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Chapter 1

Locating the European
Parliament

Where is the European Parliament located? The answer seems to be
obvious, at least in geographical terms: in Brussels, along with the other
major institutions of the European Union – the Council of the European
Union and the European Commission. However, as we will discover in
the rest of this book, there are no simple answers as far as the EP is con-
cerned. Certainly, there is an impressive parliamentary complex just off
the rue Belliard in Brussels, strategically located across from the building
which houses the Council of Ministers and close by the Commission
buildings. Dominated by the Spaak and Spinelli Buildings the complex
contains a futuristic debating chamber (hemicycle) and the offices of the
785 Members of the European Parliament (MEPs) and their staff. It is
used for meetings of the Parliament’s committees and for plenary part-
sessions. However, this impressive complex is matched by another
imposing set of buildings in the French city of Strasbourg, some 450 kilo-
metres from Brussels. The Strasbourg complex comprises the Churchill,
Weiss and Madariaga Buildings and accommodates MEPs and their staff
during twelve weekly plenary sessions each year. So the answer to the
original question is: Brussels and Strasbourg. Even this is only a partial
answer, however, as the full answer is Brussels and Strasbourg and
Luxembourg. Indeed, Luxembourg was the original home of the
Parliament before direct elections in 1979, and is still the formal location
of the Parliament’s General Secretariat. Thus, even locating the European
Parliament geographically is not a simple undertaking.

The European Parliament as a legislature

If there are problems locating the EP geographically it should come as
no surprise, therefore, to find that trying to locate the EP institution-
ally is an even more daunting prospect. Yet it is a prospect that has to
be addressed from the outset, because, very simply, where, how and
why the EP is located first within comparative assessments of legisla-
tures and second within the institutional structure of the European
Union raises wider issues about democracy, legitimacy, accountability
and responsiveness within the EU itself.

9
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If we are to understand what the European Parliament ‘does’ and
how well it ‘does what it does’ then we need to be clear about what
our expectations of a parliament are in the first place. What this
chapter seeks to do, therefore, is to raise the question of how we would
go about making such an assessment. The answer we propose is to be
found through ‘locating’ the EP within a broader study of legislatures.
This perspective – on legislatures – prompts an examination of what
functions the European Parliament performs, or is expected to
perform. What we seek to do is to examine existing analytical maps in
this chapter and then to use these conceptual ‘coordinates’ to enable
the reader in subsequent chapters to locate the EP as a legislature and
as part of the EU’s political system. Unless we are clear at the outset
what the models are, and where the EP is located in each, then we will
be unclear what the criteria of assessment are and what expectations
we should have of the European Parliament.

The ‘sui generis’ issue

Problems will always emerge in the study of the institutions of the
European Union, the EP included, precisely because they have no exact
counterparts in national political systems. This leads immediately to
the sui generis issue of whether the European Union is unique in its
institutional form and in its trajectory of development. Most concern
with the sui generis issue, or the ‘n = 1’ problem, has been expressed
by theorists of regional integration (for an overview see Caporaso et al.
1997:1–5). However, the issue is of direct relevance to the EP because
of the continuing belief that the European Parliament is unique and so
‘defies easy categorization’ (Corbett et al. 2007:2). But it is worth
noting from the outset that this belief is not exclusive to analyses of the
EP, for, as Norton (1990:9) notes, ‘there is a tendency for scholars to
view their particular legislature as sui generis’. The starting-point of
any assessment of the EP, therefore, is to decide what are the charac-
teristic features of legislatures and then to discover whether the EP
conforms to those characteristics.

Characteristic features of legislatures

According to Philip Norton (1990:1), what legislatures have in common
is that they are ‘constitutionally designated institutions for giving assent
to binding measures of public policy, that assent being given on behalf
of a political community that extends beyond the government elite
responsible for formulating those measures’. The value of Norton’s defi-
nition is that it does not focus exclusively on ‘law-making’, but instead
directs attention to the wider issues surrounding the ‘giving of assent’ in
terms of legitimation, consent and authorization. The definition also

10 The European Parliament
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recognizes that not all legislatures are directly elected. More particu-
larly, it acts as an analytical pointer towards the multidirectional rela-
tionship between a legislature and its broader ‘political community’ as
well as with its involvement with other policy-making institutions.

Implicit within Norton’s definition, and in fact explicit in most dis-
cussions of what legislatures ‘are’, is some conception of what legisla-
tures ‘do’. In this respect, attention becomes focused on the functions
of legislatures, with Robert Packenham (1970:523), for example, pro-
claiming that ‘everyone who has written about legislatures is, explicitly
or implicitly, a functionalist’. Packenham, himself, grouped the func-
tions of legislatures into three main categories (based upon his study of
the Brazilian legislature) – legitimation; recruitment and socialization
of elites; and decisional or influence. Of these functions ‘legitimation’
was identified as of greatest significance in the political system; while
‘decisional’ functions – traditionally the primary functions associated
with ‘legislatures’ – were deemed to be of least consequence for the
political system as a whole.

Packenham’s delineation of functions provided the starting-point for
many subsequent studies (see, for example, Norton 1990), but its sig-
nificance for present purposes is that it directs attention away from a
preoccupation with ‘law-making’ and refocuses attention upon the
broader roles of legislatures. What becomes clear, rapidly, in
Packenham’s specification and indeed in any other listing of functions,
is that legislatures are not mono-functional bodies concerned exclu-
sively with ‘law-making’. In fact, as Packenham emphasizes, ‘even if [a
legislature] had no decision making power whatsoever, the functions
which it performs would be significant’ (1970:536).

From the outset, therefore, it needs to be recognized that legislatures
are multifunctional institutions. The exact number of functions and
their ranking in terms of importance naturally varies from author to
author but it is possible to identify three key functions based loosely
on the headings provided by Packenham. These are legitimation,
linkage and decision-making. This precise listing of universal functions
is provided by Copeland and Patterson (1994:154) and will be used
throughout the rest of this book (see also Cotta 1974:208–16;
Loewenberg and Patterson 1979:43–67). The general significance of
this threefold classification of ‘key functions’ is that: 

a parliament’s very reason for existence is found in them. Failure to
fulfil these functions challenges the very basis for the existence of
parliaments. A parliament without legitimacy may no longer be
considered a parliament; a parliament that lacks any decision-
making capacity hardly qualifies for the title; and an entity not for-
mally linked to a broader population is no parliament. (Copeland
and Patterson 1994:154)

Locating the European Parliament 11
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The threefold classification of functions also points to the fact that par-
liaments perform their functions in relation to other political institu-
tions and organizations, most particularly political executives in one
direction and the electorate and civil society in the other. Thus, at the
interstices of government and governance parliaments perform their
common functions of legitimation, linkage and decision-making. What
we intend to do, therefore, is concentrate upon the three ‘universal’
functions identified by Copeland and Patterson and assess the rele-
vance of these functions for the EP and the EU across time. In so doing
it will be apparent that the balance of importance between functions,
and the relative emphasis placed upon the performance of these func-
tions by the EP itself, has varied over time. The best we can do there-
fore is to follow Copeland and Patterson’s (1994:153) advice and
‘identify the major functions of parliaments that tend to be universal
across both time and space, and [then] identify functions of particular
relevance to a polity at a specific juncture in its history’.

