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Abstract 

 

Europeans face many challenges both at home and abroad as the pressures bear down on the 

European Union and its member states to respond.  There are many dilemmas to be resolved 

and many choices to be made about the direction of travel. Helen Wallace offers here a 

personal reflection on the current state of affairs in the politics of the European Union, some 

future scenarios for the future of European integration and some thoughts about how Brexit 

reflects on the UK’s past relationship with the EU and prospects for withdrawal. 
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Europe at a crossroads, but can we read the signposts? 

Reflections1 

 

Helen Wallace 

 Honorary Professor 

 Sussex European institute 

 

These are not easy times to be a European.  They are probably not easy times for a German or 

Danish European.  But they are excruciatingly difficult times for a British European.  So I am 

not in a good mood at all and so what follows may be a bit gloomy.  

 

I first became acquainted with the then European Communities of the Six in 1967.  My 

fellow students and I watched the de Gaulle press conference in November 1967 in which he 

vetoed the United Kingdom’s accession (along with the candidacies of Denmark, Ireland and 

Norway). I wrote my PhD thesis in the early 1970s on aspects of the United Kingdom’s 

accession to the then European Communities.  It was a period of positive optimism as regards 

the changes in view for the British. It was period of relative dynamism for the European 

Communities infused by new blood from the new member states – Denmark and Ireland as 

well as the UK.  It seemed a good personal and professional choice to become a specialist on 

European integration.  And I have benefited from the spectacular development of the field of 

European studies as an academic specialism – and not least since it has enabled me to find so 

many friends and colleagues across Europe.  So nearly 50 years of my life have been 

permeated by involvement in this European – and British – story. 

 

Europe at a Crossroads is my title here – with the attached question: but can we read the 

signposts?  I think my underlying answer to my own question is that it is very hard to second 

guess which direction we Europeans shall take – but it seems certain that we shall not all 

choose the same road.  Yes – this is a crossroads with more than a couple of routes to choose 

                                                           
1 These reflections were presented in lectures at EURECO in Copenhagen on 16 November 2016, CESIfo in 
Munich on 28 November 2016 and Sussex European Institute on 1 December 2016. 
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from – some major roads and some minor roads.  And yes the words on the signposts are not 

clear to read.  And we have no political Sat Nav to determine which way to go, not least since 

we cannot all insert our intended final destination. In what follows I lay out the wider picture 

of the European family more broadly and then make some comments about the specifics 

relating to the United Kingdom. 

 

Context 

The European story has of course evolved across those years.  There have been periods of 

policy expansion and membership enlargement interspersed with periods of stagnation and 

problems. But, at least until relatively recently, overall there was a steady pace of gradual 

additions to the policy repertoire of what has become the European Union, combined with 

institutional refinements. Over the past decade, however, the context has changed and 

European responses have become more ambiguous and ambivalent. So let me indicate what 

for me some of the key elements are in this changed context. And of course I cannot cover 

everything and shall be selective.  

 

First: the process of globalisation has developed apace with numerous consequences.  One of 

these is the declining weight of Europe in the international economy which seems set to be a 

secular trend. Thus Europeans are becoming much less confident of their role and influence 

over what happens.  Another is that globalisation has changed the socio-economic outcomes 

within our European countries – and we saw the struggles to ratify the Comprehensive 

Economic and Trade Agreement between Canada and the European Union.  I was a student in 

Flanders in the period in the 1960s when the move towards Belgian confederation really took 

off, so perhaps no surprise that the less prosperous Walloons have had indigestion – led by a 

Prime Minister, Paul Magnette, who used to be an academic political scientist who 

specialised in European integration!   

 

The deep interdependence of this globalised world means that European countries, including 

as combined in the European Union, are vulnerable to cross-contamination and to new 

pressures.  One source of contamination was the financial crisis of 2008 which continues to 
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haunt us in the travails of the eurozone and the persistent difficulties in the banking sector.  

And these problems bite in the stronger European countries as well as the weaker ones.  Just 

look at the stresses and strains on Deutsche Bank. As for new pressures, the changing 

demography of Africa, combined with the poor functioning of many African countries, has 

prompted a surge of migrants seeking a better life in Europe. And not only from Africa. 

   

A second key element of the changed context is that we find ourselves in an increasingly 

dangerous world.  Gone is the optimism that followed the end of the cold war when many 

hoped that decades of adversarial international relations would be followed by more 

cooperative and peaceful times. Russia has become more of a maverick power than a 

constructive partner.  And it now looks likely that the United States under President Trump 

will become a more maverick partner.  Around the borders of the European Union are a range 

of failed and fragile states which present us with huge challenges – North Africa, the Middle 

East, Ukraine. As we have seen in responses to the refugee surge, these conflicts bite into our 

societies and our mutual understandings, as well as causing foreign policy dilemmas.  We are 

also paying a heavy price for the interventions in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

 

A third key element is that domestic politics have been disrupted by the rise of populist 

parties, many of them Eurosceptical, and in many European countries – and now it seems in 

the United States as well.  The forms and impacts vary from country to country but the 

phenomenon is prevalent. It is present across the spectrum of EU member states – in more 

resilient countries as well as the less resilient.  Numerous factors seem to account for this 

fluidity in our political systems, some internal to each country, some specific to the state of 

Europe, some generated by the migration and refugee surges as well as the issue of terrorism, 

some seemingly the by-product of disorienting globalisation.  

 

We need to beware of over-simplistic explanations.  What, however, does seem to be clear is 

that commitment to the European integration process has been weakened by claims that the 

European Union suffers from what some call a ‘democratic deficit’ and others term a 

‘legitimacy deficit’. This is an old complaint, but one that has been accentuated by declining 
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trust in politicians and the traditional political establishments within individual countries.  

