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About the Kolleg-Forschergruppe (KFG)
The diffusion of ideas has become a central research theme in political science, sociology, law, history, and
economics. In this context, the Kolleg-Forschergruppe (KFG) focuses on how ideas are spread across time and
space, as can be observed especially in the European Union in various socio-political fields.
The Kolleg-Forschergruppe is a new funding program launched by the German Research Foundation
(Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft – DFG) in 2008. As a Research College, it is intended to provide a scientifically stimulating environment in which innovative research topics can be dealt with by discourse and debate
within a small group of senior and junior researchers.
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Editorial
Dear friends and colleagues of the Kolleg-Forschergruppe,
Welcome to the seventh edition of our newsletter informing you about
what is going on at the Research College “The Transformative Power of
Europe”!
As usual, we look back on a very active fall and winter season with a good
number of activities. A particular highlight was our annual international
KFG Conference “Europe From the Outside In” in December 2011. It
was devoted to the question to what extent external influences shape Europe and the European Union.
Scholars of comparative regionalism from different disciplines and from all parts of Europe as well as
from Australia and the US presented their latest findings on this novel research area. You find a more
detailed report in this newsletter.
Prof. Tanja A. Börzel & Prof. Thomas Risse

This is also the last summer of our current funding period. In January, we submitted our renewal proposal
to the German Research Foundation (Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft – DFG) whose generous support
has enabled the KFG to thrive over the past years. We plan to continue our current theme of comparative
regionalism and to concentrate on how European and EU policies and institutions are emulated throughout
the world through processes of adaptation, translation, but also resistance. The on-site evaluation will
take place at the end of June and we keep our fingers crossed that we will be able to renew our funding
for another four years.
We welcome another senior fellow to the KFG: Prof. Stephen Clarkson, University of Toronto, joined
us in April. We would also like to announce three workshops to be held at the KFG. First, our postdoctoral fellows Sally Khalifa Isaac (Cairo University) and Assem Dandashly (University of Victoria, British
Columbia) are organizing a workshop on the “Europe and the Arab Region Post January 2011. Coping with
Multifaceted Challenges” in June (see also Assem’s contribution in this newsletter). Second, a workshop
on “Environmental Protection in the Global Twentieth Century: International Organizations, Networks
and the Diffusion of Ideas and Policies” is organized by senior fellow Wolfram Kaiser (University of
Portsmouth) and KFG alumnus Jan-Henrik Meyer (University of Aarhus). Last not least, our postdoctoral
fellow Arie Krampf (Hebrew University) has just issued a call for papers for a workshop “The Financial
Crises in comparative regional perspective: Can Europe Learn from other Regions?” on the timely subject
of the Euro crisis and whether Europe can learn from other regions. This workshop will take place at the
KFG in November.
This newsletter also contains information on our new “incoming class” of postdoctoral fellows who will
join the KFG in October.
We hope that you enjoy reading about the KFGs activities in this newsletter.

Best regards,
Tanja A. Börzel

Thomas Risse

Research Directors
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Call for Papers

“The Financial Crises in comparative regional

perspective: Can Europe Learn from other Regions?”
KFG International Conference to be held on November 23-24, 2012
by Arie Krampf
The European financial crisis, the Asian
crisis in 1997 and the
Latin American crisis
in 1982 are all regional
phenomena. Due to
political, economic
and financial regional
interdependencies of
private and sovereign
financial institutions,
Dr. Arie Krampf
the crises spread
within the regions.
The responses to the crises required a regional and
transnational coordinated response. The workshop
seeks to explore the factors that shaped the different
regional responses to the crises with an emphasis
on regional architectural designs, historical paths,
regional ideational legacies, inter-regional social
learning and diffusion of ideas. The workshop will
address three sets of questions:
First, on the descriptive level, how did
actors—local, regional and international—frame
each of the three crises? What types of bodies of
knowledge were used to frame them? What kinds
of “solutions” were considered, and how were they
Conference Convenor

legitimized?
Second, on the causal level, how can we explain
the differences between the responses to the three
crises? Can liberal, realist and functional theories
provide sufficient explanations? What was the role
of regional path dependencies? Can we identify regional policy legacies that shaped the responses?
Finally, what are the likely effects of a
crisis on the region’s future institutional path and
architecture?
The workshop seeks to contribute to the
literature of comparative regionalism, EU studies,
social learning literature, epistemic communities
and IPE. We invite paper proposals on any topic or
period which address these questions. All papers
must be based on original research. Paper proposals must include the name of the paper-giver, a short
CV and a paper abstract of no more than 250 words.
The deadline for the submission of paper proposals
is 15 June 2012. Paper proposals have to be sent to
ariekrampf@zedat.fu-berlin.de. Successful applicants will be informed on or shortly after 10 July
2012. Papers should be sent by October 30 2012.
The KFG “The Transformative Power of Europe”
will cover the overnight accommodation in Berlin
and reasonable travel costs.

