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Dear friends,

Welcome to the March 2008 issue of the EU-
CONSENT Newsletter!

In this issue you will find invitations to two upcoming 
workshops, one in London on the European 
Parliament and the other in Cardiff on European 
economic governance and policies. 

This issue also contains reports from three interesting 
events, some new publications as well as some news 
from the Latvian Institute of International Affairs 
(LIIA). Of particular interest for PhD students are 
the calls for papers for the PhD Award (page 1, 
deadline 9 April) and for the next issue of ‘Consent 
for Europe’ (page 9, deadline 4 April).

We also want to draw your attention to the latest 
issue of EU-27 Watch, which was just issued. We 
urge all institutes to include the watch on your own 
websites and to inform wide groups within your 
societies of this excellent survey. A summary will in 
the near future be distributed to all EU-CONSENT 
members.

Finally, congratulations to Wolfgang Wessels on his 
birthday! (see page 7)

Best wishes from Stockholm,

Gunilla and Martin
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Editor’s Column

PhD Award:

Call for papers 

We would like to draw PhD students’ attention 
to the paper competition of EU-CONSENT. 
Once a year, an award is given for the three 
best papers written by PhD students. 

Eligible papers for submission are those that 
have been prepared within the framework of 
EU-CONSENT since 1 June 2007 – e.g. for 
PhD Schools, conferences, workshops, etc. 

The winners will be selected by the Steering 
Group on the basis of the PhD Centre’s pro-
posal. There is a 3000 EUR yearly budget for 
the competition. The award is allocated to the 
three best papers: 1200 EUR is offered for the 
first, 1000 EUR for the second and 800 EUR 
for the third. 

The decision will be made at the beginning 
of May 2008, and the papers will be publis-
hed along with the results in the ‘Consent for 
Europe’ Online Journal and on the EU-CON-
SENT website.

Application and selection guidelines:

Please bear in mind that only EU-CON-• 
SENT members are eligible to take part in 
the competition. 

Please send your papers via email to • 
Judit Kis-Varga (judit.kisvarga@uni-        
corvinus.hu)

Deadline for submission of     •	
papers:  9 April 2008.
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Upcoming EU-CONSENT EVENTS

The European Parliament        
after the Lisbon Treaty

London, 25 April 2008

Workshop organised by the Federal Trust within 
the framework of Team 8 ‘The European Parlia-

ment and European Politics’ under Work Package 
IV ‘Institutions and Political Actors’’

This workshop will discuss the role of the European 
Parliament in an enlarged European Union, with a 
particular focus on what its role will be after the im-
plementation of the Lisbon Treaty. It will examine 
the questions of a European demos, the relationship 
with the Council of Ministers and relationships with 
national parliaments. For further information please 
visit www.eu-consent.net or contact Ulrike Rüb-
Taylor at ulrike.rub@fedtrust.co.uk.

Programme

Welcome by Brendan Donnelly, Director of the 
Federal Trust

Session 1: The European Parliament and the Euro-
pean Demos
Presentation: Andrew Duff (MEP)
Respondent: Simona Piattoni (University of Tren-
to)

Session 2: The European Parliament: An Equal Part-
ner of the Council?
Presentation: Andreas Maurer (German Institute 
for International and Security Affairs)
Respondent: Dermot Scott (Head of the UK office 
of the European Parliament)

Session 3: The European Parliament and National 
Parliaments
Presentation: Brendan Donnelly (The Federal 
Trust)
Respondent: Edward Best (European Institute of 
Public Administration)

European Economic Govern-
ance and Policies: Commentary 

on Key Documents

Cardiff, 8-9 May 2008

Workshop organised by Team 17 ‘Impact of EU 
enlargement on the Euro and the Euro on the new 
members’ under Work Package VI ‘Economic and 

Social Policies’

This workshop’s primary objective is to identify the 
key documents in the development of European eco-
nomic governance. Three questions are central:

What have been the key documents in the his-1. 
torical, institutional and policy development of 
Economic and Monetary Union in Europe?