Whatever the causes, the consequences seem rather clearly to include more nationalistic 

inclinations in parts of our electorates, more parochialism, more xenophobia, and less 

confidence in international or transnational frameworks.   

 

A fourth and new key element is the Brexit decision by the UK. Traditionally the story of the 

EU has been one of periodic enlargement with more would-be candidates standing in the 

queue for accession.  Yes, a couple of territories had previously withdrawn from the EU.  

Algeria left the then European Communities when it became an independent country in 1962, 

no longer part of France. And Greenland chose to withdraw from the EU with Danish 

acquiescence after a referendum in 1982.  But the referendum vote for Brexit is a completely 

different case. Here for the first time is a major member state seeking to reverse over four 

decades of full EU membership. Apart from the specifics of the United Kingdom case – to 

which I shall return – there are concerns elsewhere in the European Union that Brexit risks 

causing contagion in other member states in which EU commitments are being challenged. 

 

Responses by the EU to these changes of context 

What then of the emerging responses by the European Union to these changes in context? 

 

As regards the broad process of globalisation the European Union has some economic tools 

but only some.  One core part of the response has been to seek to develop more bilateral trade 

agreements with major trading partners.  This has turned out to be frustratingly difficult in 

practice.  As I already mentioned the agreement with Canada came very close to being 

derailed.  Even before the election of President Trump, the proposed Transatlantic Trade and 

Investment partnership (TTIP) was running into the sands.  To be noted in both cases – the 

difficulties of reaching a successful conclusion are partly about what each government can 

agree to deliver, but also much to do with the domestic political processes needed to underpin 

and to endorse any agreement.  Efforts are also being made to strengthen bilateral trade 

relations with China and India as two of the largest economies in the world, but in both cases 

the negotiations have been hard going. In both cases there is also a competition among EU 
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member states to develop their own business and investment opportunities with these 

growing economies. 

 

At the other end of this spectrum are questions about how to respond to those impacts of 

global economic trends deep inside the societies of the European Union’s member states.  

The EU as such has limited instruments for dealing with these – and indeed individual 

member states have limited instruments for responding to the displacement of production and 

the pressures on wages that are all too apparent. Alas it has become all too easy for ‘Europe’ 

to be the scapegoat for problems that have more diverse origins. 

 

As for the financial crisis and turbulence since 2008, the policy-makers responsible for the 

operation of the eurozone have been hard at work seeking to mitigate the fallout from the 

turbulence both for individual countries and for the system as a whole.  Discussions continue 

about structural reforms in this or that country – Greece being the most visible case, but by no 

means the only one – and discussions continue about plans to develop at least a banking 

union and maybe down the line a fiscal union for eurozone members. Without going into the 

details, it seems rather obvious that at best this is a job only half done – and one which 

requires a high level of political as well as economic cohesion within the eurozone.   A 

couple of points about this need to be stressed: first, this topic raises the issue of the 

relationship between eurozone members and other EU member states, also much affected by 

the strains within the eurozone; and, second, there remains a question mark about the 

plausibility of other EU member states joining the membership of the eurozone in the 

foreseeable future. 

 

Let me turn briefly to a subject that deserves a longer commentary – the migration surges of 

recent years.  We need to be very careful in how we frame the discussion of three separate 

phenomena that are all too easily elided: economic migration; displaced persons from 

countries such as Afghanistan and other fragile states; and the acute refugee crisis of Syria 

and neighbouring countries.  As for economic migration inside the EU and into the EU, it is 

understandable that people are keen to find a better life in what they believe to be the more 
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promising societies and economies of this or that European country.  This is not a new 

phenomenon but it has intensified.  The EU has been slow to develop programmes that might 

in a constructive and effective way stimulate economic development in the countries of origin 

– and of course there are no easy answers except to say that we can only hope that these 

efforts will intensify.  And we have to own up to the fact that European countries with poor 

demographic profiles actually do need young workers both skilled and unskilled.  But this 

phenomenon has morphed into something else with the experiences of human-trafficking, of 

casualties in the Mediterranean, of crowded camps in Italy and Greece and indeed in northern 

France, of barbed wire fences at this or that European border.  The pictures across the media 

convey a depressing image of the European Union in disarray, whatever the complexities of 

the issues and the shortage of solutions. 

 

This brings me to the dangerous state of the world – and of our European neighbourhood.  

Here we have a mixed record of some more, some less effective responses. The legacy 

response to the neighbourhood has been enlargement for some and forms of association for 

others. This has been on balance successful for those accepted as full members of the EU, 

although there are troubling developments in some countries.   But we may well have reached 

the limits of enlargement policy for the time being, given what we know about public opinion 

in many of our countries and not least the temptation of governments under pressure to turn 

issues over ‘to the people’ in a referendum.  It remains to be seen how far the prospect of EU 

membership can be delivered for the remaining countries that were part of Yugoslavia.   

 

Association arrangements have not turned out so well, as we know from the case of Ukraine 

– and we should note that the EU is here too apparently held hostage by domestic opinion in 

this or that member state. The recent Dutch referendum on the Ukraine association agreement 

is a worrying signal of our difficulties in taking policy forwards on a collective and effective 

European basis. Among other things Europeans have been slow to develop a strategy towards 

Russia and doing that gets harder not easier.  How any such strategy develops in the future 

will surely now be influenced by the way in which US policy develops under President 

Trump. 
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As for the Middle East and North Africa – here are problems that seem both long run and 

indeed testing, maybe intractable.  We Europeans cannot escape the consequences of the 

conflicts in the area – the refugee surge illustrates this only too painfully.  We are hampered 

by disagreements about what to do and by uncertainty as to what would actually make a 

positive difference.  And everything is complicated by the increasing engagement of Russia 

in Syria and now by the question marks about how US policy might develop.  

