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Dear friends,

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

In this issue you will find reports from two workshops 
that took place in April. The first was a WP VII 
workshop in Lisbon to discuss ‘New Perspectives 
for European Security.’ The second was a team 8, 
WP IV workshop organised by the Federal Trust in 
London on ‘The European Parliament in an Enlarged 
European Union.’

You will also find a number of interesting new 
publications, two announcements from University 
College Dublin as well as presentation of the Europa 
Institute at the University of Edinburgh.

Finally, please note the postponement of the WP 
X ‘Teaching’ workshop as well as the reminder of 
the TEPSA conference and EU-CONSENT General 
Assembly in June.

Best wishes from Stockholm,

Gunilla and Martin
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Editor’s Column

Reminder:

TEPSA Conference and EU-
CONSENT General Assembly 

In the context of the TEPSA Pre-Presiden-
cy Conference “La France en Europe, un 
acteur pas comme les autres?” on 12-13 
June 2008 in Paris, EU-CONSENT will 
hold a General Assembly entitled “Ho-
rizontal integration and network sustai-
nability: EU-CONSENT’s third annual 
reporting.” The Assembly will take place 
prior to the commencement of the TEPSA 
event, on Thursday 12 June 2008 from 
12:00h to 13:00h at Maison Heinrich 
Heine (Cité Internationale Universitaire 
de Paris, 27c Bd. Jourdan, 75014 Paris). 

As the next EU-CONSENT plenary con-
ference will not take place until March 
2009 it was decided to hold an additional 
General Assembly during the calendar 
year 2008 in order to provide for conti-
nuous coherence of the network. The 3rd 
update of the Joint Programme of Activi-
ties will be presented, discussed and put to 
vote during the meeting. Since EU-CON-
SENT is entering its final year, particular 
emphasis will be laid on the sustainability 
of network activities beyond the funding 
period. Participation is therefore warmly 
encouraged. A more detailed agenda for 
the General Assembly will be circulated at 
the beginning of May 2008.

For further information, contact Funda 
Tekin (funda.tekin@uni-koeln.de).
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Postponement of the 
workshop of WP X “Teaching” 

Contrary to the original planning the workshop 
“Teaching EU deepening and widening: Experi-
ences, Challenges, Solutions” of WP X ‘Teaching’, 
which was to have taken place on 21 April, has 
been postponed. It is now envisaged to take place 
in November 2008. The new workshop will be enti-
tled “From teaching to sustainable knowledge” and 
will be embedded into EU-CONSENT’s general 
activities to enhance the sustainability of network 
results. It is foreseen to focus on the discussion of 
redesigning EU-CONSENT’s teaching tools to pro-
vide broader access to knowledge on EU deepening 
and widening for the wider public. In this context, 
especially the revision of EU-CONSENT’s virtual 
teaching units will be discussed in order to trans-
form them into ‘knowledge units’ on EU deepening 
and widening to preserve and spread knowledge on 
EU deepening and widening for/to the wider public. 
For further information please contact Gaby Um-
bach (WP X leader) at the University of Cologne 
(gaby.umbach@uni-koeln.de).

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

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

For further information see the January 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.

Team 17 Workshop: ’European Economic 
Governance and Policies: Commentary on 
Key Documents’

Date(s): 8-9 May 2008

Location: Cardiff

Contact: Katja Seidel (seidelk@cardiff.ac.uk)

For further information see the March 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.

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

Dates: 2-7 June 2008

Location: Pau, France

For further information see the January issue 
of the EU-CONSENT Newsletter and the PhD 
Centre section of 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)
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New Perspectives for                
European Security

Lisbon, 18 April 2008

Workshop organised by Work Package VII ‘Po-
litical and Security Aspects of the EU’s external        

relations’

