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INTRODUCTION

FAKE NEWS IN
THE EUROPEAN
UNION
Donald Trump made “fake news” great again and fighting
them has become an important strategy to ensure quality in
journalism – and help rebuild people’s trust in the media.
Not just in the US, in Europe too.
But fake news comes with a big challenge: What exactly are
we talking about? “Basically, fake news are lies”, says Mr.
Christophe Leclercq. He founded the Euractiv Media
Network & Fondation and was one of the members of the
EU High-Level Expert Group on ‘fake news’.
“When we are talking about fake news we are talking about
intentional disinformation.” But: Even though fake news are
false, they are not necessarily harmful and illegal. Thus,
they are not regulated by national or European law.
“Fake news are combining the truth with the untruth”, says
Mr. Leclercq. They play with people’s fears and prejudices,
are designed to be spread widely and fast. Some topics are
most likely to become fake news: Migration, violence, rape
and security one hand. Information that is questioning the
behaviour of politicians and well-known people on the
other.
The Flash Eurobarometer published earlier this year
focused on the perception of fake news within the European
population. According to that, 68 percent of Europeans
think they come across fake news at least once a week. But
only 15 percent of the respondents are very confident of
being able to identify them.
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Also, there are notable differences between European
countries: According to Eurobarometer, fake news are a big
problem in Spain, Greece and Hungary. “This is an opinion
poll. It does not capture the amount of actual fake news in
European countries”, says Mr. Leclercq. Academic research
methods and data in this area are still young and
developing.
Especially in pre-election periods there are more fake
news. But they are not produced and spread by established
media houses and the journalists. It’s troll factories and
political actors who are the main sources of fake news,
adds Mr. Leclercq. The motivation is clear: commercial gain
and in case of political acteurs interference. But which
came first: politics or fake news?
“Fake news spread by politicians have always been
around”, says Mr. Leclercq, emphasising thing electoral
promises not being held. But the fake news we are facing
today have two motivations: political interference and
commercial gains. But the problem has increased in the
past years with the development of social media. Negative
or surprising tweets – and fake news often combine these
two elements – are more likely to be shared on twitter. And
there are many examples about how influential they can be.
There was the Brexit referendum. There is Viktor Orbán.
And there are a lot of Euromyths.
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BREXIT
BANGERS AND
EUROMYTHS
The Brexit referendum was fertile ground for fake news and
disinformation and people’s votes were influenced by false
claims regarding the financial impact of EU membership on
the UK’s budget. One of the most famous examples is the
text on Boris Johnson’s campaign bus. “We send the EU
£350 million a week – let’s fund our NHS instead”, it said.
That figure has turned out to be false. The true number is
closer to 250 million gross and much lower net.
EU immigration and integration was also hotly debated
topic during the referendum. Here the pro-Brexit campaign
for example claimed that Turkey was close to joining the
EU. The negotiations with Turkey have in fact been at a
standstill for several years.
Euromyths from A to Z
Fake news about the EU is however not a new phenomenon
although it might have escalated during Brexit.
Exaggerations or disinformation about the laws and
bureaucracy of the EU has been around for decades.
The European Commission has a “Euromyths A-Z index”
documenting cases of disinformation about the union from
1992-2017. Listed as an encyclopedia from A-Z. You can
see some of the examples in the infographic on the right.

THE

EUROMYTHS
“There was an error on the side of the bus.
We grossly underestimated the sum over
which we would be able to take back control”
- Boris Johnson

Boris Johnson famously had “We send the EU £350 million a week – let’s fund our
NHS instead” printed on his bus. After the election Boris Johnson claimed that the
gross contribution from UK to the EU was even higher - £438 million.
Source: The Guardian

In reality the UK gross contribution to the EU is around £250 million per week
(£13bn per year) because of a rebate. The net contribution is even lower since
the UK gets money back to the public sector from the EU. The graph below
shows the net and gross contribution. The graph does not include the extra
money that also goes from EU to UK’s private sector.

£8.6bn
UK's net contribution.
Source: Full Fact

£13bn

£17bn

The memebership fee The memebership fee
the UK pays (rebate). the UK "should" pay.