 

Let me add here a couple of specific points that are worth stressing – one more positive and 

one less so.  The European Union did play a positive and constructive role in bringing Iran to 

the negotiating table over the issue of its nuclear potential.  The agreement reached holds out 

a promise of a better relationship with Iran in the future and perhaps the opportunity to 

engage Iran more constructively in the international system. It is to be hoped that European 

policy-makers will be tenacious in holding to this course and in putting pressure on the 

incoming US government not to undo what has been achieved. 

 

The other specific point concerns Turkey.  As we know in theory Turkey remains an accepted 

candidate for EU membership as and when it could be demonstrated that Turkey meets the 

criteria for accession. Negotiations are currently on hold for several reasons, including issues 

relating to Cyprus as well as the ways in which Turkey’s internal politics are developing.  It 

seems rather clear that there are deep reservations inside many EU member states about the 

acceptability of Turkey as an EU member – and here too it could well be the case that 

referenda would have to be held in some countries to endorse this.  But this does not get us 

off the hook.  Turkey is a geopolitically important neighbour for numerous reasons. And it is 

hugely in our collective interest as Europeans that Turkey remains a stable democracy.  So 

we have to stick at efforts to sustain a viable partnership with Turkey – however difficult that 

is to achieve. 

 

So the balance sheet of responses is not very cheering and the images of European hesitations 

are not very encouraging.  I make these remarks with no pleasure.  As I commented earlier, 

part of the problem is that our domestic politics have become so contentious in so many 
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European countries.  It becomes hard to distinguish which of our problems are genuinely hard 

to address from those which are of our own making.  So let me speculate a bit on some 

possible scenarios for the future development of the European Union. 

 

Scenarios for the future development of the EU 

There is a range of potential scenarios that might develop in Europe:  

 Scenario One: Traditionally one recurrent scenario favoured by some policy-makers 

and some commentators has been a big leap towards a political union in the European 

Union, albeit one that might not carry with it all of the current membership. I was 

always a little sceptical about the viability of this scenario and these days it looks to 

me somewhat improbable. I find it hard to see how a majority of EU member states 

would or could sign up for such a big leap forwards.  Some people still argue for at 

least a version of this centred on the membership of the eurozone.  I am not convinced 

that even this is plausible – and for myself I would regret an outcome which caused an 

even bigger divide between the eurozone and other members of the European family. 

 Scenario Two: At the other end of the spectrum we now have to consider a 

disintegration scenario, that is to say the unravelling of the European project.  Of 

course personally I hope that this is not a likely scenario but there are some 

troublesome indicators as I have commented in my previous remarks.  I noted the 

other day a comment by Frans Timmermans, one of the Vice-Presidents of the 

European Commission, who admitted that for the first time in his 30 years of 

involvement in the EU a disintegration scenario could now be imagined.  Brexit 

complicates this picture of course, which I deeply regret.  We could have quite some 

discussion on the plausibility of such a stark scenario.  It needs some thoughtful and 

meticulous analysis by social scientists as well as sober reflection by practitioners. 

 Scenario Three: Perhaps a more plausible scenario is that we could see the 

continuing development of persistently varied degrees of integration across the 

continent. This would presumably include some reinforcement of the mainly eurozone 

group.  It is less clear than it used to be how far the Schengen members can reinforce 

their cohesion, given the stresses and strains around the migration and refugee issues.  
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And it is also less clear than it used to be how far there is a leadership group of 

member states on foreign and security agenda, again not least with the prospect of the 

United Kingdom outside the European Union.   Overall this scenario is one of a 

patchwork version of European integration, whatever label we might stick on it – 

variable geometry, multi-speed, concentric circles and so forth.  And there are tricky 

issues here about the governance and institutional requirements to enable a patchwork 

scenario to work. 

 Scenario Four: My preference was always for a different version of this – namely a 

European Union with less promiscuous ambitions and a tighter focus on the key 

issues for transnational collaboration, more flexible, and more pragmatic.  This would 

focus attention on making the system work rather than being tempted by frequent 

changes of the operating system.  It would concentrate on making the core policy 

areas deliver substantive outcomes and resist adding to the policy portfolio and 

especially in the areas of policy where there are legitimately differences of practice, 

priority and culture among the member states. This scenario would leave more space 

for a country such as the UK to play an influential role in some key policy areas – and 

indeed it is this kind of scenario that has been favoured by UK governments in the 

past.  It would also leave more space for a country like Denmark to feel at home 

inside the system.  Alas, Brexit rather knocks this scenario on the head. 

 An additional remark here: of course Germany has always been a major player in 

the European integration process across most of its policy activities though less 

obviously as regards foreign and security policy than other policy areas.  Latterly the 

role of Germany in influencing what happens has become even more critical than 

before.  My own view – no doubt coloured by my own personal preferences – is that 

the system was better calibrated with the United Kingdom as well as France to engage 

with German governments in defining developments.  So much now rests on German 

shoulders – and we need to follow closely how the Franco-German relationship 

evolves not least since there are quite some differences of substance between France 

and Germany.  
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Brexit 

This brings me to Brexit and the prospect of the United Kingdom withdrawing from the 

European Union. Let me give you an account of how we have ended up in this situation.  