Which ideas inform them, and why?2. 

What has been their legacy?3. 

Workshop participants include European Monetary 
Union (EMU) ‘veterans’ from the EMI/early ECB 
years such as Jean-Victor Louis and Hanspeter 
Scheller, practitioners such as Ivo Maes (National 
Bank of Belgium) and political scientists such as 
Dermot Hodson (Birkbeck College, London). They 
will function as the advisory board for a Oxford Uni-
versity Press (OUP) book on ‘European Economic 
Governance and Policies’.

For more information please visit www.eu-consent.
net. If you are interested in attending, please contact 
Katja Seidel at

seidelk@cardiff.ac.uk.
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Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events

Reminders

Team 23 Conference: ’The External Effects 
of Internal Security: Challenges for the 
Enlarged European Union’

Date(s): 8-9 May 2008

Location: Vienna

Contact: Katrin Alas (alas@oiip.at) and Paul 
Luif (paulluif@oiip.at).

For further informationsee the January issue 
of the Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.

Fifth EU-CONSENT PhD School: ’The poli-
tical economy of European growth: Demo-
graphy, geography & democracy’

Dates: 2-7 June 2008

Location: Université de Pau et des Pays de 
l’Adour, France

Deadline for application: The deadline has 
been extended until 7 April 2008

For further information see the January issue 
of the EU-CONSENT Newsletter. More infor-
mation is also available at the PhD Centre 
section of our website www.eu-consent.net. 

Contacts: 

Jacques Le Cacheux (jacques.lecacheux@
sciences-po.fr)

Judit Kis-Varga (judit.kisvarga@uni-corvinus.
hu)

Anne Perrin (anne.perrin@univ-pau.fr)

Team 5 Workshop: ’New Perspectives for 
Team Presidencies: New Members, New 
Candidates and New Neighbours’

Date(s): 24-25 April 2008

Location: Budapest

Contact: Judit Kis-Varga (judit.kisvarga@uni-
corvinus.hu)

For further information see the February issue 
of the Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.

Workshop of Work Package X ’Teaching’

Date(s): 21 April 2008

Location: Cologne

Contact: Gaby Umbach (gaby.umbach@uni-
koeln.de)

For further information see the e-mail sent out 
by Gaby Umbach, the February issue of the 
Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.

Team 7 Workshop: ’The European Com-
mission: Inside and Out’

Date(s): 15-16 May 2008

Location: Edinburgh

Contact: Andrea Birdsall (euconsent@ed.ac.
uk)

For further information see the February issue 
of the Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.

Team 6 Workshop: ’Alternative Methods of 
Regulation and Better Law Making in the 
Enlarged EU’

Date(s): 16 May 2008

Location: Maastricht

Contact: Sonia Piedrafita (s.piedrafita@eipa.
eu)

For further information see the February issue 
of the Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.

French TEPSA Pre-Presidency Conference 
and EU-CONSENT General Assembly

Date(s): 12-13 June 2008

Location: Paris

Contact for TEPSA conference: Yvonne Nass-
hoven (yvonne.nasshoven@tepsa.be).

Contact for General Assembly: Funda Tekin 
(funda.tekin@uni-koeln.de)

For further information see the February issue 
of the Newsletter and www.eu-consent.net.
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The Different Approaches of 
the Constitutionalisation of 

EU Enlargement

Prague, 5 March 2008

Workshop organized by Team 4 ‘EU 
Constitutionalisation’ under Work Package II/III 

‘Theories’’

