PSCI-3206 Government and Politics of Western Europe

Lecture 1
Professor wasn’t there – waste of time…

ROOM #: SA 413

Lecture 2 – Creating Modern States and Citizens in Western Europe
COURSE OUTLINE

Midterm – short answer & essay questions

Final – just essay questions

****************************** 

· Important moments in “state-making”

Course Terms

· Government

· 2 meanings

· Most common; an institutional assemblage ( the machinery of the state: political parties, law making processes, legislature, forms of administration, courts. We are often referring to the political parties which are in power that is pulling the strings of these institutions and running the machine, however without this party the machine and its parts still exist

· To govern ( more of a sociological approach: the ability to regulate conduct and organize existence. This aspect of the state, its governing capacity, is important to differentiate from the institutions intrinsic to it. The rationale, the change over time, the very purpose of governing as important.  The verb of government, in the abstract of power relationship.

· State

· Political edifice in which both these types of government are centralized, a container of the institutions which governs its citizens

· State is what holds this legitimacy that we vest in the institutions, legitimacy of violence, economic activity, and external relations and cultural diffusion ( the state became solidified in the 17th & 18th centuries by monarchs in order to be the only ones who can act legitimately. 

· The state decides economic activity, whether by letting the market self-control or taking control of it itself.

· Since the Treaty of Westphalia the state and its representatives are the legitimate actors in IR

· As an agent of cultural diffusion, where the state has done more than any other actor to either unite or separate cultures across its territory

· A European creation that has been the most persistent, yet malleable, political form of modernity ( the nation state remains the most stable and recognized political unit and actor, and is indigenous in its modern recognized form to Western Europe. The state is the defacto model for political society – no more aspiring empires, dynasties, etc, but only the recognizance of the state as a legitimate actor, for better or worse (unfortunately more often for worse). No claims on its supremacy, as it is often violent and arbitrary (rooted in violence), but it is what it is.

· Class

· 2 major usages

· Classic Marxist usage: individuals defined “objectively” in relation to their mode of employment and relationship between other social classes within a particular economic system

· Objective division of individuals based on what they do

· Eg. Peasantry was largest division of class, was the basis for wealth in feudal Europe, and the most exploited. Their relationship to the class of the aristocracy, continued in the time of absolutism, the bourgeoisie during the interwar period, then the proletariat from 1880-1960

· Subjective dimension of class ( class consciousness
· You can be a class in and of yourself, but also for yourself

· One organizes in terms of their self recognizance and becomes the basis for collective political action

· Nation

· A constructed identity based on some kind of “we” feeling

· Nation doesn’t exactly have the same tangible characteristics associated with membership of a state, or even that of a membership with a class

· Post-state making, nationalism is tied to a large “imagined Community” usually co-terminus with state (a cultural means of legitimizing the state)

· One’s sense of nationalism sent them to war and death through the World Wars

· Nationalism as a coup got citizens to relate to the state by more than the governing institutions themselves, but as a recognizance of themselves in everything the state does. A way to have citizens better associate with the state and vest more legitimacy to the institutions. Eg. Hitler’s idea of common destiny of the Aryans. 

· Once nationalism is constructed and normalized, it becomes a plane for citizens to dissent from the state if their actions do not conform with their nationalist ideals ( becomes a double edged sword of political power

· Modes of diffusion: rituals/spectacles of power, folk tales, schools, media, overt symbols and images

· Society, Economy, and Civil Society…sites of government and modern realities

· Idea that we constitute a social fabric – the feeling that we are something outside of the state but really it is still governed by the state

Feudalism

· A diverse political system emerges in Western Europe after the fall of the Roman Empire

· Diffusion of political power in Western Europe; fragments

· There becomes a class of important “power brokers” who were land owners ( patchwork/ fragmentation of sovereign authority, defined by land and property

