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Session	10

• II. The challenges of the European
Union

• Euro: The monetary policy of the EU

• Migration: The area of freedom,
security and justice

• A European defence policy: An
oxymoron?

• Democracy: Looking for a homo
europeanus



Three introductory remarks

• About the end of the term

• News

• European tour



About	the	end	of	the	term

• Thursday	5	December,	8-10	am
• Last	session	(Brexit +	conclusions)	

• Tuesday	10	December,	6.30-8	pm	
• Q/A	

• Monday 16	December,	11	am-1	pm	(two hours)	
• Exam



News

UK	General	Election
12	December 2019	



European tour	

Dubrovnik,	Croatia

Monastery of	the	Panaghia Chozoviotissa,	
Amorgos,	Greece

Krakow,	Poland

Bratislava,	Slovakia



Outline

• I. History

• II. Policy

• III. Institutions

• IV. Actors

• V. Current issues
• Why is European defence powerless?
• Is there a ‘European strategic culture’?



V. Current issues: Why is European
defence powerless?
• Some reminders
• Since 2011: War in Syria
• 2011: War in Libya
• 2014: Crimean War
• 2015-2018: Terrorist attacks
• 2018: ‘Khashoggi case’

• Governance
• Unanimous decision-making
(institutional dependence of the EU on
the MS)
• Limited budgetary resources



V. Current issues: Is there a European
‘strategic culture’?
• 26 September 2017
• Speech at the Sorbonne (Paris)

• European Intervention Initiative (E2I)
• 13 States (Belgium, Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Netherlands, Norway, Italy, Portugal,
Spain, Sweden, Britain)

• Outside the EU + multilateralism
• ‘Strategic culture’ (use of force)



V. Current issues: Institutional
Innovations
• 2017: Permanent Structured Cooperation (PESCO)
• EU25: Britain, Malta, Denmark

• 2017: European Defence Fund (EDF)
• 2019-2024 budget: €13 millions?

• 2009 & 2015: Mutual assistance/defence clause (article 42.7
TEU)
• Terrorist attacks in Paris (activated in Nov 2015)

• 2009: ‘defence package’à two directives



Compulsory reading:	Faure,	2019	

• Reference: Samuel B.H. FAURE.
Circulation of Single Market Regulations
within the CSDP : The Case of the
‘Defense Package’. In Delcour, Laure,
Tulmets, Elsa (eds.), Policy Transfer and
Norm Circulation. Towards an
Interdisciplinary and Comparative
Approach. 2019, London: Routlegde. 85-
107.

• Question: Who wants to liberalise
(national) defence markets to create an
internal market for armaments?



Compulsory reading:	Faure,	2019	

• Assumptions:	

• EU	supranational	institutions?	

• EU	intergovernmental institutions?	

• States?	

• Companies and	lobbies?	



Gender reminder (session 6) The sociological
argument of EU's ‘permanent’ staff (Courty,
Michel, 2012)

National

European

Public Private

‘Intermittents’

‘Permanent’

Assumption: The longer an actor
has been working in Brussels, the
more likely it is that she/he will
be effective in her/his lobbying
work



Compulsory reading:	Faure,	2019	



Compulsory reading:	Faure,	2019	

• A differentiated integration of the defence industry in
Europe



To	go	a	step further



Any questions?	



Democracy: Looking for a homo
europaeus
• I. Some comments on the
European elections

• II. Citizens' attitudes towards
the EU: opposed or
indifferent?

• III. Looking for a homo
europaeus



I. Some comments on the European
elections

• Turnout of	the	2019	EU	elections

• Historical trends	of	EU	elections turnout

• EU	elections as	second-class	elections



Turnout of the 2019 European
elections



Historical trends of the European
elections turnout

https://election-results.eu/
https://www.politico.eu/interactive/voters-turnout-in-the-european-elections/



European elections as ‘second-class
elections’…

• Voters consider EU elections less important than
national elections

• Voters use their votes in EU elections to express their
satisfaction or dissatisfaction with political parties and
national political issues



European elections as ‘second-class
elections’…

• Election campaigns are dominated by national political
issues

• As the rate of protest votes is high, small political
parties and protest parties tend to achieve good
electoral results

• Participation in EU elections is generally lower than in
national elections



…	but

• The decline in participation in EU elections (19% from
1979 to 2009) is similar to the parliamentary elections
in:

• Germany: 20.3% from 1972 to 2009

• France: 25.3% from 1973 to 2012

• the United States: 19.2% from 1982 to 2010



…	but

• The political divide at European level is not limited to the
addition of national political parties and national political
issues: transnational issues are emerging