 

Several themes have repeatedly underpinned the UK’s place in the European family: 

 For the founder members of the European Union – and for many (maybe most) 

subsequent joiners membership was a first best option.  For the UK it was always at 

most a second best option (except for the few British pro-Europeans who were clear 

enthusiasts).  The language of UK membership has across the years been the language 

of ‘on the one hand’, but ‘on the other hand’.  For most member states membership 

has been tied to a kind of national project: for the founders both a security anchor and 

a way to economic regeneration; for the southern and eastern Europeans a 

democratisation anchor and a way to economic transformation; for many of the 

former members of the European Free Trade Association (EFTA) a route to being 

embedded in the wider European family.  In contrast for the UK membership has been 

essentially transactional and satisficing. 

 To put this another way – for most EU member states membership of the EU and its 

core aims provided a means to escape from the shadows of the past and to invest in 

strong aspirations for a better future.  Hence the gradual extension of EU policies and 

commitments has been viewed through a lens of making the future more predictable 

and less uncertain.  The building of reciprocity underpinned by the shared jurisdiction 

of European law was largely seen as an essential factor to provide guarantees of 

mutual engagement.  In contrast the UK debates about the EU have been permeated 

by nostalgia for a period when the UK walked taller and was more proudly 

independent and self-reliant.  In this context the reach of European law into what one 

Foreign Secretary (Douglas Hurd) called the ‘nooks and crannies’ of daily life became 

widely viewed as irritating and intrusive.  

 To put this yet another way – the evolution of the European Union has been marked 

by a debate between deep integration and shallow integration, with periods of 

negotiation around treaty changes where choices were made as to whether, where and 
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how to deepen integration.  Typically the UK has found itself arguing the minimalist 

rather than the maximalist case – with the one striking exception of the Single 

European Act in 1986 when the then UK government pressed so hard – and so 

successfully – for tighter rules to achieve a single European market.  The frequency of 

treaty reform initiatives over subsequent years served to reinforce UK resistance to 

deeper integration. 

 The disinclination of the UK – under both Conservative and Labour Governments – to 

embrace some of these central policy initiatives and reforms took the UK on a path of 

exceptionalism, seeking opt-outs from new commitments.  Thus the UK chose not to 

adopt the euro, and the UK vigorously resisted joining the Schengen area.  The 

intensity of British reluctance about both of these commitments grew with the 

problems of the eurozone from 2008 onwards and then again with the surges of 

migrants and refugees of recent years.  Increasingly the UK seemed to be outside the 

mainstream; what might have been profiled as a couple of exceptions (however 

important) turned into a recurrent inclination to look for the exception – or even better 

the opportunity to issue a veto.  This was illustrated vividly at the European Council 

of December 2011 when the then British Prime Minister, David Cameron, blocked an 

agreement to develop plans to stabilise the eurozone under the normal treaties and 

through the regular EU institutions. 

 Yet there is a paradox in the story – actually and demonstrably UK governments have 

left their fingerprints all over EU policies and practices.  They have been in positions 

of crucial influence on at least three of the big achievements of the European Union.  

As we saw above, it was the UK government – under Margaret Thatcher – which was 

the keenest advocate of developing the single European market, an objective that 

meshed well with repeated British insistence that the EU should be rather liberal than 

protectionist in international trade. It was UK governments that contributed so 

pragmatically to the development of the Union’s common foreign and security policy 

from idea to substance.  It was the UK government of the mid-1990s that pushed 

vigorously for the European Union to accept so many countries from central and 

eastern Europe as welcome candidates for enlargement, probably the European 

Union’s biggest foreign policy achievement in the aftermath of the cold war.  And the 

paradox is this – those same UK governments never took political ownership of these 
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important achievements in the debate at home in the UK, with the result that it is 

much easier to find references to what they forced on us than to what we forced on 

them. 

 

Nowadays 

This brings me to nowadays as regards Brexit.  The referendum produced its outcome after a 

campaign in which the ‘leave’ campaign focused its slogans on identity issues, and very 

effectively, while the ‘remain’ campaign focused its arguments on the transactional and 

economic interest arguments.  The outcome was geographically disparate, with London, 

Scotland and Northern Ireland producing remain majorities, while non-metropolitan England 

and Wales produced leave majorities. Here is a picture of a dis/United Kingdom with 

particularly tricky questions about the island of Ireland and intriguing issues about Scotland’s 

place. 

 

As for the path to making Brexit mean Brexit: the process is uncertain, including as regards 

the place of the UK and devolved parliaments; the timeline is uncertain; and the substance is 

unknown, not least since the leave campaigners had no agreed Brexit plan and there is 

astonishing ignorance about what is involved in unravelling EU membership – think about it 

as being like a complex accession process in reverse. This text was completed in the week 

that the UK Parliament – both chambers – reached the final stages of considering the 

European Union (Notification of Withdrawal) Bill.  This provides for parliamentary 

endorsement for the UK government to trigger Article 50 of the Treaty on European Union 

and hence the beginning of the negotiations to achieve Brexit. 

 

As yet we know little about how the rest of the European Union and its member states will 

respond as and when the negotiations go forwards.  Elections are pending in Germany, 

France and elsewhere. There is fear of contagion to other member states. No systematic 

evaluation has yet been done of the implications for the European Union itself of losing the 

UK as a member. So we are in for probably quite a long period of uncertainty – and a major 

distraction from the other issues in the European in-tray, as well as a complication for other 
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discussions about the development of the European Union as such. This is not a happy 

conclusion. 