· Fused economic and political power; nobility 
· Agrarian based system – based on exploitation of peasantry (majority of population)
· ‘nodal’ cities and nascent merchant classes from 1200 onwards ( comes from the land itself
· Wealth eventually becomes centred in cities, and there the sharing of culture and information as feudal patchwork territory becomes contested and broken up
· Commonalities: Roman law, Christianity, language (elites)
· Side note: think how feudalism and its ideals are defended in ancient political philosophers and thereby changed, comparing St. Augustine to Aquinas, where absolutism took over
· Violence as a normative structure and modality of order
· Was a way of solving disputes, held its own normative structure as its abuse by the nobility established norms and rules for the use of violence; ritualistic violence of dueling knights – capability of violent uprising defined one’s ability of feudal success and how nobles and monarchs competed amongst each other
Absolutism (17th and 18th Centuries)
· Centralizing monarchs (sovereign power)
· Earliest form of state-making
· Began to move the feudal system – land-based economy – to a form of capitalism
· First to unify national markets, solidify borders
· Persistence of feudal arrangements continued, where class elements of the elite maintained the status quo of nobility power
· War making ( states are made through war (how modern states came into being); able to pacify war
· Over 500 or so political unions ( city-states, principalities, nations, etc
· Charles Tilly: organization of states looks a lot like organized crime
· Nobles held much land, resources, money, and used it to wage war
· Monarchs power was often heavily competed by the powers of nobles
· Nobles either consent to the growing power of the monarchy and forfeit their rights to battle other nobles and the monarchs; often they were co-opted by ease of the system and maintenance of their power by submitting to the monarchs, and then were rewarded by positions in the monarch’s state-like institution; beginnings of state-like administration
· Many city-states essentially crushed and essentially conquered to establish the state – states in Germany, Italy, etc.
· Deal struck (like racketeering)
· “Consider the definition of a racketeer…”
· Considering it as a forced contract, war making is the easiest way to establish a state and identify potential contestants of one’s power
· Tax collection and food supply as other state functions
· During feudal period very arbitrary, but absolutism saw more systemic functions of taxation for institutional purposes
· Started to recognize for the first time that market activity could be beneficial and wealth created through trade, and their welcoming, regulation, and taxation of trade became highly profitable
· Mercantilism, economic governance, and commercial “interest”
· Mercantilism – first form of capitalism, with political power and dominance intrinsic to it; goals of maintaining the control of trade within their state could be compared to the modern comprehension of what is now a national economy
· Started to birth commerce, manufacturing, an regulation as source of wealth for the state that can be used to support aggrandized power – war, self-tribute, etc
· First time since St. Augustine was wealth and its acquisition NOT considered sin – the transition into the Christian theological developments characterized by Thomas Aquinas works encouraging pursuing more than what is needed to survive
· Society of States in Western Europe (religious toleration, domestic/international, normative structure between rulers)
· When states began to recognize the right of other states to exist and recognize other monarchs to establish their own states
· Reciprocal recognizance, and thereafter self preservation due for such respect
· Establishment of diplomacy
· Ability of monarchs to dictate religion in their own territory, although often characterized by bloody violent uprisings, established at least the inability to dictate in another state
· Codifies religious rights, and differentiates domestic politics from international politics and their respective actors and their limitations
· Machiavelli’s Discourses: discusses as a handbook exactly how to be a prince. Establish government to benefit him, and the aggrandizement of his own power
· Contrasting, the writings of Hobbes is rudimentary yet explicit in that the sovereign’s responsibility is instead to maintain the state and citizens, the protection and flourishing. Introduces a new sense of obligation of the monarch to the citizens – they must be kept alive
· The problem of “how one governs” is first articulated at the state level: the realm as “family” not resources (cameralism ( appropriate sense of government, political arithmetic ( new forms of accounting (in the sense of accountability, censuses for populations, crop yields, product pricing – the quality of one’s territory), the problem of “security”, policing ( the state starts to send its own agents into the marketplaces and towns to establish and maintain the wishes of the state (the sense of men in badges wasn’t realized will 19th and 20th centuries)
· Limits of Governance in the 18th century (Darnton and Weber Readings)
· At the same time while its resources and tasks were growing, at the level of peasant life there were very limited connections to the state
· Not necessarily any provisions of states to territories they technically hold, but still tax collection
· A state, but definitely not a nation
· From Absolutist state to a Rechtsstacht (18th and 19th centuries)
· As states grow in these ways, the emergence of new classes occurs and the legal and constitutional developments occur – development beyond the lines of a centralized monarchy but a centralized constitutional doctrine on the freedoms of man
· From the entrenchment of the monarch to the establishment of the constitutional/legal state
· Glorious Revolution in England, French Revolution 1789, American Revolution
Lecture 3 – 

Beginning off with discussion of current European affairs

· Italian president Silvio Berlusconi – sex scandal with 16 year old Moroccan prostitute

· European Union – lack of mechanisms to support internal economies of member states due to economic crisis of ’08 ( instituted common currency without common redistribution structure (common monetary union without common fiscal union), struggling states are dealing with IMF style loans from other EU states less damaged, with little chance of being able to reestablish themselves. Due to the Euro, states cannot utilize the usual practices of currency devaluation or deficit running.

