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Dear friends,

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

In this issue you will find information on a WP 
VI workshop in Brussels on ‘Energy’, a WP VI 
workshop in Mannheim on ‘Lessons from the 
Budgetary Review’, a WP X ‘Teaching’ workshop 
in Cologne and a WP VII workshop in Cambridge 
on ‘Outsiders’ Perceptions of the European Foreign 
and Security Policy’. 

In addition, you will find reports from eight recent 
EU-CONSENT events.

Two new books are also presented, on on ‘The Euro 
at 10’ and the other on ‘The Europeanisation of 
Cyprus’. Finally, there is a report from a workshop 
organised by the Clingendael Institute on ‘The EU 
Beyond the Irish No’.

Please do not forget to contribute to the distribution 
of the new issue of EU-27 Watch (see the blue box 
on this page).

Best wishes from Stockholm,

Gunilla and Martin

No 9:2008 

October

EU-CONSENT NEWSLETTER is published monthly by Gunilla Herolf, editor and leader of Work Package XII, Dissemination 
(herolf@sipri.org). Information Manager: Martin Sjögren, sjogren@sipri.org.
Please send contributions for the next issue before 21 November 2008.

The EU-CONSENT is supported by the Sixth Framework Programme of the European Commission
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Editor’s Column

EU-27 Watch
No. 7 / September 2008

The latest issue of EU-27 Watch, which was publis-
hed at the end of September, discusses the following 
topics:

The EU after the Irish referendum•	
French Presidency and the future of the EU•	
Public opinion and European integration•	
Political leadership in the EU•	
Concentric circles around the EU?•	
The	first	ten	years	of	the	Euro•	
Other current issues of high salience in the •	
member states

You are all encouraged to contribute to the disse-
mination of the EU-27 Watch by posting it on your 
respective institutes’ websites. You have also been 
sent a summary and a one-page flyer which can 
also be used to bring increased attentione to the 
EU-27 Watch.

You will find the full report as well as earlier issues 
at:

www.eu-consent.net.
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“Energy”: a cross-cutting in-
fluence on EU widening and 

deepening

Brussels, 12 November 2008

Workshop organised by Work Package VI ‘Eco-
nomic and Social Policies’

Several of the most challenging issues confronting 
the EU at present have a common root in one word: 
energy. There is, first, the much higher oil price 
which has had a pronounced effect on both the in-
flation rate and the relative prosperity of different 
economies. Second, Europe’s growing dependence 
on Russia as a provider of oil and gas has exposed a 
vulnerability to the use of energy as an instrument of 
foreign policy, while the political and security insta-
bility of so many of the other leading oil exporters 
exacerbates the problems. At the same time, Russia 
needs the EU, not just as a stable market, but also as 
a provider of investment and expertise. Energy is, 
consequently central to the development of the EU’s 
Neighbourhood Policy and has a strong bearing on 
wider Foreign and Security policy issues. Third, en-
ergy has become one of the battlegrounds of the in-
ternal market inside the EU, with competing views 
of how to structure energy markets and to regulate 
them. Overlaying these concerns is climate change. 
There is a growing consensus that the EU has to act, 
and do so quickly and more emphatically than hith-
erto, to accelerate the abatement of carbon emissions 
and to boost the supply of alternative energy. Here, 
too, there is a complex inter-play between economic, 
social and foreign policy considerations.

The EU has not lacked for initiatives that touch on 
energy and, in the Energy Policy for Europe cur-
rently being put in place, is developing what many 
regard as a bold approach to improving energy secu-
rity and competitiveness, while also addressing cli-
mate change. Yet it is also clear that dealing with cli-
mate change will call for still more radical policies 

inside the EU, as well as new levels of international 
co-operation. However, the connections between 
energy policy and the Neighbourhood Policy are 
opaque, and there are conflicting views on whether 
the EU should act collectively or whether big deci-
sions on energy should remain at the Member State 
level. Energy is therefore an intriguing test case for 
the manner in which the EU is widening and deep-
ening, the core research question of the EU-CON-
SENT network of excellence which is the sponsor of 
the workshop.

The aim of this workshop will be to cut across the 
different strands of analysis and debate on energy, 
with the aim of elucidating the ramifications for Eu-
ropean integration and the options for EU policy. 
The workshop will have three sessions devoted to 
specific facets of energy, and one open session. The 
three sessions are:

Energy security•	 , to be led by Coby van der 
Linde and colleagues from the Clingendael In-
ternational Energy Programme, with a comple-
mentary paper by Arianna Checchi of CEPS.

Framing the energy debate in a climate change •	
context, with an introductory paper by Christian 
Egenhofer and colleagues, CEPS, and a second 
paper by Louise van Schaik of the Clingendael 
European Studies Programme, on the EU’s cli-
mate diplomacy.

Russia, energy and the European Neighbour-•	
hood Policy, which will be introduced in pa-
pers by Katinka Barysch, Centre for European 
Reform, London, and Lucio-Mauro Vinhas de 
Souza, DG Ecfin, European Commission and 
will have a commentary from Stefano Silvestri, 
President of the Istituto Affari Internazionale, 
Rome.

The deadline for the submission of papers and for 
participation in this workshop has already passed. 
Please contact Iain Begg [email address: iain.begg@
lse.ac.uk] for further information.

Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events
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Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events

First Lessons from the Budget-
ary Review

Mannheim, 24-25 November 2008

Workshop organised by Work Package VI ‘Eco-
nomic and Social Policies’

The Zentrum für Europäische Wirtschaftsforschung/
Centre for European Economic Research (ZEW, 
Mannheim) is hosting the EU-CONSENT Work-
shop ”First Lessons from the Budgetary Review“ on 
24-25 November 2008. 

The organizers would be glad if you were interested 
in attending the workshop. In case you are, please 
contact Steffen Osterloh (osterloh@zew.de) at the 
ZEW. Registrations can be accepted until the end of 
October 2008.

