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Welcome to the EU-CONSENT News! 
This is where you will find news on activities and results related 
to the project EU-CONSENT. Wider Europe, Deeper Integration? 
Constructing Europe Network. 

The EU-CONSENT is supported by the Sixth Framework Programme of the European Commission
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EU-CONSENT News is a newsletter for everyone 
who is not member of the EU-CONSENT project 
but who is interested in European integration and 
the future of Europe.
Please feel free to contact any member of the EU-
CONSENT for further information on the different 
work packages of this project!
EU-CONSENT News is published monthly. For 
more information please see www.eu-consent.net

Editor’s Column

Dear Friends,

Spring has now arrived even to the northern parts 
of EU-CONSENT territory and it is time to plan for 
summer and for the final part of our first year’s activities. 
 
Starting with EU-CONSENT News, summer 
means a break. Please see the blue box for the 
approximate dates of the coming three issues.  
 
Nearing the end of the first year also means that 
the evaluation process will start. As you know we 
have both internal and external evaluators, but we 
will also send out evaluation forms shortly to be 
filled in by all members of the EU-CONSENT. 
 
In many ways this first year has been a year of 
learning. Before it is over we will also learn 
more from our stakeholders. A meeting will 
take place shortly in London. Another  one  
in Brussels, probably in early July,  will be 
announced here as soon as the date is decided 
 
Other items in the Newsletter/News of this month 
concern upcoming workshops and a conference. See 

also the summary of the EU-CONSENT Lecture by 
Brendan Donnelly in Prague. The presentations of 
our members has taken a momentary break but will 
be back again in the next issue of EU-CONSENT 
News. See also the announcement for a position at 
DIIS in Copenhagen. The list of new publications is 
a Swedish challenge to the rest of the partners. We 
expect the other participants to take up the gauntlet 
in the next issue of EU-CONSENT News!  

Spring greetings 
Gunilla and Kristin 

Summer 2006 Newsletter/News
Publishing dates will be:
23 May
15 June
Late August
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EU-CONSENT Lecture

‘Legitimacy, Identity and Democracy: 
Three Angles of the European Triangle’ 

Brendan Donnelly, Director of Federal Trust for 
Education and Research, London 

 
Charles University, Prague, 27 March 2006

The speaker began by recognising that there was 
a substantial and probably growing unease in the 
relationship between the European Union and its 
citizens. This unease had most recently been illustrated 
in the French and Dutch referendums, where differing 
concerns had led to the rejection of the European 
Union’s Constitutional Treaty. Other countries, and 
not just Britain, might well have rejected the Treaty 
if they had been asked to vote on it in a referendum. 
 
Against this background of popular unease, 
the speaker considered three related concepts 
of importance for the European Union and its 
citizens’ view of it, namely democracy, legitimacy 
and identity. He argued that the European Union 
enjoyed high democratic credentials and should 
enjoy corresponding legitimacy, but that the 
democratic nature and political legitimacy of 
the European Union would not be recognised 
as such by European voters until the Union had 
a more clearly defined political personality. 
 
The democratic nature of the Union sprang from 
the democratic mandate of those who had signed 
the Treaties taking their countries into the European 
Union, from the democratic decision-making 
structures of the Union and from the transparency 
of its procedures. All these considerations should 
confer upon the Union a high degree of legitimacy 

Eu-Consent News
No 4:2006  April

Workshops in May

1. Political and Security Aspects of the 
EU’s External Relations (WP VII) 

 
Team 23 The external effects of internal security

The Austrian EU Presidency and the 
Internal-External Security Link: The 

Action oriented papers on the Western 
Balkans, Afghanistan/Drugs and Africa/

Migration 
Vienna 12-13 May 

 
For more information, see www.eu-consent.net

2. Institutions and Political Actors  
(WP IV) 

The Political Development of the 
Enlarged European Union: inter-

institutional perspectives 
Berlin, 24 May 2006

For more information, see www.eu-consent.net

3. Political and security aspects of the 
EU’s External Relations (WP VII)

Team 25 EU Widening and the European 
Neighbourhood Policy

The EU and the Eastern Neighbours: 
Democracy and Stabilization without 

Accession? 
Rome, 29-30 May, 2006

For information, see www.eu-consent.net
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in the eyes of its citizens, but this was not always 
the case. If a law or policy of the European Union 
was unpopular in the eyes of an individual citizen 
or group of citizens, this law or policy was not 
always accepted by those citizens with the same 
unquestioning willingness as were the unpopular 
laws or policies of a member state. Was it possible to 
achieve at the level of the European Union the same 
political legitimacy for the Union and its acts that most 
member states of the Union enjoyed most of the time 
from the overwhelming majority of their citizens? 
 