· Third discussion I think on far right-wing French politics…

CONTINUATION FROM LAST WEEK

· State was growing in power during this time 

Key Features of the Modern State (post 1848, or so)

· Period of proto-industrialization
· Manufacturing to industrial economies becoming much more visible, becoming slowly the basis of the European economy (not all states at the same time – France didn’t industrialize till the 1950s, go figure)
· Steamships and transatlantic shipping
· Extensive growth of finance capital and banks – holding and lending capital
· 2nd wave of industrial revolution
· By end of 19th C. we see several very powerful classes
· Financiers using the wealth of industrialization for personal growth
· Polanyi blames financiers for WWII, by propelling industrial production
· Great global cultural and financial hubs of today came to their standing during this time – London, Paris, Milan, etc
· Infrastructural power – a term Mann came up with to explain the penetration of the lives of citizens by the states
· Bureaucratic institutions, formation of subjectivity (entering military, school system, all state programs), welfare and social assistance, urban planning, sewage systems – all the extensions of the power of the state
· State becomes interested in the social conditions of its inhabitants, due to the horrible perspectives of poverty that became hugely apparent during industrialization and urbanization
· Social life begins to become “caged” by the state
· Social caging, particularly welfare measures, due to Christian influences of charity on the rise
· Another reason, self-preservation of the state ( not talking about best interests of the citizenry, but basically to prevent a revolution and losing their lives (French Revolution…)
· Another reason, prevention of diseases
· States as war/imperial machines
· European powers also colonial powers
· Instruments of war by 19th C. are essentially perfected, with a war mentality growing behind it
· Territorial aggrandizement as a goal
· These states now have the capability to violently take over and conquer much of the known world and control it
· States as agents of economic growth – economic machines
· States begin to regulate economies
· Take lead role in developing economic infrastructure (often in alignment with social) by building railroads, etc. for economic prosperity
· Disciplinary power as a precondition for infrastructural power
· How the state was capable of staging the coup that it did in order to build the state up
· Disciplinary power as ability to control the spirit and opinions of the body (members of society)
· Observe, normalize, and examine the behavior of citizens in order to indoctrinate the support and involvement in the state
· Essentially, the coercive power of the state to train its citizenry; state institutions required the conformity of people into their systems in order for them to work
· Systemization of the school system – students and teachers – into a standard, same with the military, factory workers
· Pedagogical training
· State as a polymorphous crystallization – IEMP (Mann)
· Weird geological analogy, but apparently perfect for analyzing the state
· The state essentially is crystallized as a number of different sources of power
· Ideological power – the make up of the state, at end of 19th C. really nationalist
· Economic power – by late 19th C. the state was capitalist
· Militaristic power – colonialist, etc
· Political power – elitist rule
· No respect for minority rights, no universal suffrage – basically no democracy at this point
Brief Histories of State Development

a. Britain

· The enclosures and early industrialization, the Glorious Revolution, Elite alliance, the limited state, 

· Enclosure meaning the stealing of peasantry’s agricultural means – property, business, self-sufficiency

· Able to produce by default a new sort of manufacturing sector

· UK was essentially able to modernize their agriculture while getting rid of their peasantry – the British gentry were much less lazy than the French, hence their upper hand

· British monarchy abdicated a good amount of its power to Parliament, much unlike France and Germany who held internal power struggles for far too long

b. France

· Laissez-faire state for much of the time (hence French Revolution due to the gov’t sucking)

· Commercial aristocracy and bourgeosie – a fairly corrupt and bloated monarchy with the nobles acting like leaches (groupies?) living off the monarch. Very lazy

· There was textile manufacturing, some agricultural improvement, but not the same drive or economic efficiency as the UK

· Rationalization and administration stronger, but merely to accommodate for rich lifestyle of the monarchy

· Remains relatively rural to the UK during 18th and 19th centuries

· Continued fragmentation of hereditary agricultural system (kids all get a piece of family lot, then their kids split up their parents share, etc, etc)

· Good thing – writings on liberalism, nationalism, class-democracy. Taught the world a lot by sucking

· Very politically volatile since French Revolution – French Revolution being the biggest one

c. Germany

· While it only unified in 1871, the prior state of Prussia and the pre-unified Germanic states was a powerhouse still

· At the same time as unifying the state, they won the Franco-Prussian war and destroyed the French forces, taking new territory 

· By end of 19th C. they were at top of industrialization

· Alliance of “iron and rye” – industrialists of western Germany and the agriculturalists

· State took a leading role in disciplinary and infrastructural power

· Took kind of the exact opposite path of the UK to industrialization and power, but was just as successful

