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I. Warm up  



Mélenchon’s
keynote

• Why analyze his keynote? 

• Leading French politician

• Strong youth vote 

• Three (excellent) questions 
about Europe and so he talked
about the EU

• Good exercise to analyze a 
political speech



Mélenchon’s keynote

• Q2: « You were talking about independence and freedom. So I wanted to know 
if you are elected how you see the relations that France will have with the EU 
and what place you give it in the EU »

• Q3: « You spoke of cooperation, particularly to save the planet, and I was 
wondering how we cooperate with other European countries on a European 
scale, and I know that you are not necessarily pro-Europe as it is now. So, how
do we collaborate with this Europe and is Europe as it is not a necessary 
evil(un « mal nécessaire ») somewhere to cooperate and save the planet? » 

• « How »: right wording



Statement #1 
• JLM: « The thing ‘Europe’ has designated completely different episodes; the Europe of 

the six, the Europe of the twelve, the Europe of the sixteen, then the Europe of ten
countries, then the Europe of 28, it is not the same at each stage. It has the same name
but it is not the same thing. It is not the same thing legally, nor the same thing
culturally, it is not the same thing militarily, it is not even the same thing geographically
and geopolitically »

• There has never been a Europe of 16: from 1995 to 2004, there were 15 member states

• It is important to remember that behind the same organization, institutional, political, 
etc. evolutions have been strong in 70 years (contextualization) 

• However, we can also recall that since the 1950s, there has been the juxtaposition of 
two ways of governing Europe: intergovernmental and supranational 



Statement #2 

• « The people who say, we
have to stop all this, the 
Frexiters. (This 
hypothesis) seems to me 
to be above all a source 
of chaos and to give the 
keys of the truck to the 
German Federal Republic. 
You can't miss it, 
geopolitics, it exists » 



Statement #3 

• JLM : « Imagine us as we are with our history, 
we are not naive, we have a long history (...) 
and it commands us what is more important 
than anything, our own independence, our
own freedom as Frenchmen (…) Europe is not 
a tool for ecological progress; Europe is not a 
tool for social progress »

• One can observe that JLM is careful not to 
essentialize/substantialize the national 
identity by the concept of « creolization » but 
on the other hand, he takes for granted « the 
nation » and « Europe » (two different things)

• For those who are interested in these
territorialization issues (think about M.Weber) 
and the stakes of climate change… 



Statement #4 

• « The EU with the treaties
that were signed after the 
Lisbon agreement, after
we French voted against
the draft European
Constitution »

• Input Legitimacy: citizen
participation

• Output Legitimacy: 
political results

• Throughput Legitimacy : 
transparency of decision-
making processes

Reference: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1467-9248.2012.00962.x

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1467-9248.2012.00962.x


Statement #5 

• JLM: « Isn't that the lesser evil? I'll tell you, it is evil. The 
lesser evil is always evil (H. Arendt). If you want to save
the planet, you have to end the policy of generalized
free trade, and that's in the European treaties. This is
what I told Yannick Jadot (...) How can you be against
generalized free trade and for the European treaties? »

• Nicolas Jabko would respond by recalling the difference
between negative integration and positive integration

• Sophie Jacquot and Cornelia Woll would distinguish
between the legal framework and the political uses 
made by political actors to defend the status quo and to 
work for political change 



Statement #6 

• JLM: « How will we govern? By practicing the opt-out, i.e. the French people 
voted this, this, this, that, if you come and tell me that it does not apply, we
will disobey. We are aware that this is an act of disobedience. This is not the 
Polish case. For example, I was against the English opt-out on the EU social 
clauses, especially on the "working time" clause, it was 48 hours. I know that
the opt-out meant that English workers would be subject to more than 48 
hours. So, we must always look at how others use the freedom they claim. We
cannot accept the authoritarian regime of the PIS in Poland. We cannot accept
the authoritarian regime of Hungary because if we accept it there, we will
have to accept it from everybody else. And you will have to accept to be in an 
EU where you do the social opt-out and the others do the democratic opt-out. 
And where others can bring back the death penalty, where others can decide
that the right to abortion, no, that's not for them » 



Statement #6 
• OPTING OUT

• Certain EU Member States have what are known as opt-outs, which are a means of ensuring that when a 
given Member State does not want to take part in a particular field of EU policy, it can opt out, thus
avoiding an overall stalemate.

• Examples of opt-outs include:
• Schengen Agreement: Ireland; 
• economic and monetary union: Denmark; 
• defence: Denmark; 
• EU Charter of Fundamental Rights: Poland; 
• area of freedom, security and justice: Denmark and Ireland (the latter may opt into given initiatives 

if it wishes). 

Reference: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/summary/glossary/opting_out.html



Statement #6 

• Contradiction: on the one hand, JLM says that he wants to use the opt-out as a 
political tool to move the lines, and on the other hand, he says that others must 
not use opt-outs, otherwise the EU will disintegrate

• It is not a political group that decides what is legitimate or not, but a coalition (of 
political parties and member states) that holds the majority

• One can also analyze this assertion as very Gaullist in nature: it is France that must 
dominate Europe and therefore its rules and ways of doing things. Except that
there are 26 other States... 

• We can also analyze this statement from the concept of politicization: is a political
change more likely to succeed by strongly or weakly politicizing political debates? 

