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I. News 





News 

• Quirinal Agreement (2021) between
FR and IT

• Elysee Treaty (1963) between FR 
and GE 

• Podcast: 
https://www.franceculture.fr/emissi
ons/le-temps-du-debat/traite-du-
quirinal-la-relation-franco-italienne-
reequilibre-t-elle-l-europe





News 

• Magdalena Andersson 

• Prime Minister, Sweden

• First woman



II. Brexit 



Outline

• Timeline

• 2016 

• 2017-8 

• 2019

• 2020

• 2021



Timeline
• 1973: UK joined the EU 

• 2016: PM Cameron decided to organise 
a referendum 

• In a context of increasing 
Euroscepticism in the UK… 

• ... And especially within the 
Conservative party 

• Article 50 of the Treaty on European 
Union (Lisbon Treaty): mechanism for 
the voluntary and unilateral withdrawal 
of a European Union country



2016  

• June 2016: 51.89% of people voted 
to leave the EU (motto: ‘take back 
control’ – money, immigration)  

• July 2016: PM Cameron resigned 
after Brexit 

• July 2016: PM May (in favour of 
Brexit but against a second 
referendum) 



2017-8

• Mars 2017: The UK gave itself two
years to leave the EU (i.e. 
implementation of article 50) 

• June 2018: Beginning of formal
negotiations

• Three options: 
• ‘Soft Brexit’ (remain in the internal

market) 
• ‘Hard Brexit’ (leave the internal

market) 
• No deal (between the UK and the EU) 

• November 2018: Conclusion of an 
agreement between London and 
Brussels 



2019

• Three negative votes in the British 
Parliament before the deadline of 
29 March 2019: 15 January, 12 and 
then 29 March 

• March: New deadline in April 2019
• April: New deadline in October 2019 
• May: PM May resigned
• July: PM Johnson 
• October: New deadline in January

2020 
• General Elections: 12 December

2019 

Source: https://www.lefigaro.fr/fig-data/calendrier-brexit/



2020 

• January 31: the UK leaves
the EU after being a 
member state for 47 years

• It is the first MS to leave
the EU 



2021 
• Brexit implementation still poses problems

in some sectors

• This is the case of fishing: in recent days, 
fishermen have blocked the Channel Tunnel 
in protest

• The problem? 

• Paris and London are in conflict over the 
fishing licenses granted to Europeans
(including the French) after the Brexit

• Paris is demanding that the agreement be
applied, i.e. that 200 additional licenses be
given by the British authorities to French 
fishermen (who cannot go fishing in British 
waters without these licenses) 



Brexit in one 
tweet  



Explaining
Brexit

• Short chronology of UK/EU relationships
and Brexit
• https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=R

U8JxMKwKwk

• Other interesting videos:
• https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zc

oyCQDq07I
• https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8L

T1eQxGCGI
• https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xs

ev9DP10f8
• https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=p

m8l_XLsfXE

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RU8JxMKwKwk
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZcoyCQDq07I
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8LT1eQxGCGI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xsev9DP10f8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pm8l_XLsfXE




III. Differentiated 
European Integration 



Compulsory 
ready 



1) A political
system of 

differentiated
integration

• According to Schimmelfenning et alii (2015): 

• The main dynamic is not the disintegration… 

• ... but the differentiated integration of the EU 

• A more and more fragmented (and not unified) 
EU

• A more and more integrated (and not 
disintegrated) EU

• Variable geometry Europe 



1) A political system of differentiated integration



1) A political system of differentiated integration



2) Defining
two types of 

differentiation

• i) ‘Horizontal’ differentiation = territorial 
variation of the EU

• Internal horizontal differentiation (‘opt-out’)
• Danemark, CSDP 

• External horizontal differentiation (‘opt-in’)
• Norway, Erasmus 

• ii) Vertical differentiation = degree of 
centralisation of power within the EU

• CAP vs. CFSP



3) 
Assumptions

• Interdependance + à Integration +

• Politicization + à Differenciation + 

• Interdependence + & Politicization + 
à Internal differenciation (« opt-
out »)

• Interdependence + & Politicization -
à External differenciation (« opt-
in »)



3) Assumptions

Case studies Degree of 
interdependence

Degree of 
politicization

Degree of 
integration

Degree of 
differenciation

Internal Market

Monetary Union

Defence policy

Case studies Degree of 
interdependence

Degree of 
politicization

Degree of 
integration

Degree of 
differenciation

Internal Market + - + + (external)

Monetary Union + + + + (internal)

Defence policy - + - -





IV. Conclusion



The European Union beyond common sense



I. 
INSTITUTIONS 

OF THE EU

• 1) History

• 2) Executive Powers

• 3) Legislative Powers

• 4) Decision-Making

• 5) Lobbies 



1) HISTORY: What’s the 
driver of European
integration? 

