
 

CONTEMPORARY EUROPEAN POLITICS (SAMPLE SYLLABUS) 

Alexandra Cirone 

Purpose: The course provides a broad overview of modern European politics and an 
introduction to the issues and methods of the comparative politics subfield. Using the 
lens of the Europe, the course will examine both the domestic politics of key member 
states as well as the hybrid political system of the EU at the supranational level. Topics 
to be covered include theories of European integration and federalism, economics and 
monetary policy, an overview of EU political institutions, the democratic deficit, 
political bargaining and lobbying, the EU as a global actor, and the recent Brexit crisis.  

The latter part of the course will also feature a bargaining simulation designed to teach 
students about consensus-based decision-making. Students will leave the course with an 
understanding of the quantitative, formal and qualitative methodologies that political 
scientists use to develop and evaluate arguments, as well as a deeper regional 
understanding of European politics. 

This class serves as an introduction to comparative politics and methods, therefore no 
prerequisites are necessary. 

Grading:  Students will be expected to do all the assigned readings and participate in 
class discussion. Grades will be based on class participation (bargaining simulation and 
group presentation involving European data analysis), two short papers (2-3 pages), and 
a final in-class exam. 

Final grades will be determined as follows: participation 30% (in-class presentation and 
simulation), short papers 30%, and final exam 40%.   

Readings: The majority of the readings for the course will be electronic, and posted 
throughout the term via the course website. There are three required textbooks, listed 
below, which can be purchased or found on reserve in either Lehman or Butler libraries. 

• The Political System of the European Union by Simon Hix and Bjorn Hoyland.  
• Policymaking in the European Union. H. Wallace, M. Pollack and A Young. 
• Principles of Comparative Politics by Clark, Golder, and Golder. CQ Press. 
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COURSE OUTLINE 

Week 1 

What is Europe and why do we study it? A comparative politics approach 
• Course overview/logistics, country and group assignments 
• Comparative population, economics, institutions, basic overview 
• Core concepts: fundamentals of political science, comparative politics, qualitative 

versus quantitative methods 

Readings: 
• Hix and Hoyland, Introduction (pg. 1- 23). 
• Reid, 2004. The United States of Europe, Chapters 1-2. 
• Mazower, Mark, 1998. The Dark Continent: Europe’s Twentieth Century, 

Chapters 7, 9. 
• Deighton, Anne, 1998. ‘The remaking of Europe, 1945-1990’, in Michael Howard 

and Wm Roger Louis, The Oxford History of the Twentieth Century. 
• Principles of Comparative Politics, “What is Science” and Chapters 1-2. 
• Oxford Companion to Politics of the World, 2001. Chapter called "Political 

Science.” 

** Simulation and group presentation roles assigned this week. 

Week 2  

European History, Federalism, and Evolving Institutions 
• Brief history of the EU (1950 to the present) and theories of integration 
• The EU as a hybrid political system   
• Core concepts: federalism, multilevel governance, nation, European Commission 

Readings: 
• Wallace et al, beginning with "Theories of European Integration,” pages 17-42.  
• Moravcsik, 1998. The Choice for Europe, Introduction and Chapter 1.  
• Hix, Simon. 2017. “The EU as a New Political System”, in Daniele Caramani (ed.) 

Comparative Politics, 4th edn, Oxford University Press. 
• Hix and Hoyland, Part 1: Government (Executive Politics), pg. 27-69. 
• Principles of Comparative Politics, pages 674-691. 
• Gabel, Matthew, 1998. ‘Public Support for European Integration: An Empirical 

Test of Five Theories’, The Journal of Politics, Vol. 60, No. 2, pp. 333-354. 
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Week 3 

Political Parties and Representation 
• Overview of electoral systems and issues of representation, political parties 
• Core concepts: parties, definitions of democracy and democratic representation, 

the role of elections, the European Parliament 

Readings: 
• Gallagher, Laver and Mair, 2011. Representative Government in Modern Europe, 

chapter entitled “Inside European Political Parties.” 
• Colomer, 2011. The Science of Politics, chapter entitled “Electoral Competition.” 
• Hix and Noury, 2015. “Government-Opposition or Left-Right?  The Institutional 