This workshop was organised by Charles University 
in Prague in cooperation with its Team 4 partner the 
Max-Planck Institute for Public Law and Compara-
tive Law (MPI, based in Heidelberg). Four papers 
were presented and discussed: Felix Hanschmann 
(MPI) presented a paper on “Accession Criteria Ac-
cording to Primary Law”; Maja Smrkolj (MPI) pre-
sented a paper called “Enlargement on the Western 
Balkans”. Maja´s paper was also presented at the 
WP II/III meeting held in Cologne as the core pa-
per on strategies and scenarios for the Enlarged EU. 
Two papers were also presented by Charles Univer-
sity staff: one prepared by Ivo Slosarcik, Jan Vas-
ka, Zuzana Kasakova and Tomas Weiss on “The 
EU in (Distorted) Mirrors of the Czech Republic: 
Leitbilder for the Czech Republic” and the other 
by  Lenka Rovna on “Some Aspects of the Czech 
EU Presidency”. Lenka´s paper will be submitted in 
April 2008 as Team 4’s Annual State of the Art Pa-
per. Should you be interested in receiving the (work-
ing versions of these) papers, please contact Tereza 
Horejsova at horejsov@fsv.cuni.cz.

Tereza Horejsova
Charles University

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

Sixth meeting of Work Package 
II/III “Theories” 

Cologne, 11 March 2008

Members of Work Package II/III “Theories” con-
vened on 11 March 2008 in Cologne to discuss strat-
egies and scenarios for an enlarged Union and the 
further development of the network’s joint theoreti-
cal framework in light of recent political develop-
ments. They also prepared the Work Package’s plans 
for the next Joint Programme of Activities for EU-
CONSENT’s final year. In this context the Work 
Package meeting aimed to explore the possibilities 
of sustainably connecting Work Package II/III ac-
tivities with EU-CONSENT’s general cross-cutting 
activities in the long run, especially with the Task 
Force Research Frame and the Cross-Cutting Work-
ing Group ‘Deepening: Constitutional and Institu-
tional Change in the EU’ (see January 2008 edition 
of this newsletter). 

The round table discussion of the teams’ state of the 
art papers was structured around a number of guid-
ing questions and statements relating to the recent 
signing of the Treaty of Lisbon. This document pos-
tulates to ‘complete’ the process of institutional re-
form; no further change of the EU’s treaty basis is 
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Wolfgang Wessels and Gaby Umbach.
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tutionalised flexibility’ (which constitutes something 
of a contradiction in terms) could increasingly lead to 
a form of ‘anarchic differentiation’ within the EU. 

Enlargement, too, will stay on the Union’s agenda as 
there are no principle reasons why European states 
should stay outside the EU. The political force of the 
acquis communautaire, as a statement of a consensus 
of the existing Community, guarantees that any fear 
of overburdening the Union through enlargement is 
unfounded. The process of widening can, moreover, 
not be halted without serious threats to the stability 
of candidate countries, most notably the countries 
of the West Balkans. The establishment of the outer 
limits of Europe will remain a challenge for the fu-
ture. A concept interesting, even though not beyond 
controversy, to discuss in this regard may be that of 
a ‘European Commonwealth’ that includes common 
institutions but not membership for countries such as 
the Ukraine or Turkey. Other concepts, such as the 
European Neighbourhood Policy as alternatives to 
EU Enlargement, form other alternative perspectives 
in this context.

The second part of the Work Package meeting was 
devoted to a discussion of future priorities under the 
next Joint Programme of Activities. In this context 
Work Package members also discussed activities 
to further strengthen the dissemination of research      
results and the external impact of EU-CONSENT 
activities in general. Generally, Work Package mem-
bers agreed that cross-cutting activities between in-
dividual Work Packages particularly contribute to 
the coherence and quality of the research results pro-
duced within the network. Work Package members 
as well as all EU-CONSENT members are therefore 
especially encouraged to join activities conducted in 
the context of the Task Force Research Frame and 
the Cross-Cutting Working Group ‘Deepening’.  

Andreas Hofmann

University of Cologne

Reports from EU-Consent Events
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expected for the foreseeable future. The questions 
to ask in this regard are therefore: Does the Lisbon 
Treaty constitute the end of EU ‘deepening’ and 
‘widening’? What kind of academic vocabulary will 
we use to analyse and describe the future of the EU 
‘post-Lisbon’? What is ‘deepening’ outside treaty 
revision, and what is ‘widening’ beyond enlarge-
ment?