4
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New Senior Fellow

Stephen Clarkson joins the KFG
We are very pleased to announce that Prof. Stephen
Clarkson joined the KollegForschergruppe (KFG) in
April for a three-month stay.
Stephen
Clarkson
(BA
(Toronto); MA (Oxford); D.
Prof. Stephan Clarkson
de Rech. (Paris)) is Professor
of Political Economy at the University of Toronto.
He has received numerous research awards and
grants and has published a tremendous amount of
books, chapters, and research papers. He is a Fellow
of the Royal Society of Canada and has received
Canada’s highest honor by being inducted into the
Order of Canada for his contributions to academic
and public life.
Clarkson’s recent research has focused on North
American trade liberalization, security, and governance in the context of globalization and regionalization. Most relevant to the Kolleg-Forschergruppe’s

research interests is his recently completed trilogy
on North American regionalism:
- Uncle Sam and Us: Globalization,
Neoconservatism and the Canadian State (2002)
which took Canada as the dependent variable.
- Does North America Exist? Governing the
Continent after NAFTA and 9/11 (2008) which
took North America as the dependent variable.
- Dependent America? How Canada and Mexico
Construct US Power (2011) which took the United
States as the dependent variable.
During his time at the KFG, Stephen Clarkson’s
agenda will focus on working out a research strategy for evaluating the importance of inter-regionalism in the dynamic relations between the highly
integrated, rich region of Europe, the unevenly
integrated, rich region of North America, and the
fragilely integrated, developing region of South
America.

New Postdocs

New Postdocs at the KFG
We are glad that the following five new postdoctoral fellows will join the KFG in October.

When the European Union Travels to the Global
South

Ali Arbia
Project: Mapping Diffusion: Mechanisms of
Diffusion in EU Preferential Trade Agreements

Elin Hellquist
Project: Regional Organisations and Normative
Discipline through Sanctions

Daniel Berliner
Project: Regional Institutions, Transnational
Advocacy Networks, and the Diffusion of the Right
to Information

Inna Melnykovska
Project: When Democratic Diffusion Meets
Autocratic Diffusion. Comparing EU-driven and
Russia & China-driven Regionalism in the PostSoviet Area

Andrea Bianculli
Project: The Diffusion of Regulatory Regionalism:

5
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Conference Report

“Europe From the Outside In”
KFG International Conference held on December 15-17, 2011
The KFG Conference “Europe From the Outside In” in December 2011 was devoted to the question
whether and to what extent external influences shape Europe and the European Union. Scholars of comparative regionalism from different disciplines and from all parts of Europe as well as from Australia and
the US participated in the conference and presented their latest findings on this novel research area: the
EU at the receiving end of external influences and the diffusion of ideas, policies, and institutions into
Europe.
The conference was organized into six panels, focusing on the influences of international and regional
organizations as well as state actors on the EU. In the following we would like to provide you with some
impressions of the panel discussions.
The first panel engaged in the discussion on “US Influence on European Integration”. In her paper, Kaija
Schilde focused on the US influence on EU information policy. She found that US elements which are
now incorporated in the EU information policy did not “travel” directly across the Atlantic. The US did
not directly attempt to force the EU’s adoption of certain elements of its policies, but indirectly, the NATO
played a mediating role. Access to information policy elements were uploaded to the NATO and in a
second step downloaded to either the EU member state level or the EU level. EU member state policy in
turn influenced EU policy. Her paper showed that policy elements can diffuse through various levels of
governance and a number of mediating actors. Turning to a completely different policy area, Catherine
6
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Guisan analyzed the transatlantic discourse of two bookend moments in history – the post-World War
II and the post-9/11 periods. Applying the concepts of natality, gender, and midwifery, she argued that
the discourse in the context of the Marshall Plan reflects metaphors of birth giving and natality. The actors involved in designing and implementing the Marshall Plan considered it a proactive program for
the rebirth of Europe by linking economic vitality with democracy and peace. Turning to the post-9/11
discourse, Guisan asserted that the EU moved from a Venus-like soft power to imitating elements of the
US Mars-like model of strength.
The second panel dealt with the “Influence of International Institutions on the EU”. Joachim Koops argued
that the NATO has had a specific influence on the evolution of the EU as a security actor. In this respect,
his paper advocated that the NATO has influenced the EU's development in institutional, operational, and
identity domains through three distinct roles: as a model, an enabler, and a competitor. Giovanni Faleg
presented the second paper in this panel, discussing if, in the case of European Security Sector reform,
knowledge has been power. He concluded that the security sector reform has been a case of epistemic
learning whereby structural changes affecting the international system triggered the emergence of a consensus among policymakers on the way to address security concerns. In more general terms, Oriol Costa,
in his paper together with Knud Eric Jørgensen, overviewed some of the main arguments put forward
by the nascent research about the influence of international institutions on the EU. He highlighted that
international institutions shape EU stances and trigger the expansion of its policies toward new issue
areas by way of certain influence mechanisms, the effectiveness of which depend on specific domestic
conditions.
The session on “Promotion of Regional Integration and its Impact on the EU” saw case studies of Southern
Africa, India, and ASEAN, identifying a common theme of a mismatch between the EU’s rhetoric and
actual ability or willingness to influence regional integration. For Southern Africa, Kathleen Hancock
analyzed the negotiations surrounding free trade agreements with the Southern African Development
Community (SADC). She found that the EU is actually undermining regional integration under SADC
and under the Customs Union SACU through its approach to negotiate FTAs with individual countries.
Ulrike Lorenz added the role of regional dynamics in the same region during negotiations with the EU,
where new coalitions formed, and where the role of regional hegemons, namely South Africa and Kenya,
has been growing. As a consequence, the EU has been compelled to adapt more to its negotiating partners’
terms which became obvious in the case of the ACP countries as well as in India, where Shazia Wülbers
saw the EU as constricted by its economic interests from its desire to act more as a “Normative Power”.
Finally, Laura Allison identified ASEAN to be in charge when choosing norms from the EU which first and
foremost increases its legitimacy, and when rejecting norms that threaten the domestic order. In summary,
the presentations highlighted the very limited capacity of the EU as a promoter of regional integration as
well as its lack of a consistent rhetoric. The panel alerted to the important role played by regional hegemons
such as China and the need for more empirical evidence for the direct efforts of the EU in its promotion
of regional integration.
“Perceptions of the EU from the Outside” were discussed in the fourth panel. Roberto Dominguez investigated the perceptions of the EU in Latin America, mainly in Argentina, Colombia, Mexico, and Chile.
He hypothesized that external perceptions of the EU vary as a function of issues on the bilateral agenda
between third countries and the EU. He based his findings on data from public opinion surveys, media
content analysis, and analyses of academic activities in the four Latin American countries. Distinguishing
between Chinese conceptions of the EU as a “model” and as an “idea”, Lucie Qian Xia presented a paper
on Chinese perceptions of the EU. She discussed how the EU-China relationship is perceived from the
Chinese side, and how conceptions of the EU as a model and an idea inform Chinese strategic and diplomatic thinking. Finally, May-Britt Stumbaum examined why and how perceptions of the EU as a civilian
7
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power differ from the EU’s self-perception among Chinese and Indian elites. The panel discussion focused
in particular on how the EU can be conceptualized best as an international actor - as a “civilian power”,
a “normative power”, or in some other terms - in order to test the consistency of internal and external
perceptions. More broadly, the participants discussed what can be learned from examining how other
actors perceive the EU.
The fifth panel discussed “External Perceptions of EU International Policies”. In his paper, Diarmuid
Torney explored the relationship between external perceptions and external influence, challenging the
assumed link between the EU’s perception by others and its ability to influence them in the context of
climate change regime. By “unpacking the Concept of EU ‘Leadership’”, he argued that the EU on the one
hand and China and India on the other are characterized by diverging conceptualizations of leadership.
This was illustrated within the climate change negotiations where the latter even used this concept to
resist the EU’s impact. Turning to human rights policy, Ketevan Kerashvili investigated why the EU faces
problems to promote its position within the United Nations Human Rights Council (HRC). In her paper,
she analyzed the EU’s self-perception as a strong promoter of human rights contrasted by inconsistencies
in the practical application due to coordination difficulties and member states’ interests. These inconsistencies form the external perceptions of the EU by other HRC members diminishing the trust in EU’s
human rights positions. Nora Fisher Onar’s paper, written with Kalypso Nicolaidis, outreached specific
EU policies and generally appealed for “Rethinking Europe in a Non-European World”. Nora Fisher Onar
presented a “de-centering agenda” for EU and IR research along three strategies – provincializing (to decenter conventional narratives), engagement (to include perceptions of others), and reconstructing (to
recreate the social scientific research) – to overcome Eurocentrism in social sciences and beyond.
The recent Euro Crisis and the related question if the EU does learn were main subjects in the sixth and
last panel. To answer the latter question, Ramunas Vilpisauskas employed Peter Hall’s concept of policy
paradigms and concluded that, during the Euro crisis, the EU went through incremental change. Zdenek
Kudrna asked if the EU is “Dancing to the IMF tune?” and presented a paper on the re-regulation of EU
banking during the crisis, examining to what extent the EU was responsive to ideas and advice from the
IMF regarding the European banking system. He argued that until 2005, the IMF held the assumption that
“Europe is different” and, therefore, it could not make a clear cut recommendation. However, Kudrna then
found that from 2005 on the IMF became more stringent in its recommendations pushing for the establishment of an “EU-level regulatory regime”. The paper showed that, following the crisis, the EU adopted
the ideas promoted by the IMF regarding a “single European body”. Nethertheless, due to the resistance of
the UK, the idea was not implemented. Katharina Gnath completed the panel by taking a closer look on a
common representation by the member states of the EU to the IMF and posed the question which external
factors might affect the capacity of EU countries to cooperate within the IMF.