Determinants of Voting in Legislatures,” Political Science Research and Methods. 
• Hix and Marsh, 2007. “Punishment or Protest: Understanding European 

Parliament Elections.” JOP, 69 (02). 
• de Vries, C.E., 2007. “Sleeping Giant: Fact or Fairytale?: How European 

Integration Affects National Elections,” European Union Politics 2007; 8; 363. 
• Carter, E. and Poguntke, T., 2010. ‘How European Integration Changes National 

Parties: Evidence from a 15-Country Study’. West European Politics 33(2): 
297-324. 

Weeks 4-5 

Simulation Prep: Consensus and Conflict in Policymaking 
• Winners and losers in the policymaking process, the political dynamics of 

consensus 
• Core concepts: Qualified Majority Voting, veto players, European Council 

  
Readings: 

• Skim Hix and Hoyland, chapters summarizing basic EU institutions 
• Tsebelis, 2003. Veto Players: How Political Institutions Work, part I. 
• Principles of Comparative Politics, pages 718-729 (on veto players). 
• Wallace, et al, Chapter 3: European Policy Process in a Comparative Perspective 
• Tsebelis et al., 2001. “Legislative Procedures in the European Union: An 

Empirical Analysis,” British Journal of Political Science. 31: 573-99 
• Wallace, et al. Chapter 17 on Enlargement. 
• Christophe Crombez and Simon Hix, 2015. “Legislative Activity and Gridlock in 

the European Union,” British Journal of Political Science, 45(3) 477-499.  
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Week 6 

Midterm Class Simulation:  Students will conduct a bargaining session in the Council of 
Ministers over a set of policy options; each student will represent one member state and 
try to reach a consensus. Simulation background materials and topics will be provided.   

Week 7 

Political Economy of Europe I 
• Economic integration and the Single Market 
• Core concepts: political economy, monetary union, single market, non 

majoritarian institutions 

Readings: 
• Hix, Chapter 10: Economic and Monetary Union, pages 245-271. 
• Wallace, et al., Chapters 5 and 6. 
• De Grauwe, Paul. 2013. “The Political Economy of the Euro.” Annual Review of 

Political Science, 16, 153-170. 
• Rodrik, Dani. 2000. “How far will international economic integration go?” The 

Journal of Economic Perspectives, 177-186.  
• Sadel, Tal and Amy Verdun. 2009. “Explaining Europe’s Monetary Union: a 

survey of the Literature.” International Studies Review, 11(2), 277-301. 
• Van Rompuy, 2012. Towards a Genuine Economic and Monetary Union. Report 

by the President of the European Council. 
• Heisenberg, D and Richmond, A., “Supranational institution-building in the EU: 

a comparison of the European Court of Justice and the European Central Bank” 
Journal of European Public Policy, vol. 9, no. 2 2002.  

Week 8 

Political Economy of Europe II 
• The Euro, ECB, and financial stability (covering ESM and recent crises) 
• Core concepts: political economy, monetary union, single market, interest groups 

Readings: 
• Hall, Peter. 2012. “The Economics and Politics of the Euro Crisis.” German 

Politics, 21:4, 355-371.  
• Alt, et al., 2014. “It Isn't Just about Greece: Domestic Politics, Transparency and 

Fiscal Gimmickry in Europe.” BJPS, 44:04. 
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• Hobolt, Sara B. and de Vries, Catherine E., 2016. “Turning against the union? 
The impact of the crisis on the Eurosceptic vote in the 2014 European Parliament 
elections,” Electoral Studies, 44. 504-514. 

• Hobolt, Sara B. and Wratil, Christopher, 2015. “Public opinion and the crisis: the 
dynamics of support for the euro,” Journal of European Public Policy, 22 (2). 
238-256 

• Blyth, Mark. 2013. Austerity. The History of a Dangerous Idea. New York: 
Oxford. 