 

Could we have foreseen these developments?  Well none of us has a crystal ball or a gift for 

prophecy.   I have to confess that I always suspected that a referendum in the UK could well 

lead to this result, a comment I make with no pleasure.   

 

But there is a wider issue here for all of us in the social science community and in the field of 

European studies.  Academics studying the European Union have on the whole preferred 

either to bury themselves in the minutiae of the process or to engage in broad theorising or to 

focus on the pro-integration trends rather than the potentially disintegration trends.  It is time 

to revisit our research agenda. 

 

 



17 
 

 

Working Papers in Contemporary European Studies 

 

 

1. Vesna Bojicic and David Dyker    June 1993 

 Sanctions on Serbia: Sledgehammer or Scalpel 

 

2. Gunther Burghardt    August 1993 

 The Future for a European Foreign and Security Policy 

 

3. Xiudian Dai, Alan Cawson, Peter Holmes    February 1994 

 Competition, Collaboration & Public Policy: A Case Study of the 

 European HDTV Strategy 

 

4. Colin Crouch    February 1994 

 The Future of Unemployment in Western Europe? Reconciling Demands 

  for Flexibility, Quality and Security 

 

5. John Edmonds    February 1994 

 Industrial Relations - Will the European Community Change Everything? 

 

6. Olli Rehn    July 1994 

 The European Community and the Challenge of a Wider Europe 

 

7. Ulrich Sedelmeier   October 1994 

 The EU’s Association Policy towards Central Eastern Europe: Political 

  and Economic Rationales in Conflict 

 

8. Mary Kaldor   February 1995 

 Rethinking British Defence Policy and Its Economic Implications 

 

9. Alasdair Young   December 1994 

 Ideas, Interests and Institutions: The Politics of Liberalisation in the 

  EC’s Road Haulage Industry 

 

10. Keith Richardson   December 1994 

 Competitiveness in Europe: Cooperation or Conflict? 

 

11. Mike Hobday   June 1995 

 The Technological Competence of European Semiconductor Producers 

 

12. Graham Avery   July 1995 

 The Commission’s Perspective on the Enlargement Negotiations 

 

13. Gerda Falkner   September 1995 

 The Maastricht Protocol on Social Policy: Theory and Practice 

 

14. Vesna Bojicic, Mary Kaldor, Ivan Vejvoda   November 1995 

 Post-War Reconstruction in the Balkans 

15. Alasdair Smith, Peter Holmes, Ulrich Sedelmeier,                    March 1996 



18 
 

 Edward Smith, Helen Wallace, Alasdair Young 

 The European Union and Central and Eastern Europe: Pre-Accession 

           Strategies   

 

16. Helen Wallace   March 1996 

 From an Island off the North-West Coast of Europe 

 

17. Indira Konjhodzic   June 1996 

 Democratic Consolidation of the Political System in Finland, 1945-1970:  

 Potential Model for the New States of Central and Eastern Europe? 

 

18. Antje Wiener and Vince Della Sala   December 1996 

 Constitution Making and Citizenship Practice - Bridging the Democracy 

 Gap in the EU?  

 

19. Helen Wallace and Alasdair Young   December 1996 

 Balancing Public and Private Interests Under Duress 

 

20. S. Ran Kim   April 1997 

 Evolution of Governance & the Growth Dynamics of the Korean 

 Semiconductor Industry 

 

21. Tibor Navracsics   June 1997 

 A Missing Debate?: Hungary and the European Union 

 

22. Peter Holmes with Jeremy Kempton   September 1997 

 Study on the Economic and Industrial Aspects of Anti-Dumping Policy 

 

23. Helen Wallace   January 1998 

 Coming to Terms with a Larger Europe: Options for Economic 

  Integration 

 

24. Mike Hobday, Alan Cawson and S Ran Kim   January 1998 

 The Pacific Asian Electronics Industries: Technology Governance 

 and Implications for Europe 

 

25. Iain Begg   August 1998 

 Structural Fund Reform in the Light of Enlargement 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 1 

 

26. Mick Dunford and Adrian Smith   August 1998  

 Trajectories of Change in Europe’s Regions: Cohesion, 

 Divergence and Regional Performance 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 2 

 

27. Ray Hudson   August 1998 

 What Makes Economically Successful Regions in Europe Successful? 

 Implications for Transferring Success from West to East 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 3 

 



19 
 

28. Adam Swain   August 1998 

 Institutions and Regional Development: Evidence from Hungary and  

 Ukraine 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 4 

 

29. Alasdair Young   October 1998 

 Interpretation and ‘Soft Integration’ in the Adaptation of the European 

 Community’s Foreign Economic Policy 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 5 

 

30. Rilka Dragneva   March 1999 

 Corporate Governence Through Privatisation: Does Design Matter? 

 

31. Christopher Preston and Arkadiusz Michonski   March 1999 

 Negotiating Regulatory Alignment in Central Europe: The Case of the 

 Poland EU European Conformity Assessment Agreement 

 

32. Jeremy Kempton, Peter Holmes, Cliff Stevenson   September 1999 

 Globalisation of Anti-Dumping and the EU 

 CENTRE ON EUROPEAN POLITICAL ECONOMY Working Paper No. 6 

 

33. Alan Mayhew   March 2000 

 Financial and Budgetary Implications of the Accession of Central 

  and East European Countries to the European Union.   