This workshop on the “New Perspectives of Euro-
pean Security” was organised by the Institute of In-
ternational and Strategic Studies (IEEI, Lisbon) and 
the Institute of International Affairs (IAI, Rome). 
During the meeting some of the main challenges 
and possibilities for European security and defence 
were discussed by researchers involved in WP VII 
of EU-CONSENT as well as by other academics and 
decision-makers. The main topic was the question 
of the multiple levels, the multiple actors and the 
growing number of EU members states and the chal-
lenges this poses in terms of reconciling flexibility, 
efficacy and solidarity in developing a European De-
fence and Security Policy for dealing with threats as 
diverse as terrorism, complex emergencies and fail-
ing states. Past experiences were analysed in order 
to draw some implications in terms of both limita-
tions and successes of European missions, things to 
change and things to invest in. The implication of 
whether or not these missions with a strong Europe-
an dimension were, strictly speaking, EU-led or not 
(NATO or UN), was also discussed. Lastly, a broad-
er discussion on the nature of strategy and security 
led to a more focused debate on possible signs of an 
emerging European strategic culture, what its char-
acteristics would be and should be, where this would 
lead us in dealing effectively with current security 
problems, namely in terms of the shape of a possible 
revision of the 2003 European Security Strategy.

Bruno Cardoso Reis 
IEEI

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

The European Parliament in 
an enlarged European Union:     

Beyond the Lisbon Treaty

London, 25 April 2008

Workshop organized by Team 8 ‘The European 
Parliament and European Politics’ under Work 
Package IV ‘Institutions and Political Actors’’

This workshop, organised by the Federal Trust, was 
divided up into three sessions. In the first session, en-
titled  “The European Parliament and the European 
Demos”, Andrew Duff MEP observed that the Eu-
ropean Parliament and the demos were still search-
ing for each other, but their finding each other was 
impeded by the member states, the national political 
parties and the media. In his view the referendums 
held on the Constitutional Treaty had been a sign of 
weakness of the national political systems. He then 
turned to discuss ten moments which had helped the 
EU overcome the crisis brought about by the failed 
referendums. These moments included the process 
of negotiating the new Treaty in 2007, which was 
conducted in a pragmatic and discreet way. Other 
critical moments were of an electoral nature, such 
as the election of Nicolas Sarkozy in France and the 
change of government in Poland. A further set of 
turning points had to do with the decision by certain 
member states not to hold a referendum, which had 
previously planned to hold one. Further factors in 
overcoming the crisis were of a geo-political nature, 
such as questions of EU foreign policy and climate 
change. Finally, there were some factors which were 
still in the future, such as the Irish referendum in 
June 2008 and the European elections in June 2009. 
In conclusion, Mr Duff observed that the motto of 
the Constitutional Treaty – “United in Diversity” – 
seemed to have been transformed into “United in 
Obscurity”. Yet in his view the process had sharp-
ened the definition of the demos and increased the 
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interest an audience in legislative matters would be a 
continual challenge. The EP also had to look at its in-
ternal structures: currently certain committees, such 
as the ‘security’ and ‘freedom’ committees worked 
at odds with one another. As regards its relationship 
with the Union’s other institutions, the EP should try 
to have more influence in the Commission’s legis-
lative initiatives, which currently take far more ac-
count of views in the Council. Dr Maurer went on to 
suggest that the twin ‘foreign policy’ posts of the Un-
ion should exercise their responsibilities in clearly 
separate areas of competence. Otherwise, conflict of 
responsibility would be the inevitable result. 

In his response, Dermot Scott, Head of the Euro-
pean Parliament Office in the UK, began by quoting 
Elmar Brock: “The European Parliament has all the 
power it ever wanted”. Indeed, he went on, it had all 
the power that Spinelli would have wished it had. 
He referred in particular to Dr Maurer’s reference 
to the increasing pressure of business felt by the EP 
as its competences had increased, citing this as a 
potential problem from the perspective of transpar-
ency. If there was greater pressure to deal quickly 
with legislative proposals to avoid a ‘clogging-up’ of 
the system, the number of ‘first reading’ deals struck 
with the Council ‘behind closed doors’ might well 
increase, to the detriment of transparency. Much 
of the future balance between the EP and Council 
would depend upon the Parliament’s implementation 
of the reforms in the Lisbon Treaty; whether or not 
the EP would, for example, be able to exert some 
control over the External Action Service. Mr Scott 
stressed in particular that the Parliament would be 
under some pressure to organise itself effectively in 
the first half of 2009, after the Lisbon Treaty came 
into effect and before the European Elections in 
June 2009 - particularly given that from spring 2009, 
parliamentarians would be increasingly focused on 
electoral campaigning. It remained to be seen how a 
‘strong’ Council President might affect the balance of 
power between the Council and the Parliament, but it 

Reports from EU-Consent Events
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powers of the European Parliament.