3 MYTHS ABOUT EU-LEGISLATION

EU standardising
Christmas trees

EU ruining British
bangers

Source: EC's A-Z
Euromyths index

EU banning bendy
bananas and cucumbers

HUNGARY AND THE
"MIGRANT INVASION"
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In 2018 many European politicians still speak of a “migrant
invasion” despite the fact, that migrant arrivals in the EU
decreased and are currently at a pre-crisis level. Especially
In Hungary, exaggerated statements on the scale of
migration have been eroding the image of the EU for quite
some time.
Before the 2018 elections, disinformation campaigns
switched their focus towards the leaders of the opposition.
In one clear illustration of how fake news work, Magyar
Idők, a newspaper owned by a government-ally
businessman ran a story on Gábor Vona, lead candidate of
Jobbik (by the way itself an anti-immigration party). The
article stated that Mr. Vona praised Allah, met with and was
a honorary member of a Turkish terrorist organization.
Later, the paper issued a correction and admitted that all
three statements were false. Evidently, this happened only
after Jobbik suffered a heavy defeat in the elections.
„In Hungary, there is almost no information warfare
because there is practically no opponent in the mainstream
to fight, and pro-Russian disinformation comes directly from
government-organized media” – concludes a report on fake
news and possible foreign interference in the elections
written by Political Capital Institute. Harsh anti-migration
rethoric and fake news about migrants are beneficial to the
Kremlin as they spark division inside the EU, and portray
the West as it was uncapable of controlling the situation.
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A remarkable example of disinformation spread by the
government was last year’s national consultation on the socalled Soros-plan. The Cabinet Office of the Prime Minister
sent a highly biased questionnaire to the 8 million or so
voters. One of the explanations accompanying the
questions stated that the Hungarian Helsinki Committee –
an NGO offering legal help to asylum-seekers – supports
illegal immigration and defends migrants who have
committed crimes. As an interim measure, a court
prohibited the further distribution of the questionnaire –
albeit only after it had already been sent to the electorate -,
and in this May, the Cabinet Office was forced to issue a
public apology and pay compensation to the NGO.
An earlier national consultation called „Stop Brussels!”
provoked a rare response from the European Commission
as the executive branch of the EU published a rebuttal of
the Hungarian government’s claims and offered its own
version of the truth. In that questionnare, there were
several statements about migration – “Brussels wants to
force Hungary to let in illegal immigrants” -, but it also
touched on job-creating measures and taxation policy.
In the run up to the 2018 general elections, it was the
government-friendly media that hold the first place in
spreading disinformation, mostly about migration. A widely
read news site, “Origo”, posted a short video on its
Facebook page, depicting a robbery scene. Two young men
attack an elderly woman, hit her and take her purse while
shouting „Allah Akbar”. A caption reads: „Europe 2017. Do
you really want this?” Only it turned out that the video was
made in 2015, in Omaha USA, and there was no religious
motive whatsoever behind the attack. The sound-track had
been added later as a way of manipulation.

THE

MIGRATION MYTH
“Africa wants to kick down our door, and
Brussels is not defending us. Europe is under
invasion already, and they are watching with
their hands in the air."
Viktor Orbán
- Boris
Johnson National Day, Prime Minister Viktor Orbán spoke
On March 15th 2018, the
Hungarian
to the crowd gathering outside the Hungarian parliament building.

Source: The Guardian
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In 2018 the number of migrants
and refugees arriving to the
European Union via the Eastern,
Central or Western Mediterranean
route has decreased below precrisis level.

Source: European
Comission

77%

of the Hungarian population think, they
come across fake news at least once
per week.
Source:
Eurobarometer
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COUNTERMEASURES TO FAKE
NEWS
We asked Rafaela De Marte, Head of Media Unit in the
European Parliament, how her team are dealing with fake
news.
Europeans are aware of the existence of fake news. How
big is the threat for the upcoming election?
“The European elections are more vulnerable because
there is less investment to debunk fake news.”
What the media strategy of the European Parliament in
order to fight fake news?
“What we try to do is to expand the media literacy. Also,
there are independent fact checkers that we want to
support with the European budget. We als try to encourage
journalists and fact checkers to address in case they need
support.”
Furthermore, Mr. Christophe Leclercq from Euractiv
promotes crossborder-journalism, to break done the
language barriers in the European Union and to support
specialised NGOs and provide them with more journalistic
skills.