Programme

Day 1

Panel 1: Diagnostical part

Gerald Schneider/Stefanie Bailer (University of • 
Konstanz/University of Zurich): Easy to Predict: 
Redistributive Interests and Government Negot-
iation Positions in the EU Council

Joachim Schild (University of Trier): Instituti-• 
onal Reforms: An Appropriate Answer to Basic 
Problems of the EU‘s Financial System?

Panel 2: Overview Reform Issues 

Mojmir Mrak/Vasja Rant/Uroš Vajgl (University • 
of Ljubljana): The Consultation Phase of the EU 
Budget Review: Member States‘ Views 

Keynote: National Perspective of the Budget • 
Review (Wepke Kingma (Director of European 
Integration, Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs): 
tbd)

Panel 3: Reform Options Revenue Side 

Iain Begg (London School of Economics and • 
Political Science): Funding the EU Budget: A 
Case for Inaction? 

Margit Schratzenstaller-Altzinger (WIFO, Vien-• 
na): Alternative Financing Sources for the EU 
Budget: The Case for a European Tax 

Sándor Richter (wiiw, Vienna): A Radical Propo-• 
sal to Cure the Chronic ‘Juste Retour‘ Problem 
of the EU Budget 

Day 2

Keynote: Commission’s Perspective of the Budget 
Review (Stefan Lehner (European Commission): 
Insights from the Public Consultation)

Panel 4: Expenditure Side in General 

Willem Molle (Erasmus University, Rotterdam): • 
The Commission Expenditure Side Study

Panel 5: Structural Policies 

John Bachtler (EPRC, University of Strathclyde, • 
Glasgow): Challenges for Reforming Structural 
Policies

Panel 6: Common Agriculture Policy 
Jean-Christophe Bureau (AgroParisTech, Paris): • 
tbd 
Andrea Elekes (Szent István University, Buda-• 
pest): A vision for the CAP
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the benefits of such joint efforts and the limitation of 
teaching content and academic freedom of teachers. 

Virtual teaching on EU deepening and wide-•	
ning

The discussion will focus on benefits and pitfalls of 
e-learning tools and in particular virtual teaching 
units, both as complementary teaching elements and 
as alternatives to face-to-face teaching, i.e. long-di-
stance learning.

From ‘teaching units’ to sustainable ‘know-•	
ledge units’: Extending teaching and learning 
beyond universities

The discussion shall focus on the possibilities and 
requirements of the process of preparing knowledge 
on EU deepening and widening for consultation by 
a broader group of citizens and of opening access to 
the teaching units to a wider public.

This call for expressions of interest in presenting ex-
periences/papers and in participating asks for propo-
sals for these three sessions from members of EU-
CONSENT engaged in teaching European integra-
tion. Proposals for the presentation of experiences/
papers on the workshop’s topic should be sent to 
Gaby Umbach (gaby.umbach@uni-koeln.de) by 3 
November 2008. They should contain title, contact 
details and description of about 300 words of the 
proposed presentation/paper. The call is open to EU-
CONSENT researchers and good papers from PhD 
students specialised in the teaching dimension of Eu-
ropean integration studies. 

EU-CONSENT also offers travelling expenses (sub-
ject to a ceiling) for a certain number of network 
members interested in attending the workshop. Ap-
plications for participation should be sent to Gaby 
Umbach (gaby.umbach@uni-koeln.de) by 7 Novem-
ber 2008 and should contain contact details and a very 
brief explanation of your interest in participating. 

EU-CONSENT’s teaching material is accessible at 
http://www.eu-consent-teaching.net./ 
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Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events

Teaching EU deepening and 
widening: From teaching to 

sustainable knowledge

Cologne, 28 November 2008

Workshop organised by Work Package X ‘Teaching’

As a special new focus for the final period of EU-
CONSENT, Work Package X “Teaching” concen-
trates on the sustainability of EU-CONSENT te-
aching activities and results. The key motto of this 
final phase is “Moving from ‘teaching’ to ‘sustaina-
ble knowledge’”, i.e. transforming ‘teaching units’ 
into ‘knowledge units’ for consultation by a broader 
group of interested citizens and for perpetuating ac-
cess to knowledge on EU deepening and widening. 
In this context, especially EU-CONSENT’s virtual 
teaching units will be revisited and, in order to in-
crease their sustainability, redesigned for broader 
public use to serve as virtual ‘knowledge units’ on 
EU deepening and widening. Elements such as sim-
plification of structures, enhancement of relevance 
for citizens and increased use of examples belong to 
this new orientation. 

In the light of this focus, the WP X workshop “From 
teaching to sustainable knowledge” on the sustaina-
bility of EU-CONSENT teaching tools will concen-
trate on the discussion of relevant elements of the 
foreseen move to open EU-CONSENT’s teaching 
tools to the wider public. The three different sessi-
ons of the workshop are 

Conventional teaching instruments on EU •	
deepening and widening

The discussion will focus on participants’ practical 
experiences in view of conventional teaching units 
(course outlines, etc.) on EU deepening and wide-
ning as well as European integration. Particular at-
tention shall be given to the added value of the joint 
development of teaching curricula, seminar outlines, 
literature lists, etc. Moreover, the participants shall 
exchange their views on potential conflicts between 
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Outsiders’ perceptions of the 
European foreign and security 

policy

Cambridge, January 2009

Workshop organised by Team 22 ‘Foreign Policy’ 
under Work Package VII ‘External Relations’

The Centre for International Studies at the Universi-
ty of Cambridge will organise a small workshop on 
Outsiders’ perceptions of the European foreign and 
security policy, to be held in Cambridge in January.

The workshop is intended to bring together a small 
group of academics and practitioners to discuss how 
some of the key players outside the EU conceive the 
actual state of affairs of EU’s foreign policy making. 
This will be an in-house one-day workshop, where 
experts will talk about some crucial aspects about 
how the EU manages its external relations. This 
event aims at fostering an explicit debate on outsi-
ders’ reactions to developments in CFSP / ESDP and 
their external projection. Issues such as the changing 
nature of the EU’s actorness and presence, what pa-
ths might EU external action follow with or without 
the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty, or the pos-
sible competing visions o EU foreign policy making 
will be dealt with.  Furthermore, a balance will be 
struck between policy themes and geographical are-
as.