 

34. Aleks Szczerbiak   May 2000 

 Public Opinion and Eastward Enlargement - Explaining Declining  

 Support for EU Membership in Poland 

 

35. Keith Richardson   September 2000 

 Big Business and the European Agenda 

 

36. Aleks Szczerbiak and Paul Taggart   October 2000 

 Opposing Europe: Party Systems and Opposition to the Union, the Euro 

  and Europeanisation 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 1 

 

37. Alasdair Young, Peter Holmes and Jim Rollo   November 2000 

 The European Trade Agenda After Seattle 

 

38.   Sławomir Tokarski and Alan Mayhew              December 2000 

  Impact Assessment and European Integration Policy 

 

39.   Alan Mayhew     December 2000 

 Enlargement of the European Union: an Analysis of the Negotiations 

 with the Central and Eastern European Candidate Countries 

 

40.  Pierre Jacquet and Jean Pisani-Ferry     January 2001 

 Economic Policy Co-ordination in the Eurozone: What has been achieved?   

 What should be done? 



20 
 

 

41. Joseph F. Francois and Machiel Rombout        February 2001 

 Trade Effects From The Integration Of The Central And East European  

 Countries Into The European Union 

 

42. Peter Holmes and Alasdair Young        February 2001 

 Emerging Regulatory Challenges to the EU's External Economic Relations 

 

43. Michael Johnson   March 2001 

 EU Enlargement and Commercial Policy:  Enlargement and the Making 

 of Commercial Policy 

 

44. Witold Orłowski and Alan Mayhew          May 2001 

 The Impact of EU Accession on Enterprise, Adaptation and Institutional 

  Development in the Countries of Central and Eastern Europe 

 

45. Adam Lazowski     May 2001 

 Adaptation of the Polish legal system to European Union law: Selected aspects 

 

46. Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak          May 2001 

 Parties, Positions and Europe: Euroscepticism in the EU Candidate  

 States of Central and Eastern Europe 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 2 

 

47.  Paul Webb and Justin Fisher     May 2001 

 Professionalizing the Millbank Tendency: the Political Sociology of New 

 Labour's Employees 

 

48.  Aleks Szczerbiak      June 2001 

 Europe as a Re-aligning Issue in Polish Politics?: Evidence from 

 the October 2000 Presidential Election 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 3 

 

49.  Agnes Batory          September 2001  

 Hungarian Party Identities and the Question of European Integration 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 4 

 

50.  Karen Henderson          September 2001 

 Euroscepticism or Europhobia: Opposition attitudes to the EU in the 

 Slovak Republic 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 5 

 

51.  Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak   April 2002 

 The Party Politics of Euroscepticism in EU Member and Candidate States 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 6. 

 

52.  Alan Mayhew   April 2002 

 The Negotiating Position of the European Union on Agriculture, the 

 Structural Funds and the EU Budget. 

 



21 
 

53.  Aleks Szczerbiak   May 2002 

 After the Election, Nearing The Endgame: The Polish Euro-Debate in 

 the Run Up To The 2003 EU Accession Referendum 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 7. 

 

54.  Charlie Lees   June 2002 

 'Dark Matter': institutional constraints and the failure of party-based 

  Euroscepticism in Germany 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 8  

 

55. Pinar Tanlak      October 2002  

 Turkey EU Relations in the Post Helsinki phase and the EU 

 harmonisation laws adopted by the Turkish Grand National Assembly 

 in August 2002 

 

56. Nick Sitter                                                                                      October 2002  

 Opposing Europe: Euro-Scepticism, Opposition and Party Competition 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 9 

 

57. Hans G. Nilsson   November 2002 

 Decision Making in EU Justice and Home Affairs: Current Shortcomings 

 and Reform Possibilities 

 

58. Adriano Giovannelli   November 2002 

 Semipresidentialism: an emerging pan-European model 

 

59. Daniel Naurin   December 2002 

 Taking Transparency Seriously 

 

60. Lucia Quaglia     March 2003 

 Euroscepticism in Italy and centre Right and Right wing political parties 

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 10 

 

61. Francesca Vassallo     March 2003 

 Another Europeanisation Case: British Political Activism  

 

62. Kieran Williams, Aleks Szczerbiak, Brigid Fowler         March 2003 

 Explaining Lustration in Eastern Europe: a Post-Communist Politics  

 Approach   

 

63. Rasa Spokeviciute     March 2003 

 The Impact of EU Membership of The Lithuanian Budget 

 

64. Clive Church         May 2003 

 The Contexts of Swiss Opposition to Europe  

 OPPOSING EUROPE RESEARCH NETWORK Working Paper No. 11 

 

65. Alan Mayhew            May 2003 

 The Financial and Budgetary Impact of Enlargement and Accession 

 



22 
 

66. Przemysław Biskup          June 2003  

 Conflicts Between Community and National Laws: An Analysis of the  

 British Approach 

 

67. Eleonora Crutini    August 2003 

 Evolution of Local Systems in the Context of Enlargement 

 

68. Professor Jim Rollo    August 2003 

 Agriculture, the Structural Funds and the Budget After Enlargement 

 

69. Aleks Szczerbiak and Paul Taggart         October 2003 

 Theorising Party-Based Euroscepticism: Problems of Definition,  

 Measurement and Causality 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 12 

 

70. Nicolo Conti    November 2003 

 Party Attitudes to European Integration: A Longitudinal Analysis of the 

 Italian Case 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 13 

 

71. Paul Lewis   November 2003 

 The Impact of the Enlargement of the European Union on Central 

      European Party Systems 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper 

 No. 14 

 

72. Jonathan P. Aus   December 2003 

 Supranational Governance in an “Area of Freedom, Security and  

 Justice”: Eurodac and the Politics of Biometric Control 

  

73. Juraj Buzalk                                                                                     February 2004 

 Is Rural Populism on the decline? Continuities and Changes in  

 Twentieth Century Europe: The case of Slovakia 

 

74.  Anna Slodka   May 2004 

 Eco Labelling in the EU: Lessons for Poland 

 

75. Pasquale Tridico   May 2004 

 Institutional Change and Economic Performance in Transition 

 Economics: The case of Poland 

 

 

76. Arkadiusz Domagala       August 2004 

 Humanitarian Intervention: The Utopia of Just War?  