In her response, Professor Simona Piattoni (Univer-
sity of Trento) remarked that the ratification process 
of the Lisbon Treaty offered a chance for an encoun-
ter between the EU and the demos. Despite the wish 
for transparency, however, reality seemed to suggest 
that when the EU made progress it was not as a re-
sult of greater transparency. Moving on to the ques-
tion of the demos, Professor Piattoni observed that 
the EU would take a very long time to develop a 
demos along either a top-down or bottom-up path, 
as followed by most EU member states. Instead the 
US model of a demos, which builds on the separa-
tion of powers and a compound polity without clear 
government and in which no constituent state feels 
threatened despite the vast differences within the 
Union, could be a better example for an EU demos.

The second session was entitled “The European Par-
liament: An equal partner to the Council?”. Dr An-
dreas Maurer (Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik 
Berlin) highlighted how the EP’s powers had con-
sistently increased; and would continue to do so un-
der the Lisbon Treaty, after which the EP would leg-
islate in 84 areas, including trade. In addition, the EP 
had an increasing role in the selection / election of 
key post-holders such as the Commission President 
and the High Representative, and it would probably 
soon have selection procedures akin to those used 
in the US senate. On the other hand, the number of 
areas in which consultation with time limits operates 
had increased, something which effectively denied 
the EP its ability to postpone legislation. Equally, 
the expansion of the ‘open method of co-ordination’ 
meant that the EP was increasingly sidelined in these 
areas. Dr Maurer went on to highlight the challenges 
facing the EP as it attempted to become an equal 
partner with the Council. For example, it had to be 
selective in what business it would focus on, giv-
en its new time constraints and greater quantity of 
work. To this end, it needed to keep legislative mat-
ters ‘centre-stage’, instead of investing great energy 
in broader geo-political discussion - though how to 
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fect. Statistically, the number of opinions likely to 
be submitted by national parliaments was very low, 
since the scope of issues they could look at under the 
Protocol was very narrow. Different parliaments in-
terpreted the principle of subsidiarity differently and 
it would therefore be difficult for them to act jointly. 
Some parliaments might anyway not want to be seen 
contradicting their government in public. The ben-
efit of the practice of mandating was questionable 
as it made negations very cumbersome, as the case 
of Austria showed. Even COSAC had been cautious 
about the protocol, recommending its members not 
to get distracted by the question of subsidiarity and 
not to see the mechanism as a miracle cure. The im-
age of national parliaments as “superlegitimate gate-
keepers” was not helpful. In conclusion Professor 
Best observed that the EU was seen by citizens as 
part of the “global level”, while national parliaments 
were perceived to be closer to the citizens. This was 
a problem unresolved by the Protocol on national 
parliaments of the Lisbon Treaty.

Ulrike Rüb-Taylor and Jonathan Church
The Federal Trust

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

was up to parliamentarians to link their actions, and 
their elections, directly to the choice of President, by 
forming groups which explicitly supported different 
candidates for the Presidency. These groups might 
split along traditional left/right axes, or might coa-
lesce around ‘Atlanticist’ or ‘European’ candidates, 
or divide along, say, ‘Eurozone’ / ‘Non-Eurozone’ 
lines, but the priority was that parliamentarians leant 
support transparently to candidates by early 2009; 
something requiring the existence of candidates by 
the turn of the year.