Researchers and practitioners will participate from 
as wide a range of sources as is compatible with the 
limited size of the workshop. 

We should be extremely grateful if you could let us 
know whether you are interested in participating as 
soon as possible. We are refining the agenda of the 
workshop and all suggestions are more than wel-
come. 

The four tentative sessions of the workshop will be 
devoted to 

Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events

Session one: Coherence and Representation

Brussels or the Member States? Where does po-• 
wer lie?  Where are decisions made?

Who do outsiders talk to when they want to deal • 
with a given issue? 

Session two: EU capabilities and external expec-
tations in the area of security

Is the EU still absent in security affairs? What • 
can the EU bring to the table? To what extent is 
the EU a security player?

Session three: vision and perceptions

What is the EU‘s image in the world? How is it • 
perceived? Is there a EU‘s foreign policy ‘bran-
ding‘? What are the lessons to be drawn from 
EU’s public diplomacy and external percepti-
on?

Session four: Progress in EU foreign policy ma-
king with or without Lisbon

What is the role of the Presidency in third coun-• 
tries? How does the EU perform in a wider inter-
national context?  What is EU‘s ‘presence‘? 

As places are limited we would be very grateful if 
you could express your interest in participating by 
Friday November 7th, 12.00.  

Please contact Miguel Medina-Abellan (mama4@
cam.ac.uk) or Prof. Christopher Hill (cjh68@cam.
ac.uk) if you want to participate.



Eu-Consent Newsletter
No 9:2008 October

EU-CONSENT is supported by the Sixth Framework Programme of the European Commission 6

The Future of Non-legislative 
Approaches in EU Policy Mak-

ing

Brussels, 19 September 2008

Workshop organised Team 6 ‘Enlarged Institutions 
and Interaction with National Governments’ under 

WP IV ‘Institutions and Political Actors’

The European Institute of Public Administration or-
ganised a workshop on ‘The Future of Non-legisla-
tive Approaches in EU Policy Making’ in Brussels 
on 19 September 2008, which was chaired by Prof. 
Edward Best and constituted the arena for the pre-
sentation of possible contributions to a future edited 
volume. Not only team members but also experts 
from other universities and practitioners took part 
in the event.

Dr. Anne Meuwese (Univ. of Antwerp) and Dr. 
Linda Senden (Univ. of Tilburg) presented the pa-
per ‘European Impact Assessment and the Choice of 
Alternative Regulatory Instruments’, which  gave a 
broad overview of the role of Impact Assessments 
and their current state of application as an important 
tool for furthering one of the key elements of the 
Better Regulation Strategy (BRS) – promoting the 
use of Alternative Regulatory Instruments (ARIs) 
such as co-regulation, self regulation, OMC or soft 
law. The inter-institutional recognition and appraisal 
of the need to increasingly use alternative regulatory 
mechanisms by legislative institutions was scruti-
nized in the light of the current legislative practice. 
The paper analysed, on the one hand, the extent to 
which the EU IAs show a built-in preference for al-
ternative regulatory mechanisms, and, on the other, 
how this assessment is made and on the basis of 
which criteria. It also examined other criteria that 
could be used if the existing ones prove to be non-
satisfactory.

Upcoming EU-CONSENT Events

Reminders

EU-CONSENT workshop at the 2009 ECPR 
Joint Sessions: ’Institutionalising Euro-
pean Cooperation in the Area of Internal 
Security’

Dates: 14-19 April 2009

Location: Lisbon

For further information see the June issue of 
the EU-CONSENT Newsletter and www.eu-
consent.net. 

Contacts: Thomas Christiansen 
(t.christiansen@eipa-nl.com) and Mark Rhi-
nard (mark.rhinard@ui.se)

PhD Market: ’Lessons of the Past for 
Visions of the Future: New Challenges for 
Old Dilemmas: Reinvented Union or Status 
Quo?’

Dates: 9-13 February 2009

Location: Brussels

For further information see the August issue 
of the EU-CONSENT Newsletter and www.
eu-consent.net. 

Contact: Andreas Hofmann (andreas.hof-
mann@uni-koeln.de)

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events
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to enforce AA. The paper also examined some ad-
vantages of autonomous agreements in comparison 
with legal measures. 

Anna Horvath (Central European University, Bu-
dapest) and Jost-Henrik Morgenstern (EIPA) pre-
sented the paper ‘Still the same OMC? Institutional 
Refinement through Policy Priorities’. The presen-
tation gave an overview of the Open Method of Co-
ordination (OMC) with a focus on the question of 
how it is changing and/or adapting to institutional 
developments of the European Union (Enlargement, 
Lisbon strategy, development of social policy) and 
the consequences for the original elements and prin-
ciples of the Method (consensus, learning, participa-
tion). Special attention was given to the institutional 
refinements of the OMC within the area of social in-
clusion and social protection.

Finally, Dr. Stijn Smismans (Cardiff University) 
presented the paper ‘Reflexive-deliberative polyar-
chy: the case of the Employment OMC’. The author 
argued that the policy discourse used in the OMC 
guidelines and the suggestions to Member States fo-
cuses on the objectives related to policy instruments, 
lacking references to citizens’ rights and substantive 
norms. The consequence is that the OMC entails 
risks, such as the subordination of some policy sec-
tors to others or the colonization of certain subsy-
stems by others. The Lisbon process, centred around 
a discourse of economic growth and competitiveness 
rather than around social citizenship and encourage-
ment for the coordination of social and economic po-
licies, have resulted not so much in economic policy 
being sensitive to social concerns, but in the coloni-
zation of the welfare state by the economic policy-
making process.