The unanimous answer from team members to these 
questions was that the concepts of EU ‘deepening’ 
and ‘widening’ do still and will continue to apply 
in the future but may be in need of further refine-
ment. The outcome of the process concluded by the 
Lisbon Treaty should be regarded as a reinvention 
of the Union through processes of adaptation and 
both formal and informal institutional change. The 
Lisbon Treaty does not constitute a fundamentally 
new stage in the integration process. The important 
difference to previous treaty amendments is that 
now there are no specific ‘left-overs’. Lisbon thus 
constitutes the end of a period, but further change 
is expected once all its measures are implemented. 
This implementation period may last quite long as 
the Lisbon Treaty – a creature of productive uncer-
tainty – does not specify how certain institutional 
innovations will work. 

The question of periodisation of European integra-
tion remains a challenging one that should however 
be tackled. This topic of time as a political resource 
is also touched upon by the Lisbon Treaty. While 
the disjointedness of different institutional times-
capes has so far been described as a central charac-
teristic of the Union’s institutional architecture, the 
recent treaty amendment seems to be introducing 
something akin to a general five-year cycle in view 
of terms in office regarding some new institutional 
arrangements. The process of adaptation will reveal 
the institutional balance between different ‘time-set-
ters’ in inter-institutional relations. 

Differentiation in institutional issues and policies 
will constitute a continuously fruitful field of re-
search. The dearth of effective instruments of ‘insti-
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stability of a ‘third way’ between a pronounced 
federo-scepticism on the one hand and a demand 
for supranational solutions on the other. At the same 
time the construction is characterized by a muddling 
of competences between the different levels.

Differentiation within the system is due to a 
discrepancy of capacities among the member states. 
In this regard one can observe certain ‘fusion clusters’ 
that institutionally fuse differently integrated groups 
of member states. The observed divergence is 
exacerbated by consecutive enlargement rounds.

Discussants identified processes of fusion at work in 
areas such as monetary policy, where supranational 
instruments of economic and monetary union are 
combined with the ‘Open Method of Cooperation’ 
as a ‘new mode of governance’ within economic and 
social policy. Similar processes are observable in 
foreign affairs, most notably the recent introduction 
of ‘fused actors’ such as the new High Representative 
of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy 
and the European External Action Service that 
are characterised by uncertain competences and a 
combination of national and Union influences. 

The fusion approach takes on the challenge to explain 
the evolution of a Community of Six, with a narrow 
focus on the joint management of coal and steel, to 

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

Europe Reloaded: 
Differentiation or Fusion?

Cologne, 12 March 2008

Workshop organised by Work Package II/III     
‘Theories’

The workshop was conducted on the occasion 
of a publication project in honour of Wolfgang 
Wessels. Central to this book project – edited by 
Udo Diedrichs, Anne Faber, Funda Tekin and 
Gaby Umbach in cooperation with the Institute for 
European Politics (Berlin) – is the critical appraisal 
of the ‘fusion thesis’ developed by Wolfgang 
Wessels in a series of articles published over the last 
two decades. The fusion thesis places the process 
of European integration in the wider context of the 
development of statehood per se. It explains the 
demand for integration as a result of an attempt at 
common problem-solving by the member states 
where individual states can no longer cope. In 
answering a number of basic constitutional questions 
member states seek an adequate problem-solving 
area and efficient and democratically legitimate 
decision-making procedures without at the same 
time excessively ceding national autonomy.

The Cologne workshop aimed to asses this process 
in the EU’s institutional development as well as in 
selected policy areas – notably economic policy as 
well as foreign affairs – and contrast it with processes 
of differentiation, combining research results in 
order to refine central concepts. 

Discussants stressed that the fusion approach serves 
primarily to explicate the remarkable stability of 
the integration process. A certain ‘sub-optimality’ 
of the institutional architecture was identified as a 
precondition for this stability that precludes detailed 
classification. Rather, the fusing of supranational 
and intergovernmental elements proves constitutive 
to the Union setup. Sub-optimality supports the 

Udo Diedrichs, Elfriede Regelsberger and Gianni 
Bonvicini
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a European Union of 27 with a state-like agenda. 
This macro-approach appears appropriate in light 
of the complex processes involved. The analysis of 
the integration process is embedded in the evolution 
of statehood far beyond the Treaty of Paris and will 
therefore have to be conducted on multiple levels. 