5 SOLUTIONS TO PREVENT AND FIGHT

FAKE NEWS
The independant High-Level Expert Group made these five
suggestions to the European Commission on goals to work
on.
1 : Increased transpararency of online news

2 : Increased media and information literacy

3 : Technology-tools for empowering users
and journalists tackle disinformation

4 : Increased diversity and sustainability of
the European news media

5 : Academic research on the impact of
disinformation in Europe

Young Europeans ready to fight against climate
change, Green MEP: “The future is yours”
Climate change is getting more attention from EU citizens in the
lead-up to the European elections in 2019. Are the member countries
doing enough to tackle the phenomenon?
This September France’s former environment minister Nicolas Hulot resigned as he
felt too disappointed over the lack of progress on climate change. A week later more
than 100 thousand people marched to support his opinion.
Climate demonstrations have also taken place in several other European countries.
In the beginning of September, “Rising for climate” marches brought people together
all over the world, including 21 EU countries. According to the organisers, hundreds
of thousands of people participated.
There have also been personal protests. In Sweden, a 15-year-old girl put in place a
school strike for climate three weeks before the parliamentary election.
The IPCC panel’s report on the action needed to slow down global warming has
sparked further demonstrations.
The phenomenon is alarming
Europeans are concerned about climate change. Over 90 percent of them think it is a
serious problem, revealed a special Eurobarometer survey conducted in March 2017,
last available data about climate change opinions. Among youth, the attitudes were
fairly similar to other groups.
On average six out of ten European Union citizens consider climate change as the
most serious global problem. This view is held mostly among citizens from Sweden
and Denmark. Nearly 90 percent of Europeans answered that they have already done
something to fight climate change.

However, the views differ on which institution should act. For most Europeans, the
responsibility of tackling climate change lies with the national governments. Citizens
only in three countries consider EU to be a relevant actor - the Netherlands, Belgium,
Sweden.
In some other EU countries, the governments have been reluctant to even accept
climate change as an issue.
“In Spain, the previous government (led by the centre-right Popular Party) more or
less denied climate change and they ruined all that the previous government had
done” says Bodil Valero, Swedish MEP and the vice-chair of the Greens-EFA group.
First steps
The European Union has already taken several steps in the fight against the climate
change. It has set targets for all the member countries to reduce emissions, increase

the use of renewable energy sources and improve energy efficiency. For big power
plants, factories as well as aviation, there is the emissions trading system.
In the beginning of October, the environmental ministers of the EU agreed to reduce
car emissions by 35 percent by 2030. The European Parliament agreed on a more
ambitious objective, 40 percent.
Countries like France, Sweden and Greece push for the 40 percent target. Greece has
logical reasons for doing that. It is one of the EU countries projected to be hardest hit
by climate change. One warning sign that has caught people’s attention have been the
disastrous forest fires in Greece last summer.
According to a study published in April 2018, citizens from Greece are not
particularly satisfied with the actions of their government addressing climate change.
Where national governments lack action, there might be space for the EU to take
initiative.
“Maybe when people see more and more of what is actually happening, they will
understand that (climate change) is going on”, Valero says.
The change is possible
Bodil Valero thinks that climate change will be one of the biggest topics on the
agenda of the European elections in May 2019, especially among young people.
“We as Greens want to have climate change as one of the main topics. How it will be
for the other parties, I do not know. But for young people at least, climate change will
be very important”, Valero says.
According to her, the political will to tackle climate change effectively has been
lacking. However, the European election next spring might bring more attention to
this issue.
Valero encourages young people to mobilise themselves politically to fight climate
change.

“I think it is very important that young people get together in different countries and
really demand that they want a planet where it is possible to live. We need young
people’s citizen movements because the countries that oppose better regulations are
jeopardising your future,” she says. “You have to fight against it. We do what we can
to help you, the future is yours.”
Juho Takkunen
Tamara Peterková

Why EU matters: a daily overview
We got used to the idea that we can travel freely and make
business abroad easily. Those things seem common today
though they are not gifts. Do people actually feel the
presence of EU regulations in their everyday lives? Do
they think they profit from them anyhow?
A lot of people tend to think that EU is some kind of a distant
technocracy that only cares about macroeconomics and international
affairs. They hear about banks estatements, business agreements,
countries stalks and have a feeling that there is no direct impact on
our everyday life. This is why they mostly do not care who will rule
the European institutions. Therefore, they do not vote.

“Everytime less people go to vote, it feels like it is an erosion of the
democracy. That is why it is important to make people aware of this.
If you go to vote for local elections, national elections - European
elections has the same importance“, – says The official directory of
the European Union, Head of the media services Raffaella De Marte.

People vote in the national elections, because they feel the impact of
the national regulations in everyday life. But how does the EU
policies influencing our lives?