 The NATO intervention in Kosovo and the restraints of Humanitarian Intervention 

77. Marisol Garcia, Antonio Cardesa Salzmann &Marc Pradel      September 2004 

 The European Employment Strategy: An Example of European 

 Multi-level Governance 



23 
 

 

78.  Alan Mayhew       October 2004  

 The Financial Framework of the European Union, 2007–2013: New  

 Policies? New Money? 

 

79.  Wojciech Lewandowski         October 2004 

 The Influence of the War in Iraq on Transatlantic Relations 

 

80.  Susannah Verney       October 2004  

 The End of Socialist Hegemony: Europe and the Greek Parliamentary  

 Election of 7th March 2004 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 15 

 

81. Kenneth Chan   November 2004  

 Central and Eastern Europe in the 2004 European Parliamentary 

 Elections: A Not So European Event 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 16 

 

82.  Lionel Marquis           December 2004  

 The Priming of Referendum Votes on Swiss European Policy 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 17 

 

83.  Lionel Marquis and Karin Gilland Lutz        December 2004  

 Thinking About and Voting on Swiss Foreign Policy: Does Affective  

 and Cognitive Involvement Play a Role?  

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 18 

 

84. Nathaniel Copsey and Aleks Szczerbiak       March 2005 

 The Future of Polish-Ukrainian Relations: Evidence from the June 2004 

 European Parliament Election Campaign in Poland 

  

85. Ece Ozlem Atikcan           May 2006

 Citizenship or Denizenship: The Treatment of Third Country Nationals  

 in the European Union 

 

86.  Aleks Szczerbiak            May 2006 

 ‘Social Poland’ Defeats ‘Liberal Poland’?: The September-October 2005 

  Polish Parliamentary and Presidential Elections 

 

87. Nathaniel Copsey           October 2006 

 Echoes of the Past in Contemporary Politics: the case of  

 Polish-Ukrainian Relations  

 

88. Lyukba Savkova           November 2006 

 Spoilt for Choice, Yet Hard to Get: Voters and Parties at the Bulgarian  

 2005 Parliamentary Election  



24 
 

 

89. Tim Bale and Paul Taggart                     November 2006 

 First Timers Yes, Virgins No: The Roles and Backgrounds 

  of New Members of the European Parliament  

 

90. Lucia Quaglia           November 2006 

 Setting the pace? Private financial interests and European financial 

 market integration  

 

91. Tim Bale and Aleks Szczerbiak      December 2006 

 Why is there no Christian Democracy in Poland  

 (and why does this matter)?  

 

92. Edward Phelps          December 2006  

 Young Adults and Electoral Turnout in Britain: Towards a Generational 

 Model of Political Participation 

 

93.   Alan Mayhew                   April 2007 

           A certain idea of Europe: Can European integration survive  

 eastern enlargement? 

             

94 . Seán Hanley, Aleks Szczerbiak, Tim Haughton         May 2007 

and Brigid Fowler   

 Explaining the Success of Centre-Right Parties in Post-Communist 

 East Central Europe: A Comparative Analysis 

 

95. Dan Hough and Michael Koß                          May 2007 

 Territory and Electoral Politics in Germany 

 

96. Lucia Quaglia              July 2007 

 Committee Governance in the Financial Sector in the European Union 

 

97. Lucia Quaglia, Dan Hough and Alan Mayhew                    August 2007 

  You Can’t Always Get What You Want, But Do You Sometimes Get  

  What You Need? The German Presidency of the EU in 2007 

 

98.   Aleks Szczerbiak                             November 2007  

  Why do Poles love the EU and what do they love about it?: Polish  

  attitudes towards European integration  during the first three years 

  of EU membership  

 

99.      Francis McGowan               January 2008 

 The Contrasting Fortunes of European Studies and EU Studies: Grounds  

 for Reconciliation?  

 

100. Aleks Szczerbiak                  January 2008 

 The birth of a bi-polar party system or a referendum on a polarising  

 government: The October 2007 Polish parliamentary election  

 

 



25 
 

101.     Catharina Sørensen                   January 2008 

  Love me, love me not… A typology of public euroscepticism 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

  No. 19 

 

102. Lucia Quaglia                    February 2008 

 Completing the Single Market in Financial services: An Advocacy 

     Coalition Framework 

 

103.  Aleks Szczerbiak and Monika Bil      May 2008 

 When in doubt, (re-)turn to domestic politics? 