The workshop in this regard revealed the particular 
potential of the fusion thesis alongside some 
conceptual shortcomings. The approach will benefit 
from a specification of the central tenets that could 
open it to potential falsification. Which processes can 
be described as fusion, which cannot? A fine-tuning 
of the concept will serve to enhance the quality of the 
discussion and the research results. The contributions 
of the discussants raise hopes of reaching an answer 
to these questions. The publication of the volume is 
to be expected later this year.

Andreas Hofmann
University of Cologne

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

!Out now! 

New issue of ’CFSP Forum’
Volume 6, No. 2, March 2008

The latest issue of ’CFSP Forum’ contains the 
following articles.

Richard G. Whitman•	 : ’Foreign, Secu-
rity and Defence Policy and the Lisbon 
Treaty: Significant or Cosmetic Reforms?’

Cornelius Adebahr•	 : ’The First will be the 
Last: Why the EU Foreign Service will 
Remain Embryonic for Some Time’

Guri Rosén•	 : ’Parliamentary Control of 
European Security Policy: Why, Who and 
How?’

Robert Kissack•	 : ’EU Strategies for UN 
Reform: ‘Shoot the Puppy’?’

You will find ’CFSP Forum’ at 
www.eu-consent.net.

!Congratulations! 

In connection with the two workshops in Cologne in March, a reception was given to congratulate   
Wolfgang Wessels on his 60th birthday.

Wolfgang Wessels at the reception. Guests at the reception.



Eu-Consent Newsletter
No 3:2008 March

EU-CONSENT is supported by the Sixth Framework Programme of the European Commission 8

EU-27 Watch, No.6 / March 2008

EU-25/27 Watch aims to 
shed light on key issues and 
challenges of European in-
tegration. Institutes from 
all 27 EU member states 
as well as from Croatia 
and Turkey participate in 
the surveys conducted. The 
aim is to give a full com-
parative picture of debates 
on European integration 

and current developments in European politics in 
each of these countries. The Institut für Europäische 
Politik (IEP) in Berlin coordinates and edits the re-
ports. Contact persons at the IEP are Barbara Lippert 
(Barbara.lippert@iep-berlin.de) and Tanja Leppik 
(tanja.leppik@iep-berlin.de). This new survey was 
conducted on the basis of a questionnaire that was 
elaborated in November 2007 by all participating in-
stitutes. Most of the country reports were delivered 
at the beginning of February 2008.

Topics discussed:

The future of Europe at the end of the Portuguese • 
Presidency
The Western Balkans and the Enlargement   • 
agenda
The European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) and • 
Russia
The ongoing consultation on the budget review• 
Other current issues of high salience in the mem-• 
ber states

The full report can be downloaded at the EU-CON-
SENT website www.eu-consent.net. A summary of 
the report will be sent out to all EU-CONSENT par-
ticipants at the beginning of April.

New working paper on the ENP

Annegret Bendiek (Stiftung Wissenschaft und Poli-
tik, Berlin) has written a working paper entitled The 
ENP. Visibility and Perceptions in the Partner Coun-
tries (SWP Working paper FG2, 2008/01). The paper 
looks at visibility and perceptions of the European 
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) as important variables 
for the effectiveness of the EU approach towards its 
neighbours. In the absence of a clear EU membership 
perspective, the ENP builds on the principle of ‘joint 
ownership’: it entails mutual efforts of both the EU 
and the respective partner country in determining 
the adequate action lines – the objectives which the 
two partners both agree to fulfil. In this context, vis-
ibility reflects the degree of awareness of the EU on 
the part of partner countries, while perception refers 
to interpretations and misinterpretations of the EU’s 
motives for launching and conducting its policies in 
the partner countries.