By Sonia Piedrafita
European Institute of Public Administration

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

Prof. Edward Best (EIPA) presented the paper ‘Al-
ternative Methods and EU Policy Making: What 
does Co-Regulation really mean?’, which examined 
the use of alternative methods on EU policy making 
and highlighted the need for conceptual clarification 
regarding Co-Regulation. It also analysed how, in 
some cases, the Commission has the possibility to 
‘threaten’ private stakeholders with regulatory inter-
vention if they do not come up with appropriate solu-
tions between themselves, but, in other occasions, it 
lacks the competence to foster action and has to rely 
on the goodwill of the stakeholders. The paper also 
addressed the role of the Commission in the process 
and the main challenges Co-regulation faces. 

Emmanuele Mantlik (Max Planck Institute for 
Comparative Public Law and International Law) 
presented the paper ‘Voluntary agreements between 
the Commission and private actors in the EU: The 
example of the CO2-agreement’, which scrutinized 
the voluntary agreements between the European 
Commission and private actors from a legitima-
cy perspective and highlighted the necessity of an 
enabling legislative framework to deal with envi-
ronmental issues such as CO2. It also examined the 
feasibility of the evaluation of the use of non-legis-
lative instruments and the definition of the rules for 
its application.

Dr. Michael Kaeding (EIPA) and Tobias Muel-
lenstiefen (European Commission) presented the 
paper ‘Autonomous agreements – galvanising na-
tional social actors’. Based on a case study of the 
Telework Autonomous Agreement (AA) this paper 
analysed the likelihood of autonomous agreements 
to be taken seriously and duly implemented by the 
social partners at the national level, identifying four 
factors that contribute to this objective. The authors 
argued that as from Telework “national social ac-
tors in a large majority of Member States became 
active to fulfil the expectations put on them under 
the new mechanism”, despite difficulties emerging 
from both national differences in socio-economic 
structures and the lack of sanctioning mechanisms 
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be seen under severe pressure of change which led 
to stronger transnational links and processes of Eu-
ropeanisation. Finally, the relationship between the 
development of the international system and the role 
of the EC should be researched: Was there a nexus 
between the “New Cold War” and the expansion of 
the European Community?

Jan van der Harst (University of Groningen) and 
Anne Deighton (University of Oxford) discussed 
the question of the inner unity of the period: Would 
it be wise to start with the entrance of the United 
Kingdom, Ireland and Denmark and the oil crisis 
in 1973/74 or is the accomplishment of the Helsin-
ki conference in 1975 in which the EPC played an 
important role belonging to an earlier period of EC 
history? Is it useful to end with the change of go-
vernments in France and Germany (from Giscard 
d’Estaing to Mitterrand in 1981, and from Schmidt 
to Kohl in 1982) or did the real turning point take 
place in December 1984 when the re-negotiations 
with the British were accomplished? Wilfried Loth 
(University of Duisburg-Essen) argued that it was 
only at this moment that a long-term cycle of dea-
ling with the British question ended and a new effort 
in strengthening the EC institutions started. There-
fore, from a point of view of institutional and politi-
cal history it would be wise to conduct the research 
on this period until 1984.

The participants agreed to a more precise concept 
of the research project. It is now titled “From Eco-
nomic Crisis to New Political Dynamics: the Deve-
lopment of the European Community 1974-1984”. 
The team is now asking for papers which should be 
presented at a second workshop in May 2009 (due 
to the overlapping with the EUSA congress in Los 
Angeles the original date of 24-25 April 2009 has 
been postponed).

By Wilfried Loth
University of Duisburg-Essen
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the history of European inte-
gration in the times of Presi-

dent Valéry Giscard d’Estaing 
and Chancellor Helmut 

Schmidt

Oxford, 19-20 September 2008

Workshop organised Team 2 ‘Visions from the past 
& lessons for the future of EU widening’ under WP 

II/III ‘Theories’

On 19/20th of September, 2008 the historians of WP 
II/III Team 2 met for a workshop at Wolfson Col-
lege, University of Oxford, discussing the problems 
of archival research on the history of European inte-
gration during the second half of the 1970s and the 
early years of the 1980s. In addition to the members 
of the team the meeting also included representa-
tives from the two Ph.D. student organizations in 
the field: the History of European Integration Re-
search Studies Association (HEIRS) and the Réseau 
de jeunes chercheurs de l’histoire de l’intégration 
européenne (RICHIE). 

Johnny Laursen (University of Aarhus) presen-
ted a proposal to organize research on the second 
half of the 1970s under four different aspects: A 
first complex should deal with the institutional de-
velopment after the first enlargement accomplished 
in 1973, highlighting the establishment of the Euro-
pean Council in December 1974 and the first direct 
election of the European Parliament in 1979, but 
also discussing the British re-negotiation efforts and 
the unfinished negotiations about a Political Union 
(Tindemans report in 1975 etc.). A second complex 
should include both the Mediterranean enlargement 
and the re-vitalization of the Franco-German axis 
due to the “couple” Valéry Giscard d’Estaing and 
Helmut Schmidt. Both developments should be 
seen as sources for new dynamics in the European 
Community. As a third complex the consequences 
of globalisation after the economic crisis of 1973/74 
should be discussed. Societies within the EC should 



Eu-Consent Newsletter
No 9:2008 October

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

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

trated that temporal policy requirements shaped the 
institution’s internal structures and procedures and 
argued that the time-centred analysis can be a fruit-
ful approach to trace institutional change.

After the paper presentations, Simon Bulmer (Uni-
versity of Sheffield) as discussant added some fur-
ther thoughts on how to broaden the research agen-
da. He proposed to include further EU institutions in 
the empirical analysis of the political time in the EU 
and encouraged the audience to use the time-centred 
approach.

Papers presented at the Panel: 

Klaus H. Goetz and Jan-Hinrik Meyer-Sahling: • 
The EU Timescape: A Research Agenda.

Luc Tholoniat: • The Temporal Constitution of the 
European Commission.

Katja Lass-Lennecke and Annika Werner: • Insti-
tutional Time and EU Policies: The Impact of 
Eastern Enlargement Policy on the European 
Commission.