Daily cases
Roaming
In the last years travelling became something easy and cheap to do.
But updating your family so they know that you have reached your
destination remained expensive. Tariffs were a fight between
telecommunication until one day a “little lie” changed everything.
Vivian Reading, commissioner for Information Society decided that
she needed to push the policy that would unite all European countries
to ban the roaming extra price. In front of the press, and without
consensus from the countries yet, she announced this 
new policy
.
After this lie, no country had the courage to backup the
announcement. That day, the end of roaming was set. Now, we can

make phone calls without being charged high international prices. A
new way of communicating.
Plastic bags
300 million plastic straws - this is the amount the humanity is using
everyday. Add to this picture polluting cars and burning fossil fuels
doesn’t help to stop the rising temperatures
. To avoid the pollution
irreversibly change the shape of society, EU is taking 
courageous
policies to improve citizens lives: light plastic will disappear by 2025,
cars will be mostly electric by 2030 and several efforts are made to
reduce the rising of temperatures. Some measures could be invisible
for the moment, but their effects will be very clear in upcoming years.
Universal chargers
You can borrow a charger for your Samsung from your friend that is
using a Huawei? Do you think it was an idea coming from the tech
companies to make it easier for you?
“Incompatibility of chargers for mobile phones is a major
environmental problem and an inconvenience for users across the
European Union” the European Commission stated in a 
memo in
2009. EU forced the biggest tech companies to sign an agreement on
producing universal chargers in order to cut the electronic waste and
simplify your everyday life.
Protecting your personal information
Have you ever been irritated by the fact that an app that you need to
everyday communication suddenly wants more of your personal data?
Big companies use their monopolistic position to gather more and

more personal information. People start to feel like they are losing
control over their data. It’s being gathered on a huge scale, stored,
used and sold to third parties. It’s not a nice perspective: you can
choose between losing privacy, or stopping using your favourite
digital facilities. It makes you feel insignificant and powerless: as a
single consumer you do not stand a chance with a big international
corporation whose annual revenue is bigger than the budget of the city
that you live in.
That’s where EU protects your rights. 
The General Data Protection
Regulations were introduced by the European Parliament and the
European Commission in 2016 in order to give the users more control
over the flow of their personal information. Under the EU regulations,
you can request all the information on how much the company does
know about you, how do they store and process the information that
they have and is it safely stored. You also obtained the right to erase
your personal data from digital companies - for instance from the
internet browsers.
If the companies don’t comply with the rules, they can be charged
with fines going up to 4% of their annual revenue.

Make people aware
Politics might be unattractive and seem too complicated to reach
avery single European citizen. In order to find a way of how to make
people aware of what decisions are being made here, European
Parliament will launch a new tool soon.
"Its a series of 1900 short files that analyse what the European Union
has done in each province. Some examples show the outcome of EU
projects and their implementation. For example, a German farmer
may see what kind of changes were done directly according to his
field of activity”, – sais R. De Marte, one of the tool initiatives.
 atricija Babrauskaite
P
Jorge Aguado Sanchez
Dominika Sitnicka

European Elections 2019
Where do EU Funds go? Wastes and bad
practices in Parliament
The last Eurobarometer, released Wednesday 17th October, shows an
increase of europeanism even in the United Kingdom, where has been
a decrease of “Leave” supporters. However for the next European
Elections, the European Union faces two main challenges: "Many
people have stopped believing in democracy", says Jaume Duch,
spokesperson of the European Parliament.The rise of national-populist
movements such as the League of leagues, based on Eurosceptic
ideas, has allegedly and paradoxically taken advantages from the EU,
using its funds in order to boost their national finances. During the
last decade, the EU institutions have reinforced the mechanism to face
the abusive practices with the European money. Even so Eurosceptic
parties and political foundations have decided to exploit the european
opportunities rather than boycott anything related to the EU.
Mr. Duch also tries to deal with the rise of populist and Euro-sceptical
parties. "This should not happen by giving certain countries different
amounts of money, but with a distribution on different policy fields in
which the money will be invested. The Eurobarometer says that the
most important topics are jobs, growth, migration-management,
climate-change and environment and social protection". The problem,
according to the spokesperson of the EU, is that these fields would
need a higher amount, but countries are not willing to spend more
money in the common budget and Brexit also makes the situation
harder. "But populism cannot be the solution to this problems", says
Duch to EYMD.

During the last days, spanish media has focused on the rise of the far
right party Vox, inspired by the success of the National Front in
France or Fidesz in Hungary. This party aims to achieve several MPs
in the next EP elections thanks to the single electoral constituency
form as a way to increase its finances for the Spanish polls like
Podemos (another spanish party) did. But according to the Declaration
11 to the Treaty of Nice in 2001, EU funding for European political
parties cannot be used to finance –neither directly or indirectly–
national campaigns.