The perception of the EU varies considerably among 
the ENP partners, depending on the credibility of the 
EU to produce and/or encourage reforms, the exist-
ence of other external actors having their own reform 
strategies with the ENP partners, and most impor-
tantly the domestic demand for reforms. The way the 
EU is seen and perceived among the ENP countries 
calls for a tailor-made approach, according to each 
partner’s specificities, in line with the principle of 
“joint ownership”. The paper can be downloaded at:  
http://www.swp-berlin.org/common/get_document.
php?asset_id=4686.

New Publications
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Article on the Lisbon Treaty and Constitutional 
Questions

Andreas Hofmann and Wolf-
gang Wessels have recently pub-
lished an article in the 1/2008 
issue of the German journal Inte-
gration (Institut für Europäische 
Politik) entitled The Treaty of 
Lisbon – a Stable and Conclu-
sive Answer to Key Constitu-
tional Questions? (in German). 

The Treaty of Lisbon presents itself as the answer to 
three key constitutional questions: How should the 
division of competencies between the Union and the 
member states best be defined? How can actors be 
positioned and procedures be structured to increase 
the Union’s capacity to act? What provisions will 
make the EU system ’more democratic’ and thereby 
increase its legitimacy? In answering these questions 
the member states are faced with a number of struc-
tural dilemmas. A series of changes to the existing 
provisions is expected to lead to increased efficiency 
as well as more democratic participation and con-
trol within individual institutions and procedures. 
It is uncertain, however, if these effects will prove 
mutually reinforcing or if, on the contrary, they will 
turn out to be counterproductive in combination. 
The underlying constitutional problems and ques-
tions are not conclusively addressed by the Lisbon 
Treaty. The article can be accessed at http://www.
iep-berlin.de/fileadmin/website/09_Publikationen/
integration_2008/Wessels_Hofmann.pdf. A transla-
tion of the article into English will soon be avail-
able.

Consent for Europe:

Call for papers 

Dear PhD members,

’Consent for Europe’ is an on-line journal for 
postgraduates published by EU-CONSENT in 
conjunction with the EU-CONSENT PhD Cen-
tre. The on-line journal is devoted to providing 
a platform for junior researchers carrying out 
original studies in European Studies across a 
number of disciplines including Law, Politics, 
Economics, Sociology, History, Public Policy 
and International Relations.

This is a call for papers for the next edition 
of the journal. If you would like your paper to 
be considered please submit it by Friday 4 
April to the editors: Beatrix Futák-Campbell – 
bf47@st-andrews.ac.uk and Judit Kis-Varga 
– judit.kisvarga@uni-corvinus.hu. Please also 
specify whether you presented your paper 
before at any EU-CONSENT event; and if so, 
when and where.

Notes for Contributors can found at:

http://www.eu-consent.net/library/phd/Notes-
for-Contributors.pdf. Submitted papers will 
normally be reviewed internally by members 
of EU-CONSENT.

Should you have any queries regarding the 
submission process please do not hesitate to 
contact the editors.

New Publications
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Latvian Institute of International Affairs (LIIA) 

The Latvian Institute 
of International Af-
fairs (LIIA) has se-
cured financial sup-
port from the Nordic 
Council of Ministers 
(NCM) for the international research project “En-
ergy: pulling the Baltic Sea region (BSR) countries 
together or pulling them apart?” The aim of this 
research project is to identify, analyze and assess 
the energy factor in the context of integration in the 
BSR, while facilitating cooperation between think 
tanks and research institutions in the BSR.

The following research institutions are going to 
participate in the project: the Swedish Defence Re-
search Agency (FOI), the German Institute for In-
ternational and Security Affairs (SWP), the Norwe-
gian Institute of International Affairs (NUPI), the 
Center for International Relations (CIR), the Finn-
ish Institute of International Affairs (UPI) and the 
Estonian Foreign Policy Institute (EFPI). Also, re-
searchers from Russia and Lithuania will be invited 
to contribute to the collection of articles that will be 
the main product of the research project.

News from Partner Institutes
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