For further information on the EU Timescape please 
see: 
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Political Time in the EU

Riga, 26 September 2008

Panel at the 2008 ECPR Pan-European Conference 
organised by Team 26 ‘The Temporality of Europe-
anization and enlargement’ under Work Package II/

III ‘Theories’

On 26 September 2008, Team 26 of Klaus H. Goetz 
(University of Potsdam) organised a panel discus-
sion at the Fourth ECPR Pan-European Conference 
on EU Politics in Riga, Latvia. In line with the re-
search focus on ‘The Temporality of Europeanisati-
on and Enlargement’, the panel dealt with ‘Political 
Time in the EU’.

The panel contributions offered new insights on 
how the political system of the European Union is 
institutionalised by time rules and time horizons that 
shape the activities of the EU institutions and build 
the subtext of political power. This EU ‘Timescape’ 
was revealed, first, by Jan-Hinrik Meyer-Sahling 
(University of Nottingham) and Klaus H. Goetz 
(University of Potsdam) who offered guidelines for 
the systematic study of the temporal features of the 
EU political system along the dimensions of polity, 
politics and policy.

Then, Luc Tholoniat (European Commission) 
addressed the European Commission and the main 
temporal factors guiding its action. He illustrated 
two recent instruments of the Commission’s work 
– its planning and programming cycle and the use 
of impact assessments – and showed how they in-
fluence the Commission in adapting to a diverse and 
constantly changing EU agenda.

Katja Lass-Lennecke and Annika Werner (Uni-
versity of Potsdam) presented their findings on the 
inter-relation between time, EU institutions and 
policies. They assessed the role of temporal instru-
ments in complex policies and their effect on the 
applying institution in the case of the EU Commis-
sion and Eastern Enlargement policy. They demons-
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Among the researchers that participated were Lis-
beth Pedersen, Greet Vermeylen and Giuliano 
Bonoli. The Commission was represented by Xa-
vier Prats Monne, Director, DG Employment. For 
social partners, M. Keune from ETUI-REHS and 
Steven D‘Haeseleer from Business Europe made 
valuable contributions. Panels were chaired by J. 
Draxler and I. Begg.

By Ilaria Maselli

Centre for European Policy Studies

Second workshop of Task 
Force Research Frame

Rome, 29 September 2008

The second workshop of EU-CONSENT’s Task 
Force Research Frame (TFRF) took place on 29 
September 2008 at the Istituto Affari Internazionali 
(IAI) in Rome. 30 EU-CONSENT members from 18 
partner institutes gathered to prepare, structure, and 
discuss the process of compiling EU-CONSENT’s 
research results during the network’s final year. To 
this end, participants further developed a draft que-
stionnaire that had been distributed to EU-CON-
SENT members in late August 2008. This questi-

http://www.uni-potsdam.de/db/ls_regierungssy-
stem_brd/index.php?article_id=197&clang=1

By Katja Lass-Lenneke
University of Potsdam

Pathways to flexicurity: the 
Nordic experience and applica-

tion in continental Europe

Brussels, 26 September 2008

Workshop organised by Team 19 ‘Labour markets, 
the European social model and reform of social 

protection’ under Work Package VI ‘Economic and 
Social Policies’

On September 26th, welfare policy experts met at 
Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS) to dis-
cuss the prospects of spreading the flexicurity mo-
del throughout Europe. The workshop ‘Pathways to 
flexicurity: the Nordic experience and application 
in continental Europe‘ saw a rich discussion with a 
wide range of empirical data presented.

Flexicurity has become the buzzword of policy dis-
cussions on labour market reforms around Europe 
and particularly in Brussels. The double accent on 
labour market flexibility (the ‘flexi-‘ part) and social 
protection (the ‘-curity’ part) has made the proposi-
tion attractive to diverse groups of stakeholder. The 
presenters and discussants stressed, however, that 
flexicurity remains a relatively vague concept and 
raised question marks over the quality of discussion 
at the EU and member state level, which is some-
times fraught with clichés. What worked in the Nor-
dic states due to their peculiar institutional setting, 
culture and demographic situation is not always 
easy to transpose elsewhere. The notion of flexicu-
rity remains a fruitful departure point for debates on 
labour market and social security reforms but it is 
necessary to respect peculiar national pathways to 
this ideal model.
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Meeting of EU-CONSENT’s Sus-
tainability Working Group

Rome, 30 September 2008

EU-CONSENT’s newly installed Sustainability 
Working Group held its first meeting in the after-
noon of 30 September 2008 in Rome. The meeting 
was designed to pool first ideas and suggestions ge-
ared toward the sustainability of EU-CONSENT’s 
activities beyond the termination of the network’s 
officially funded lifetime in May 2009. 

To this end, the Sustainability Working Group dis-
cussed a questionnaire that is to be circulated among 
EU-CONSENT members in October 2008. This sur-
vey aims to generate bottom-up input to supplement 
the ideas voiced within the working group.

Ultimately, the working group will define a sustaina-
bility strategy, focussing on the following issues: 

onnaire forms the basis for the compilation and pre-
sentation of EU-CONSENT results, relating them to 
EU-CONSENT’s key thematic focus. 

During the workshop, the draft questionnaire was 
discussed in-depth and proposals for revision were 
agreed upon. Main points of discussion were inter 
alia related to key definitions (such as of the terms 
‘widening’, ‘deepening’, or ‘change’), to the ex-
pected outcome of the questionnaire, to the interlink 
of results with theoretical debates in the respective 
disciplines and to the periodisation of European in-
tegration.

As a result, workshop participants adopted a final 
questionnaire to form the basis for the compilation 
of results. This final questionnaire will be sent to 
all EU-CONSENT members in mid-October 2008. 
Based on the results of the answers to the questi-
onnaire, each work package leader will draft a pa-
per on the results of her/his particular work packa-
ge. These summaries build the basis for the final 
synergy paper of TFRF that will further elaborate 
on EU-CONSENT’s initial scenarios for the futu-
re of the EU. The final outcome of this exercise of 
compiling research results will be presented during 
EU-CONSENT’s final Plenary Conference in Mar-
ch 2009. 