• Common sense: The EU is only the 
result of negotiations between 
States and their interests. When 
they converge, the Union becomes 
integrated but when they diverge, 
the Union splits

• Scientific result: The EU can be 
strengthened despite diverging 
national interests and through a 
‘constructive ambiguity’ (Jabko, 
2009) 



2) EXECUTIVE 
POWERS: Who
governs the EU? 
• Common sense: The EU is governed 

by the European Commission, a 
technocratic and undemocratic 
institution (the Commissioners and 
the ‘eurocrats’) 

• Scientific result: The EU is not only 
led by the European Commission 
(and thus by supranational 
interests), but also by the European 
Council (and thus by national ones) 
(Mérand, Weisbein, 2011) 



3) LEGISLATIVE 
POWERS: Who sets 
the rules? 
• Common sense: The EU is a 

technocratic organisation in which 
the European Parliament has little 
power

• Scientific result: EU rules are set by 
the Council and the European 
Parliament under the ‘ordinary 
legislative procedure’ (Mérand, 
Weisbein, 2011)



4) DECISION-
MAKING: How 
does the EU work?  

• Common sense: The EU is driven 
either by national interests 
(intergovernmental method) or by  
supranational institutions 
(community method)

• Scientific result: The EU government 
is not the result of one institution, but 
of a continuous balance of power 
between the Member States 
(European Council and Council) and 
the Commission which are checked by 
the Court (Novak, 2017) 



5) LOBBIES: How 
do interest groups 
shape the EU? 
• Common sense: The EU is under 

the control of the lobbies 

• Scientific result: Lobbies represent 
actors with multiple resources, 
objectives and strategies and have 
a variable effect on the EU if they 
are ‘permanent’ or ‘intermittent’ 
(Courty, Michel, 2012) 



II. 
CHALLENGES 

OF THE EU

• 6) Monetary Policy 

• 7) Migration Policy 

• 8) Defence Policy 

• 9) Democracy

• 10) The future of the EU 



6) EURO: The 
monetary policy of 
the EU 
• Common sense: The economic and 

financial crisis (2008-10) has 
reinforced the trend towards an 
intergovernemental governance of 
the EU

• Scientific result: Supranational 
institutions (the ECB, but also the 
Court and the Commission) have 
been strengthened during the 
Eurozone crisis (Fontan, 2013) 



7) MIGRATION: The 
area of freedom, 
security and justice 

• Common sense: The European 
migration policy is for some a sieve, 
for others a fortress 

• Scientific result: Migration policy 
reveals ‘multi-level’ governance 
(Guiraudon, 2013) 



8) A EUROPEAN 
DEFENCE POLICY: 
An oxymoron? 
• Common sense: The CSDP does not 

exist, it is only based on national 
defence policies, national interests, 
and so the intergovernmental 
method 

• Scientific result: The European 
Commission has become a 
European defence actor through 
political work that has consisted in 
going ‘through the market’ and 
producing ‘soft law’ (Faure, 2020) 



9) DEMOCRACY: Which democratic
deficit?
• Common sense: European citizens are increasingly
Eurosceptic, i.e. they increasingly reject the EU

• Scientific result: European citizens are more and more
indifferent to the EU (Van Ingelgom, 2012)



10) POST-BREXIT 
EUROPE : Does the 
EU have a future?  
• Common sense: The EU is in a 

process of disintegration of which 
Brexit is a symptom  

• Scientific result: The EU is rather 
shaped by more integration and 
more fragmentation at the same 
time – its destruction is not the 
most likely hypothesis 
(Schimmelfenning, Leuffen, 
Rittberger, 2015) 





AND SO WHAT? 
The EU as a 
political field

• Common sense: The EU is a 
unified and homogeneous
political institution acting as 
one person and in a rational 
way

• Scientific result: The EU is a 
political field where actors with
multiple interests and 
perceptions cooperate and 
compete with each other

• The EU is (and will be) the 
result of what the actors who
govern it (and more and more 
the citizens) make of it





Session 11
• Keynote given by Prof. Thierry Chopin 

• Professor of Political Science, European School of 
Political and Social Sciences (ESPOL), Lille Catholic
University

• Visiting Professor at the College of Europe & Research
Associate, Jacques Delors-Notre Europe 

• Author of many books and articles on EU politics: 
https://www.cairn.info/publications-de-Thierry-Chopin--
6284.htm

• Holds a PhD in political science from the School for 
Advanced Studies in Social Sciences (EHESS)

• Has been appointed to head the committee for reflection on 
the challenges of the French Presidency of the Council of the 
EU (#PFUE) 
• Objective: Its members will formulate proposals on the 

major orientations of the French Presidency
• Opportunity to exchange with him on the work done

within the committee and the challenges of the French 
Presidency

https://www.cairn.info/publications-de-Thierry-Chopin--6284.htm


Evaluation 
• 1) Strenghts

• 2) Weaknesses 

• 3) Advice 