Impressions

8
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KFG Workshop

“Europe and the Arab region Post January

2011: Coping with Multifaceted Challenges”
Workshop to be held on June 8-9, 2012
by Sally Isaac and Assem Dandashly
Workshop Convenors

Dr. Sally Khalifa Isaac

Dr. Assem Dandashly

The
Kolleg-Forschergruppe
(KFG)
“The
Transformative Power of Europe” at Freie
Universität Berlin in cooperation with the German
Council on Foreign Relations organizes a workshop on “Europe and the Arab Region Post January
2011: Coping with Multifaceted Challenges”. It will
take place in Berlin on June 8-9, 2012, bringing together notable academics and policy experts from
the Middle East, Europe, and the United States. The
Conference focuses on Euro-Arab relations at large
and how Europe can enhance its response towards
its changing neighborhood.
The public uprisings that have been sweeping across the Arab region since January 2011 represent a critical juncture in the history of the region
as well as in international history at large. With
major change of leadership taking place in Tunisia,

Egypt, and Libya, other Arab countries – Yemen,
Bahrain, and Syria – are still struggling to introduce
similar changes. From a comparative perspective,
these ongoing uprisings in the Arab region raise
the question on how comparable they could be to
similar events in international history, e.g. the revolutions across Europe in the 19th century or those
in Central Eastern Europe in 1989-1990.
These rapid developments in the Arab region bring the interconnected political, economic,
and social dimensions of Euro-Arab relations in the
framework of the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership
(EMP) back to the forefront of Western-Arab relations. Not surprisingly, the EU has quickly started
to consider a fundamental review of the European
Neighborhood Policy (ENP) in February 2011 and
released a new and more ambitious one in May
2011.
This workshop focuses on the debate regarding
the Euro-Arab relations and how the EU can effectively reinvent its role amid challenging security,
political, economic, and social contexts. The area
of concern in this workshop is not limited to the
EU’s Southern Mediterranean partners, but encompasses the wider Arab Middle East and North
Africa (MENA) region.
The workshop is organized by Dr. Sally Khalifa
Isaac (sally.isaac@feps.edu.eg ) and Dr. Assem
Dandashly (assemd@uvic.ca ).

Famous Last Words
As a historian (of sorts) at the KFG I especially enjoyed its prevailing open-minded interdisciplinary
debating culture – and I am grateful for the social scientists’ tolerance for my lack of theoretical
precision and mathematical comprehension. Most university cultures treat interdisciplinarity as a
rhetorical device used for corporate branding and for increasing external funding. The KFG actually
lives it. I have learned a lot from this fascinating experience.