Further information on the process and timeframe 
of the compilation will be sent to you with the que-
stionnaire in mid-October 2008. Contact person for 
further questions is Gaby Umbach at the Jean-Mon-
net Chair for Political Science, University of Colo-
gne (gaby.umbach@uni-koeln.de). 

By Gaby Umbach
University of Cologne
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xelles) that discussed whether the success of flexi-
curity in Denmark could be replicated in Italy.

The paper by Hristofor Hrisoskulov (PhD candi-
date Wilhelm’s University, Münster) gave a rather 
comprehensive picture of the many ways in which 
the European Neighborhood Policy has been influ-
enced by the “fatigue” following the 2004 and 2007 
accession rounds. 

Marina Della Giovanna (PhD candidate, Universi-
ty of Trento and Siena), presented a paper on the in-
creasing “cross-pillarization” of decisions and pro-
cedures having to do with Area of Freedom, Security 
and Justice.

During the morning of October 2 two papers were 
presented on the Social Dialogue and a preliminary 
report on research conducted on the Committee of 
the Regions (CoR). In particular the paper presented 
by Nick Parsons (Cardiff University) discussed the 
likelihood of a successful social policy in the future 
of the enlarged Union. The paper by Visnja Samard-
zija (and Dominik Vuletic) reported the difficulties 
in securing consultation and social dialogue in Cro-
atia where trade unions have only recently started to 
reorganize and where national governments are not 
yet used to consultation practices.

The morning session and the workshop was con-
cluded with a brief presentation of the preliminary 
results of some research that was born within the 
Team as a way of better grasping the inner working 
of the enlarged CoR. Simona  Piattoni and Mile-
na Bigatto presented the results of a set of face-to-
face interviews conducted with members of the CoR 
with specific institutional roles (Heads of National 
Delegations, Commission Chairs, and Chairs of Po-
litical Groups) and of a questionnaire distributed to 
all CoR members.

This workshop appeared to most as one of the most 
successful so far (at least as far as Team 9 is concer-
ned) in the life of the Network. A particularly nice 

organisation of post EU-CONSENT activities; • 
tools of sustainability; • 
degree of formality of post EU-CONSENT ac-• 
tivities; 
sustainable integration of young researchers. • 

The evaluation of the survey and suggestions by the 
working group will be communicated to and dis-
cussed with the network over the next months, with 
results to be presented at our concluding Plenary 
Conference on 26-27 March 2009 in Brussels.

Towards Increased Policy Ef-
fectiveness: Inter-institution-
al Dialogues in the Enlarged 

Union.

Brussels, 1-2 October 2008

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

under WP IV ‘Institutions and Political Actors’

In a dense two and a half-day meeting in Brussels, 
Team 9 discussed papers that addressed the issue of 
policy effectiveness in an enlarged Union in the case 
of European neighbourhood policy and social policy 
(and cohesion policy). 

The aim of the workshop was to carry on analysis of 
the transformation of the institutions for civil socie-
ty participation in the enlarged Union by focussing 
on the inter-institutional relations activated by the 
decision-making processes surrounding specific po-
licies.

Prof.   Kálmán Dezséri (Institute for World Econo-
mics, Budapest; Team 18 Co-Leader)  reported the 
research effort of a group of scholars from recent 
accession countries aimed at studying the imple-
mentation of cohesion policy’s partnership principle 
in those countries. Two case studies was the subject 
of the presentation by Ilaria Maselli (CEPS, Bru-

12
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European Institute Jubilee Conference: “EU Ac-
torness at the Global Arena”, (organised in co-ope-
ration with TEPSA and EU-CONSENT) held on 3-4 
October.

The ENP workshop was divided into two parts: 

The First Session: “Democratisation Through En-
largement – Eastern Dimension of the EU Neigh-
bourhood Policy” included five presentations:  Intro-
ductory remarks (by Maria Karasinska-Fendler, 
European Institute, Lodz, Poland), summing up the 
current stage of EU-CONSENT research on ENP in 
its democratic dimension,  and four papers discus-
sing the genesis, tools and practice of the Eastern di-
mension of the ENP. The papers were presented by: 
Jan Rood (Netherlands Institute for International 
Relations, Clingendael, The Hague), Aliaksandr 
Milinkevich (Leader of “Movement for Freedom”, 
Former Presidential Candidate in Belarus – invited 
Guest), Andrzej Harasimowicz (European Centre, 
University of Warsaw) and Zbigniew Czachor (Ad-
visor, Foreign Affairs Committee, Sejm of the Repu-
blic of Poland). 

The Second Session: “Making Conditionality Work 
– Southern Dimension of the EU Neighbourhood 
Policy” was inaugurated by Gianni Bonvicini (Isti-
tuto Affari Internazionali, Rome), who placed the 

feature was that members of the Network who have 
so far been working in different WPs and Teams took 
part in this workshop, giving us the sense that the 
network is truly coming together. The papers were 
of high quality, people engaged in extensive debates 
also across issues and themes, the discussants read 
and commented thoroughly the papers. There was a 
widespread sense that steps forward in apprehending 
the complexity of the “enlargement impact” (by now 
no longer conceptualised as “impact”, but rather as 
co-evolution with many other developments and 
stimuli) will require to direct attention beyond in-
dividual institutions and towards inter-institutional 
dynamics. The focus on policies helped getting this 
fuller sense. 

By Milena Bigatto
University of Trento

European Union as a Global 
Actor – Lisbon Treaty and Be-

yond

Lodz, 2-4 October 2008

Workshop organised by the European Institute in 
Lodz

The 15th anniversary of the European Institute 
(Lodz, Poland) constituted an excellent opportunity 
for deeper analysis and reflection on the present and 
future of the EU role in the world. On this occasion 
The Institute organised an international conference:

“European Union as a Global Actor – Lisbon Tre-
aty and Beyond”

composed of two events:

EU-CONSENT Workshop: “EU Neighbourhood 
Policy: Democratisation at the EU Borders”, (orga-
nised jointly by European Institute and Istituto Affa-
ri Internazionali within Cross-Cutting Issues Frame-
work) held on 2-3 October 

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events
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of cross-cutting WP V/VII works will be reported to 
the EU-CONSENT Plenary Conference to be held 
in March 2009.

