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I. Warm up  





I. 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





II. Debate 



Group 7 

D7. Democracy: citizens 
opposed or in favour of the 
European Union?

Cloé & Solène A & Justine G 
(opposed)

Etienne & Stanislas & 
Abraham (in favour)



Group 8 

D7. Democracy: citizens 
opposed or in favour of the 
European Union?

Gabrielle & Lou (opposed)

Léa & Noéma (in favour) 



Group 8 

D8. Has the Brexit 
reinforced the 
disintegration of the EU 
or its integration?

Enzo & Mathilde 
(integration) 



III. Feedback 



Feedback on your final paper

• #WakeUpCall

• Comments to help you improve for the next time (final 
exam) 

• Eight tips



1- Puzzle 

• Constructing a problematic/puzzle means formulating a question that poses a 
dilemma / that you don't have the answer to... and therefore requires
research

• With one exception, you have all respected the request for a "how" or a 
"why": This is a necessary but insufficient criterion for formulating a research
question. However, in many cases, you have formulated a simple question

• E.g. There was a crisis in 2007-2009 (Great Recession) which affected the heart
of the EU (Eurozone)... 

• … this should lead to the weakening of EU institutions, in particular
supranational ones... 

• … yet, we see that they have strengthened, in particular the ECB
• How has the ECB strengthened its institutional position as a result of the 

Eurozone crisis? 



2- Clarify the meaning of the words
used (definition) 
• After a semester of studying the EU institutions, you cannot just talk 

about "the EU"

• You must specify which institution(s) you are referring to. The European
Commission does not have the same institutional role as the 
Parliament or the Court of Justice. Yet, in many cases, you continue to 
consider Europe in general

• It is a bit like not distinguishing:
• between Parliament and government in a course on political regimes (because

there would only be "power")
• social origins in a course on inequalities (because there would only be

interchangeable individuals)
• Mauritania or Ivory Coast in a course on African politics (because there would

only be interchangeable states), etc. 



2- Clarify the meaning of the words
used (definition) 
• Similarly, it makes no sense to talk about "lobbies": what

kind of interest groups are you focusing on? If you don't
specify this, your comment is meaningless

• It would have been good, for example, to use Courty and 
Michel's chapter that distinguishes between the 
"permanent" and the "intermittent" of the EU. 

• To sum up, in the social sciences, terms are generally
polysemous: without a definition, one does not know what
one is talking about 



3- Specify the temporality you
choose (context) 
• You must limit the historical sequence on which your

analysis will focus. You cannot deal with a period of 70 years
in a 2 page note. It doesn't make sense. You will inevitably
skim over it without providing any explanation

• You have to adapt the "size" of your research question, i.e. 
the field of study, according to the time/word count you
have available

• You have to accept something difficult, be parsimonious: 
Don't shoot yourself in the foot by being the caricature of 
"ScPo Pipo". 



4- Answer the question asked (not 
another one) 

• Sometimes you formulate a "why" (the causes) and 
answer the "how" (the process or the effects)

• Don't digress, don't lose the thread 



5- Use conceptual or theoretical
tools

• Many of you mix political doctrine/strategy (used by actors to 
govern) and social science theory (constructed by researchers to 
understand what actors do). 

• A theory is an explanation. If you don't use these social science 
tools, then you can at best describe a phenomenon, at worst be
a political commentator

• The objective is to establish a causal relationship: A is the cause 
of B
• "A" therefore represents the explanatory variable that constitutes a 

theory (the spill-over effect of neo-functionalism). 



5- Use conceptual or theoretical
tools
• It is a common mistake among some students to consider theory

as a "philosophy" and therefore as something that is not 
concrete, or real. And therefore, not to take theory seriously

• But nothing could be further from the truth: A good theory is a 
step closer to the truth and therefore to reality. On the other
hand, to repeat common sense is to remain in a world that does
not exist. The first is less comfortable than the second... 

• Misunderstanding and misinterpretation of 
intergovernmentalism vs. liberal intergovernmentalism
• Moravscik's distinction between "bread" and "grandeur" to explain the 

empty chair crisis



6- Give empirical content to your
concepts  

• Without being rigorous and precise about the empirical content 
of the subject you are dealing with, you reproduce myths rather
than enlightening the reader: 
• Public opinion: it looks like all citizens think alike
• Commission: one has the impression that it is an institution that was the 

same in the 1960s or the 2020s 
• EU: one has the impression that it is one "thing" and that inside it

everyone acts the same

• To take the same example: you should not spend your time 
claiming that the ECB is technocratic... but how has the ECB 
strengthened its institutional position (and so become more 
technocratic) as a result of the Eurozone crisis? 



7- Write, write, write! 

• Many of you go from one idea to another without
transition

• So much so that it feels like a series of tweets / micro-
paragraphs: This reinforces the feeling of an overview of 
the analysis (and not a deep one) 

• Writing is thinking. Practice writing, every day



8- Take references seriously

• Some have used only journalistic references: Not 
enough. You must accept to read theory, otherwise
your level of analysis will stagnate

• A footnote is not cosmetic, it is a reference to an 
investigation, sometimes of several years on a subject
(as opposed to a few hours for a good press article) 