• Double interdependence extremely complex for political actors to manage: outside
the state by forming inter-state alliances, and within the state with public opinion 



Statement #7 
• JML: « You know that we French preside over the EU from January to July. The French 

election takes place in April. This means that we have two months in which we should know 
what we are doing. It is an extraordinary opportunity to change the deal »

• Two mistakes: 

• It is not the French but the ministers (who are not elected but appointed - like the 
commissioners - according to a parliamentary majority) who will preside not over 
the EU but over the Council of Ministers

• It is not an extraordinary opportunity insofar as the prerogatives (of a procedural
nature) given to the State that presides over the Council of Ministers are limited to 
establishing the provisional agenda of the Council, proceeding to the vote and 
signing the regulations, directives and decisions of the Council, in the same way as 
the President of the Parliament





II. Press Review 



Group 7 

Commission: Lara, Charlotte, Cloé, Etienne, Nashiba

European Council: Elise, Maëlle, Victorien, Antoine

Council of Ministers: Amine, Solène D, Mathilde, Basile, 
Abraham

Parliament: Eva, Claire, Solène A, Stanislas, Justine G 



Group 8 

Commission: Antonella, Mathilde, Karl, Enzo

European Council: Lucy, Roberta, Ana, Noéma

Council of Ministers: Justine, Quentin, Joris, Fabio

Parliament: Savannah, Guillaume, Léa, Gabrielle, Lou





III. Debate 



Group 7 

D5. Has the Eurozone crisis 
weakened or strengthened 
the European Central Bank? 

Amine & Victorien 
(weakened)

Antoine & Basile 
(strengthened)



Group 8 

D5. Has the Eurozone crisis 
weakened or strengthened 
the European Central Bank? 

Savannah (weakened) 

Quentin (strengthened) 



IV. Feedback 



Conference dinner 



4.1) Big picture 

Ecofin Council Eurogroup ECB 

Political or 
independent 
institution?

Intergovernmental or 
supranational? 

Who attends 
meetings?

President? 



4.1) Big picture 

Ecofin Council 
(27 MS) 

Eurogroup
(19 MS)

ECB 
(19 MS)

Political or 
independent 
institution?

Political Political Independent  

Intergovernmental or 
supranational? 

Intergovernmental Intergovernmental Supranational 

Who attends 
meetings?

Formal meetings of (27) 
Finance Ministers

Informal meetings of (19) 
Finance Ministers

Formal meetings of (19) 
Governors + (6) 

Bureaucrats

President? Rotating Presidency for 6 
months 

Paschal Donohoe (IR) 
Stable President for 2.5y 

(Mr ‘Euro’)

Christine Lagarde (FR)
Stable President for 8y



4.2) Big picture 

• Two main features: 

• i) Supranational institution 

• ii) ‘Independent’ institution in a specific domain



4.3) Effect of 
the financial 
crisis on the 
ECB (Fontan, 
2013)



1) Question & 
Case study • What effect has the financial crisis had on 

(the powers of) the ECB? 



2) Context

• Phase 1: Banking crisis (2007-9) 
• Summer 2007: Bursting of the real estate 

bubble 

• Phase 2: Sovereign Debt Crisis (2009-13) 
• Autumn 2009: The new Greek 

government announced 
• a budget deficit of 13% (vs. 2%) and 
• a debt of more than 100% of GDP (vs. 

60%) 



3) 
Assumptions

• Hyp #1 : Weakening of an institutional 
actor? 

• A dynamic of disintegration  

• Hyp #2: Strengthening a political actor? 
• A deeper integration 



4) 
Financial 

crisis
effect on 
the ECB 

• Competences of the ECB before the 
crisis? 

• Only technical competences (not political 
competences) 

• Independent ECB because prerogatives 
are limited to a sector (monetary policy) 
and a mission (price stability)

• Delegations of power introduced by MS



4) 
Financial 

crisis
effect on 
the ECB 

• ‘The ECB is not a politically neutral actor’ 
(p. 40) (…) ‘influence the economic 
policies of the various MS, as well as the 
governance rules of the Economic and 
Monetary Union (EMU)’ (p. 23)

• ‘The ECB played a major role in framing 
the ‘sovereign’ crisis in the euro area and 
imposing austerity policies in countries in 
financial difficulty’ (p. 40)



4) Financial 
crisis effect 
on the ECB 

‘Troïka’: ECB, EC, IMF



To go a step further 



To go a step further 







To sum up 

• The ECB's power has not decreased but 
increased during the financial crisis

• In this particular context, its role has not 
only been technical but also political

• It has not only ensured price stability, but 
has shaped macroeconomic policies

• And what’s going on now during the Covid-
19 crisis? The European Council (more than 
the ECB) rules the game (Georgagakis, 2020) 





Session 5 (10 Nov) – Democratic and Institutional 
Challenges

Compulsory reading Virginie Van Ingelgom. Mesurer l’indifférence. Intégration européenne et attitudes
des citoyens ». Sociologie. 2012, vol. 3, no 1, p. 1–20.

Debate #7 Democracy: citizens opposed or in favour of the European Union?

Compulsory reading Thierry Chopin, Christian Lequesne. Reverse to disintegration: The cohesive effect
of Brexit on the EU27. Journal of Contemporary European Studies. 2019.

Debate #8 Has the Brexit reinforced the disintegration of the EU or its integration?