** Hardly any of this stuff will be relevant on the exam…

Interwar Period and Postwar (WWII) Recovery

· Decisive period in Western European history

· The breakdown of the political status quo

· Unbelievably high unemployment and economic malaise

· Interwar period is also very turbulent due to contestation for power

· Real emergence of the working classes, very repressed in this period but highly pertinent

· Polarization between left and right; militaristic states

· Militaristic build-up, industrialization at breakneck speed, mass politics, rising peasantry and working class who expected respect for their servitude in WWI and got nothing

· Processes of the 19th C. have consequences that come to fruition, clashing ideas and groups creating volatility

· After this, Europe is never the same again

· Period of economic depression, largest till our current period (yay…)

· False recovery and stabilization after WWI, then Great Depression – the slowdown of economies after the rapid industrialization

· Belief there was more value in the economy than there was

· By 1932-33, the Depression starting in America spreads to Europe

· Not just Germany feeling the unemployment

· Polanyi reading

· Harmony of Interests

· Economic philosophy: The Gold Standard

· Polanyi: the gold standard put great economic constraint (gold shackles), the state simply couldn’t boost the economy, laissez-faire economic practices (didn’t work), belief in political systems being reconstituted – system based on trade of the higher classes running the country ( didn’t take into account the lesser states

· States did nothing as they wanted to maintain the gold standard and government’s position that they are there to enforce the laws and not to regulate the laissez-fair economy (eventually shifted to regulation, obviously)

· Double Movement and the precondition for Fascism in Western Europe

· Movement to disembed economic from social life, then the movement back due to trade unions spawning from the poor conditions of the unregulated market

· Halperin Reading

· Period between two world wars is when the working class becomes the dominant political force ( huge in numbers, state not helping them out, and question whether or not working people would support WWI, even more heavy regarding WWII

· The working class people are heavily upset with the government, and there is a great polarization of left and right ( all kinds of crazy ramifications, and serves to explain why people went to support fascist regimes
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From last week…

· Polarization of left and right seeing “red” everywhere

· Left being defined as workers

· 43% of French population was agricultural in 1914 – 2/3rds of these people mobilized for WWI

Elite retrenchment (as reaction to the polarization of left and right)

· Political consolidation by forces of the right (at this point the old aristocracy and the industrial elite)…a new alliance of forces…liberals and conservatives were generally foes during the 19th century

· Limited reforms and limited political incubation of working class

· Return to the self-regulating market

· The Harmony of Interests

· Gold standard

· Balance of power

· International finance/capital – “peace dividend:

· Polanyi’s “double movement” and the precondition of Fascism

· Western Europe forced into war

· The interwar lessons and the postwar settlement

· Race, nation, and social hygiene – referring to the concern of the state to keeping people healthy

· Planning 

**COPY WRITTEN NOTES FROM BINDER FROM LAST WEEK (FEB. 2)
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II. Postwar Political-Economic Models

France

· Indicative planning and dirigisme, modernization (and modernization councils), national champions, extensive public investment, modernization

· French state remained the major sponsor of economic growth in the country due to the very agricultural landscape

· Post WWII economy – industrialization remained stagnant compared to Germans and British, heavily focused on agriculture

· Dirigisme – state directed planning from the ground up; connotations of existing to ensure economic progress ( was the primary model up until the 1980s

· Tax writeoffs to encourage specializations in certain industries, nationalization at first of certain industries for international dominance, creating what they called “national champions” which were later sold

· Encouraged a lot of engineering, architecture. There was a lot of nationalization of coal mines, electricity, gas, banks, credit institutions, etc taken over by government

· Modernization plans – the Monet plan

· Quite successful during this period

· Established their welfare state in 1945 and has only continued to grow still today

· However, not as comprehensive as British system. Pensions and benefits are applied through employment. Most generous pension systems tend to go to those who work for the state.