In the third session of the workshop, entitled “The 
European Parliament and national parliaments”, 
Brendan Donnelly (Federal Trust) discussed wheth-
er the new powers given to national parliaments in 
the Protocol to the Lisbon Treaty were substantial 
and indeed desirable. He first pointed out that in fact 
the powers were not new but were a consolidation 
of previous practice. The procedure of involving na-
tional parliaments in the EU was never straightfor-
ward because of the different cultures and practices 
in all member states. The Protocol on national par-
liaments sought a fine balance, in order to  accom-
modate diverse views of parliamentary legitimacy 
in the European Union. Mr Donnelly then observed 
that the problem of the lack of democratic legitima-
cy in the EU still persisted despite increased powers 
of the European Parliament. The acceptance by the 
minority of being outvoted by a majority was one 
definitional characteristic for a “demos” and in the 
EU this acceptance did not always exist. The pro-
posal for political parties to nominate their candi-
dates for the Commission Presidency ahead of the 
European elections had the potential to create one 
of the building blocks for an EU demos, by ensuring 
that the European Elections had a democratically le-
gitimated “outcome”.

In response, Professor Edward Best (European 
Institute of Public Administration, EIPA) started 
off his intervention with the observation that the 
football-related image of red and yellow cards was 
not helpful and would not have great practical ef-
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Nor, according to the study, is there any empirical 
evidence that globalisation has led to an erosion of 
social provision. Social protection spending as a pro-
portion of GDP in the EU has remained remarkably 
stable over the last two decades, remaining around 
27-28% since the early 1990s. Similarly, data show 
continuing progress towards widely supported social 
aims such as reducing gender imbalances in pay and 
employment rates, even though these gaps remain 
sizeable (the gender pay gap in the EU was still 15% 
in 2005). This implies that it is not the extent of wel-
fare provision, but how it is used that most affects 
competitive success.

But the study also recognises the need to modernise 
social policies and invest in human resources for the 
EU to make best use of globalisation’s opportunities. 
A range of policy responses will be required for the 
EU and its Member States to do this, in particular:

Equipping the economy to compete by investing 1. 
in activities of the future as well as adapting to 
cope with the demands of climate change, ageing 
and new sources of competition;

Smoothing adjustment, recognising that globali-2. 
sation will require economic and social change 
that will impose costs and require redeployment 
of resources;

Improving socio-economic governance so as 3. 
to facilitate these changes, with the EU and the 
Member States acting together.

Italy, the EU and the UN security system

A new publication entitled Strength-
ening the UN security system. The 
Role of Italy and the EU, edited 
by Nicoletta Pirozzi, was recently 
published by the Istituto Affari In-
ternazionali (IAI). This publication 
originated at a seminar organised in 

Rome on 30 November 2007 by the IAI, the Centro 

New paper on economic governance in the Euro 
area

Iain Begg has written a paper entitled Economic 
governance in an enlarged euro area, as part of 
the European Commission’s ten year review of the 
EMU (EMU@10 Research). Ten years on from its 
launch, it is clear that EMU, which has to be regard-
ed as a more profound regime change than is often 
acknowledged, has had a pronounced effect on eco-
nomic governance. As a framework for the conduct 
of macroeconomic policy, EMU has had undoubted 
successes in assuring price stability and in instilling 
greater fiscal discipline, yet it is open to the criticism 
that it has not (yet?) delivered improved perform-
ance in the real economy. Moreover, some of the 
compromises made at the outset and over the twenty 
years since the roadmap for EMU was first set out, 
notably to reconcile divergent French and German 
preferences, have left certain elements of the policy 
architecture unresolved. In the coming years, sev-
eral more Member States are expected to become 
full participants in EMU, so that fresh thinking on 
the governance arrangements is warranted, not least 
to accommodate the rather different economic char-
acteristics of the candidate countries. The paper can 
be downloaded at: http://ec.europa.eu/economy_fi-
nance/publications/publication12319_en.pdf.

Study on social Europe and globalisation

A study entitled Is Social Europe Fit for Globali-
sation? A study of the social impact of globalisa-
tion in the European Union was recently completed 
by the Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS) 
for the European Commission. Its authors are Iain 
Begg (LSE), Juraj Draxler (CEPS) and Jørgen 
Mortensen (CEPS). The study argues that fears of 
globalisation within the EU are largely unfounded. 
Some of the most successful economies in northern 
Europe achieve high employment rates and a much 
greater degree of income equality than other parts 
of the world, while also retaining large and efficient 
public sectors.