Prof. Wolfram Kaiser

Prof. Wolfram Kaiser
KFG Senior Fellow, March 2011 to February 2012
Professor at the University of Portsmouth, UK
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KFG International Conference

“Environmental Protection in the Global Twentieth Century:
International Organizations, Networks and Diffusion of
Ideas and Policies”

Conference to be held on October 25-27, 2012
by Wolfram Kaiser and Jan-Henrik Meyer

Issues of pollution, excessive use of natural resources, nature protection and climate change transcend
national boundaries. They tend to be of a regional or even global scope. In historical perspective, the
European Union (EU) was relatively slow to take up environmental protection (beyond health and safety
related issues) in the 1970s, followed by the formal introduction of this policy field into the EC treaty with
the Single European Act only in 1986-7. In fact, other International Organizations (IOs) had addressed
environmental issues much earlier starting with the League of Nations in inter-war Europe. After World
War II the United Nations and its Economic Commission for Europe, the Council of Europe and the
Organization for European Economic Co-operation and Development, the present-day OECD, addressed
environmental issues such as water and air pollution by pooling scientific expertise, collecting comparative data, propagating and funding international scientific programmes and inducing greater media attention to the cross-border dimension of environmental protection. These IOs became norms entrepreneurs
in environmental protection and crucial sites for the diffusion of ideas and policies to other IOs, to states
and governments and probably, across world regions and regional integration organizations.
In a long-term perspective covering what might be called the global twentieth century, the UN Conference
Man and the Environment in Stockholm in 1972 appears to be a turning point. From then onwards,
environmental protection increasingly became the focus of policy-making at the transnational and international level, in the context of IOs, and was no longer confined to bilateral treaties, for example concerning river pollution. This was also when the European Communities developed their first Environmental
Action Programmes and began to become involved in issues such as bird and habitat protection.
40 years later of the Stockholm event, it is time to reconsider those received wisdoms about international
environmentalism: to what extent did Stockholm actually mark a turning point? Or, alternatively, is it not
rather necessary to highlight the long structural continuities and path dependencies characteristic of IOs
and their activities? In order to take stock of what we know about the role of IOs in environmentalism,
the conference “Environmental Protection in the Global Twentieth Century: International Organizations,
Networks and Diffusion of Ideas and Policies” brings together for the first time the growing number of
researchers working in this emerging field. Sponsored by the KFG “The Transformative Power of Europe”,
and organized by the KFG alumni Wolfram Kaiser (Portsmouth) and Jan-Henrik Meyer (Aarhus), fifteen
scholars from Europe and North America have been invited to the conference at the Freie Universität
10
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Berlin, to be held October 25-27, 2012.
Reaching back to the first half of the 20th century a
number of papers will address the longer-term continuities and possible path dependencies, exploring
conservation efforts and the diffusion of ideas well
before the UN conference. Nevertheless, the conference will zoom in on Stockholm and examine the

Prof. Wolfram Kaiser

Dr. Jan-Henrik Meyer

role of a variety of actors: on Brazil, speaking for the
developing world, on the US as a most influential

player, on the Holy See and NGOs. For the post-Stockholm period, several papers will address the emergence of new concerns within the framework of IOs such as climate change.
The papers cover IOs of very different geographical scope and degree of institutionalisation: from the
International Commission for the Protection of the Rhine against Pollution to the OECD, from the rather
surprising case of OPEC to the International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). The contributions will
explore the role of IOs as arenas for the exchange of ideas and mediators facilitating the diffusion of ideas
with regard to a wide range of environmental problems: classical conservation issues such as national parks
in South America, the protection of global commons such as the Southern Ocean Ecosystem, but also
concerns about transnational river and transboundary air pollution. IO's contribution to the perception
of the more recent risks of nuclear energy and climate change are covered, too. We do not perceive IOs as
solitary, let alone unitary actors, but we discuss them as embedded within networks of experts, interest
groups and NGOs, such as labour unions or the churches, as well as governments and other IOs.
The following list provides an overview of the participants and their contributions:
Before Stockholm:
- Patrick Kupper, Zurich, CH: Internationalizing Nature Protection: The First Wave
- Anna-Katharina Wöbse, Geneva, CH: Welcome to the Blue Planet: Framing the Global Environment in
the League of Nations and the United Nations, 1920-1972
- Emily Wakild, Wake Forest, North Carolina, USA: Historicizing Conservation in South America:
International Organizations and the Creation of National Parks
- Cornelis Disco, Twente/Amsterdam, NL: The International Commission for the Protection of the Rhine
against Pollution as Pioneer European Environmental Organization
- Enora Javaudin, Paris, F: How did Nuclear Technology become a Global Environmental Issue? Scientists
and the Rise, Evolution and Transformation of an International Debate 1945-1972
- Iris Borowy, Paris, F: The OECD Environment Committee: The Beginnings