German (FRG)

· ‘social market economy’ (ordoliberalism), primacy of regulatory frameworks (capital-labour-state), codetermination and work councils, export led economy, employment based welfare, para-public institutions
· Best understood as a form of “organized capitalism” ( basically, primarily functions in terms of markets and allowing them to operate outside of government intervention (one of the first to look like ours today) BUT the best way to ensure economic growth was to provide a legal and regulatory framework to work within so that the state wouldn’t have to periodically intervene

· So it has the best of both worlds of a capitalist and socialist regime…

· Eg. State would set up institutionalized cooperation between labour, bank, and industrialists (work councils) that would legislate that these economic actors would have to meet and work out how to make all their respective actions work together – state just didn’t tell them how

· Economy based highly on the export of technical goods (ie. cars) so the advanced training for these jobs were provided and set up by the government as apprenticeship programs to regulate and ensure the system would continue to grow and produce these goods without having to directly intervene in the economy. They had built into the system that they controlled the supply and demand by controlling how many “suppliers” – workers – would even be trained for these positions. Prevented inflation from the source by preventing unemployment

· All done through legislation – not tightly drawn, but framework – to ensure that the councils met and figured out what was best for them all to work, and the government facilitated these agreements.  Basically, German manufacturing is fucking awesome

· The Social Market Economy involves everything working for the benefit of everything

· Perfect example of Western European neo-corporatism – a bringing together of labour and capital which both take a seat at 

· Any German firm that has more than 5 people has to give the people a say in corporate decisions

· Germany today continues to dominate many of the industries they dominated immediately after the war

· The state does provide welfare for the residual populations outside of employed, but it has been cut back

III. Institutions/ Political Systems – Britain

Parliamentary, majoritarian, fusion of powers, weak-bicameral (two houses, only one really matters…), unitary

· Unwritten constitution – doesn’t have a formal written constitution, just a collection of treaties, laws, and legal documents that form a corpus doctrine of state governance and function. There is nothing in these documents, however, that cannot technically be changed by the House of Commons
· House of Commons/ Prime Minister – “Parliamentary Sovereignty
· Passes laws, provides finances for laws by authorizing budgetary legislation, reviews and scrutinizes government institutions and public administration
· Parliamentary Sovereignty because there is technically nothing nor any person who can override parliamentary policy (the Westminster System)
· Fusion of powers – executive and legislative are essentially the same, so no checks and balances in the American sense
· Throne speech
· The Cabinet
· Prime Minister
· **FILL IN OTHER INSTITUTIONS
· QUANGO ( institutions set up by the government but operate outside of the ministries
IV. Institutions/ Political Systems – France

Semi-presidential, weak-bicameral, unitary

· Semi-presidential systems with strong precedent under 5th republic – and relatively weak National Assembly (‘cohabitation possible’)

February 16, 2011

IV. Institutions/Political Systems – France

· Senate (moderately weak upper house)
· Referendum (plebiscite on major issues)
· Cabinet/Bureaucracy/Civil Service: key actors in ‘statist’ system, well trained elite schools (e.g. ENA) [5 million – 1/5 of workforce], grand corps
· Constitutional Court and State Council
· State Council – quasi judicial, quasi executive
· Often asked to interpret legislation
· Used by executive to test out constitutionality of proposed legislation
· Very original to France
· Center-Periphery Relation – classic centralized state (prefects/departments facilitate rule form Paris)…but reforms in ’82 and ’03 have devolved power
· Prefects (individuals instead of departments) coordinate implementation of policy and checks on municipal governments to ensure compliance and uniformity (much like during the Napoleonic institutions)
· Most prefects tend to be elite bureaucrats
· Make sure funds are being spent correctly, and monitor mayors
· More powers from prefects transferred to mayors and other local officials, however it remains mainly unitary in the overall function of the state
· Tends to consolidate power into the bureaucrats
· Elite reproduction (great schools/ENA train elites)…less ‘subjective’ class identity than UK
· Based more on meritocracy than the UK
· From these schools historically most important government officials go through, but there are exceptions (ie. Nicholas Sarkozy)
· Many ENA graduates chosen by the European Council or major corporations for employment
V. Institutions/Political System – Germany

Parliamentary, strong-bicameral, federal, constitutional

· Reunited in 1990

· Based on the “basic law” established in 1949 before the division of the sides, then it became constitution in 1990 instead of drafting a new one

· American and British govts had important role in drafting this

· Did so to ensure a system that there could be no more instability that could produce another Hitler

· Article 21 – no anti-democratic parties

· Also allows for censoring anti-democratic speech

· Article 26 – German state cannot participate in anything that is not a defensive war

· Center-Periphery Relations – ‘functional federalism’ (institutionalized cooperation between federal government and Lander…significant powers reserved for the latter) *didn’t really have a centralized system to go back to…

· FEDERAL – important contrast to other 2

· Federal and Provinicial (Bundestag and Lander?)

