusalem, is especially
problematic because it will separate East Jerusalem
from the rest of the West Bank, making it difficult for
East Jerusalem to function as the capital of a future
Palestinian state. Israel’s new housing minister, Uri
Ariel, is a settler himself and a member of the pro‐
settler Jewish Home party.

Not only land, but resources

In the OPT, not only is the construction of homes for
Israelis on the illegal settlements problematic, but
Israel is also exploiting the water and mineral
resources which, according to international law,
belong to the local Palestinian population. Israel’s
national water company controls the supply of water
throughout the West Bank as well as Israel. Water
–mostly groundwater‐ is plentiful in the Israeli
settlements, and enough is available for irrigated
agriculture, which consumes a great deal of water. In
per capita terms, much less water is supplied to the
Palestinians in the West Bank. In the interests of peace
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Find us on Facebook, search for 'QCEA'!

for all those living in both Palestine and Israel, the EU
should be applying whatever leverage it can to
persuade Israel to end settlement construction, so
that the Middle East Peace Process can be revived.

The EU’s role

True peace – peace with justice – must seem like an
impossible dream. But a just and lasting peace would
benefit Israelis as well as Palestinians, as many people
inside and outside Israel recognise. The EU Foreign
Affairs Council meeting in December concluded:
“There will be no sustainable peace until the
Palestinians' aspirations for statehood and sovereignty
and those of Israelis for security are fulfilled through a
comprehensive
negotiated peace based
on
the
two‐state
solution.” So, what can
the EU do – or refrain
from doing – to facilitate
a revival of the Middle
East Peace Process? Well,
firstly, the EU should
increase
diplomatic
pressure on Israel to
respect the human rights
of Palestinians and fulfil
its
obligations
under
international law.

Follow us on Twitter @QCEA.

Netherlands is following the UK’s example in requiring
accurate labelling of goods from West Bank
settlements, so that consumers can exercise their right
to choose not to buy produce grown on stolen land
using stolen water for irrigation. Given that the Israeli
West Bank settlements are illegal under international
law, a ban on trade with the settlements is justified.
Private companies and public bodies which are
involved
in
settlement
construction
share
responsibility for a serious breach of international law.
They should not have access to EU funding.

Towards the end of last year, the European Parliament
passed an amendment to the regulations which will
govern Horizon 2020, the EU’s new Framework
Programme for Research and
Innovation which will run
from 2014 to 2020. This
amendment would exclude
from participation in Horizon
2020 any legal entity which is
implicated in a serious
breach of international law.
The Parliament considers the
exclusion of such bodies to
be necessary to ensure that
the EU does not implicitly
recognise or render aid and
assistance in maintaining a
situation which is contrary to
international
law.
The
European
Commission
There are two other
considers the Parliament’s
paths of action (or non‐ EU Foreign Policy chief Catherine Ashton and Palestinian
amendment
to
be
too
action) which the EU
Prime Minister Salam Fayyad meet in Brussels.
restrictive and would prefer
should take. One relates
to EU trade with the illegal West Bank settlements. weaker guidelines which are being drawn up by the
The other relates to access to EU research funding for European External Action Service (EEAS). There needs
private companies and public bodies which are to be strong support for the amendment within the
responsible for settlement construction, exploitation Council of the European Union which represents the
of water and other resources in the Occupied governments of the Member States. Otherwise the
Palestinian Territories, or the construction of the amendment will be lost in the current trialogue
negotiations between the Parliament, the Commission,
separation barrier.
and the Council.
Catherine Ashton, the High Representative of the
Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy and Vice‐ If you would like to take action on this issue by writing
President of the European Commission (HR/VP), has to those ministers in your national government who
called on Member States to apply existing EU are responsible for either research or European affairs,
legislation which excludes goods produced in the please let us know by sending an e‐mail to
Occupied Territories from the preferential tariffs office@qcea.org
accorded to goods produced within Israel. The
Gordon Matthews
4th February: Alexandra represented QCEA at a meeting of
the Board of Directors of the European Investment Bank.

