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Dear friends,

The EU-CONSENT network continues its high 
level of activity, and this issue contains reports from 
some of the events that have taken place in the past 
few months. A workshop was held in London on the 
first decade with the euro, and another in Maastricht 
discussing EU enlargement and institutional change. 
This issue also reports on three of the EU-CONSENT 
panels at the EUSA conference in Montreal in May.

In June the EU-CONSENT PhD award winners for 
2006/2007 were announced, and the winners as well 
as the titles of their papers are presented in this issue. 
The third issue of the online PhD journal Consent 
for Europe has also recently been published.

In this issue, the turn has come to the German 
Institute for International and Security Affairs (SWP 
Berlin) to present itself.

Last but not least, congratulations Anne! (see p.7)

The EU-CONSENT Newsletter will now take a 
summer break, and the next issue will be published 
at the end of August. You are, however, welcome to 
send your contributions throughout the summer.

We wish you all a very nice summer!

Best wishes from Stockholm,

Gunilla and Martin
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Editor’s Column

Out now! 

New issue of CONSENT for 
Europe 

(Vol. 3, June 2007)

CONSENT for Europe is an online journal for 
PhD students. It gives PhD students a chance 
to publicise their research and have their pa-
pers evaluated by university professors and 
members of the EU-CONSENT network.

The third issue contains the following papers:

Serena Ciani, ’Power in the enlarged EU: •	
Game theoretical insights’

Luisa Ficchi, ’The Rule of Law: A privileged •	
perspective of the EU enlargement dyna-
mics’

Matthias M. Mayer, ’Can the existing con-•	
cepts devised to explain the developments 
towards a common EU policy on asylum, 
refugees and illegal immigration account 
for developments in the domain of econo-
mic migration?’

Xymena Kurowska, ’The transformative •	
European security and defence policy: 
Between international refashioning and 
domestic rise of politics’

Caroline Bouchard, ’The EU at the United •	
Nations: The challenge of human security’

Carmen Campo Fanlo and Miguel Medina •	
Abellan, ’European foreign policy without 
legal personality? The consequences of 
the failed constitutional treaty’

You	will	find	CONSENT	for	Europe	at	
www.eu-consent.net.
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The governance of the wider 
Europe: EU enlargement and 

institutional change

Maastricht, 8-9 June 2007

Workshop organized by Team 6 ‘Enlarged 
Institutions and Interaction with National 

Governments: New Challenges’ under Work 
Package ‘Institutions and Political Actors: New 

forms of governance?’ (WP IV)

This workshop was a milestone event on the path 
towards the publication of an edited volume enti-
tled The Governance of the Wider Europe: EU En-
largement and Institutional Change. The workshop 
constituted a forum for presentation of the draft 
contributions to the book, which will soon be pub-
lished by Edward Elgar. It brought together twenty-
five participants, including book contributors, EU-
CONSENT members, discussants and practition-
ers. The three panels were chaired by the editors of 
the upcoming publication: Edward Best, Thomas 
Christiansen and Pierpaolo Settembri (European 
Institute of Public Administration, Maastricht).

The three panels respectively dealt with 1) The In-
stitutions of the Wider Europe, 2) The EU Decision-
making Process after Enlargement and 3) Coordina-
tion and Participation in the Enlarged EU.  The first 
panel analysed the impact of the latest enlargement 
on the Council of the EU, the European Commis-
sion, the European Parliament, the Court of Justice 
and the European Central Bank. The second panel 
focused on the changes in legislative procedures 
and new modes of governance. The final panel ex-
amined the changes emerging after enlargement in 
the comitology committees, the Economic and So-
cial Committee and the Committee of the Regions.  