The speaker outlined two possible answers to this 
question. One was that it was simply impossible for 
the European Union to enjoy the same legitimacy 
in the eyes of European citizens as did the member 
states. Only the member states had the shared history, 
culture and common political space which allowed 
them to claim and indeed enforce democratic 
political legitimacy. There was no European demos, 
and therefore there could be no European democracy. 
Without real European democracy, no real legitimacy 
for the European Union comparable to that of the 
member states was conceivable. The alternative 
analysis accepted that at present no such phenomenon 
as a European demos could yet be discerned, but 
argued that its emergence was indeed possible and 
could be facilitated by conscious steps on the part 
of the Union and its leaders to deepen the process 
of European integration. On this latter analysis, no 
European demos would emerge spontaneously, but 
it could come into being if Europe’s structures were 
such as to call it forth. It might be that Europe’s 
contemporary politicians were unwilling or unable 
to give the Union such structures, and it might be 
that the European Union’s voters would reject 
or be indifferent to the political and institutional 
structures apt to create a European demos. But those 
who said they wished to make the European Union 
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more democratic were under an obligation to try to 
encourage the genesis of a European demos, and 
there was a genuine chance that they might succeed. 
 
The speaker said that he was closer to the second 
analysis than the first. He believed that for the potential 
emergence of a European demos it was vital for the 
European Union to have a sharper political identity. 
The European Constitutional Treaty had tried to 
bring this about, but the elaborate compromises 
between radically different views of the Union 
which the Treaty incorporated had had the effect of 
blurring rather than sharpening the contours of the 
Union’s political identity. The speaker favoured a 
number of specific steps to make the political identity 
of the Union more manifest, notably the creation 
of trans-European political parties, the election 
of the Commission President (and eventually the 
whole Commission) in the light of the results of the 
European Elections, a European Foreign Minister, 
an active European security policy and an economic 
government for the Eurozone. All these steps were 
desirable in themselves and would serve to bring 
home to the citizen the political identity of the 
European Union in a less ambiguous fashion than 
hitherto. In this context, a particular responsibility 
fell on the European Union’s national politicians. In 
recent years, many of the Union’s leaders had been 
inconsistent, even hypocritical in their approach to 
European questions. While proclaiming themselves 
in favour of more European integration, they 
had employed a nationalist and populist rhetoric 
with their electorates which militated against the 
establishment of a European demos. Those who 
publicly opposed European integration would 
naturally and legitimately employ such rhetoric, but it 
was disappointing when those who claimed to favour 
European integration used a vocabulary to describe 
the European Union which encouraged estrangement 
between the Union and Europe’s citizens. 
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The speaker concluded by saying that he regarded 
the present state of European integration as being a 
volatile and unsustainable one. It would be necessary 
either to resolve existing doubts about the viability 
of a democratic European Union or reduce the level 
of political integration which already had been 
achieved. The speaker thought it highly likely that the 
emergence of a more integrated and more democratic 
European Union would lead to differentiation in 
levels of achieved integration between the EU’s 
member states. Britain and others might be unwilling 
to take the integrative steps necessary to construct a 
democratic European Union. Ironically, a number 
of those countries which had only recently joined 
the European Union might well be prepared to go 
further, faster in the direction of reinforced European 
integration than a number of countries who had been 
in the Union for many more years than they had.  
 
The organizer, Professor Lenka Rovna and her 
colleagues, wish to thank Mr Donnelly for giving 
this EU-CONSENT Lecture in Prague. 

New position in Copenhagen 
 
Senior Researcher in EU Studies at the Danish 
Institute for International Studies  

A position as senior researcher in the field of EU 
Studies is now available at the Danish Institute for 
International Studies (DIIS). DIIS is an independent 
research institution located in Copenhagen, providing 
high quality research in a number of fields. DIIS is in 
a process of restructuring and reframing its research 
on the internal dynamics of the EU and the senior 
researcher will get the opportunity to influence both 
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direction and content. The position will also involve 
some management responsibility. It will be possible 
to work with researchers with different backgrounds 
within the human and social sciences and a diversity 
of theoretical, methodological and geographical 
interests. The vacancy is to be filled as soon as 
possible and preferably before 1 September 2006.      
 
We are looking for a candidate with a strong 
profile in one or more of the following 
areas: EU policy making, sector policies, 
institutions or the effects of enlargements. 

Job description 

The chosen candidate is expected to strengthen 
the theoretical, methodological and empirical 
dimensions of EU research at DIIS. 

The senior researcher will, in cooperation with 
other staff, participate in the following tasks: 
•  Conduct, promote and coordinate independent 
research.  
•  Oversee the general academic level of the EU 
research.  
•  Participate in the education and training of 
researchers and other relevant groups in Denmark.  
•  Sustain networks that link Danish and 
international research communities.  
•  Raise additional research funds from external 
donors.  
•  Play an active role in disseminating DIIS 
research and participate in the public debate on EU 
related issues.  
•  Engage in policy advice and development. 
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Qualification requirements 

Applicants are expected to have a social or human 
science background and a minimum of three years’ 
post-doctoral research experience or the equivalent. 
A significant list of publications is also expected. 
Language abilities in Danish or another Nordic 
language is an advantage, as much of the internal 
communication at DIIS is carried out in Danish. 
Applicants without such language abilities are 
expected to obtain a working knowledge of the Danish 
language within the first three years of working at DIIS. 
 