New Publications
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Studi sul Federalismo (CSF, Turin) and the European 
Policy Centre (EPC, Brussels). The main purpose of 
this work was to develop practical analyses and iden-
tify viable proposals for an enhanced contribution on 
the part of Italy and the EU to the UN collective se-
curity system. After an introduction by Gianni Bon-
vicini, Director of the IAI, three papers focus on the 
following themes: proposals for a greater EU role in 
the UN and the Security Council (by Sven Biscop 
and Antonio Missiroli), Italy’s contribution to the 
policies and reform of the Security Council (by Fer-
dinando Salleo and Nicoletta Pirozzi) and Italy’s 
participation in the UNIFIL II mission in Lebanon 
(by Natalino Ronzitti and Federica Di Camillo). A 
final report sums up the substance of the debate. The 
report can be purchased at: http://www.iai.it/sec-
tions_en/pubblicazioni/iai_quaderni/indiciEng.asp.

Latest issue of The International Spectator

The latest issue of the IAI’s quarterly 
The International Spectator (Volume 
43, No. 1, March 2008) featured, 
among others, a few articles on EU-
related issues: Europe’s Future For-
eign Service by Graham Avery; 
Beyond the Stalemate: How Europe 
Can Contribute to UN Reform by Ulrich Roos, Ul-
rich Franke and Gunther Hellmann; Promoting 
Regional Cooperation: The EU in South Eastern 
Europe by Alessandro Rotta. More information is 
available at: http://www.iai.it/sections_en/pubbli-
cazioni/theinternationalspectator/tis_en.asp.

Integration Impact in Croatia and Ireland

The book Communicating integra-
tion impacts in Croatia and Ire-
land was jointly published by the 
Institute for International Relations 
(IMO, Zagreb) and the Institute of 
International and European Affairs 
(IIEA, Dublin). The editors of the 

book are Visnja Samardzija and Alan Dukes. The 
book brings together a selection of papers prepared 

within the project “EU IMPACT - Academic network 
for communicating integration impacts in Croatia”, 
supported by the European Commission through the 
Phare programme. 

The book collects the reflections of the authors on 
key areas that were discussed at a number of aca-
demic debates in Croatia during 2007. One of the 
introductory papers, written by Wolfgang Wessels 
and Yvonne Nasshoven, elaborates the networking 
experience of EU Consent and TEPSA. The other 
contributors are Irish and Croatian experts who seek 
to give an answer about the expected impacts of EU 
membership in the important fields of education, 
environment protection, food safety and consumer 
protection. The book aims to raise awareness of the 
impacts, challenges and opportunities of EU mem-
bership for Croatia, based on the successful Irish 
experience within the academic community and the 
best practice of communicating Europe to citizens. 

The book can be obtained upon request from IMO 
free of charge and will be available in electronic ver-
sion on the IMO website (www.imo.hr).

New Publications
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University College Dublin (UCD)

The UCD School of Law is offering 
3 Ad Astra Doctoral Scholarships 
for students commencing their stud-
ies in September 2008. The Ad As-
tra Doctoral Scholarships are aimed 
at excellent candidates who wish to 
pursue PhD degrees by research with 

participation in a structured PhD programme. Schol-
arships will be tenable for up to 4 years and carry a 
stipend of €16,000 per annum plus additional grants 
to cover fees, conference attendance and fieldwork 
costs. 

To be eligible to be considered for a School of Law 
UCD Ad Astra Doctoral Scholarship a candidate 
should have obtained or expect to obtain a 1st Class 
Honours Degree or at least a 2.1 Honours Degree 
or equivalent and be qualified for direct admission 
to a PhD programme for the first time in September 
2008. Additional evidence of having demonstrated 
an aptitude and interest in research would be advan-
tageous. 

For further information and details of application 
procedures see http://www.ucd.ie/law/research_
scholarships.htm

For Academic inquiries contact Professor Imelda 
Maher, Sutherland Professor of European Law, 
Graduate School of Law 
Address: Roebuck Castle Belfield Dublin 4 
Email: Imelda.Maher@ucd.ie 
Phone: +353 1 716 8745.  