The EU Actorness at the Global Arena Conference 
was composed of one Round Table debate and three 
thematic sessions. The Round Table debate, chaired 
by Marek Ziolkowski (Vice-President of the Se-
nate,  Poland), raised the subject of the EU Foreign 
and Security Policy seen from various political an-
gles and included speeches by: 

Francois Barry Delongchamps (Ambassador of 
France to Poland) – presenting the key priorities of 
the French Presidency.

Elmar Brok (European Parliament, Former Presi-
dent of the Foreign Affairs Committee and Co-ordi-
nator of the EPP for Foreign Policy), presenting the 
background and framework worked out by the Eu-
ropean Parliament to actively build up and promote 
the EU position towards its close and more distant 
neighbourhood and in particular its Eastern dimen-
sion.

Mikolaj Dowgielewicz (Secretary of State, Office 
of the Committee for European Integration, Poland), 
who concentrated on Poland’s vision for the Euro-
pean Neighbourhood Policy and especially for its 
Eastern dimension, its geographic and political prio-

Southern ENP dimension into the larger context of 
EU Foreign and Security Policy. Three papers were 
presented concentrating on the opportunities and 
shortages of the Mediterranean neighbourhood tools. 
The papers were presented by: Michele Commelli 
(Istituto Affari Internazionali, Rome), Kivanc Ulu-
soy (METU and University of Instanbul) and Rafal 
Trzaskowski (European Centre – Natolin).  

The debate confirmed the usefulness of the differen-
tiated approach to ENP in its Eastern and Southern 
dimensions and confirmed the need for further de-
bate on Middle East and Caucasus specificity (this 
subject will be discussed in January, during the next 
conference of the WP V/VII Cross-Cutting Frame-
work). It was found that in the sphere of objectives, 
EU strategic documents presented very ambitious 
expectations in terms of provision of safer and more 
peaceful neighbourhood, but at the same time mo-
dest tools which were offered did not bring (because 
they could not bring) satisfying outcomes. In fact, 
there are gaps in expectations of both sides of the 
partnership on the demand and supply sides. At the 
level of  ENP tools, the role of positive and negative 
sanctions was discussed. It was found that negative 
sanctions are rarely used and positive incentives are 
too little related to concrete achievements (the case 
of the liberation of political prisoners by the Bela-
rus government was not rewarded – if not to say not 
noticed - by the EU side), which substantially limits 
the strength of conditionality. The isolation of ENP 
from other EU policies was raised as an important 
deficit. The question of how to connect several ele-
ments of ENP with EFSP and with other policy are-
as (including such areas as market access, financial 
assistance, human rights promotion etc.) will remain 
the target for further research. It was stressed that 
within EU policy towards its neighbourhood there 
needs to be two time horizons. It is necessary to de-
velop the long term strategy in various geographical 
directions, but at the same time the EU needs a per-
manent mechanism of reaction to immediate issues 
(like in the recent Georgian case). The final report 

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events
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rities and its role in promoting further enlargements 
towards the East. 

Jacek Saryusz-Wolski (European Parliament, 
Chairman, Foreign Affairs Committee), who talked 
on the European Parliament‘s role in the develop-
ment of a strategic vision for the EU in the world, 
stressing the need for further work on the common 
future strategy preserving principles of its democra-
tic legitimacy. 

Session I: EU Foreign and Security Policy So 
Far 

This session was chaired by Wolfgang Wessels, 
(Chairman of TEPSA, Brussels and Co-ordinator 
of the EU-CONSENT Network). Brendan Don-
nelly (Federal Trust, London), Jaroslaw Pietras 
(Director General, DG 1, Secretariat General of the 
Council of the European Union, Brussels) and Jer-
zy Marek Nowakowski (Polish Open University, 
Warsaw) presented papers which discussed the main 
achievements, deficits and failures of the EFSP. It 
was stressed that politically the EU external rela-
tions strategy needs to address the question of what 
kind of power the EU has already been and is about 
to become: not only the external implications of its 
integration, not only its distinctive notions of condi-
tionality, bilateralism, multilateralism, and regional 
cooperation, but also the very concept of global/re-
gional power. 

Session II:  Lisbon Treaty and Future of the Eu-
ropean Foreign and Security Policy

This session was chaired by Jan Rood (Netherlands 
Institute for International Relations, Clingendael, 
The Hague), included four papers presented by: 
Spyros A. Pappas, (Former Director General in the 
European Commission), Enrique Banús, (Univer-
sidad de Navarra in Pamplona, and International 
University of Catalonia, Barcelona), Gunilla He-
rolf, (Stockholm International Peace Research In-
stitute) and Edward Best, (EIPA, Maastricht). This 
session raised legal problems and practicalities of 

Reports from EU-CONSENT Events

the Lisbon Treaty and the potential consequences 
of non ratification for the EFSP. It focused on the 
role of culture in the approach to the construction of 
a European community in the area of security and 
defence strategy building and strategy  implementa-
tion. It was stressed as well that the EU - faced with 
raising challenges - calls for a more common and 
multilateral approach to increasing risks and calls 
for intelligent institutionalisation of common action, 
what could be somehow put at risk without Lisbon 
Treaty ratification accomplishment.

