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David Bernell

As time continues, the issue of full European Union membership for Norway becomes a more pertinent issue.  The EU has long awaited the membership of Norway, but unfortunately the Nordic country has decided to remain independent.  Norway’s historical past has led many Norwegians to believe their country is not ready for full integration.  Another union would be too soon considering Norway was under foreign domination for 500 years and just gained its independence only a century ago.  Norway rejected full EU membership in 1972 and 1994.  The objective of this research was to formulate a hypothesis of how Norway would vote if a “2006 Referendum” on full EU membership were to occur, as well as understand and explain Norwegians’ current concerns and benefits relative to full EU membership.  Norwegians have voiced strong concern to protect its wealth generated from the extensive petroleum resources, the historical fishing sector, exclusivity of its waters, and the agricultural subsidies.  Other Norwegians see full EU membership as a way to access a larger market, achieve a vote and voice in EU policies, and develop a long term future for Norway.  As a result of this Norwegian opinion survey, it can be concluded that, even though Norwegians currently voiced an in favor stance, Norway will not accept full EU membership for another ten to fifteen years.

Key words: Norway, European Union

Corresponding e-mail address: ingemk@gmail.com

(Copyright by Inge M. Krippaehne

May 31, 2006

All Rights Reserved

A Hobson’s Choice For Norway:

Maintain National Sovereignty or Accept Full EU Membership

by

Inge M. Krippaehne

A PROJECT

submitted to

Oregon State University

University Honors College

in partial fulfillment of 

the requirements for the

degree of

Honors Baccalaureate of Science in Business Administration (Honors Scholar)

Presented May 31, 2006

Commencement June 2006

Honors Baccalaureate of Science in Business Administration project of Inge M. Krippaehne presented on May 31, 2006.

APPROVED:

Mentor, representing Political Science

Committee Member, representing History

Committee Member, representing Scandinavian Studies

Dean, University Honors College

I understand that my project will become part of the permanent collection of Oregon State University, University Honors College.  My signature below authorizes release of my project to any reader upon request.

Inge M. Krippaehne, Author

TABLE OF CONTENTS












Page

INTRODUCTION……………………………………………………………….
1

NORWAY’S HISTORY: DEFINING EVENTS WHICH HAVE SHAPED OPINIONS FOR THE FUTURE……………………………………………………………..
3

Denmark-Norway………………………………………………………...
3

Union with Sweden………………………………………………………
4

WWII: Invasion by the Germans…………………………………………
8

1972 Referendum: Norway’s Rejection of the European Economic Community……………………………………………………………….
13

1994 Referendum: Norway’s Second Rejection of the European Union...
18

2006 PERSPECTIVE: OPINIONS OF FULL EU MEMBERSHIP FROM A NORWEGIAN’S POINT OF VIEW…………………………………………….
27

Survey Research Results…………………………………………………
33

Norwegian Concerns of Full EU Membership…………………………..
36

Benefits to Norway’s Membership in the EU……………………………
57

CONCLUSION………………………………………………………………….
62

BIBLIOGRAPHY……………………………………………………………….
64

APPENDICIES…………………………………………………………………..
71


Appendix A
Sample Size and Response Rate Calculations……………
72

Appendix B
Example Questionnaire…………………………………...
74
Appendix C
Questionnaire Results…………………………………….
77
LIST OF FIGURES

Figure










Page
1
Norwegian immigration to the US from 1840 to 1930…………………..
6

2
Norwegian version of Swedish-Norwegian union flag…………………..
7

3
German propaganda during WWII invasion of Norway………………....
9

4
Norwegian weekly newspaper ad/comic…………………………………
10

5
Materialists vs. post-materialists………………………………………….
21

6
“No” campaign official logo……………………………………………
22

7
Map of county vote changes from 1972 to 1994 Norwegian referendums..
23

8
2001 political party divide on EU membership…………………………..
28

9
Graph of opinion polls from 1994 – 2006………………………………..
29

10
Map of EU member countries in Europe…………………………………
32

11
General questionnaire results table
……………………………………
34

12
Macroeconomic indicators for petroleum sector…………………………
37

13
Distribution of resources- fields in production…………………………..
38

14
Size of government pension fund and petroleum production forecast…..
39

15
Total petroleum production………………………………………………
40

16
Norwegian fishing zones………………………………………………..
41

17
Fisherman count and geographic location 1948 to 2002…………………
42

18
Fishing subsidies and export values
……………………………………
43

19
Largest catches found in Norway………………………………………...
45

20
Value of catch in Norway………………………………………………...
45

21
Quantity and total value of catch in Norway……………………………..
46

22
Agricultural employment…………………………………………………
48

23
Immigration population in Norway……………………………………….
53

24
Largest immigrant population by country in Norway
…………………….
54

LIST OF APPENDICIES

Appendix









Page

A
Sample Size and Response Rate Calculations……………………………
72
B 
Example Questionnaire…………………………………………………..
74
C 
Questionnaire Results…………………………………………………….
77