The general conclusion was that the changes taking 

Reminders

The workshop entitled ‘Concepts and 
Practice of Multi-Level Parliamentarism,‘ 
which was to be organized on June 12 by 
Team 8 under WP IV ‘Institutions,‘ has been 
postponed until later in the year. For further 
information contact Daniela Kietz (daniela.
kietz@swp-berlin.org)

Conference: ‘Enhancing the competitiveness 
of the EU by engaging globalization and 
social cohesion: Priorities of the Slovenian 
EU Presidency‘
Place: Ljubljana, Slovenia
Date(s): 3-4 December 2007
Contact: Marjan Svetlicic (marjan.
svetlicic@fdv.uni-lj.si)
For the draft programme, please see 
Newsletter #5 (2007) at www.eu-consent.
net

Don‘t miss:

3rd EU-CONSENT Plenary 
Conference!

Brussels 18-19 October 2007



Eu-Consent Newsletter
No 6:2007 June

EU-CONSENT is supported by the Sixth Framework Programme of the European Commission 3

MULTI-LEVEL GOVERNANCE: 
THEORY AND PRACTICE 

Trento, 25-26 May 2007

Workshop organized by Team 9 ‘Institutionalising 
Access: European Civil Society after Enlargement’ 

under Work Package ‘Institutions and Political 
Actors: New forms of governance?’ (WP IV)

On May 25th and 26th, the University of Trento hosted 
a conference on Multi-Level Governance (MLG) 
promoted by Team 9. In the pleasant context of the 
Panorama Congress Center in Trento, researchers 
and students from Cardiff, Edinburgh, Florence, 
Sheffield, Siena and Trento raised a number of critical 
analytical, empirical and normative questions in 
order to assess whether MLG, from being a “useful 
heuristic device”, can be considered a “theoretical 
concept” which can generate testable propositions. 

The first part of the conference was dedicated to 
conceptual analysis – a necessary “house-cleaning” 
exercise prior to moving on to testing the empirical 
fruitfulness of the concept. Simona Piattoni (Team 
9 Leader) presented the draft of a paper aiming to do 
precisely this. 

The second part was devoted to trying to understand 
whether MLG is the result of the autonomous 
development and “structuration” of EU politics and 
polity  or the result of the uploading of national 

Reports on EU-CONSENT Activities

place as the result of enlargement reflect a process of 
institutional adaptation, rather than mere assimila-
tion or radical transformation. Changes seem quite 
small in comparison with the magnitude of the proc-
ess; institutional inertia, path dependency and the 
lack of critical junctures may be the reasons for that. 
In any case, when measuring the impact of enlarge-
ment one should also consider the time-lag; it may be 
too early to tell, and these apparently small changes 
may become driving forces for bigger changes in 
the future. Most of the changes concern the practi-
cal functioning of the institutions whereas changes 
in the formal rules and norms are better explained 
by other factors, even though enlargement may have 
affected the outcome to some extent. Enlargement 
seems to be a catalyst for greater efficiency, although 
there are some questions about the increasing opac-
ity or quality of the output. The difficulty to man-
age the enlarged institutions has reinforced the trend 
towards a more presidential style in running the or-
ganisations and increased formalisation of the pro-
cedures. The main problems are related to languages 
and the internal distribution of resources. Future re-
search will focus on topics such as the administra-
tive culture that newer member states are bringing 
in, the socialisation process during the pre-accession 
phase, the institutional impact at the national level 
and possible impact in terms of legitimacy.

Sonia Piedrafita (s.piedrafita@eipa-nl.com)

Simona Piattoni, Stijn Smismans and Luca Verzichelli
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it was necessary to gather “warm bodies” in a room 
to discuss each other’s work and trying to assemble 
the pieces of the overall puzzle. There was general 
consensus that the debate had been very stimulating 
and that it would be a good idea to keep it going. 