‘Universal’ functions: policy influence, linkage and
legitimation

Policy influence

The simplest and most common comparative statements about leg-
islatures . . . usually refer to the importance of the legislature in the
policy-making process relative to the importance of non-legislative
institutions, commonly those operating through the executive
branch of government. (Mezey 1979:23)

Two typologies have dominated the comparative assessment of the
policy impact of legislatures and their respective capacities to influence
or to ‘make’ policy. The first was provided by Michael Mezey (1979);
and the second was an explicit reworking of Mezey’s model by Norton
(1990). Despite recent questioning of the merits of these established
typologies, and attempts to refine them through the incorporation of
broader notions of ‘legislative performance’ alongside ‘policy outputs’
(see Arter 2006:462–82), Mezey and Norton still provide the most par-
simonious frameworks for the classification of legislatures. 

Michael Mezey: policy-making strength of legislatures

According to Michael Mezey a legislature can be placed into one of
three discrete categories depending on the strength of its policymaking
capacities (1979:26). ‘Strong’ legislatures can modify or reject execu-
tive proposals; legislatures with ‘modest policymaking power’ can

12 The European Parliament
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modify but cannot reject policy proposals; and those legislatures that
can neither modify nor reject policy proposals can be seen to have
‘little or no policy-making power’.

In defining the policy-making strength of legislatures, Mezey drew
both upon Blondel’s (1973) notion of the constraints operating on a
legislature, and on his earlier concept of ‘viscosity’ (Blondel 1970:80).
For Blondel, ‘viscosity’ reflected the degree of freedom – or alterna-
tively the compliantness – of a legislature in relation to the executive’s
processing of legislation. Mezey refined the notion of constraint to
mean not simply the ‘constraints placed on the legislature that prevent
it from influencing the policy-making process, but rather the con-
straints that the legislature is capable of placing on the policy-related
activities of the executive’ (Mezey 1979:24–5). In other words, he
takes as an indication of the policy role of a legislature the extent to
which a legislature restricts the ability of the executive to make policy
unilaterally. Ultimately, therefore, Mezey maintains that the ‘saliency
of the legislature’s policy-making role, whether ultimately evaluated as
positive or negative, stems at base from its capacity to restrict the
process, because that capacity is what compels other institutions to
deal with it when they seek to make policy’ (Mezey 1979:25).

An equally important part of Mezey’s argument, however, is that any
evaluation of legislative influence has to deal with ‘real rather than
paper powers’ (Mezey 1979:25). Moreover, any evaluation of the con-
straints imposed upon executive policy discretion should also include
informal mechanisms (for example, private discussions or anticipated
opposition) as well as formal procedures for legislative amendment.

Philip Norton: policy-making versus policy-influencing

Philip Norton (1990) refines Mezey’s categorization to include the
capacity of legislatures to ‘formulate’ or ‘make’ policy. This moves
beyond Mezey’s notion of constraint to take into account the ability of
a legislature to substitute its own policy for that of the executive. The
essential difference for Norton is between those legislatures that can
initiate or formulate legislation and those that cannot. The capacity to
‘generate alternative policies’ (Norton 1990:179) distinguishes ‘policy-
making’ from ‘policy-influencing’ legislatures.

In the rest of this book these categorizations will be used to locate
the EP diachronically (across time), and in comparison with other par-
liaments. As we will see in later chapters, empirical investigation of the
EP’s role and functions produces different answers at different times to
the question of where the EP is located. What we should be suspicious
of from the outset, however, are global claims that the EP is ‘not a
proper parliament’. For the question of what defines a ‘proper parlia-
ment’ is itself a complex issue.

Locating the European Parliament 13
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Linkage

If the categorization of legislatures in terms of ‘policy-making’ or
‘policy-influencing’ is based upon an assessment of interinstitutional
relations (primarily with executives), then, in turn, these relations are
influenced by the linkage between a legislature and its wider political
and societal environment. The inextricable connections between spe-
cific policy role and wider linkage is apparent in Copeland and
Patterson’s (1994:153) definition of a parliament as ‘a group of indi-
viduals operating on behalf of others in a binding and legitimate
manner and making decisions collectively but with formal equality’.
The questions of exactly how, and in what respects, parliamentarians
act ‘on behalf of others’ have been at the heart of representative theo-
ries and practice alike (see Judge 1999) and will be at the centre of the
discussion in Chapters 3 and 4.

14 The European Parliament

FIGURE 1.1 Policy-making and policy-influencing categorizations

Mezey Norton

Strong policy-making power Policy-making 
A legislature can: A legislature is able to: 
• modify or reject executive proposals • modify and reject measures 

put forward by government and
• formulate and substitute policy 

for that proposed by government

Modest policy-making power Policy-influencing
A legislature can: A legislature is able to:
• modify but cannot reject policy • modify and reject measures 
• proposals • put forward by government 

• but cannot substitute a policy 
of its own

Little or no policy-making power Little or no policy impact 
A legislature cannot: A legislature cannot:
• modify or reject policy proposals • modify or reject measures 

• generate and substitute policies
of its own

Sources: Mezey (1979), Norton (1990).
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Legitimation

In Mezey’s classificatory model a second dimension for distinguishing
legislatures was the extent to which ‘support’ accrued to representative
institutions. Support was taken to mean ‘a set of attitudes that look to
the legislature as a valued and popular political institution’ (Mezey
1979:27). Support could be gauged by manifest indicators, such as
institutional continuity, elite and public attitudes towards the institu-
tion itself, or satisfaction with the policy outputs of a legislature.
Equally it could entail ‘diffuse support’ as part of an abstract ‘cultural
phenomenon nested within a set of supportive attitudes toward all of
the political institutions that make up a political system’ (Mezey
1979:31). In this sense the concept of diffuse support is inextricably
linked to notions of legitimation. While this is not the place to examine
these ideas in detail (see Chapters 3 and 4), the important point is that
a parliament’s role within a political system (and its location within a
comparative categorization of legislatures) is influenced by the ‘combi-
nation of policy powers and supportive orientations’ (Scully
2000a:242). Certainly the role played by the European Parliament in
the legitimation of the EU’s political system is both important and
extremely complex. This complexity is revealed in the discussion of the
democratic and legitimacy deficits within the EU (see Chapter 3). For
the time being, however, it is sufficient to note Scully’s (2000a:244)
cautionary statement that: ‘A more powerful EP may indeed make the
EU more democratic in a technical sense but it has thus far done little
to accord the EU as a system of governance the legitimacy which
democracy is normally seen to accord.’ The location of the EP within
the ‘EU as a system of governance’ will be examined below, but first
one further classificatory system based upon ‘systems of government’
needs some discussion.

‘Parliamentary model’

In addition to classification by functions, legislatures can also be differ-
entiated in accordance with the characteristics of the wider political
systems in which they perform their functions. One classic point of dif-
ferentiation has been between ‘parliamentary’ and ‘presidential’
systems of government. These two models have been classified in
accordance with different institutional configurations between the elec-
torate, the legislature and the executive (Lijphart 1991; Judge 2008). In
a parliamentary system there is a single direct act of delegation from
the electorate to representatives in parliament. From this single act
flows a sequential and serial process of delegation, whereby representa-
tives in parliament then delegate the routines of decision-making to a

Locating the European Parliament 15
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related institution – the political executive – which acts as the agent of
the ‘principal’ of parliament. In contrast, in a presidential system, citi-
zens elect and directly authorize both a political executive and repre-
sentatives in a legislature. In presidential systems, therefore, the
electorate has two agents. Moreover, in presidential systems there is a
separation of powers between the legislature and the executive;
whereas in parliamentary systems there is a fundamental fusion of par-
liamentary and executive institutions.