Expensive suits and free dinners
In terms of fixed incomes, each MEP gets a salary of 6,600 euros per
month net, 4,400 € for unjustified expenses and around 24,000 € for
advisers. In addition, each parliamentarian has monthly variable
incomes (travel per diems) and a retirement pension of 3.5% of the
salary for a full year. "The real issue is how to control this money: if

you don't go to the plenary session, you should have less money: if
you attend less than 51% of the votes in the plenary sessions, you get
half the salary cut. Then there is office indemnité, which is paying all
expenses in the office, for instance to buy a new printer or iPad. But
indeed there is no control, there are MPES from the Greens and Social
Democrats saying exactly ‘I paid 200 euros for a new suit’, but there
is no obligation", says an anonymous European source to EYMD.
"Whereas the European subsidies were supposed to strengthen the
EU's political system and tackle the democratic deficit, Eurosceptics
have mainly used their resources to support their national parties",
describes Wouter Wolfs, researcher of the KU Leuven Public
Governance Institute, for the 2017 OECD Global anti corruption &
Integrity forum.
In 2016, Mr. Morten Messerschmidt, a Danish MEP on behalf of the
now-defunct Movement for a Europe of Liberties and Democracy
(MELD), who used some European money to support national
campaigns has been forced to pay this money back. "With Marine Le
Pen, the services of the Parliament have clearly shown that they used
European money to work on national issues. In that case, the law is
that they have to pay this money back", says Ms. Mercedes Bresso,
Vice President of S&D group in the EP. She led -together with Mr.
Rainer Wieland (EPP)- a motion for a resolution on the funding of
political parties and political foundations at European level. The
anti-fraud-office (OLAF) has already taken cases like this to the
Court. Additionally, the European Committee on Budgetary Control
discovered that the ENF-party has received 427.000 Euros illegally
from EU-funds in 2016. They spent it on expensive drinks, dinners
and presents for employees. CONT (European Parliament's
Committee on Budgetary Control) recommended to get the money
back and it was deducted from upcoming funds for ENF.

"I don't think EP is better prepared because the system has always
worked. They uncovered that there have been frauds and now there
has been an Court-case and they asked the money to be paid back. But
administrative has become more carefully with contracts of
employees who work In the EP and asks for professional reasons
when employees are doing missions", said Mr. Laurin Berresheim,
who prepares the work of Arndt Khon (MEP of the German social
democrats) in the Budgetary Control Committee. It looks how the
money is spent in general: not only how people in the institutions
spend it, but when projects are carried out, and when there are some
errors. According to Mr. Gabriel Richard-Molard, assistant of Ms.
Bresso who worked on this motion too, "when you look at ten years
ago we didn't have a proper transparence register, we didn't' have a
proper regulation, we didn't have directorate general for finance. We
had to adapt, yes we are definitely better set than before"."The EMPS
have all the same rules about how to spend their money. But the rules
shouldn't be more strict for politicians of other political colour. It is
still a democracy", concludes Mr. Berresheim.
Controls and sponsorships
"On 13 September 2017, the European Commission adopted a
proposal to amend the rules on the statute and funding of European
political parties and European political foundations. The proposal
aims to revise the existing, 2014, regulation ahead of the 2019
European elections, to address specific loopholes. The proposed
amendments focuses on providing more transparency, improving
democratic legitimacy and strengthening enforcement", according to
"the European political parties and political foundations – Statute and
funding' briefing EU Legislation in Progress" led by Mr. Wieland and
Ms. Bresso. This motion, pending of the vote in plenary to be

adopted, sets that no longer individuals can sponsor the registration of
a European political party, only political parties. "Funding will now
be linked to actual voting results at the European level, making
European political parties more European", said rapporteur Rainer
Wieland in a briefing consulted by EYMD.
In 2018, as briefing underlines, a total of €32.44 million has been
made available for grants to European political parties within the EU
budget, and €19.32 million for grants to European political
foundations. A donor can give a donation of maximum 18.000 euros
annually, however the donors names only must be released for any
donation above 3.000 euros.
The European Parliament is discussing the new Multiannual Financial
Framework for the years 2021 to 2027, where is on the table the
option to give more monetary capacity for the Authority to control the
use of EU Funds. "We have at the moment three different actors
checking the use of EU Funds: DGFIN, Committee of independent
eminent persons and also the Authority for European Political Parties
and European political foundations (EUPPF) (...) But beside the
question of having the proper regulation to assess misuses of
European funds for political activities, the main point is to be able to
scrutinise efficiently the way they use the EU Funds. We have so few
human resources here", tells Ms. Bresso.

Konstantin Auer
Javier Calero