Milena Bigatto (mb.eu-consent@soc.unitn.it)

European states and the Euro: 
The first decade

London, 23-24 May 2007

Conference of Team 17 ‘Impact of EU enlargement
on the euro and the euro on the new members’

under Work Package ‘Economic and Social 
Policies for an Expanding Europe’ (WP VI)

This conference was organized by Professor Ken-
neth Dyson (Cardiff University) and had some 20 
papers, which will be published as a volume by Ox-
ford University Press to commemorate the 10th an-
niversary of the euro. It assessed the effects of the 
early years of the euro on European states, more 
specifically on their institutions, policies and poli-
tics. The ‘incompleteness’ of the time period will be 
remedied in the later revised versions of the chap-
ters. Papers covered the context of the euro; country 
studies; and thematic studies on key policy areas.

The related objectives were to contribute to three 
areas of academic debate in European integration 
studies: 

Is the euro strengthening or weakening Euro-• 
pean states?

To what extent are domestic changes to be under-• 
stood as ‘Europeanization’ effects of the euro? If 
so, which causal mechanisms are at work?

Is the euro producing convergence or divergence • 
amongst European states, especially in financial 

practices. Two papers spoke on this theme: that by 
Ian Bache, who tackled directly the “uploading 
hypothesis”, and that by Stefania Profeti, 
who explored instead the “downloading” (or 
“Europeanization”) hypothesis. 

The third part investigated the actors or carriers of 
MLG. Two sets of actors were expressly investigated: 
Luca Verzichelli presented a draft paper on political 
elites in the EU while Emanuela Bozzini presented 
fresh research on advocacy coalitions in agricultural 
policy. The evidence provided by this session was 
extremely stimulating, pointing to the prominence 
of governmental actors in several policy areas and 
hence to the appropriateness of the “multi-level” 
qualifier before the term “governance”.

The fourth session was devoted to exploring issues of 
effectiveness and legitimacy connected to MLG, in 
turn linked to the likely impact that MLG has on the 
empowerment of institutional and non-institutional 
actors. Charlie Jeffrey’s paper reasoned on whether 
regions could claim to offer differentiated packages 
of citizenship rights instead of or in addition to 
national states. Stijn Smismans’ presentation, 
rather than tackling the issue of legitimacy, aptly 
closed the conference by going back to an analytical 
exploration of MLG by discussing whether it should 
be conceived as some form of federalism or rather as 
an embodiment of “directly-deliberative polyarchy”. 

The conference had a rather ambitious goal for which 

Charlie Jeffrey and Ian Bache
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pact on European foreign and security policy. Ac-
cording to Adrian Treacher, lecturer in European 
Studies at Sussex University, enlargement did not 
fundamentally change the EU’s foreign and security 
strategy, the main decisions of which have already 
been taken. The topic of enlargement was further 
discussed by Maja Smrkolj, PhD candidate at the 
Max Planck Institute for Comparative Public Law 
and International Law, Heidelberg, who presented a 
paper on the “Difficult Steps to Enlargement of the 
EU (Some Legal Aspects): The EU’s Foreign and 
Enlargement Policy for the Western Balkans”. After 
examining the existing legal instruments for the ac-
cession of the Western Balkan countries, she argued 
that these countries do not have any real leverage 
with respect to the EU as regards their membership. 
The prospect of full accession is in some ways simi-
lar to the threat of sanctions that the EU can apply in 
cases of non-compliance. Both can be seen as rather 
effective tools for political and economic reform, 
even if they are not implemented.

The second part of the panel was devoted to the Eu-
ropean Neighbourhood Policy, an EU initiative that 
can be considered halfway between enlargement pol-
icy and foreign policy. Michele Comelli, research 
fellow in European affairs at the IAI, presented the 
paper “Building security in the EU’s neighbourhood 
through the European Neighbourhood Policy?” In it, 
he took a critical look at the ambition of the Euro-
pean Neighbourhood Policy - which borrowed some 
of its concepts and instruments from enlargement 
policy – to meet one of the security (sub)objectives 
of the European Security Strategy, that is to build 
security in the EU’s neighbourhood. After that, Bea-
trix Futak Campbell, PhD candidate at the Univer-
sity of St Andrews, Scotland, presented her paper “Is 
there a common institutional discourse on the ENP: 
rhetoric during debates and Question Time at the Eu-
ropean Parliament on the Eastern neighbours”. The 
paper presented the findings of a research study that 
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market regulation and supervision, wages and 
industrial relations, and welfare states?