Session III: Future Strategy of EU Foreign and 
Security Policy 

This session was chaired by : Jacek Saryusz-Wols-
ki (European Parliament, Chairman, Foreign Affairs 
Committee) and embraced three papers by:  Antonio 
Figueiredo Lopes (EuroDefense, Lisbon), Gianni 
Bonvicini (Istituto Affari Internazionali, Rome) and 
Rafal Trzaskowski  (European Centre – Natolin, 
and Collegium Civitas, Warsaw). The debate led to 
conclusions concerning: the need for more common 
European reflection (in terms of the long term stra-
tegy) and action (in terms of building up of capacity 
to act in short and long term horizons); the need for 
better equipped EFSP (in terms of institutions and fi-
nancial resources), the need for prioritised and more 
integrated  EFSP, and the need for more “anticipa-
ting” than “reactive” security and defence European 
policy.

Aliaksandr Milinkevich – Honorary Guest of the 
Conference (Leader of “Movement for Freedom”, 
Former Presidential Candidate in Belarus, The 
Sakharov Prize for Freedom of Thought Laureate) 
addressed the audience as the Keynote speaker at the 
official dinner, pointing out the importance of the 
Polish and European support to the democratisation 
in Belarus, and expressing his hope that in the future 
his country would be able to fulfil necessary criteria 
and come back to the European family.

15



Eu-Consent Newsletter
No 9:2008 October

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

Wolfgang Wessels, in his concluding remarks - 
combining the theoretical and pragmatic aspects 
of EFDP - called for further multilateral debates on 
common security and defence issues, expressing his 
hope that conferences like this one could be repea-
ted on a systematic basis. He stressed the need for 
continuation of the integrated approach to EFSD 
embracing the three important approaches: the one 
developing more common understanding of com-
mon threats what constitute the necessary basis for 
formulation of common strategic objectives, the one 
developing a general doctrine of effective multilate-
ralism, and the one concentrating on the right kind 
of institutions being able to accomplish strategic 
long and short terms objectives.

By Maria Karasinska-Fendler (mkf@ie.lodz.pl)
European Institute in Lodz

New Publications

New book on ‘The Euro at Ten’

Kenneth Dyson (Cardiff 
University) has edited a new 
book entitled The Euro at 
Ten: Europeanization, Power 
and Convergence  (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, Oc-
tober 2008). 

This book is based on a re-
search workshop organized 

by EU CONSENT in conjunction with The British 
Academy in London. Particular thanks are due to 
The British Academy. 

With Economic and Monetary Union (EMU) the 
European Union is embarked on a major historic po-
litical project of formidable technical complexity. In 
January 2009 the Euro Area will be ten years old. 
What does the evidence from the first decade tell us 
about the significance of the euro for the EU and its 
member states? This book brings together a range 
of recognized academic specialists to examine the 
main political aspects of this question. How, and in 
what ways, has the euro Europeanized states (mem-
bers and non-members), their institutions, policies 
and politics? What have been its effects on the lo-
cation and use of power? Has the euro generated 
convergence or divergence? What political patterns 
can be identified? The book offers the first, in-depth 
and systematic political analysis of the first decade 
of the euro. It places the euro in its global and Eu-
ropean contexts; offers a set of case studies of its 
effects on a representative sample of EU member 
states (‘Anglo-Saxon’, old ‘D-Mark Zone’, east cen-
tral European and Baltic, Mediterranean, and Nor-
dic); and looks at three key sectors (financial mar-
kets, wages and collective bargaining, and welfare 
reform). The book contributes to Europeanization 
studies, comparative political economy, and studies 
of Economic and Monetary Union (EMU). It will be 
of major interest to students of the European Union 
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and European integration, comparative European 
politics, and area and ‘country’ studies. 

The book is available direct from OUP at :

http://www.oup.com/uk/catalogue/       
?ci=9780199 208869

New book on the Europeanisation of Cyprus

Angelos Sepos (University 
of Newcastle) has written a 
new book entitled The Euro-
peanization of Cyprus: Polity, 
Policies and Politics (Basing-
stoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 
Oct. 2008).

Drawing from rationalist and 
constructivist approaches the 

book identifies mechanisms and processes of Euro-
peanization and examines their impact on the fol-
lowing key dimensions of Cyprus: executive, legis-
lative and judicial authorities; political parties and 
public opinion; economy; agriculture and regional 
policy; foreign policy; and justice and home affairs. 
It also assesses how the territorial and temporal di-
mensions of the country have mediated the impact 
of these mechanisms and processes, and ultimately 
shaped the country’s Europeanization experience. 
The book provides a deep understanding of the re-
lations between Cyprus and the EU, while also en-
hancing our theoretical understanding of the impact 
of Europeanization on states, whether inside or out-
side the EU.

The book is available from Palgrave at:

h t t p : / / w w w. p a l g r a v e . c o m / p r o d u c t s / t i t l e .
aspx?PID=276673.

Clingendael Institute

On 29 September, the Clingendael European Stu-
dies Programme, together with CESP/CEPS/EPIN 
hosted an international round table discussion in 
The Hague on ‘The EU Beyond the Irish No‘. The 
main topic of discussion was the future of the Euro-
pean Union after the Irish ‘no‘ to the Treaty of Lis-
bon. How to proceed with institutional reform and 
to what extent is this really needed to provide for 
effective policies on a global scale? How to enhance 
the democratic legitimacy of the European Union, in 
a time when many voters are deeply sceptical of the 
European Union as a political organisation?

Larry Siedentop, fellow at Kebble College, Oxford 
and author of the much-acclaimed book ‘Democra-
cy in Europe‘ was invited to hold a key note spee-
ch. Francis Jacobs, head of the European Parliament 
Bureau in Dublin gave a personal analysis of the 
Irish referendum results, commented upon by for-
mer Dutch MP and MEP Lousewies van der Laan. 
CESP organised the event with the Brussels’ Centre 
for European Policy Studies CEPS, secretariat of 
the EU-wide network of European policy institutes 
EPIN (www.epin.org), of which many representa-
tives were present. Moreover, the list of participants 
included policy makers, politicians and journalists 
from The Hague and Brussels. It made for an in-
teresting and lively discussion on the core questions 
the EU is currently confronted with.

By dr. Mendeltje van Keulen, 
Clingendael European Studies Programme 
(mkeulen@clingendael.nl)
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