11
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Stockholm – a Turning Point?
- Michael Manulak, Oxford, UK / Ottawa, CAN: The 1972 Stockholm Conference and the Design of the
United Nations Environmental Programme
- Luigi Piccioni, Calabria/Rome, I: The Holy See and Ecology in the Shadow of the Stockholm Conference:
between Movements and IOs
- Roger W. Eardley-Pryor, Santa Barbara, USA: Reclaiming Environment for Development: Brazil and the
Roots of Sustainable Development at the 1972 UN Stockholm Conference
Across and beyond the Divide
- Giuliano Garavini, Padova, I: OPEC's Environmentalism in the 1970s
- Allessandro Antonello, Canberra, Australia: The Protection of the Southern Ocean Ecosystem, 19681980
- Stephen Macekura, Charlottesville, Virginia, USA: Towards a Discourse of Sustainability: The UN,
NGOs, and the Crafting of the World Conservation Strategy
- David Hirst, Manchester, UK: Push and Pull: the Science-Policy Interface and the making of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
- Renaud Bécot, Paris, F: The International Organizations’ Influence on the Shaping of an Environmental
Labor Agenda. The Case of the French Trade-Unions, 1960-1990
- Michel Dupuy, Paris, F: The GDR and the Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution

Famous Last Words

Professors Marks & Hooghe

We immensely enjoyed our two stays in Berlin. Between October 2010 to June 2011 and again from
October 2011 to February 2012 we had the privilege of being postdoctoral fellows at the KollegForschergruppe (KFG) “The Transformative Power of Europe” (while we completed our Ph.D.’s some
years ago, we like the term “postdoctoral”!). During these periods we were able to work intensively
on our research on multilevel governance and connect with many young researchers who were
writing doctoral dissertations or were undertaking subsequent research. Our research benefited
greatly from the comments and advice we received from Tanja, Thomas, and the many fellows who
attended the talks we gave. We loved listening to and responding to the presentations of the fellows – there was always something unexpected in the dialogues that followed. A final word: Astrid,
Carina, Ina and the KFG team are simply the best. Life as a postdoc has been delightfully simple
thanks to your professional support.
Prof. Liesbet Hoghe
KFG Senior Fellow, October 2010 to June 2011 / October 2011 to February 2012
Professor at the Free University of Amsterdam and the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, USA
Prof. Gary Marks
KFG Senior Fellow, October 2010 to June 2011 / October 2011 to February 2012
Professor at the Free University of Amsterdam and the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, USA
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Essay

“The Arab Spring, the EU and the West from Thawrat alKarama (Dignity Revolution) to the Syrian Bloody River”
by Assem Dandashly

Introduction
Twenty-two years have
passed before the fourth
wave of democracy in former
Soviet countries could cross
the Mediterranean and reach
the North African shores.
A new wave of democracy
Dr. Assem Dandashly
has started (e.g., Egypt,
Tunisia, Libya and Syria) that will put the European
Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) to a new test. The
European Union (EU), as usual, was caught by surprise seeing one of its closest allies, President Zein
al-‘Abedin Ben Ali, being under threat. The United
States (US) took the initiative to support the protests
and the calls for reform, democracy and freedoms.
As for the EU, it took a while before following suite.
The question that comes to mind here is what happened so that a symbolic act by a Tunisian street
vendor had such an effect not only in Tunisia but
also in the entire Arab World? Furthermore, why
this had a spiral effect at this particular time and
not before?
Thawrat al-Karama – Tunisia
It is important to start from the Tunisian Revolution
– what is known as Thawrat al-karama (Dignity
Revolution) – since it spilled over to the rest of the
Arab world. For a long time, Tunisia was considered
at the forefront in its relations with the EU, a good
ally and very close to the EU values and beliefs. A
strong ally to the US and France which led to turning
a blind eye to Ben Ali’s violations of freedoms, human rights and civil liberties. Tunisians are highly