Every contributor delivered a full draft paper/chapter 
that effectively addressed these questions. Clearly 
there is still a need for substantial revisions in some 
cases and some are more ‘works in progress’ than 
others. However, the papers were of a uniformly 
very high quality. All had worked very hard to pro-
duce original contributions. 

Each session produced an excellent standard of de-
bate. In consequence, the contributors found it an 
extremely valuable experience. There was a sub-
stantial exchange of ideas.

Perhaps the most useful aspect was the mutual learn-
ing amongst the contributors, facilitating a closer 
coordination of work across the chapters.

Kenneth Dyson (dysonkh@cardiff.ac.uk)

European Union Studies 
Association (EUSA) Tenth 

Biennal Conference

Montreal, 17-19 May 2007

A number of EU-CONSENT related seminars were 
organized as part of this conference:

Panel: The effects of enlargement on EU foreign 
and security policy

Organized by Work Package ‘Political and Security 
Aspects of the EU’s External Relations’ (WP VII)

This panel discussion was chaired by Gianni Bon-
vicini, Director of the Rome-based Istituto Affari 
Internazionali (IAI), who also acted as a discussant. 
The panel discussion was divided into two parts of 
which the first focused on enlargement and its im-
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used a discourse analysis approach to examine the 
European Parliament’s different institutional discur-
sive formulations on the European Neighbourhood 
Policy (ENP) vis-à-vis its Eastern neighbours.

Michele Comelli (m.comelli@iai.it)

Panel: The impact of enlargement on the EU 
institutions

Organized by Work Package ‘Institutions and 
Political Actors: New forms of governance?’ (WP 
IV)

Edward Best (EIPA, Maastricht) and Pierpaolo 
Settembri (EIPA and New York University) 
presented a paper on the developments in the 
Council, comparing the institution’s performance 
along a number of parameters before and after the 
arrival of the new member states. The paper not only 
relied on original data on the adoption of legislative 
acts collected by the authors, but also included a 
number of case studies looking at the way in which 
the nature of negotiations has, or has not, changed 
after enlargement. The authors concluded that, 
even though some changes are observable, there 
has been nothing like the major problems in the 
decision-making process that was widely expected 
before enlargement. John Peterson (Edinburgh 
University) then presented a paper on the European 
Commission, co-authored with Andrea Birdsall 
(Edinburgh University), outlining the changes this 
institution has undergone in recent years, paying 
attention not only to the impact of EU enlargement 
but also to the effects of the Kinnock reforms and 
the arrival of the Barroso Commission. Again, the 
main message was that changes in the Commission 
occurred not only because of enlargement, but for 
a number of reasons also related to the internal 
developments in the Commission. Finally, Andreas 
Maurer (SWP, Berlin) presented a paper on the 
changing party-political landscape in the European 
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Parliament, with a particular focus on the debate in 
the British Conservative party about its membership 
in the EPP group. The author examined how the 
new party leadership’s commitment to leave the 
group ran into difficulties due to the limited range of 
alternatives, leading eventually to the formation of 
an extra-parliamentary alliance with a Czech party 
which may, after the next EP elections, form the 
basis for further cooperation. Thomas Christiansen 
(EIPA and ARENA, Oslo), who chaired the panel, 
also acted as discussant on these papers. The panel 
was very well attended, and a range of questions 
from the floor led to a lively discussion with the 
presenters. This panel at the EUSA conference was 
an important step towards the publication of an 
edited volume arising from the work of WP IV - the 
papers presented here constitute some of the draft 
chapters for that book which should go to print later 
in the year.