Indeed, the significance of this distinction between parliamentary and
presidential systems has become more pronounced in analyses of the EU
since the implementation of the Amsterdam Treaty in 1999 and a
heightened belief in the ‘parliamentarization’ of the EU and its move-
ment towards a ‘parliamentary model’ (Dehousse 1998; Muntean 2000;
Majone 2002). One problem common to such analyses, however, is
that too often the criteria by which the process of ‘parliamentarization’
should be assessed are never fully specified. Moreover, there is a ten-
dency to select individual characteristics of the ‘parliamentary model’
and to proclaim that because the EU displays individual elements of this
model it is necessarily evolving towards a ‘parliamentary democracy’.
What we seek to argue in this book, however, is that a ‘parliamentary
model’ is defined by the very interconnectedness of its defining ele-
ments. However, before developing this argument, a preliminary specifi-
cation of what constitutes a ‘parliamentary model’ is required.

According to Loewenberg and Patterson (1979:56), ‘the distin-
guishing characteristic of legislatures in parliamentary systems of gov-
ernment’ is ‘the overlap of executive and legislative leaders.’ In a
parliamentary system political executives are authorized by parlia-
ments. Using the concept ‘authorization’ avoids using notions of the
‘selection’ or ‘emergence’ of executives from parliaments. In practice,
few parliaments actively select leaders from their ranks. A basic feature
of parliamentary systems remains however that there is a fusion of
executive and legislative roles. Moreover, ‘in a parliamentary system,
the chief executive . . . and his or her cabinet are responsible to the leg-
islature in the sense that they are dependent on the legislature’s confi-
dence and that they can be dismissed from office by a legislative vote
of no confidence or censure’ (Lijphart 1984:68). The logic of parlia-
mentarism is that the executive should retain the confidence of the leg-
islature because it derives both its legitimacy and its authority from the
representative parliament. In this manner there is an intrinsic institu-
tional interconnectedness between the executive and the legislature and
the performance of the parliamentary functions of legitimation, linkage
and decision-making.

An important corollary of this interconnectedness is the general
belief that ‘Parliaments are supposed to control the operation of the
executive’ (Dehousse 1998:598). The exact degree of control is deter-

16 The European Parliament
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mined, in turn, by the formal and informal constraints that the legisla-
ture is able to place upon the executive and vice versa (see Blondel
1973:45–54). These constraints may stem from formal, constitution-
ally prescribed powers, or from less formal practices, procedures and
internal rules of a legislature itself.

In raising the concept of the ‘parliamentary model’ at this early stage
all we seek to do is to reinforce Loewenberg and Patterson’s (1979:65)
dictum that ‘In conceptualizing the activity of legislatures in functional
terms, we are also calling attention to the relationship between what
legislatures do and what is done by other structures in the political
system.’ What we are particularly concerned to emphasize in this book
is that the study of the EP, or any other legislature for that matter, has
to be: interinstitutional – to take account of its relation with other
institutions; contextual – to take account of the systemic context in
which it operates; and interconnected – to take account of the multi-
functional nature of legislatures.

This is not to claim that all legislatures are unique and cannot be
compared, only that there is a danger of extracting isolated variables
from different systems and reconstituting or ‘stacking them up’ in any
single legislature to conclude that because some common characteris-
tics can be identified, the aggregate is necessarily a ‘parliamentary
system’. That the EP performs the defining parliamentary functions of
legitimation, linkage and decision-making is not in dispute (though
how well it performs these functions is more contentious). What is in
dispute, however, is whether the EU’s political system as an entity con-
forms to a ‘parliamentary model’.

Locating the European Parliament in the European
Union’s system of governance

Assessments of the role of the EP within the EU are shaped by con-
ceptions of the EU as a system. The schools of thought [on the EU
as a system] . . . orient us toward different approaches to the legiti-
macy of the EU . . . They represent useful points of reference for
the ongoing debate about the place of the EP within the EU as a
whole and its importance for the problem of legitimacy. (Wessels
and Diedrichs 1999:135)

Not only does the EP have to be understood as a legislature but it also
has to be understood as part of an institutional matrix. In other words,
where the EP is located conceptually within the EU’s institutional
structures has a bearing on how well it is perceived to play the roles
ascribed to it as a legislature. It is important, therefore, to keep in mind

Locating the European Parliament 17
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where the EP is located within broader conceptions of the EU as a
political system when trying to assess its location within conceptions of
it as a legislature. It makes little sense to make assessments of the EP’s
linkage functions, or its contribution to the legitimation of EU outputs
(Chapters 3, 4 and 5), or to the EU’s policy process (Chapters 7 and
8), unless we have a clear idea of what our expectations are of the EP
in the first place. Do we expect it to display a direct electoral linkage
between the represented and their representatives as in member states?
Do we expect representatives at EU level to be authorized and account-
able to an EU-wide electorate? Do we expect the existence of a
European-wide ‘people’ or ‘demos’ in the first instance? Do we con-
ceive of EU institutions in terms that are analogous to existing state-
level institutions? Or is the EU’s institutional matrix sui generis, so that
it requires a new institutional vocabulary and new conceptualizations
of legitimacy within the EU? Clearly detailed answers to these ques-
tions lie beyond the immediate scope of the present book, but at the
very least these questions should be borne in mind when reading the
following chapters.

The danger in raising these questions at such an early stage, however,
is that the reader may become swamped by the sheer range of models
and theories (for example, intergovernmental, federal, cooperative
federal, confederal consociationalism, regulatory state, multilevel gov-
ernance, multitiered governance – for overviews see Rosamond 2000;
Hooghe and Marks 2001; Weiner and Diez 2004; Pollack 2005;
Rosamond 2007). What all these models and theories share, however,
is a recognition that there is dispersion of formal authority among
supranational, state and subnational governing institutions and that
decision-making is not the sole preserve of elected representative insti-
tutions at any single level. In fact, Hooghe and Marks provide a useful
organizing frame for our discussion by identifying two main types of
governance. ‘Type I governance’ is based upon federal conceptions and
is characterized by dispersed decision-making among a limited number
of governments operating at just a few levels. This type of governance
is characterized by ‘general-purpose, nonintersecting, and nested juris-
dictions’ (Hooghe and Marks 2003:237). ‘Type II governance’, on the
other hand, is based on the proliferation of functionally specific juris-
dictions and the organization of governance across a large number of
levels. In this model ‘formal government has shrunk’ (Hooghe and
Marks 2001:10) as ‘self-rule’ on the part of diverse groups and associ-
ations has expanded. It is a vision of a decision-making process which
is interconnected, non-state-centred, non-majoritarian, and with shared
competences among a multiplicity of actors.