· Most employed under the Lander governments

· Lander – legislation, education, revenue-generating businesses, healthcare are all accountable to the Lander governments *very different and stronger than the other two examined countries

· Gave quite a bit of powers to the provinces, such as running their own industries, media, education, etc

· Two houses and they’re actually almost equally as powerful – Bundestag and Bundesrat

· Bundesrat – the Upper house and represents the Landers in the house

· Can be a case where Bundestag can override the Bundesrat under certain circumstances by 2/3 vote ( when there are real

· Powerful Chancellor comes out of Bundestag (leader thereof)

· Federal Chancellery as ‘super-ministry’

· Bureaucracy: 1/10 federal, competent but rigid, integral to social market economy and functional federalism ( You have to get 5% of the vote to get any positions in the house

· President (figurehead duties mostly…except in unsure election outcomes)

· Basic Law (Grundgesetz) and Constitutional Court (judicial review court)

· Constitutional Court – non-renewable 12 year terms, 16 judges, has the power of judicial review and can throw out legislation (has and can ban political parties themselves for not being democratic or advocating violence), allowed the constitutionality of letting German forces join peacekeeping operations

· Elite Reproduction (through political parties; important role for lawyers and economists, trade unions)

VI. The Evolution of Political Parties

· Cadres parties: politics run by elites; hereditary and moneyed interests

· The initial political parties that started representative parties

· Only exist to represent the elites of society, were the building bones for party systems

· Really don’t exist anymore

· Were dependent on the disenfranchisement of the agrarian communities

· Existed as a symbiotic relationship with the state

· Mass parties and the postwar realization of “governing parties” on the left

· Become important during the spreading enfranchisement of the electorate

· Tend to represent a historically disenfranchised group (ie. Working classes)

· Mass parties generally relied on small donations, while Cadres could be funded by a few wealthy people

· After WWII, these parties are more universally regarded as legitimate contenders for power (as a response to the growing needs of the working class)

· From Mass Parties to “Catch-all Parties” – the new muddled center, the ambiguity if the 3rd way, and the rise of contender parties

· Tries to rally as much of the constituency as possible – no longer holds isolated ties with only one or two groups

· Less partisan, but more or less as brokers between civil societies and the state

· Channels the interests of the array of groups

· They exist to govern – win elections, hold majorities, and govern

VII. Political Party “Families” in W. Europe

· Christian Democracy and ‘Conservative’ parties: religious roots, social justice, subsidiarity, mixed economy (these are the parties that governed in continental Europe after the war); UK Conservaties; CDU/CSU; UMP

· Liberal/ Socialist Parties: true mass parties out of the trade union movements, Marxist critique of capitalism, public ownership, regulation, redistribution; from contender to governing parties post WWII: Labour Party, SPD, Socialists

· Liberal Parties: free market oriented, social liberals (high tolerance for soft drugs, pornography, prostitution, abortion) and generally quite pro-Europe (usually the least nationalist of the party families): Liberal Democrats, Free Democrats, MoDem, and the New Centre

· Contender Parties: (used to be protest parties, but no more)…we have the Green Party, the “Radical Right”, and regional parties…Greens, SNP, National Front, Left Party, BNP?

VIII. Electoral Systems – UK

· House of Commons (650 elected members) – elected in Single Member Districts (SMD) and by “First past the post” policy (don’t need a majority in districts, just more than the other guy – needs majority on the whole to run House), and is a “winner takes all”

· Two party + system – Conservatives, Labour, (Lib-Dems)

· The representative deficit in the UK (which may be partially addressed through a May 5th vote on AV

· Trends since WWII (and the current Tory-Lib-Dem coalition)

IX. Electoral Systems – France

· President – 2 ballot run-off system

· National Assembly (577 elected members): SMD/ 2 ballot run-off system

· Effects of the system: high degree of stability, organized by party blocs

· Trends since WWII

X. Electoral Systems – Germany

· Bundesrat – 69 members, appointed by the Landers…

· Bundestag (622 elected members, can fluctuate) MMP (Mixed member proportional) – uses both SMD and PR (proportional representation) by party list (about ½ each) – every German voter casts 2 ballots (bump up can change # of deputies)

· 5% threshold (as talked about before), constructive vote of no confidence, strong federalism – all built in as checks against political ‘instability’

· Effects of the system: most democratic of the 3, forces coalitions, and has recently produced a true multiparty system (CDU/CSU, SPD, Greens, Free Dems, Left Party)

· Trends since WWII
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Part 2: Current Themes in Western European Politics
Final exam – all question are from second half of the course (there will be 4 essay questions posted in advance, and you can choose to write ANY of them!).  He’s interested more in argumentation rather than factual information – fuck yea.