Thomas Christiansen (t.christiansen@eipa-nl.com)

Panel: Recent developments in EU public policy

Organized by the Public Policy Interest Section of 
EUSA

This panel was chaired by Michele Chang (College 
of Europe) with William Paterson (University 
of Birmingham) as discussant.  It began with a 
presentation by Sebastiaan Princen (Utrecht 
University), who presented an institutional analysis 
of health care and environmental policy in the 
EU, comparing it with the system in the US. Next 
Eleanor E. Zeff (Drake University) spoke of 
transportation policy as a case of Europeanization. 
Daniele Marchesi (College of Europe) prepared 
a paper on the effect of CFSP on the reform of the 
UN Security Council. This was followed by an 
examination of the single market and its prospects 
for completion by Laurie Buonanno and Neill 
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Announcements

New Publications

The Finnish Institute of 
International Affairs has 
published FIIA Report 16/2007, 
The Trans-Saharan Counter-
Terrorism Initiative: The US 
War on Terrorism in Northwest 
Africa by Toby Archer and 
Tihomir Popovic. In the report 
the authors ask what the US military is doing in the 
deserts of North Africa, where they operate under 
the heading Trans-Saharan Counter-Terrorism 
Initiative, part of America’s “Global War on Terror”. 
The report analyses the security situation of the 
countries involved in this initiative. It also considers 
the explanations given for the US military’s presence 
in the region. The report finds weaknesses in both the 
supportive and the critical explanations, and offers 
an alternative explanation: that it is the very nature 
of US military bureaucracy itself that necessitates 
the Americans’ activity in Africa. The report can 
be downloaded at http://www.upi-fiia.fi/doc/FIIA_
Report_16.pdf.

PhD Award Winners for 2006/2007

The following are the winners of the EU-CONSENT 
PhD award:

Serena Ciani: ‘Power in the Enlarged EU: Game • 
Theoretical Insights’

Edith Drieskens: ‘EU Representation in the • 
UN Security Council: A Principle Agent 
Perspective’

Florian Trauner: ‘EU Justice and Home Affairs in • 
the Western Balkans: The Politics of Exclusion 
and Inclusion’

All the papers are available on the EU-CONSENT 
website www.eu-consent.net 
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Nugent (Buffalo State University and Manchester 
Metropolitan University). Michele Chang (College 
of Europe) analysed the legitimacy of European 
monetary integration. William Paterson (University 
of Birmingham) ably performed the difficult task of 
discussing this wide range of topics. The discussion 
that took place during the panel also reflected the 
diversity of the issue areas studied in addition to 
the array of theoretical tools chosen to understand 
them. Topics discussed included not only the issue 
areas under consideration but also the choice of 
methodology and their appropriateness to a given 
topic. The panel’s breadth thus provided participants 
with the opportunity to consider their research 
within the context of European Union studies more 
generally.

Michele Chang (MChang@coleurop.be)

Reports on EU-CONSENT Activities

Welcome Lily!

The EU-CONSENT Newsletter is happy to 
present a great new deliverable to the EU-
CONSENT - Lily Sophie!
Lily was born on 1 June. She weighed 4200 
gram and was 52 cm tall. 
The proud and happy parents are Anne 
Faber and Patrick Fitschen.
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socio-political basis: Concepts and strategies to 
render the European institutions, instruments and 
procedures more effective and democratic; European 
“soft law”, inter-institutional agreements and reforms 
to rules of procedure as part of the development of 
European primary law; The changing role of the 
European Parliament and national parliaments; 
Right-wing populist, nationalistic and eurosceptic 
parties in the EU. 

2. Decision-making processes, negotiation results 
and problems of implementation in key policy 
fields: Reform of European economic and social 
policy within the framework of the Monetary Union; 
European energy, climate and environmental policy; 
Reform of the European financial constitution; the 
Lisbon Process and open method of coordination; 
Linkage of supranational and intergovernmental 
structures, instruments and processes in the EU’s 
external relations; Realisation of the Hague 
Programme for the establishment of an area of 
freedom, security and justice. 