22‐24th February: Imogen attended the Quakers in
Criminal Justice Conference in Swanick, UK. There was a
specific focus on restorative justice.
27th February: Gordon and Chris took part in an event in
Leuven, Belgium, at which Ben Hayes, Fellow at the
Transnational Institute, spoke on EU research funding for
Israeli arms companies.

QUAKER HOUSE NEWS

8th March: A member of Brussels Meeting, Karen King,
organised a fundraising dinner for QCEA held in Quaker
House. She cooked Asian‐fusion food for 24 guests.

20th March: Alexandra spoke on ‘payment for ecosystem
services’ at a conference of the Chartered Institute of
Ecology and Environmental Management in the UK.

Find us online at www.qcea.org or email us at office@qcea.org

Play Review: Refugee Boy by Benjamin Zephaniah

Zephaniah’s novel Refugee Boy (2001) has recently
been adapted for stage by Lemn Sissay, Associate Artist
at Southbank Centre, London. Sissay’s birthmother was
an Ethiopian who migrated to the UK in the 1960s. She
and Sissay were separated when he was born, and she
was deported to Ethiopia. Sissay, a British citizen,
spent his childhood in the UK care system.
I saw Refugee Boy at the West Yorkshire Playhouse in
Leeds, England, at the end of March. It tells the story
of a young boy, Alem Kelo, who was placed in the care
system in the UK whilst he waited for a decision on his
refugee status. Alem and his father, Mr Kelo, came to
England on holiday from Ethiopia. Alem’s father
returned to Africa but believed it safer for Alem to
remain. The play depicts Alem’s life in the UK, his
parents' struggle in Ethiopia and Eritrea, and the
situation and turmoil faced by Alem’s foster family.

Refugee Boy puts a face on migration and gives a social
commentary about the care system in England during
the late 1980s. The story switches between the reality
of Alem’s daily life, and the geo‐political context of
the 1998‐2000 war between Eritrea and Ethiopia. After
Alem’s mother is killed in the Ethiopian‐Eritrean
conflict, his father returns to the UK in search of Alem.
Together they request asylum but are denied. In a
moving, powerful conversation, Alem says: ‘Everything
is politics, Father! You know this. We are here because
of politics! The judge is there because of politics! And
we are being sent home because of politics!”
Alem was the only character in the piece played by
one actor, Fisayo Akinade. The other sixteen
characters were played by six actors who moved
seamlessly between different personalities. Alem’s
abandonment and upheaval is thus magnified by the
transitory sense of characters gliding in and out of his
life. The small stage was overwhelmed with suitcases,
symbols of travel and change, helping the audience
empathise with Alem, as his life shifts. The one‐and‐a‐
half hour play with no interval also maintained the
momentum of Alem’s personal journey.
Mr Kelo: No. No, Alem. No! No! Alem. No! Enough! We
should wait for the appeal. We should not get involved in the
politics of this country. We should be as peaceful as possible.
Make no fuss. We cannot afford to draw attention to
ourselves.

Alem: Jah knows what will happen to us if we get sent back?
It is our rights. Our human rights, Dad. Sometimes these
judges and Adjudicator people they don’t listen. The judge
doesn’t know anything about Ethiopia or Eritrea. He didn’t
even know when our Christmas was. He didn’t even know
when our Christmas was, Dad! How can he know our case?
An excerpt from Refugee Boy, p.51.

Sissay writes in the introduction to the play: “Maybe if
we accepted that immigration is natural to humans …
there would be more peace in the world”. Refugee Boy
is a play of protest. It draws attention to the
inequalities of UK politics and justice, the lived
experiences of many asylum seekers, and a child’s
vulnerability in the care system.

Photo credit: C Venables

Benjamin Zephaniah was born and raised in
Birmingham to a Barbadian father and Jamaican
mother. He is a poet and writer whose work is said to
be influenced by the music and poetry, or ‘street
politics’, of Jamaica. Zephianah rejected an Order of
the British Empire in 2003.
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The EU Schengen Agreement (1995) abolishes internal
border controls of its 26 signatory states, creating one
single external border. It allows freedom of movement
of goods and services, making it easier to travel and do
business between states. It has also become easier for
people to migrate between different EU Member
States. However, some signatory states now wish for
tighter borders to limit movement and migration.