In accepting this basic bifurcation of models of governance our inten-
tion here is simply to highlight the implications of these models for the
conception of the EP. Hence, we do not intend to describe these

18 The European Parliament
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models in detail, nor do we intend to make judgements upon their
respective utility for understanding EU governance. Instead, our inten-
tion is far more restricted, and is simply focused upon locating the
position of the EP within the institutional matrix identified in each
type of governance.

Type I governance: the federal analogy

Hooghe and Marks (2003:236) identify federalism as the ‘intellectual
foundation for Type I governance’. Earlier, William Wallace
(1996:445) had commended the appropriateness of the ‘federal
analogy’ as a ‘starting-point for understanding the institutions, politics
and policy-making of the EU’. The use of the word ‘analogy’ is signifi-
cant in that the EU should not be conceived of as an unambiguous
federal system. Such a system is normally characterized by the exis-
tence of a sovereign state, with a constitutional division of powers
between different levels of government; and with external sovereignty
exercised at the higher level (see Burgess 2004, 2007). A bicameral leg-
islature is a common characteristic of such a federal system, with rep-
resentation in the upper chamber based upon lower levels of
government (states). The relationship between the federal level of gov-
ernment and lower levels (states) is regulated through formal mecha-
nisms for constitutional modification, often with a requirement for
super-majorities; and through the existence of constitutional courts to
adjudicate in disputes over the allocation and exercise of powers
between different levels of government (see Elazar 1991:xv; Laffan
1992:7–9). It is not surprising to find therefore that those who actively
promote a federalist vision for the EU’s future largely subscribe to a
model of ‘a parliamentary Europe’ or aspire to ‘full parliamentariza-
tion’ of the EU (see Abromeit 2002:20).

In analysing the EU’s political system, a useful distinction may be
drawn between a fully developed federation along the lines of a ‘United
States model’; a ‘confederation’ or a ‘neo-federal model’; and a ‘coop-
erative federal model’. Taking these models in turn, the United States
of Europe variant stipulates a formal-legal division of responsibilities
between supra-state/EU-level institutions and state/substate political
institutions. An institutional sketch of this model would pencil in a
separation of powers at the EU level with the Commission clearly iden-
tified as the executive branch, a directly elected EP serving as the first
legislative chamber; and with the Council of Ministers acting as a
second chamber in areas of concurrent competences between EU and
member states (see Wessels 1996b:25–6). The European Court of
Justice would serve as a constitutional court with major responsibilities
in the adjudication of institutional disputes among the tiers of govern-
ment and between EU institutions themselves. In this ‘United States’

Locating the European Parliament 19
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model the basic source of legitimation would be a directly elected EP,
with the EP serving as the formal linkage between the represented and
‘their’ government at the EU level. Through elections to a European
Parliament the will of the ‘European people’ would be expressed and
their contribution to EU decision-making would be ‘unfiltered’
(Wessels and Diedrichs 1997:3). There would be no doubt that ‘the EP
is regarded as the main legitimizing factor of the EU system’ (Wessels
and Diedrichs 1999:136). The preexisting states and substates, in turn,
would have their own designated competences and, through their own
democratic processes, would derive legitimation through ‘traditional
national sources’. They would, however, be ‘of secondary importance’
(Wessels 1996b:25).

Analysts who acknowledge that the EU has federal characteristics
but is not a federal state have turned to concepts of ‘confederalism’,
‘neo-federalism’ or ‘confederal consociationalism’ to understand its
institutional configuration. What each of these terms recognizes is a
division of decision-making authority among different layers of gov-
ernment. Unlike federalism, where there is a central source of legiti-
macy grounded in an identifiable demos in a ‘union’, a confederation is
based on the concept of ‘dual legitimacy’ where the nation states main-
tain their own democratic legitimacy and continue to claim political
sovereignty while allowing a ‘pooling of sovereignties’ at the EU level.
In such a system member states would seek mutual benefits through
cooperation over common policies at a supranational level. Such a
system would require neither a ‘sense of community’ among the
peoples of the confederation nor the existence of a single demos.
Moreover, the ‘polycentric and multilogic pattern’ of decision-making
is associated with a large dose of intergovernmentalism (Chryssochoou
1997:530). In these circumstances, the EP would remain in a secondary
relationship to the EU’s dual executive institutions (most particularly
the Council of Ministers), and national parliaments would share a
similar subsidiary relationship to their own national executives. The
result would be that ‘the main source of democratic legitimacy for EU
decisions [rested more] in the Council of Ministers’ representation of
national governments – in turn based on their respective national par-
liamentary structures – than on the powers of the EP as the natural
exponent of representative democracy at the regional level’
(Chryssochoou 1994:7). However, in the absence of a transnational
demos there would be no effective mechanism for the direct democratic
control of intergovernmental EU institutions, and in this lacuna are to
be found the roots of the EU’s ‘crisis of legitimacy’ and its various
‘democratic deficits’ (see Chapters 3 and 9).

20 The European Parliament

9780230_001428_03_Chap1.qxd  22/8/08  3:31 pm  Page 20



Type II governance: ‘multilevel’

According to Peterson and Bomberg (2000:25) multilevel governance
has become ‘a central point of consensus’ among scholars of the EU.
The initial premise of this model is that neither the concept of the
nation state nor notions of international organizations capture the
complexity of decision-making in the EU. The form of governance in
the EU is thus both new and unique. What has emerged is a ‘new, non-
territorial form of governance’ (Jachtenfuchs and Kohler-Koch 1997).
It is sui generis in form, and decision-making is ‘through a unique set
of multi-level, non-hierarchical and regulatory institutions, and a
hybrid mix of state and non-state actors’ (Hix 1998a:39). To compli-
cate matters still further the EU is a dynamic system subject to regular
constitutional change and institutional innovation. Overall, therefore,
‘because the EU as a political system is unique, it is an open process of
trial and error to find out what kind of decision-making routines will
develop and what will be the relative importance of individual institu-
tions in the game’ (Kohler-Koch 1997:3).

The ‘multilevel governance’ model acknowledges the continuing
importance of state-level political systems, and that ‘state arenas
remain . . . the most important pieces of the European puzzle’ (Marks
et al. 1996:346, original emphasis), but it also recognizes that the state
does not exercise a monopoly of decision-making competences.
Instead, these competences are shared by institutions and policy actors
at different levels rather than concentrated at the level of individual
states. ‘That is to say, supranational institutions – above all, the
European Commission, the European Court, and the European
Parliament – have independent influence in policy making that cannot
be derived from their role as agents of state executives’ (Marks et al.
1996:346). Moreover, an essential part of the ‘multilevel governance’
model is that states no longer provide the sole interface for national
political actors – whether as individuals, groups, private and public
organizations or parties – between state and supranational levels.

Another feature of this model is functional differentiation or policy
segmentation (see, for example, Hix 1998a:39–41, Peterson and
Bomberg 1999:22–8; Peterson 2004:119; Richardson 2006:9–14).
Consequently, decision-making in any single policy field is likely to
engage the activities of subnational, national and supranational agencies,
institutions and non-governmental organizations. Moreover, decision-
making comes to be structured around informal contacts, networks and
norms, and no longer involves clear hierarchies of power and compe-
tences. In this sense, in its very complexity, and in its engagement of a
myriad of functional and territorial constituencies at multiple levels, the
system has been characterized as a system of ‘governance’ rather than
simply of ‘government’ (see Kohler-Koch and Rittberger 2007:7–9).
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Nonetheless, even within this model, formal institutions of politics
and government – executive, legislative, judicial institutions and polit-
ical parties, for example – continue to be of importance, but their sig-
nificance has now to be understood in terms of their relations with
wider forces of governance. When the specific location of the EP is
considered in models of multilevel governance two contrasting visions,
among many, can be perceived. One is a pessimistic vision of a ‘post-
parliamentary Europe’; the other is a more optimistic vision of ‘a new
kind of parliamentary system’.