For administrative inquiries contact Ms. Niamh Mc-
Cabe, Graduate Programme Manager, School of 
Law, 
Address: Roebuck Castle Belfield Dublin 4, 
Email: Niamh.McCabe@ucd.ie 
Phone: +353 1 716 8769

The University College Dublin School of Law 
and School of Politics and International Relations 
(SPIRe) will commence a new PhD programme 

News from Partner Institutes

in European Law and Governance in Septem-
ber 2008. A structured, challenging and dynamic 
interdisciplinary programme, it aims to integrate 
the fields of law and politics through the explora-
tion of themes common to both disciplines in the 
context of European governance.  Students are re-
quired to take 30 ECTS of modules and write a dis-
sertation.  Students are registered with the School 
most closely associated with their research pro-
posal but the supervisory team will have academics 
from both Schools. For further information contact 
Professor Imelda Maher, UCD School of Law, im-
elda.maher@ucd.ie and see http://www.ucd.ie/law/
grad_governance_phd.htm
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Presenting Partner Institutes

The Europa Institute at the 
University of Edinburgh 

The University of Edinburgh was 
founded in 1583.  It was recently 
rated (in the Times Higher World 
University Rankings) as one of 
the top 10 universities in Europe.  
Edinburgh graduates (over a 
considerable period of time!) include David Hume, 
Robert Louis Stephenson, Alexander Graham 
Bell, Sir Malcolm Rifkind, and Gordon Brown. 
The University’s Europa Institute is one of the 
world’s foremost centres for research and advanced 
study on European integration.  Founded in 1968, 
it brings together over 40 leading scholars on EU 
politics, policy and law. They work with a growing 
community of early career, post-doctoral and 
postgraduate researchers. Masters programmes are 
offered in Law (LLM in European Law), in Politics/
International Relations (MSc in International and 
European Politics), and across the two subject areas 
(MSc in European Politics and Law).  Members of 
the Europa Institute are also actively engaged in 
policy and knowledge transfer work, particularly at 
the interface(s) between the sub-national (Edinburgh 
is the capital of a devolved Scotland), national, 
European and international levels. 

The Institute’s Co-Directors are Prof Drew Scott 
and Prof Jo Shaw. Its Chairman is Prof Sir David 
Edward, former British judge on the European Court 
of Justice. Together with Edinburgh’s Department of 
Politics and IR, the Europa Institute is institutional 
home to an EU-CONSENT research group, led 
by Prof John Peterson, on ‘The Commission 
and the European Civil Service’. This group’s 
work has spawned numerous projects, including 
the ‘José Manuel Barroso: Political Scientist’ 
initiative (European Political Science, 7/1 March 
2008; see also http://www.eu-consent.net/content.
asp?contentid=1442). It will extend to the most 
comprehensive attitudinal survey ever conducted of 
the European Commission in 2008-9.

A Brief History

The Europa Institute was established in the 
University’s (then) Faculty of Law in 1968. The 
moving force behind it was Professor J.D.B 
Mitchell, the first holder of the Salvesen Chair of 
European Institutions at the University of Edinburgh. 
Although Professor Mitchell was a legal scholar, 
his vision of the study of European integration 
was inter-disciplinary, connecting Law, Economics 
and Political Science. The Institute is the longest-
established specialist institute of its kind in the 
United Kingdom, and one of the oldest in Europe.

Today, the Europa Institute has a centre of gravity 
in Law and Politics/IR, with an interdisciplinary 
reach into Economics, Geography and Sociology. 
From 2008, the Institute will be housed in its own 
building: a historic Georgian townhouse close to 
both Law and Politics/IR and other facilities such as 
the University’s renowned Library and the National 
Library of Scotland. 

Over the years, the Institute‘s activities have evolved 
to reflect the increasingly inter-disciplinary nature 
of the study of European integration. It is now a 
Research Centre, located in the School of Law, but 
bringing together a diverse collection of top EU 
scholars including Charlie Jeffery, Chad Damro, 
Niamh Nic Shuibhne, Mark Aspinwall, Elizabeth 
Bomberg, Christina Boswell, Catriona Carter, 
David Howorth, Wilfried Swenden, and many 
others.  