• Political parties should be vigilant about the candidates they
appoint to represent their political families, because:

• The European elections are becoming politicised

• The parliamentarisation of the EU political system is
increasing



To	go	a	step further



Questions	



II. Citizens' attitudes towards the EU:
opposed or indifferent?



Two arguments	

• Mainstream argument (L. Hooghe and G. Marks)
• The level of Euroscepticism/opposition has became
higher

• Alternative argument (V. Van Ingelgom)
• Less rejection than indifference of citizens towards the
EU



Mainstream argument

• Transition from ‘permissive consensus’ (1950-1980) to
‘constrained dissensus’ (1990-2010)

• ‘Permissive consensus’ (1950-1980): soft consensus of
citizens

• The European Communities are the result of a technocratic
process led by political and economic, national and
European elites

• Citizens are not involved in this regional integration project
and do not express an interest in participating à ‘Whoever
says nothing, agrees’



Mainstream argument

• ‘Constrained dissensus’ (1990-2020): polarization of attitudes

• Institutionalisation of the EU:
• Maastricht, Amsterdam, Nice, Lisbon treaties

• Citizens:
• Polarisation of public opinion towards the EU
• Increased mistrust towards national and European political elites
(Euroscepticism)
• E.g. Rejection of the Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe
by the French and Dutch (2005), rejection by the Irish of the
Treaty of Lisbon (2008)



Mainstream argument

• To sum up

• The more visible European integration is, the more
polarized the politicization of citizens and so the
Euroscepticism



Alternative	argument	

• Yes to the decline in opinions in favour of the EU
(according to V. Van Ingelgom)…

• ... but no to the thesis of ’constrained disensus’
according to which there is a polarisation of citizens'
attitudes (politicisation) or even an increase in
Euroscepticism



Alternative	argument	

• The correlation is stronger:

• between the decline in opinions in favour of the
integration process and the increase in the number of
undecided and indifferent citizens

• than between the decline in opinions in favour of the
integration process and the proportion of citizens who
reject the EU (Euroscepticism)



Alternative	argument	

• ‘The proportion of the population included in the category
of opponents (strong and moderate opposition combined)
for the eight countries considered increased from 16% in
1992 to 17% in 2002,
• while the proportion of citizens with a neutral position,
falling into indecision and indifference, increased from 17%
to 25% for all eight countries considered during the same
period.
• It is clear that the decline in the category of strong support
has mainly been in favour of the category composed of
indifferent and undecided citizens, which has risen most
sharply in the post-Maastricht period’ (p. 17).



Questions	



III.	Looking for	a	homo	europaeus

• Why are European citizens very little mobile?

• Who is a homo europaeus?

• What effect does the Erasmus programme have on the
creation of a European identity?



Mobility of	European citizens

• Maastricht Treaty (1992): free movement of persons
(not only workers, Treaty of Rome, 1957)

• So, legally, a European citizen can move and work
anywhere in the EU

• Who has already been to an EU country other than your
home country?



Mobility of	European citizens

• Europeans are very little mobile (see Favell, Recchi 2011 who cite
Ester, Krieger 2008; Herm 2008)

• 0.3% of European workers move from one state to another...
compared to 3% in the United States

• 1% of European workers move within their country of origin



Mobility of	European citizens

• How can these low mobility rates be explained?

• Cultural, social and institutional barriers including language,
family ties, recognition of diplomas and years of experience:

• Convergence of economies reduces incentives to leave one's
home country

• Institutional obstacles remain to the implementation of the
rights opened by European citizenship, such as the
recognition of diplomas or the various pension schemes



Mobility of	European citizens

• How can these low mobility rates be explained?

• Cultural, social and institutional barriers including language,
family ties, recognition of diplomas and years of experience:

• The sense of national identity has not diminished since the
early 1990s: it remains constant

• Linguistic issue: 44% of Europeans (1% of Luxembourgers
but 62% of Britons) do not speak any foreign language



The	‘Eurostars’	model	

• Who is a European/a homo
europaeus (not just legally)?

• Citizens who benefit from their
European citizenship and thus
represent a small elite

• Mobile: moving to another MS

• Located, in particular, in London,
Amsterdam or Brussels (Eurocities)



The	‘Eurostars’	model	

• Who is a European/a homo europaeus (not
just legally)?

• Corporate executives and professionals + Quite
young

• High level of education

• Speak two or three languages

• Read The Economist or The FT

• Likely to support European integration



Questions	