Post-parliamentary Europe

Judge noted in 1999 that it is commonplace to argue that the position
of parliamentary institutions in Western liberal democracies is under-
going systematic erosion in complex systems of governance (see Judge
1999:121–48). In the case of the EU this argument is encapsulated in
Andersen and Burns’s (1996:234) statement that: 

The EU is, then, a mix between international co-operation with
nation state representatives as key actors and particular forms of
governance with elaborate, specialised sub-governments, policy
networks and lobbying . . . Parliament is only marginally impor-
tant even on the formal level.

What is of particular concern for the EP in this model is a ‘frustrating
and delegitimising gap between representative democracy’s responsi-
bility and its lack of structural capability and control’ (Andersen and
Burns 1996:243). In this gap, alternative forms of legitimacy – of
‘output legitimacy’ – derived from effective and efficient sectoral
policy-making and policy solutions, become of increased importance
(see Höreth 1999:259–61; Lord and Beetham 2001:451–2). In one
extreme view, ‘governance’ and ‘output legitimacy’ crowd out or
supersede parliamentary institutions, and representative democracy
more generally (Andersen and Burns 1996:242). In this manner, the
importance of the EP is seen to be residualized and the EU’s political
system becomes characterized as ‘post-parliamentary’.

The fusion model

An influential strand of multilevel governance analysis is that the insti-
tutional structure and the sources of legitimacy within the EU are not
directly comparable either to national political systems or to a supra-
national model of a ‘United States of Europe’. Instead, the EU comes to
be conceived as a ‘multi-level system of governance in which a direct
representative element in the shape of the EP is having an important
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say, as part of a European legitimacy complementary to the national
and functional one, but in which the sources and dimensions of legiti-
macy are progressively getting merged’ (Wessels and Diedrichs
1997:9). What is seen to be emerging therefore is a new kind of polit-
ical system with sui generis characteristics (see Wessels 1996a:68;
Wessels and Rometsch 1996:364). In essence established perspectives
of federalism or intergovernmentalism cannot capture the role of the
EP adequately within the EU’s novel political system. Instead the EU
should be understood as a ‘new kind of polity characterized by fusion’
(Wessels and Diedrichs 1999:139). The word ‘fusion’ acknowledges
the merging of instruments of governance among national, subnational
and supranational actors and institutions. What results is a ‘mixed
polity’ which shares political authority among several levels of gover-
nance and ‘includes a multitude of different sources of direct and indi-
rect, functional, legal and democratic legitimacy’ (Wessels 1996a:59).
It is within this context that the role of the EP is identified as departing
from established parliamentary models and ‘essentially renders the EU
a new kind of parliamentary system’ (Wessels and Diedrichs
1999:139).

Within this new system there is an assumption of joint decision-
making by the European Parliament and the Council. The expectation
is that the Commission would serve increasingly as the executive of the
EU – with its head elected by both the EP and the European Council,
and other Commissioners nominated by the head of the Commission
and approved by the EP. Majority voting in all EU institutions would
be the norm, with some mechanism to ‘unblock’ institutional impasses
between the legislative institutions of equal status (the Council and the
EP). Yet the EP remains ‘neither the emergent legislature of a European
superstate in the making nor a powerless institution at the center of an
intergovernmental system’ (Wessels and Diedrichs 1999:143). It occu-
pies an intermediate and somewhat indeterminate institutional posi-
tion. Indeed, in the multitudinous vertical and horizontal institutional
transactions involved in the complex process of ‘institutional fusion’,
the EU’s decision-making process is ‘hardly understandable’ with the
concomitant danger that ‘its output lacks a deeper-going acceptance’
(Wessels and Rometsch 1996:365). There is the danger that ‘the ability
of the public to identify outcomes with their sponsors and assign
responsibility accordingly will diminish [as the] process of fusion pro-
gressively blurs the boundaries between the different actors and makes
their roles functionally less distinguishable’ (Wessels and Diedrichs
1999:149).

Ultimately, the logic of Wessels and Rometsch’s argument leads – in
one direction – to a call for the ‘extended participation of national
institutions – especially of national parliaments’ (1996:365). But
equally their logic leads, in another direction, to the conclusion that: 
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The EP’s direct representative capacity will continue to play an
important role in this system, potentially bolstering a European
legitimacy . . . The EP will likely never become a central represen-
tative institution comparable to national parliaments. Nonetheless,
the Parliament’s further development will continue to have far
reaching implications for EU legitimacy. (Wessels and Diedrichs
1999:149)

In this conception the EU is seen as a complex and highly differentiated
institutional system which ‘combines several levels of governance and a
wide range of actors’ and the result of which is a ‘mixed polity’ and an
‘optimal form of government’ (Wessels and Diedrichs 1997:8). Unlike
the post-parliamentary variant of the new governance thesis, in this
‘new kind of polity’ the EP is an increasingly important component of
the EU political system’ (Wessels and Diedrichs 1999:148).

Conclusion

Locating the European Parliament within wider theories of legislatures
and of the EU’s political system is of importance in understanding
what role we would expect the EP to perform as a legislature and the
broader political context within which it is expected to perform this
role. What is apparent from this preliminary review of theories is that
the EP, in conformity with all legislatures, is a multifunctional organi-
zation; but unlike other legislatures it is a transnational body operating
in a system of multilevel governance. This very multiplicity of roles and
the multilevel context within which it operates should lead us to view
global assessments of the EP and whether it is, or is not, a ‘true’ or
‘proper’ parliament (see, for example, Höreth 1999:253) with some
caution. As the historical review of the EP’s legislative powers in the
next chapter reveals, the ‘location’ of the EP, in terms of policy influ-
ence, has changed over time. After the Treaties of Maastricht,
Amsterdam, and Nice, the EP – with its capacity to ‘modify and reject
executive proposals’ – can already be located in Mezey’s category of
legislatures with ‘strong policy-making power’. The implementation of
the Lisbon Treaty would simply reinforce this position. But even this
location needs to be qualified by recognition that the policy influence
of the EP should be disaggregated into its constituent elements. In
other words, some acknowledgement has to be made that the EP will
be more influential in some policy areas than in others, and will be
more influential even within the same policy area at some times rather
than others (see Judge et al. 1994).