educated, have a strong civil society and adhere to
the French values. So what triggered these events?
For over three decades, Tunisians have lived under
oppression, lack of political freedom, a non-existing freedom of speech and a corrupt regime. Yet,
the Tunisian regime managed to keep things under
control and to get rid of any opposition including
the Islamists in the late 1980s and early 1990s (EnNahda Party) when they started threatening the
iron grip of the regime. All this happened under the
eyes and the approval of EU countries and the US.
Since the mid 1980s, the regime survived by using
socio-economic development tools, with the aid of
Western countries and international organizations
such as the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
and the World Bank to support the agricultural industry and tourism, to increase its exports, to create jobs and to have stable growth. This economic
prosperity helped the regime to survive despite the
discontent of the Tunisians with the oppression and
lack of freedoms. However, the economic stability
in Tunisia could not last long with the continuous
increase in the unemployment rate, inflation and the
poor living conditions. The economy that survived
the repercussions of the Global Financial Crisis of
2008 could not escape from the European Financial
and Sovereign Debt Crisis. The Euro Crisis has had
direct negative effects on the Tunisian economy
and particularly the banking sector – according to a
published report by the Central Bank of Tunisia on
November 17, 2011: Exports were declining (main
partners are EU countries), economic growth was
slowing down, investments were falling short (both
foreign and domestic) and the declining number
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of tourists (the majority of tourists come form EU
countries) was causing a significant drop of the revenues from touristic activities, simultaneously limiting the number of people benefitting from tourism in addition to an increasing pressure on banks
as a result of a drop in their liquidity which affected
their lending ability. The deteriorating economic
situation increased the debt, deficit and inflation,
added to the tying of the hands of the regime to
solve the problem.
The inability of Ben Ali’s regime to use socioeconomic tools to secure the stability of their rule
(as they have done before), along with the decades
of oppression and lack of basic freedoms, created
suitable conditions for an explosion that needed
someone to trigger it. The protests were caused by
the self-immolation of Mohammed Bou-Azizi on
December 17, 2010 after confiscating his vegetables’ cart and being harassed and humiliated by a
police officer in Sidi Bouzid. This symbolic act led
to peaceful marchers gathering in the same place
where Bou-Azizi set himself on fire. The police and
army’s brutal response to the peaceful riots led to
nation-wide protests supported by labor unions
and elites such as lawyers. It did not take long before
the will of the Tunisians won and they toppled Ben
Aliwho fled the country to Saudi Arabia after 28
days (January 14, 2011), ending twenty-three years
of oppression. The fall of Ben Ali’s regime paved
the way for free and fair elections on October 23,
2011 that resulted into the victory of the En-Nahda
Party which formed a coalition with the centre-left
Congress for the Republic and the left party EtTakatol.
The Spillover Effect of the Tunisian Incidents
The Tunisian incidents had a positive spillover to
Egypt, Libya, Syria and other countries. Each country has had a unique experience. In Egypt, although
the revolution was bloody and more casualties were
lost in comparison to Tunisia, the EU and US reactions were faster this time. At first, most Western
countries asked their best ally in the region, the
Egyptian President Mohammed Husni Moubarak,
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to implement political and economic reforms.
However, with the increase of the bloodshed and
the riots, the calls increased on Moubarak to resign.
The Western countries were watching the situation
very closely and did not want the situation to deteriorate further since the Israeli security would be
under threat if the regime falls and chaos spread.
Therefore, after several failed attempts of reforms to
buy the silence of the people, Moubarak had to step
down and turn the power to the Supreme Council of
the Armed Forces. The army assured the protesters
that free and fair elections will take place and that
all the regional and international obligations and
agreements will be respected – a step that was welcomed by Israeli leaders. Despite the elections that
resulted into the winning of the majority of seats
by the Islamic parties , the situation in Egypt is far
from over with the Supreme Council of the Armed
Forces still in charge of running the country.
As for Libya, toppling Mouammar al-Gaddafi was
harder than expected. In a country that lacks basic infrastructure and that is dominated by tribal
mentality, a civil war broke between Gaddafi’s regime and his allies and the opposition in that rich
oil and gas country with a population of around 6.4
million. The Western countries rushed to interfere,
however, not to prevent their third ally from falling, but to serve in bringing him down. The United
Nations Security Council took several resolutions
including the establishment and enforcement of
a no-fly zone and using all necessary measures to
protect Libyans from Gaddafi’s military attacks.
Despite the fact that Gaddafi’s regime fell after a
bloody civil war, the tribal mentality is still causing
division among the citizens and the country needs
to be rebuilt from scratch. Libya will be an excellent
hub for Western investors who have been rushing
to get contracts in all fields.
The Western involvement in Libya and its eagerness to end Gaddafi’s rule and to benefit economically from building the country did not spillover to
Syria. The fall of the Syrian regime, that has been
protecting Israel’s borders for over forty years, is a
major concern for Israel and the West. All Western
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countries agree that the Assad regime exceeded the
brutality of Gaddafi and that the bloodshed should
be stopped, but they are afraid of ‘what’s next’. What
will happen if the regime in Syria falls? What is the
alternative? A question the West still has no answer
to and which is causing more casualties. Many
speeches are heard every day against the brutality of
Assad, but the Western activeness in Libya did not
travel to Syria and the West and the Arabs are watching an entire nation being massacred. The reason
for this passiveness in the attitude towards Syria is,
first, that the West and Arab countries need to find
an alternative for Assad who will maintaining to
continue to protect the Israeli borders, second, the
fear from having another Islamic party in power
around Israel is not comforting news, at least for
the Israelis, third, the active role of Hizbullah and
Iran in supporting the Assad regime ties the hands
of the Western countries since they fear that any attack on Assad might lead Hizbullah to take Iranian
orders to launch attacks on Israel; and forth, unlike
the Libyan opposition, the Syrian opposition is still
divided and does not have a unified leadership.
Conclusion
In this short essay, I discussed some aspects of the
revolutions and civil wars in four major countries
that are EU neighbors and could pose serious security threats. While the regime change was easier
in Tunisia and followed by Egypt, it was harder in
Libya. The Syrian civil war is still ongoing and the
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Western and Arab countries have to take more practical steps to help the opposition in its fight against
the Assad regime. As for the EU, it has a greater role
to play in the region since these incidents are on its
southern borders. The EU’s strategy in the North
African and Middle Eastern countries has been
to stabilize authoritarian regimes and maintain a
fragile security. In return, the EU gained the cooperation of those regimes in fighting terrorism and
illegal immigration. All these policies were against
the raised EU slogans of promoting democracy and
freedoms. The EU lost its credibility and has to rebuild trust in the region so that its ideas are more attractive. Something the EU and the West have to do
in order to avoid illegal immigration is helping the
new regimes to build stable democratic systems and
functioning market economies. Doing so will have
positive effects in fighting illegal immigration and
terrorism. Another thing the West has to deal with,
not only in Tunisia and Egypt but also in the entire
region, is the rise of the political Islam. Elections
are resulting in Islamic party’s winnings. The EU
and the West should learn to differentiate between
radical Islamic parties, such as the Hamas, and
modern Islamic parties along the lines of the Justice
and Development Party in Turkey. Therefore, EU
countries (mainly southern members) have to do a
critical review of their policies towards the region
since the Barcelona Declaration in 1995.
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New Book

