
 
 
 
Panels 
Panel I: The European Parliament and its national 
counterparts: From the very beginning of European 
integration, the EP has struggled to consolidate its 
democratic mandate. Its relative success has 
brought the dilemma of the double democratic 
legitimacy via the EP and the national parliaments 
to the fore.  
 
Panel II: The nation state is the traditional domain 
of political history. Typically, historians tended to 
classify the European Communities and the EU as 
foreign affairs and international relations. 
Multilayered governance and the diffusion of 
political competencies between “Europe” and the 
national capitals have placed the integration of EU 
history firmly within the study of national political 
cultures.  
 
Panel III: European governance and issues of 
representation and democracy: The strict 
separation between studies that analyse EU policy 
fields and policy implementation and those that 
focus on joint (democratic) decision-making by the 
institutions of the EU and its member-states needs 
to be overcome. 
  
Agenda 
A wide range of recent developments in the study 
of politics – e.g., institutionalism, transfer, political 
culture, performativity and governance – is 
subsumed under the label of “New Political 
History.” Whereas the share of these innovative 
approaches and themes is on the rise in political 
history at large, most historians of European 
integration seems to remain aloof from new political 
history. In view of the very complexity of its 
multilayered architecture and governance, 
however, the European Union ought to be a prime 
object for new political history: the study of 
established political cultures interacting in a new 
context; the transfer of ideas and institutions; or the 
performativity of supranational policy-making. The 
dominance of political sciences in the study of the  
 

EU traditionally compelled historians to opt either 
for a classical narrative of intergovernmental 
Realpolitik in describing political processes in 
Brussels or for a normative and largely a-historical 
eulogy of supranational Europeanization. Thus far, 
two crucial aspects of European integration are only 
beginning to claim academic attention: 
 
Political culture and language: Europe is a unique 
locus for the interaction of political cultures and 
language conventions of the member states with 
their diverging traditions and institutions. The ever-
increasing density of networks and 
interdependencies is bound to enhance the transfer 
of political practices, discourses and institutions – 
from Brussels to the national capitals and vice 
versa as well as among member-states themselves.  
        
Democracy and governance: Whereas political-
science literature tends to work with a normative 
concept of democracy, historians ought to focus on 
the dynamic relation between representatives 
(politicians and civil servants) and the citizens or 
groups their represent. Correspondingly, the study 
of Brussels’ democracy and its deficits should not 
be limited to the post-1979 period.           
 
 

 