 The (non-) impact of the EU on party politics in Poland 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 20 

 

104. John Palmer                                                               July 2008 

     Beyond EU Enlargement-Creating a United European Commonwealth 

 

105. Paul Blokker            September 2008  

 Constitutional Politics, Constitutional Texts and Democratic Variety in  

 Central and Eastern Europe 

 

106. Edward Maxfield          September 2008    

 A New Right for a New Europe?  Basescu, the Democrats & Romania’s centre-right 

 

107. Emanuele Massetti         November 2008 

The Scottish and Welsh Party Systems Ten Years after Devolution: Format, 

Ideological Polarization and Structure of Competition 

 

108.  Stefano Braghiroli           December 2008 

 Home Sweet Home: Assessing the Weight and Effectiveness  

 of National Parties’ Interference on MEPs’ everyday Activity 

 

109. Christophe Hillion and Alan Mayhew               January 2009 

 The Eastern Partnership – something new or window-dressing  

  

 

110. John FitzGibbon              September 2009 

 Ireland’s No to Lisbon: Learning the Lessons from the 

 failure of the Yes and the Success of the No Side 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

  No. 21 

 

111. Emelie Lilliefeldt            September 2009 

Political parties and Gender Balanced Parliamentary Presence in Western Europe: A 

two-step Fuzzy-set Qualitative Comparative Analysis 

 

112. Valeria Tarditi                    January 2010 

 THE SCOTTISH NATIONAL PARTY’S CHANGING ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE EUROPEAN UNION 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper No. 22 



26 
 

 

113. Stijn van Kessel           February 2010  

Swaying the disgruntled floating voter. The rise of populist parties in contemporary 

Dutch politics.  

 

114.     Peter Holmes and Jim Rollo                            April 2010 

 EU Internal Market: Shaping a new Commission Agenda 2009-2014. 

 

115. Alan Mayhew                 June 2010 

            The Economic and Financial Crisis: impacts on an emerging economy – Ukraine 

 

116. Dan Keith                  June 2010 

 The Portuguese Communist Party – Lessons in Resisting Change 

 

117. Ariadna Ripoll Servent                June 2010 

The European Parliament and the ‘Returns’ directive: The end of radical 

contestation; the start of consensual constraints? 

 

118. Paul Webb, Tim Bale and Paul Taggart        October 2010 

 Deliberative Versus Parliamentary Democracy in the UK: An Experimental Study  

 

119.     Alan Mayhew, Kai Oppermann and Dan Hough          April 2011  

 German foreign policy and leadership of the EU – ‘You can’t always get what  

  you want … but you sometimes get what you need’  

 

120. Tim Houwen                 June 2011 

 The non-European roots of the concept of populism  

 

121.      Cas Mudde                  August 2011 

 Sussex v. North Carolina: The Comparative Study of Party Based Euroscepticism 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 23 

 

122.  Marko Stojic                August 2011 

The Changing Nature of Serbian Political Parties’ Attitudes Towards Serbian EU 

Membership  

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 24 

 

123.  Dan Keith                       September 2011 

‘When life gives you lemons make lemonade’: Party organisation and the adaptation 

of West European Communist Parties 

 

124.  Marianne Sundlisæter Skinner            October 2011 

From Ambiguity to Euroscepticism? A Case Study of the Norwegian Progress Party’s 

Position on the European Union 

EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper No. 25 

125. Amy Busby                                   October 2011 

“You’re not going to write about that are you?”: what methodological issues arise 

when doing ethnography in an elite political setting? 



27 
 

 

126.     Robin Kolodny                                November 2011 

The Bidirectional Benefits of Political Party Democracy Promotion: The Case of the 

UK’s Westminster Foundation for Democracy 

  

127. Tapio Raunio                               February 2012 

‘Whenever the EU is involved, you get problems’: Explaining the European policy of 

The (True) Finns  

EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper No. 26 

 

 128.  Alan Mayhew                   March 2012 

  Reforming the EU budget to support economic growth 

 

 129. Aleks Szczerbiak                  March 2012 

Poland (Mainly) Chooses Stability and Continuity: The October 2011 Polish 

Parliamentary Election  

 

130. Lee Savage        April 2012 

A product of their bargaining environment: Explaining government duration in 

Central and Eastern Europe 

 

131. Paul Webb        August 2012 

Who is willing to participate, and how? Dissatisfied democrats, stealth democrats 

and populists in the UK 

 

132. Dan Keith and Francis McGowan     February 2014 

 Radical left parties and immigration issues 

  

133.  Aleks Szczerbiak        March 2014 

Explaining patterns of lustration and communist security service file access in post-

1989 Poland 

134.  Andreas Kornelakis       April 2014 

The Evolution of National Social Dialogue in Europe under the Single Market, 1992-

2006 

 

 

135.  Aleksandra Moroska-Bonkiewicz and Bartek Pytlas   June 2014 

European Issues as a Domestic Proxy: The Case of the German Federal Election 

2013 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper   

 No. 27 

 

136.  Cristina Ares Castro-Conde   June 2014 

From Measuring Party Positions on European Integration to Comparing Party 

Proposals on EU Affairs: the Case of the 2011 Spanish General Election 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 27 

 

 

 



28 
 

137.  Toygar Baykan   August 2014 

Halkçılık and Popülizm: “Official-Rational” versus “Popular” in the context of 

“Turkish Exceptionalism 

 

138. Aleks Szczerbiak       January 2015 

A model for democratic transition and European integration? 

Why Poland matters 

 

139. Aleks Szczerbiak       February2016 

Why did Poland adopt a radical lustration law in 2006? 

 

140. Aleks Szczerbiak        June 2016  

An anti-establishment backlash that shook up the party system? The October 2015 

Polish parliamentary election 

 

141. Clive H. Church       August 2016 

Best Not To Exaggerate: The Complexities of Swiss Political Change 

 EUROPEAN PARTIES ELECTIONS AND REFERENDUMS NETWORK Working Paper  

 No. 28 

 

142. Helen Wallace 

 Europe at a crossroads, but can we read the signposts?  March 2017  

 

 

 

 

All Working Papers are downloadable free of charge from the web - 

http://www.sussex.ac.uk/sei/publications/seiworkingpapers. 

 

 

http://www.sussex.ac.uk/sei/publications/seiworkingpapers