If assessments of the policy influence of the EP vary across time and
across substantive policy areas, then equally judgements of the efficacy
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of the EP’s legitimating and linkage functions vary in accordance with
which model of the EU’s political system is utilized. Understanding the
location of the EP in the respective models not only helps us to assess
the EP’s historical contribution, or lack of it, to the legitimation of the
EU but also identifies prognostications as to the development of the EU
as a political system and the EP’s role in that process. Put very simply,
different conceptions of what the EU is now, and what its future devel-
opment entails, result in different assessments of what role the EP per-
forms in the wider legitimation of the EU and what its future
contribution to the ‘democratization’ of the EU will be. Whether this
future is a ‘parliamentary’ one remains to be seen.
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Ouzký, M. 169t, 174
‘own resources’ (1970–) 36, 198–9
own-initiative reports 195, 197

Packenham, R. A. 11, 221
Palacio, L. de 206
Pareto-improving policy output 293
Paris 34, 279
Paris Treaty (1951) 26–7, 31, 35

Article 20: repeated in Rome Treaty (1957,
Article 137) 32

Articles 20–25 28
Article 21 28, 30
Article 25 30

Paris Treaty (1952) 31
Parish, N. 169t, 174

350 Index

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 350



‘parliament’ (etymology) 221
Parliament Magazine 140
parliamentarism 142
parliamentarization 4, 7, 16, 19, 89, 145,

227, 272, 273–99
European Commission 285–9
executive-legislative roles 284–92

Parliamentary Assembly of African, Caribbean
and Pacific regions and EU (ACP-EU)
165

parliamentary committees 159
Parliamentary Cooperation Committees 165
‘parliamentary Europe’ model 19, 25
‘parliamentary model’ 4, 15–17, 273, 284
parliamentary representation

minimum thresholds 70
parliamentary system of government 15–16,

17, 88, 203, 228, 267, 273
characteristics ‘lacking in EU’ 227–8

parliaments 274–84
definition 14
legislative output 182–3
legislative powers 221
‘main providers of legitimacy’ 84
national sovereignty 29
regional 119
representative 273
role within political system 15
second chambers 290
universal roles 273
see also legislatures; national parliaments

Partido Popular (Portugal) 127
Partito Pensionati (Italy) 127
party candidates (unalterable lists) 70
Party of European Socialists (PSE Group)

author 286, 324
coalition with EPP 140–1
composition 125t, 128
ideological coherence 128
opposed Barroso Commission 207

party federations
transnational 109–10, 117

party funding
legal challenges 120
‘party government’ 109, 110, 111, 145
party group coordinators 181, 258
party group leaders 121, 124, 144, 145, 162

bargaining over EP committee leadership
176

party group meetings 123–4
party groups 113–46

activities 184
budgetary matters 164b
bureaux 121–2, 123
cohesion 144, 145–6
cohesion: effect on EP’s legislative influence

254
committee leadership 173, 174, 175
competitiveness versus cooperativeness 142
composition 124–34

cooperation 146
‘duopoly’ versus ‘oligopoly’ 114, 140
formal versus informal procedures 122
formation of intergroups 185
funding 117–21
group meetings 123–4
inter-group coalitions and competition

140–1
left–right politics 141–2
parliamentary-specific activities 116–24
rapporteurships 178
representation on EP committees 172
role 6
rules on size and formation 115–16
size 121, 134, 138–9, 173
small 184
structures and staffing 121–3
support staff 124
transcended by nationality 244–5
transnational 72–3, 113–15
see also political parties

party loyalty (departures from) 135–6
party manifestos 72–3, 109, 117
‘party representation’ 112
party systems 112

EU paradox 110
‘party whips’ 176
Pascu, I. 175
passports 65, 193
patents 247
Paterson, W. E. i, xii
Patjin Report 34
Patten, C. 206
Patterson, S. C. 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 68, 88,

90, 98
PDS (Germany) 131
peace 130
Peasants and New Democratic Party

(Lithuania) 130
Pedersen, K. 73
Pelly, G. 28, 34
pension reform 296
‘people’, the 68, 80, 88, 91, 113

demos 87
territorially defined 82

People’s Party (Poland) 130
perception 61, 229, 230, 278
Permanent Conference of Parliaments (mooted)

277
Peterle, A. 174
Peterson, J. 4, 21–2
‘petits pas’ versus ‘qualitative leaps’ 38, 42,

46, 66, 272
Phinnemore, D. 58
Pielbags, A. 209
Pitkin, H. 90, 91
Plaid Cymru (PC) 130
plenary sessions 185–6

agenda 165
EP (Luxembourg City, 1986) 149

Index 351

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 351



plenary sessions – continued
EP (Strasbourg) 123, 150
European Convention 275
number of days 151
occasional 150
votes by show of hands 143
see also European Parliament

Pleven Report 34
Plumb–Delors procedure (1988) 240
‘pluralistic citizenship’ (Wessels and Diedrichs)

88, 89
Podesta, G. 154–5
Poland 1, 69–70, 71t, 76, 93–4, 96t, 98, 99t,

107, 125t, 130, 133, 169t, 174–5, 222
policing 65, 190, 193, 284, 303
‘policy advocacy’ 98–100
policy influence 12–14
‘policy responsiveness’ 98–100
policy segmentation 22
policy type

effect on EP’s legislative influence 254
Polish language 156
‘political affinities’ 116
political community 11
political convention 40
political foundations 120
‘political negotiations’ 290
political parties 22, 54, 90, 159

centre-right 115
cohesion (national parties versus European 

party groups) 135–9
competitive system 110
definition 119
delegations (national) 134–5, 138
disciplined (EP) 206
European 72, 81
funding 56, 117–21, 304
governing 75, 135
leaders (national) 121
national 74, 117, 137, 145, 254, 285–6
representation in EP 108–10
right-wing 126
selection of candidates for EP 137, 145
small 74, 75, 120
social democratic left 115
transnational 3, 6, 72–3, 85–6
see also party groups

‘political responsibility’ 211
political spectrum (left–right) 141–2, 144, 146

left 115, 131
left-of-centre 206
centre-left 128, 129
centre-right 115, 126, 129
right 126, 130, 132, 160
far-right 132, 133

political systems 15, 21, 25, 80, 87, 88, 273
political will 294
Pollack, M. A. 18, 293, 302
pooling of sovereignties 20
population 59

port services 249–51
Portugal 70, 71t, 92–3, 96t, 99t, 125t, 129,

131, 206, 214, 282, 283
post-communist states 76
post-parliamentarism 22–3, 24, 102, 292–8,

298–9
post-war era 149
postal voting 79
Pöttering, H.-G. 63, 122, 126, 134, 152,

160–1, 166, 174, 274
power 95, 97, 159, 195, 205, 221

hierarchies 22
power asymmetry 105
preferential voting 69–70
presidential system 15–16, 292
Preuss, U. K. 292
price ceilings 262–5
Pridham, G. 126
Pridham, P. 126
Priestley, J. 166
primates (use in experiments) 197
principal–agent relationship 137
‘prior authorization’ principle 204, 229,

267–9
problem-solving 29, 293
procedural harmonization 295
Prodi, R. 136, 268–9, 287
Prodi Commission (1999–) 206, 211
professional associations 102
Programme for European Voluntary Service

255
proportional list system 97
proportional representation 69, 97
proportionalists 91, 112
proportionality principle 276, 280, 281
Protection of Personal Data directive 255
Provan, J. 222, 244
Pryce, R. 27, 47
PSE Group see Party of European Socialists
public administration 92
public affairs consultancies 102
public hearings 224–5, 249–50, 258–61, 266

Quaestors 162–3
qualified majority voting (QMV) 52, 55–6,

61–2, 65–6, 189, 192, 204, 247, 274
‘qualified supranationalism’ 123,
‘question time’ 218–19, 220t, 224
questionnaires 206, 207, 215
questions (parliamentary) 40, 217, 218–21,