For example, since the 2011 NATO military
intervention in Libya, France and Italy have tightened
their shared border. These states were party to
intervention in Libya, in the name of ‘responsibility
and protection’ of the Libyan people. The intervention
displaced thousands of people; many of whom sought
refuge in France and Italy as the closest European
states. The boat that sank off the Italian island of
Lampedusa while carrying migrants from North Africa
across the Mediterranean, caught the attention of the
press in 2011. The story illustrated EU Member State
neglect for the migrant passengers: Italy and NATO had
ignored distress signals from the boat.
As Refugee Boy depicts, people seeking asylum have
complicated and sometimes tragic stories. Many face
precarious and desperate situations, fleeing instability,
risking death and facing an uncertain future!
Politicians in the EU are treading a fine line when it
comes to immigration, as nationalism and extreme
right‐wing groups are gaining more political ground. As
Alem states in Refugee Boy, ‘Everything is politics,
Father!’ We must support those politicians who
recognise the global consequences of their actions and
those politicians who seek equal treatment of people
and who work towards peace.

Imogen Parker
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ECONOMIC JUSTICE: GUARANTEEING
QCEA and QPSW Conference 2013
Brussels, 15‐17th November

A FAIR SHARE

What alternatives are there to austerity?

What are the causes and consequences of the European economic crisis?

How can we contribute to the building of a just and sustainable economy?

SPEAKERS

Trevor Evans will give a broad analysis of the
European economic crisis and suggest
alternative policies which could contribute to
the development of a more just and
sustainable economy. He has a PhD in
economics from the University of London, and
he worked for many years at the Regional
Centre for Economic and Social Research
(CRIES) in Managua, Nicaragua. Trevor has
been a professor of economics at the Berlin
School of Economics since 2006.

The second keynote will be given by Judith
Kirton‐Darling. After completing a degree in
Social and Political Studies, Judith was a
Programme Assistant at QCEA, working on
human rights and social policy. She has
worked inside the trade union movement for
more than ten years. In May 2011, she was
elected Confederal Secretary to the European
Trade Union Confederation. Judith will draw
on her faith and working experience to
explore the questions posed by the need for
just and sustainable development. She will
then suggest what action Quakers might take
at local, national and European levels.

Around Europe

PROGRAMME

On Saturday, the conference will include a choice of
workshops on topics such as a European basic income, the
role of cooperatives, local currencies, tax justice, and
ethical investment. There will be entertainment on the
Saturday evening. And on Sunday morning there will be
Meeting for Worship followed by a final plenary session
drawing the threads together. The conference will be an
excellent opportunity to meet like‐minded Quakers from
around Europe who share an interest in economic issues.
We look forward to you joining us here in Brussels in
November!

DETAILS

The conference fee of €185 (£160) per person includes
registration, meals and accommodation, but not travel.
There is a reduced conference fee of €170 (£145) for
participants who are Associate/Supporting Members of
QCEA or who represent an Area or Local Meeting which is
an Associate/Supporting Member. Brussels residents,
please contact QCEA regarding non‐residential prices.
Booking forms are available from QCEA and must be
returned to conference@qcea.org by 31 July 2013.
Participants living in Britain are asked to return their
booking forms with payment to: Karl Gibbs, Friends
House, 173 Euston Road, London NW1 2BJ; Phone: 020
7663 1109; E‐mail: karlg@quaker.org.uk
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A Bigger Around Europe!

Enjoying the bigger Around Europe? We thank
those who have commented already and will be
delighted to receive more feedback on this
experiment. Write to office@qcea.org, send us a
letter, or comment on our Facebook page!
Around Europe is designed using the open‐
source desk‐top publishing software Scribus.
This issue was put together by Chris Venables.