• Bordo, Michael, Agnieszka Markiewicz and Lars Jonung. 2011. “A Fiscal Union 
for the Euro: Some Lessons from History.” NBER Working Paper 17380, http://
www.nber.org/papers/w17380 

**Group Presentations using ESS, Eurobarometer, and World Bank data. 

Week 9 

Domestic Politics and Democratic Deficit 
• The EU as a democratic system, the role of direct democracy 
• Core concepts: democratic deficit, referendums 

Readings: 
• Mény, Yves, 2003. “De la démocratie en Europe: Old Concepts and New 

Challenges, » Journal of Common Market Studies, 41/1. 
• Moravcsik, 2002. “In Defence of the Democratic Deficit: Reassessing Legitimacy in 

the European Union,” JCMS (40th Anniversary Edition), 40(4). 
• Hix and Follesdal, 2006. “Why there is a Democratic Deficit in the EU,” JCMS, 

44:3. 
• Franklin, Mark; van der Eijk, Cees and Marsh, Michael, 1995. “Referendum 

Outcomes and Trust in Government: Public Support for Europe in the Wake of 
Maastricht,” West European Politics, Vol. 18, No. 3, pp. 101-107. 

• Hobolt, Sara B., 2009. Europe in Question. Referendums on European 
Integration. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Week 10 

Who is Europe? 
• The EU as a global actor, Brexit and Article 50 
• Core concepts: referendums, Article 50, defining a European identity, the future 

of Europe 
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Readings: 
• Britain and the EU: Cameron’s speech on the EU, 2013 (https://www.gov.uk/

government/speeches/eu-speech-at-bloomberg), and other primary source 
readings as handed out in class  

• Hix and Hoyland, Chapter 13. 
• Fligstein, 2008. Euroclash: The EU, Identity, and the Future of Europe. 

Introduction and conclusion. 
• Hobolt, 2014. “Ever closer or ever wider? Public attitudes towards further 

enlargement and integration in the European Union.” Journal of European Public 
Policy, 21. 

• Goodwin, Matt. 2017. Brexit: Why Britain Voted to Leave the European Union. 
• Hobolt, Sara, 2016. The Brexit vote: a divided nation, a divided continent 

Journal of European Public Policy, 23 (9). 1259-1277. 
• Colantone, Italo and Piero Stanig, “Global Competition and Brexit,” SSRN 

working paper. URL: https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?
abstract_id=2870313 

Page !6

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/eu-speech-at-bloomberg


Council Simulation Rules 

Given the composition of the Council, the format and rules of discussion are kept highly 
flexible. The Chair (instructor) holds the power to open and close the session, recognize 
speakers, place limits on speaking time, and control the flow of debate. 

Motions: 

1) Motion for a Moderated or Unmoderated Caucus 
• Requires a simple majority to pass 
• Moderated caucuses allow ministers to speak for 2 minutes each; 

unmoderated caucuses allow ministers to develop and write policy 
proposals 

2) Motion to introduce a policy proposal or amendment  
• Requires approval of the chair, if given, the amendment is officially 

introduced by one of its sponsors and is given an official name (to refer to 
it in debate) 

3) Motion to vote   
• Requires simple majority. All amendments must be voted up or down 

before the final proposal is voted upon. Requests for new amendments 
must be exhausted before the final policy vote. 

Points: 

Point of Information 
• If a member state wishes to obtain a clarification of procedure or of any other 

matter, he/she may rise to a point of information and receive clarification from 
the Chair or anyone else designated by the Chair. 

Point of Order 
• If a member state feels the rules or procedure has been broken, they can appeal 

to the Chair. 