222
oral response 218–19, 220t, 227
‘priority’ versus ‘non-priority’ 219
written 219–21, 227

race and racism 112, 133, 180
Radicals (Italy) 116
rail freight 253

codecision2 (rejection at first reading) 249, 
251–2, 303, 322

352 Index

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 352



rapporteurs 43, 45–6, 53, 104, 108, 110,
150, 171, 176–8, 179–81, 183, 200, 203,
214, 223, 241, 245–7, 249–51, 259,
262–3, 283, 321

bidding system 177
Rasmussen, P. N. 122
rational choice 230–1, 254, 256, 290
Rau, J. 278
Raunio, T. 73, 86, 110, 134, 146, 172,

177–8, 234–6, 296, 317
written parliamentary questions 219, 221

‘recommendations’ 61, 65
red tape 201
Reding, V. 93, 257–61, 266–7
referendum campaigns 121
France/Netherlands (2005) 1
Reform Treaty 63
reformism 132
regional associations 102
regional constituencies 69, 98, 101
regional policy 44
regional and social funds 82
regionalism/regionalists 109, 115
Register of Financial Interests 106
Registration, Evaluation, Authorization, and

Restriction of Chemicals (REACH)
224–5, 309

REACH Directive (2006) 256
regulation (‘better and faster’) 294
Regulation on Statute and Financing of

European Political Parties (proposed 2003,
effective 2004) 118, 119–20, 322

‘regulations’ 61, 65
regulatory agencies 293, 294

appointment 216–17
regulatory committees: Type IIIb 239, 240
‘regulatory procedure with scrutiny’ (2006)

242
Reif, K. 73
rejection 237–54

under codecision1 243
under codecision2: software patents (2005)

245–8, 303
under codecision2: takeover bids (2001)

243–5, 303
under ‘cooperation’ 238–9

Report and Initial Evaluation of Results (of
IGC and Amsterdam Treaty) (EP 1997)
52,

representation 68, 90–112, 273
four foci 90
literature 90
microcosmic 90–8
national processes 87
style 111

representative assemblies
linkage between ‘composition’ and ‘action’

91
research and development 44, 247
residence permits 193

Resolution on Breast Cancer in Enlarged EU
(2006) 184

Reul, H. 266
Richardson, J. 22, 104
Riis-Jörgensen, K. 267
Ringe, N. 75, 245
Rittberger, B. 22, 28–9, 89, 226, 243, 255
roaming charges (mobile telephone) 256–67,

307
agreement at first reading via trialogues

264–6
EP committee 261–3
EP committee votes 263–4
EP’s impact 266–7
EP’s processing of proposal 261–6
evolution of proposal 256–61
opt-in system 264–5
opt-out system 263, 264–5, 266

roaming charges regulation (2007) 257,
266–7

‘roaming services’ 257
Rocard, M. 245, 247–8
Rodríguez Zapatero, J. L. 135
roll-call votes (RCVs) 138, 142, 143–5

‘not a random sample’ 144
Romania xi, 1, 93, 99t, 125t,127–8, 131–3,

154, 175,
Rome: Conference of Parliaments of

Community (‘Assizes’, 1990) 47, 277
Rome: Treating Establishing a Constitution for

Europe
signed (29 October 2004) 58

Rome Declaration (1990) 47
Rome Treaties (1957) 35

institutional arrangements 31–2
Rome Treaty (EEC Treaty, 1957): articles

Article 23 218
Article 43(2) 39
Article 137 32
Article 138 69
Article 140 40
Article 144 33
Article 145 32
Article 155 32, 41
Article 203 33

Rome Treaty (EEC Treaty, 1957): general
establishment of European Economic 

Community 31–4
fiftieth anniversary (2007) 274–5
right of legislature to question Commission

218
‘Treaty Establishing European Community’

8
see also ‘European Community Treaty’

Rømer, H. 166
Rometsch, D. 23, 24
Rosamond, B. 18, 27
Roth-Behrendt, D. 223, 236
Rothe, M. 181
Roucek, L. 175

Index 353

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 353



RPFIE 129
Rübig, P. 262–4, 266
rule of law 59, 222
Russia 131, 252, 253
Rutelli, F. 128

Sainte-Lagüe electoral formula 71t
Salmon, T. C. 31, 38
Samland–Williamson agreement (1996)

240–1
Santer, J. 136, 204
Santer Commission 205

resignation (1999) 203, 209–10, 211, 268
Sarkozy, N. 153, 161
Sartori, A. 94
Saryusz-Wolski, J. 169t, 174
Schambach, R. 302
Scheele, K. 253
Schmitt, H. 73, 76, 80, 108, 110
Schönlau, J. 118
Schörder, G. 244, 278
Schulz, M. 121, 122, 133
Schuman, R. 26
Schuman Group 126
Schuman Plan 26–7
Schwindt-Bayer, L. A. 97
Scotland 83
Scottish National Party (SNP) 130
scrutiny 217–25, 275
Scully, R. 15, 86, 110, 111, 135, 136–7,

100–1, 229, 310, 325–6
second reading 192, 196, 231–4, 236–7, 248,

258
‘early’ agreements 233

secrecy 235
Securities Committee 243
security 61, 226, 279–80
selection bias 144
‘semi-parliamentary European system’

(Magnette) 292
semi-parliamentary system 298–9
semi-presidential system 292, 307
Senate (proposed, 1953) 278
separation of powers 16, 19
Septembri, P. 145
‘service responsiveness’ 98, 100
Services Directive (2006) 256
Shackleton, M. xii, 4, 142, 180, 234, 235,

236, 254, 255, 289, 292, 305, 326
Shaw, J. 298
Shephard, M. 100
Siemens 246–7
Sierra Leone 222
Sifunakis, N. 169t, 174
Silaghi, O. I. 93
‘sincere cooperation’ principle 59
single currency 99
Single European Act (SEA, 1986) 35, 41,

44–5, 183, 188, 240
Articles 8 and 9 194

‘cooperation procedure’ 45
‘deficiencies’ 46–7
effective (1987–) 38

single market (1992–) 44
single national constituency 69, 98
single transferable vote (STV) 69, 101

‘STV–Droop electoral formula’ 71t
‘sinister interests’ (Mill) 105, 112
Sinn Féin 131
Skinner, P. xii
Slovakia 70, 71t, 75–6, 96t, 99t, 125t, 133,

169t, 174, 175, 214, 222
Slovakian language 156
Slovene language 156
Slovenia 70, 71t, 76, 94, 96t, 99t, 125t, 139,

184
Smismans, S. 297
Smith, J. 30, 81, 85–6, 198, 286
Social Democrats (Germany) 128
social dialogue 297
social groupings 90
social inclusion 296
social justice 130
social partners 296–7
Social Summit for Growth and Employment

296–7
Socialist Group (EP) 121–2, 246
Socialist Party (Spain) 135, 136
Socialist People’s Party (Denmark) 130–1
Socialist Unity for Europe (Italy) 134
Socialists 109, 114, 115, 206, 236
‘Socrates’ 255
Socrates, J. 161
Söderman, J. 213
‘soft law’ mechanisms 295
software patents directive (2005) 245–8, 303
Solana, J. 161
Solemn Declaration on European Union (1983)