3. Preferences and actions of state and civil-society 
actors in the EU member states: Intercultural and 
-religious processes and conflicts; Efforts to render 
German European Policy more effective; Processes 
of direct democracy in European Policy; Franco-
German cooperation in European Policy; German 
cooperation with Italy, Spain, Britain and the 
Visegrad states, as well as with the Baltic, Nordic 
and Benelux states. 

Apart from EU-CONSENT, the Research 
Unit EU Integration is a partner in the project 
“Europakommunikation und Europäische 
Vorausschau” directed by the European Movement, 
Germany. It participates in the Project “The Fabric 
of EU Governance” as well as in the publication of 
the “European Political Economy Review” (EPER) 
and Eurozone Watch. The Unit leads the project 
“Fifty Years of Inter-Parliamentary Cooperation: 
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The German Institute for 
International and Security 

Affairs (SWP-Berlin)

Partner No. 33

The German Institute for International and Security 
Affairs of the Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik 
(SWP) is an independent scientific establishment 
that conducts practically oriented research on the 
basis of which it then advises the Bundestag (the 
German parliament) and the federal government 
on foreign and security policy issues. The analyses 
and publications produced by SWP researchers 
and their participation in national and international 
debates on key issues help to shape opinion in their 
respective domains. SWP was set up in 1962 by 
private initiative in Ebenhausen, near Munich, and 
given the legal status of a foundation. Late in 2000 
its headquarters moved to Berlin, which has been 
SWP’s new home since January 2001. Since January 
1965, when the Bundestag unanimously backed the 
establishment of an independent research centre, the 
Institute has been federally funded. This support is 
supplemented by contributions from other research 
sponsors.

There are currently more than 130 staff working 
at SWP’s German Institute for International and 
Security Affairs. SWP has eight Research Units 
employing more than 60 scholars.

SWP’s Research Unit European Integration is the 
key partner to the EU-CONSENT Network of 
Excellence. The EU Unit examines the strategies, 
negotiations and constitutive decision-making 
processes related to the process of integration 
undertaken by the institutions and member states of 
the European Union (EU). Its work concentrates on 
three core subjects:

1. Development of the EU’s primary law and 
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making with regard to immigration, asylum and 
international environmental crime.

Dr. oec. Ognian Hishow 
is Lecturer at the Institute 
for Eastern European 
research - Free University, 
Berlin. From 1999-2000, 
Ognian was Visiting 
Scholar at the University 
of California, Los Angeles. 
Ognian’s expertise covers 
Economic policy-making, 

monetary and fiscal aspects of EU integration, 
economic growth, innovation, and employment. He 
currently focuses on economic reform in the EU-
15, economic integration of the accession countries, 
effects of the eastward extension and globalization 
on growth and employment in the old and new part 
of the European Union, and the introduction of the 
common currency in the new member economies.

Dipl.-Pol. Daniela Kietz 
received the first EU-
CONSENT Award 2005/2006. 
She holds a Scholarship 
of the Austrian Academy 
of Sciences and the Forum 
Ebenhausen at SWP. From 
February to August 2006, 
she worked at the European 
Parliament’s Secretariat of the Civil Liberties 
Committee. Daniela’s expertise includes the role 
of national parliaments in the EU, European Justice 
and Home Affairs, and institutional consequences 
of EU-enlargement. She currently researches on the 
role and effects of interinstitutional agreements in 
the EU, and the role of national parliaments of the 
new member states in the EU.
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Progressing towards Effective Cross-Level 
Parliamentarism? (I.PA.COO-50) and coordinates 
the EPC/SWP Brussels policy debates. Within 
the Framework of the Sixth Framework Research 
Programme, the Unit is also part of the international 
cooperation project “Understanding Privatisation 
Policy - Political Economy and Welfare Effects”.