Voting: Voting on a policy proposal or an amendment will take place using Qualified 
Majority Voting (QMV). A member state can vote yes, no, or abstain. Results will be 
shown using the QMV calculator and projected for all to see. 
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Simulation Policy Topics 

The Council is currently discussing the political crisis in Ukraine. There are two pressing 
issues at hand; the Council will address at least one of them in the simulation (and 
ministers will vote on the agenda at the beginning of the session).  

Ministers must pick an issue, and come up with an EU “solution” – be sure to outline 
the objectives, the means, and actions needed to achieve this solution. Furthermore, 
ministers will have to determine whether this solution is legally binding or not for all 
member states. Policy proposals will be submitted, discussed, and voted upon using 
Qualified Majority Voting. 

The format of the proposed legislation is flexible; but given time constraints, the policy 
solution should be relatively short. For reference, here is a longer example: http://
www.unausa.org/global-classrooms-model-un/how-to-participate/model-un-preparation/
resolutions/sample-resolution 

The format of the simulation will be discussed prior to the exercise, similar to this: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SsXMTfNqrwA 

If there is any doubt about the feasibility or logistical implications of a proposed 
solution, just ask the High Representative. While the simulation will be as realistic as 
possible, reality might be “tweaked” in the interest of the exercise. 

Delegates are responsible for accurately representing the views of their chosen country. 
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Issue 1: Influx of Refugees 

Imagine that the European Union is facing an increasingly large influx of refugees from 
the crisis in Ukraine. Ukrainian nationals are both applying for asylum and fleeing into 
neighboring EU states; and given the instability in the region, the European Council has 
declared that immigration policy is now a top issue on the agenda. 

A number of member states have pushed for a re-evaluation of the Schengen agreements 
(allowing individual member states more control over border via security checks in times 
of crisis) or have suggested providing more resources and power to Frontex (putting 
immigration concerns in the hands of the EU, not border states). The European 
Commission argues that temporary changes should be decided by a “European-based 
system of decision making” in that changes must be approved by a vote of member 
states. Concurrently, countries like Switzerland are renegotiating and attempting to limit 
immigration as a result of open borders. 

Should the EU use the crisis in Ukraine to increase immigration regulation and 
coordination at the supranational level? A solution to this could be reforming Frontex, 
establishing a temporary coordinating authority to deal specifically with Ukraine, new 
policies to help track non-native visitors, or giving the EU more authority in matters of 
immigration. 

Issue 2: Status of Ukraine 

Currently, Ukraine’s relationship with the EU is outlined by an Association Agreement. 
Given Russia’s active interest in the country (and evidence that sanctions are failing to 
deter Russia), it is clear that Ukraine is a unique situation for the EU. Measures must 
be taken to both stabilize Ukraine in the short term, and ensure its sovereignty in the 
long term.  

This could entail measures for the EU to take individually -- offering more resources and 
other forms of assistance, accelerating EU membership, or even developing a new status 
for Ukraine that falls short of full membership but still connects it to the EU through a 
series of policy coordination agreements. In addition, action could also be taken in 
consultation with the US or the UN.  
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Resources 

Your primary resource will be your country background paper and independent research 
— be prepared to realistically assert your country’s position (regardless of whether it fits 
with your personal views!). Otherwise, see below for quick summaries of the issues at 
hand. 

http://www.brookings.edu/blogs/up-front/posts/2014/06/27-poroshenko-signs-eu-
ukraine-association-agreement-pifer 

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/02/24/opinion/what-the-west-must-do-for-ukraine.html?
_r=0 

http://ec.europa.eu/immigration/tab1.do?subSec=36&language=7$en 

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2nR16yjK9BU   

http://www.washingtonpost.com/posttv/world/ukraines-crisis-explained-in-two-
minutes/2014/01/31/9eb83a58-8ad8-11e3-833c-33098f9e5267_video.html 
  
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/worldviews/wp/2014/01/30/9-questions-about-
ukraine-you-were-too-embarrassed-to-ask/ 

http://www.euractiv.com/sections/europes-east/eu-must-prepare-membership-moldova-
ukraine-and-georgia-303273
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