The Europa Institute is home to a wealth of research 
projects that bring together a rich diversity of 
interests and approaches, including:

Core aspects of the laws and policies of the • 
European Union
The EU’s identity and place in the wider world• 
The multilevel nature of the EU• 
The EU as an emerging polity.• 

In recent  years,  members  of the Institute have 
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Presenting Partner Institutes

obtained research funding from the UK Economic 
and Social Research Council, the Arts and 
Humanities Research Council, the British Academy, 
the Leverhulme Trust, the James Madison Trust, and 
the European Union. Its members have published 
monographs with a range of university and other 
academic presses, and articles in the leading EU 
journals, including Journal of Common Market 
Studies, Common Market Law Review, European 
Law Review, European Law Journal, Journal of 
European Public Policy, and the European Journal 
of Political Research (please visit their ‘recent 
publications’ page:  http://www.law.ed.ac.uk/europa/
newpublications.aspx).

Seminars, Conferences and Public Engagement

The Europa Institute runs  a  rich programme of  events 
for both the University community and the wider 
public, taking advantage of its location in Scotland’s 
capital, close to the Scottish Parliament and the 
Scottish Government. Each year it offers ‘Town & 
Gown’ lectures which attract a wide audience.  In 
2006 it presented these lectures as a series questioning 
the ‘constitutional future’ of the European Union 
named after Professor Sir Neil MacCormick, a 
distinguished member of the Institute, and former 
MEP and member of the Convention on the Future 
of Europe which drafted the Constitutional Treaty. In 
2007, it held a series of seminars marking the Treaty 
of Rome’s 50th Anniversary.  The Europa Institute 
also hosted a public lecture by Alex Salmond 
MSP, Scotland’s First Minister, on ‘Scotland in 
Europe’ (podcast available at: http://www.ed.ac.uk/
news/071214salmond.html).  

In January 2008, in celebration of Europa’s 40th 
anniversary year, the Institute inaugurated a series 
of anniversary events, including a major public 
Conference supported by the European Parliament, 
and as part of the wider anniversary of the Treaty 
of Rome. The keynote speaker at the Conference on 
The Treaty of Rome, the European Parliament and 
the Regions and Sub-state Nations of the European 
Union, was Giuliano Amato, Italian Minister of the 

Interior and former Vice-President of the Convention 
on the Future of Europe. 

In September 2008, the Institute is delighted to 
be hosting the Annual Research Conference of 
the University Association for Contemporary 
European Studies (UACES).  It is also launching 
the Edinburgh Europa Seminar Series in 2008-9, 
for which applications are sought for funding up to 
£10,000, as well as a series of visiting fellowships 
for EU practitioners (details are soon to be available 
at:  http://www.law.ed.ac.uk/europa/).  

Researchers involved in EU-CONSENT

John Peterson is Professor of 
International Politics and Head of 
the Department of Politics and IR.  
His teaching and research interests 
focus on EU institutions and 
policies; the EU in global politics; 
US-EU relations; and American 

foreign policy.  His most recent publications include 
The EU:  How Does it Work? (Oxford University 
Press, 2008), co-edited with Elizabeth Bomberg 
(of Edinburgh’s Europa Institute) and Alexander 
Stubb, now Foreign Minister of Finland.

Andrea Birdsall is currently project 
manager for the Europa-based EU-
CONSENT research group and will 
soon (as of June 2008) become 
Lecturer in International Relations 
at Strathclyde University.  She is 
a specialist  on  the international  

politics of judicial intervention and is author of 
‘Creating a more “just” order - the Ad Hoc International 
War Crimes Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia’, 
Cooperation & Conflict (42/4, December 2007) and 
(with John Peterson) ‘The European Commission:  
Enlargement as Reinvention?’ in Edward Best, 
Thomas Christiansen and Pierpaolo Settembri 
(eds) The Governance of the Wider Europe: EU 
Enlargement and Institutional Change, Edward 
Elgar, 2008 (forthcoming). 
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