#1 – Neoliberalism and ‘Europeanization’ in Western Europe

I. What is Neoliberalism? – as a political phenomena

· Rejects many of the main tenets of the postwar settlement

…texted and dicked around all first half…

II. Economic Liberalism

· Roll-back (1st phase) vs. roll-out (2nd phase) neoliberalism

· Eurosclerosis in the 70s/80s as a catalyst/context for reform: inflation, unemployment, global competition, and the “myth” of ungovernability

· High tax/high welfare model predicated on continual growth becomes challenged

· Many cases of stagflation – inflation of prices with great unemployment (inflation wasn’t necessarily a bad thing in the postwar settlement – it meant employment and economic growth)

· Roll-back: Thatcher’s radicalism and Mitterand’s pragmatism

March 23, 2011

Controversy over nuclear power in Germany

European involvement in the institutionalization of a no-fly zone in Libya – English and French are highly involved, Germany on the sidelines, some countries leaning to a NATO-lead movement on this issue. Europe has failed on cooperation over such defense matters in the past (ie. Balkans) so it may be interesting to watch how this progresses

Finishing up Neoliberalism…

The EU

· Basically become a sovereign European actor

· The Euro, operation of the single market, these cannot be individually thwarted by member states, but in terms of foreign policy and defense the EU is not sovereign

· No fully integrated defense structure

· No common European welfare state, while there are some policies and regional funds and redistribution of funds

· Visa and immigration – there is a common EU passport and border regime, but there is only cooperation and not integration of immigration

· Is only completely sovereign in economics – everything else is none more than shared competencies, foreign policy and immigration remain sovereign to the nation states

· The EU is not going to become a superstate, but it is not a run-of-the-mill middle ground club like the UN – it is an important, well established institution

Understanding the question of “sovereignty” in an integrated Europe

III. Ideological and Political Dimensions of Neoliberalism

· The “third way” and “modernizing” social democracy

· Neoliberal modernizing tends to cut against social democratic parties by the core of their constituency

· Third way articulates that people must move beyond the polarizations of the right and the left as they are not important anymore – capitalism, for better or worse, must be embraced as the economic force to be reckoned with (the right argues that the market cannot and will not be looked at as replacing the state)

· Globalization is a strategic discourse of neoliberalism

· Social democratic parties have essentially become mild, centre-left parties and more or less catch-all parties upon accepting the third way, and centre-left and centre-right differences have become small in most areas, especially financially

· Working class no longer has a true mass, labour party behind them

· “Managerialism”, NPM, and bureaucratic reform

· Decentralization and devolution

· Future directions:

· Déjà vu all over again? – remoralizing capitalism in the midst of our recession… or a “retrenchment” of neoliberal principles?

· The demographic-entitlement: time bomb

#2: Populism and the Far-right

I. A Potent – yet Diverse – Family of Challenger and Governing Parties

· The National Front (France)

· A far right party in France with roots back to the 1970’s

· Founded by Jean-Marie Le Pen, recently taken over by his daughter Marine Le Pen

· Founded by the New Order – a far right thuggish party (back in the postwar settlement left and right parties often fought in the streets)

· Had a lot of Catholics in the 80s, weird since they’re traditionally left

· Became very important in 2002 – Repin gets about 18% of the vote and took the second place of the ballot against Jacques Chirac 

· Has become more protectionist

· Support lately coming from the old working class (more communist essentially)

· Makes it an interesting political creature – essentially is supported by any angry group

· List Pim Fortuyn (LPF) & Party for Freedom (PVV) – Holland

· LPF ( Became a disruption to politics as usual in 2002 when came into power – fell apart 6 months later

· Pim was assassinated – sympathies widespread across Europe

· Holland has a real established tradition of toleration and is very liberal, so the LPF took a National Front approach with a liberal twist

· Pim was very Libertine in his approaches as opposed to the hard conservative attitude of Jean-Marie Le Pen

· Pim was a very flamboyant gay man

· Argued against immigration and wished for assimilation, however, but in a liberal way 

· Party for Freedom (
· Both these parties tend to be anti-bureaucracy and anti-state

· SVP (Swiss Peoples Party)

· Vlaams Belang (Flemish Belgium)

· Again, anti-immigration

· Wants to separate the Flemish from Belgium 

· Lega Nord (Italy)

· Wants to separate North and South Italy

· Like Vlaams Belang, kinda regional, secessionist anti-immigration parties

· Advocates for fiscal federalism

· Danish Peoples Party (in center-right minority government) 

· Succeeded in making it nearly impossible to attain Danish citizenship as an immigrant

· Freedom Party (FPO) (Austria)

· Sweden Democrats and True Finns…sudden emergence of Scandinavian populism

· British National Party (BNP) and National Democratic Party (NPD): the extreme racist and right

II. Policies and Ideological Beliefs that Generally Unite the Populist Right

· Speak in the name of the people or nation, and against the “political class”

· Traditional values, modern society alienating “heartland”

· These values are under “threat”, state must protect “the people”

· These are reactionary parties, rarely “progressive”

· Context matters here!