SWP Researchers within EU-CONSENT

Dr. rer. soc. 
Andreas Maurer 
is Head of the 
Research Unit. 
Holder of the 2003 
Science Award 
of the German 
Bundestag, he 
currently acts 

as Project Director for I.PA.COO.-50 - Fifty Years 
of Inter-Parliamentary Cooperation: Progressing 
towards Effective Cross-Level Parliamentarism? 
From 2002-2004, Andreas was Adviser to the 
European Constitutional Convention. Since 2002, 
he is Visiting Lecturer in the Postgraduate European 
Studies Programme of the three Berlin Universities. 
Andreas’s research covers Governance in the 
European Union; Parliaments and Parliamentarism 
within the EU; transnational cooperation of political 
parties; negotiations and reform of European 
treaties; European cooperation in justice and home 
affairs; EU Employment and Social policies; 
competencies and the hierarchy of norms within 
the EU’s legal system; German and British policies 
towards European integration. He currently focuses 
on the EU Treaty on a Constitution for Europe; 
EU Soft Law (Institutions’ Rules of Procedure and 
Interinstitutional Agreements); Full and Selective 
membership to the EU; Perspectives, roles and 
functions of the European Parliament and of the 
national parliaments in EU integration; Reform 
of the Council of the European Union and related 
reforms in national political systems; EU policy 
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Economic and Monetary Union, France, Franco-
German relations, and Perspectives for integration 
in the EU-27. Her current focus is on Economic 
governance in the Eurozone, functioning of the 
Eurogroup, French elections 2007, and French 
European policy after the referendum on the 
Constitutional Treaty.

Within EU-CONSENT, the  SWP  partners  
concentrate on Team 8 “European Parliament and 
European Politics” within the thematic group on 
Institutions and political actors (WP IV), which 
analyses the impact of the successive enlargements 
of the European Community/Union on the European 
institutions with regard to their internal organisation, 
inter-institutional relations and interaction with 
national actors. Together with Brendan Donnelly 
(Federal Trust, London), Andreas Maurer leads Team 
8. This team focuses on the impact of enlargements 
on the workings of the European Parliament and on 
the role of the Parliament in the development of a 
European political space. There will be two main 
areas of work. The first area concerns the internal 
organization and functioning of the Parliament. The 
question to be addressed here is whether widening 
weakens the institutional capacity of the Parliament 
to manage its responsibilities in a living constitution, 
in terms both of decision-making efficiency and the 
coherence of the Parliament’s positions. The second 
issue relates to the significance of the Parliament’s 
political groups and of European political parties 
in general. The first part of the analysis will look 
back at the past while at the same time monitoring 
the first two years of the enlarged Parliament. It 
concentrates on using indicators such as voting 
patterns in the Parliament and comparison of 
identifying patterns and trends a) in the internal 
coherence of EP Political Groups and Euro-parties; 
and b) in public recognition and support for the EP 
Groups and Euro-parties. Preliminary conclusions 
will be refined in a second stage, which should also 
contribute to the formulation of recommendations 
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Julia Lieb, M.E.S. works  as  an   
Evangelisches  Studienwerk 
Villigst e.V. fellow at SWP. 
She also acts as associated 
doctoral student in the DFG 
graduate school Multilevel 
Constitutionalism: European 
Experiences and Global 
Perspectives, at Humboldt 

University, Berlin. Her focus is on institutional, 
democratic and politico-administrative aspects of 
the Common European Foreign and Security Policy; 
Europeanisation of national diplomatic services, and 
possibilities for synergising national diplomacy at 
the EU level - perspectives for, and consequences 
of, the Europeanisation of the foreign services. 

Roderick Parkes, M.A. 
is research assistant of 
the Research Unit EU 
Integration. From 2003 to 
2005, Roderick worked as 
Media Analyst at Medien 
Tenor, Institute for Media 
Analysis, Bonn. His areas of 
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regarding public policy measures and other actions 
in this sphere. The team tests if and under which 
conditions the EP will remain or become a key actor 
in the new Union, especially if it will be able to 
overcome the vicious spiral of democratic deficit or 
if it will become a Parliament with specific features 
in a Union reinventing itself.
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