40, 42–3, 218
SOS Democracy 120
sovereign state 19
Soviet Union 165
Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands (SPD)

122
Spain 1, 70, 71t, 75, 83, 94, 96t, 99t, 125t,

131, 135, 160, 162, 169t, 174, 222, 264,
289

Spanish language 156, 157
Spanish Socialist Party 128
‘special legislative procedure’ 61, 65, 66, 

193
Special Report 13/2000 (Court of Auditors)

117
Spence, D. 107, 268
Spinelli, A. 43
Staff Regulations of Officials of the European

Communities 166
‘standard legislative procedure’ 189
Staszak, S. xii
‘State of Union’ debate 223

354 Index

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 354



Statute of European System of Central Banks
190

Steed, M. 306
Strani, L. xii
Strasbourg

Common Assembly (ECSC, 1952–) 30
demonstrations outside EP 249
EP budget session 148
EP overcharged on rent 152
EP plenary sessions 148, 150
EP seat 149
European Council meetings (offer to French 

Government) 152
French Government inflexibility 153
normal venue for EP’s monthly part-sessions

151
speech by Barroso (18 June 2008) 8
‘spirit and memory of Europe’ 149, 151

Strasbourg complex: Churchill, Madariaga,
Weiss Buildings 9, 153

Strategic Objectives 2000–5: ‘Shaping New
Europe’ (2000) 268–9, 307

Strategy Documents 170n, 171
Structural Funds 57, 194, 199, 283
Stubb, A. xii, 54, 103, 158
subsidiarity ‘early warning system’ 280
subsidiarity principle 43, 47, 49, 64, 276,

279–82
‘substantive legitimacy’ 293
‘sunset’ clauses 241, 262, 266
support 15
Svensson, P. 301
Sweden 70, 71t, 75–6, 92–4, 96t, 99t, 125t,

131, 132, 169t, 266
systemic context 271

T-Mobile 257
Tajani A. 93
‘Takeover Bids’ Directive (2001) 243–5, 303
Tampere Programme 283
Taylor, S. 2
Technical Group of Independent Members

(TDI) 116
technical groups 184
technocracy 29, 88, 237, 294
telecommunications 247

‘no internal market’ 257
Telecommunications Council 266
territorial representation 90, 98–101
Treaty on European Union (TEU) 8

see also Lisbon Treaty; Maastricht Treaty
Treaty on Functioning of European Union

(TFEU) 8, 63
see also Lisbon Treaty

Theato, D. 175,
Thiem, J. 143, 144
third pillar 57, 190, 193
Third Railway Package (European

Commission) 280
third reading 233–4, 244

Thomassen, J. 108, 110
time 3, 25, 82, 103, 158, 186, 190, 197, 218,

223–4, 226
time effect 79–80
Tindemans, L. 77
Titley, G. xii
tobacco 195, 255–6
Toia, P. 259
Toma, A. xii
Tomlinson, J. 180
tourists 196
trade 65, 189, 226
trade associations 102
trade unions 245
transit regime 180
transition states 46
translation 103–4, 154–8
transmission, translation, timing (three Ts) (of

information) 103–4
transparency 48–9, 55, 105, 121, 235, 

237, 240–1, 260–2, 266, 291, 294, 
296

Transport Council 252
trapping standards 249, 252–4, 303, 322
travel costs 153
Treaty Amending Certain Budgetary Provisions

of Treaties (Luxembourg, 1970) 36
trialogues 48–9, 182, 200, 233–4, 237, 

272
Trichet, J.-C. 215–16
‘truly European mandate’ (Hallstein) 81
‘trustee’ role 111
Tsatsos, D. 54
Tsebelis, G. 143, 231, 255, 289
Turkey 165
turnout 71t, 73, 74, 76–80, 81

attitudinal explanations 77, 78–9
European elections (2004) 71t
institutional explanations 77, 79–80
reasons for concern 77

Ulster Unionists 127
Union for Europe of Nations (UEN, 1999–)

94, 119, 121–2, 132, 141, 169t, 173, 181,
211, 251

composition 125t, 129–30
ideological diversity 130

Union pour la Démocratie Française (UDF)
128–9

Union pour un Mouvement Populaire (UMP)
122

‘Union of Peoples’ 53
United Kingdom 34, 50, 55, 60, 64, 70, 71t,

75–7, 79, 83, 92–101, 124–6, 133, 162,
169t, 174, 209, 218–19, 250, 259, 264,
278–9

European elections (electoral system) 69
Government 107–8, 180
permanent representation in Brussels

107

Index 355

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 355



356 Index

United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP)
122, 132, 266

United States of America (USA) 216, 252–3
federal system 292
institutional structure 292
US House of Representatives 289, 292
US Senate 289

United States of Europe model 19–20, 23
universal suffrage 28
Urwin, D. W. 26, 31

Vaccari, B. 239
‘variable geometry’ 290
VAT 198
Veneto 94
Venice 94
Venstre (Denmark) 129
Verhofstadt, G. 206
Vidal-Quadras, A. 162, 181
viscosity concept (Blondel) 14
Vitorino, A. 93
Vits, M. de 162
Vlaams Belang (Belgium) 132
Vodafone 257
Voggenhuber, J. 121
voting rights and eligibility 70, 72
voting systems 59
VVD (Netherlands) 129
VW 244

Wallace, H. 235, 290–1
Wallace, W. 19, 30
Walloons 206
Wallström, M. 207–8, 242, 271
Warsaw 278
Washington, DC 102
waste

civil liability for damage 195
dangerous 238–9
incineration 238

Watson, G. 122, 129, 223
Weiler, J. 82–3, 84, 88
Weiner, A. 18, 19
‘welfare fostering’ 296
welfare state 83
Welle, K. 166

Wessels, B. 99–100, 318, 328
Wessels, W. 17, 20, 27, 46, 51, 87–8, 324,

328–9
fusion model 23–4

West Europe 73
West Germany 42
Westlake, M. xii, 28, 31, 35, 39, 44, 47, 142,

143, 145, 212, 215, 221, 329
Westminster Parliament 98

House of Commons 218–19, 278–9, 286
House of Commons: European Scrutiny 

Committee 235, 271, 312
House of Lords 92, 278–9, 291, 313
House of Lords: EU Select Committee 258, 

278–9
‘whips’ 137
Whitehead, P. xii, 174, 259
‘wholesale’ service (mobile telephones) 257
Wieczorek-Zeul, H. 93
Williams, K. 39
women 168, 208

‘European effect’ 95
representation in EP 94–8

Wood, D. M. 98
Wood, J. 243, 254
workers 92, 238
working conditions 255
Working Group on Parliamentary Reform

(2007) 223, 227, 237
working time directive (2005) 135
workload 168, 171, 234
written declarations 196–7

lapsed 197
written declaration 40/2007 (use of primates 

in experiments) 197
WTO rules 253
Wuermeling, J. 93, 264, 265
Wurtz, F. 122, 160
Wurzel, R. 311 
Wynn, T. xii, 128

Yataganas, X. A. 54, 56, 225

Záborská, A. 169t, 175–6
Zagari, M. 150
Zile, R. 251

9780230_001428_13_Indx.qxd  22/8/08  3:58 pm  Page 356


	Contents
	Chapter 1
	Index


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