· Representative democracy has become corrupt, inefficient, unresponsive; strong leader/party needed to re-connect the “people” to the political decision-making (oversight of the bureaucracy)

· Reaction against the “non-politics” and the “globalist” party

· Anti-EU while often pro-Europe (believe in an “integral Europe” devoid of the EU’s “fast capitalism”…Europe of Herder not Kant

· Anti-immigration

· Against the “Islamization” of national culture

· Economic governance is a mixed bag (free market typers vs. protectionists)

· Different conception of the nation in regards to:

· Whether it is analogous to the pre-existing state (i.e. a question of potential autonomy)

· Is it a more ethnic or cultural definition of the people?

#3 Resistance to the State in Western Europe (The 60’s)

I. The consolidation of state/ social powers has been challenged in Western Europe

· Peasant riots, intra-elite struggles, class conflicts: why this history of struggle matters… why it continues

· 1968 and the “new left” student (and somewhat worker) movement

· Rosen Luxenbourg, etc

· Don’t buy into the capitalist consumerist structure, 

· Demographic bulge and education

· Themes of alienation, repressive tolerance, and anti-materialism

· Legacies of ‘68

· Need more democracy – needs to loosen up, needs to liberalize

· Germany – student movement was very critical, saying their parents and the political state had only moved from Hitler-worshipping to consumer-worshipping. Very profound due to the “German guilt” for WWII

· “extra parliamentary” violent oppression…(Red Army Faction, Red Brigades in Italy)

· IRA, Basques (predominantly a problem in Spain, a group that tried to gain secession as their own region), Flanders (was on the verge of birthing a secession, but Belgium very quickly consolidated and unified the state

II. When the state breeds resistance through exclusionary politics and policies

· Restrictive laws, narratives, and practices of citizenship

· Turkish-German “guestworker” and a nation founded on blood

· These guestworkers – Turks invited to work in Germany for only a short period of time – didn’t leave after, when it was assumed they would want to go home after being migrant workers.  These people are in the millions, and are not integrated into the political society – not helped by the fact that German citizenship up until the late 90’s required German lineage (au sang). Many got into drug trafficking and prostitution trade

· Secularism as a tool of discrimination in France (see veiling issue)

· In France it’s rather opposite – anyone can be a French citizen if they completely adopt French lifestyle, and it’s highly secular. Ghettoization is a problem due to lack of religious toleration, and discrimination is not outlawed. Second and third generation migrant workers are still not ingratiated into society

· Structural exclusion, ghettoization and abusive policing: a combustible mix in the French suburbs

· While it is illegal to inquire about ethnic backgrounds, means of deducing whether one is truly French or not has been heavily used to discriminate against non-nationals – people are constantly asked for identity papers

· **refer to the two readings regarding this

· Islam…Europe’s new “other” and source of anxiety? (the importance of international context)

· Recent protests wages against “austerity” measures (will continue!)

· Greece, France, Spain

· As western Euro governments are tightening fiscal spending, the cuts to the welfare net, education, healthcare, are being heavily protested

III. How do we interpret resistance to the state in the 21st Century

WHAT ARE THE BIGGEST PROBLEMS THAT ARE GOING TO CONTINUE TO APPEAR INTO THE 21ST CENTURY?

· An effect of ‘depoliticized’ economic governance?

· Increasing pockets of poverty and increasing resistance against austerity measures and economic integration

· Sarkozy asserts the need for “remoralizing” capitalist practices

· A new sinister form of cultural racism

· Heavy handed term meaning that racism in Europe is reemerging, not in a sense of “ no Africans, no Asians”, but more that too many of these people are going to destroy the culture

· Shifts in the meaning and practice of liberalism (especially around freedom and conflicts around values)

· Do we want immigrants? Are we going to go back to the model of cultural homogeneity?

*What kind of liberalism do Europeans want to practice in the end?

John Gray – two types of liberalism, one that says liberalism means that you allow different groups and communities to flourish in the way they see fit (seems like the historical trend of Europe), and second is that liberalism doesn’t involve unlimited tolerance, but rather enforcing the role of the state in maintaining liberal balance