The employment is covered by the rules for the 
employment of senior research fellows found 
in the Ministerial Circular on Job Structure at 
Institutions for Sector Research of 15 January 
1997, according to the agreement between 
AC (The Danish Confederation of Professional 
Associations) and the Danish Ministry of Finance. 
 
More information about the position in general and on 
conditions of employment can be provided on request 
from Chief Adviser on European Affairs Anne Mette 
Vestergaard, ph. (+45) 3269 8731, or Head of Personnel 
Jens Høgsholt Rasmussen, ph. (+45) 3269 8773. 
 
All interested applicants – regardless of national, 
ethnic or religious background, gender and age 
– are encouraged to apply. Applicants must submit 
a presentation of current and future research 
interests, a CV (including a list of publications) 
and three sets of copies of five publications for 
assessment. Applications should be addressed to 
Director Nanna Hvidt, DIIS, Strandgade 56, DK-
1401 Copenhagen K, Denmark, and should reach 
the office no later than 26 May 2006, at 12 am. 
 
The Danish Institute for International Studies (DIIS) 

is an independent research institution engaged in 
research in international affairs. The institute draws 
up reports and analyses and follows developments 
in international affairs continuously in order to 
assess the security and foreign policy situation of 
Denmark, e.g. aspects of relevance with regard 
to development policy. DIIS also communicates 
research findings, analyses and knowledge and 
performs functions concerning documentation, 
information and library services. Furthermore, DIIS 
contributes to the education of researchers, supports 
the development of research capacity in developing 
countries and establishes contacts between 
Danish and international research environments. 
 
DIIS and the Danish Institute for Human Rights 
together constitute the Danish Centre for International 
Studies and Human Rights (DCISM), sharing a 
common administration and library. 

For further information, please see www.diis.dk. 
 

Stakeholders’ Meeting
Another last chance announcement is to attend 
the seminar ”The Way Forward for Europe” as  
described below. 

Dear EU-CONSENT participants, 
A seminar on ’The Way Forward for Europe’, jointly 
organised by the EU-CONSENT network of excel-
lence and the Hungarian Embassy in London, will 
take place on the 11th of May. It is scheduled from 
14:30 until 18:00 and will be followed by a buffet-
reception. The venue is the Hungarian Embassy, 
25 Eaton Place, Lonodn SW1X 8BY [nearest tube 
stations: Victoria or Knightsbridge]. One of the pur-
poses of the seminar will be to introduce EU-CON-
SENT to the wider stakeholder community and it is 
expected that the seminar will attract participants 
from diplomatic, governmental and media circles in 
London.
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There is a limited number of places available on a first-
come-first-served basis and I am pleased to offer them 
on that basis. PLEASE NOTE HOWEVER, THAT 
FOR SECURITY REASONS I WILL NEED TO  
PROVIDE A LIST OF ATTENDEES in advance to 
the Embassy, so that if you wish to avail yourself of 
this offer, please let me know no later than the 5th 
of May.

A copy of the seminar programme follows. 

Iain Begg 

Programme: 
”The Way Forward for Europe”,
London 11 May, 2006

14.30-14.40 Welcome and Introduction -  
Ambassador Béla Szombati 

14.40-15.55 Session I: Constitutional and 
Political Issues  
Speakers: Professor Brigid Laffan, 
University College Dublin, Dr Barbara Lippert,  
Institut für Europäische Politik, Berlin 
Break 

16.15-17.30  Session II: Economic governance and  
policies  
Speakers: Professor Andras Inotai, Institute of 
World Economics, Budapest, Professor Iain Begg, 
European Institute, LSE, London 

17.30-18.00 Conclusions - George Schopflin, MEP 
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New Publications: 
Alyson, J.K. Bailes, Gunilla Herolf and Bengt 
Sundelius (eds) The Nordic Countries and the 
European Security and Defence Policy, Stockholm 
International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) and 
Oxford University Press, 2006. 
Magnus Ekengren, Nina Matzén and Monica 
Svantesson, The New Security Role of the 
European Union: Transnational Crisis 
Management and the Protection of Union Citizens, 
Swedish National Defence College, 2006 
 
Pål Jonson, The Development of the European 
Security and Defence Policy – An Assessment of 
Preferences, Bargains and Outcomes, Swedish 
Defence Research Agency (FOI), 2006 
 
Jan Joel Andersson, Armed and Ready?: the EU 
Battlegroup Concept and the Nordic Battle Group, 
Swedish Institute for European Policy Studies 
(SIEPS), 2006 
 
Ole Elgström, Leader or Foot-Dragger?: 
Perceptions of the European Union in Multilateral 
International Negotiations, Swedish Institute for 
European Policy Studies (SIEPS), 2006 
 
Niklas Granholm, EU-Battlegroups in Context. 
Underlying Dynamics, Military and Political 
Challenges, Swedish Defence Research Agency 
(FOI), 2006 
 
Göran Lysén, EU Framework Decisions: Who is 
Liable to Pay Compensations for Violations of 
the Rights of the Individual? Swedish Institute of 
International Law, Uppsala University, 2006