Roads to Regionalism. Genesis, Design, and Effects of
Regional Organizations.
Edited by Tanja A. Börzel, Lukas Goltermann, Mathis Lohaus, and Kai Striebinger

We would like to draw your attention to a new publication by Tanja Börzel et al. focusing on regionalism in its multiplicity. “Roads to Regionalism.
Genesis, Design, and Effects of Regional
Organizations” brings together new findings on
regional organizations in Africa, the Americas and
Asia through a systematical comparison along a
range of dimensions. The book emerged out of the
research seminar “Comparative Regionalism” held
in 2009/2010 by Tanja Börzel and Anja Jetschke at
Freie Universität Berlin. The research papers of the
outstanding students participating in this seminar
led to valuable insights into one of the most vivid
research areas of the last decade and contribute to a
better understanding of regional integration processes worldwide.

For more information and to purchase the book, visit
the website of the publisher:
http://www.ashgatepublishing.com/default.
aspx?page=637&title_id=11228&edition_
id=14717&calcTitle=1

Content: Over the past few decades states all
around the globe have intensified institutionalized
cooperation at the regional level. To deepen our
understanding of state-led regionalism, the authors
use an analytical framework comprising four main
strands. First, they describe and explain the genesis and growth of regional organizations. Second,
they account for institutional design, looking at
important similarities and differences. Third, they
examine the interaction between organizations and
member states in an attempt to reveal factors that
shape the level of commitment to and compliance
with regional initiatives. Finally, they consider the
impact of regional organizations on their member
states. They conclude by providing a foundation
for future research on the dynamic development of
regionalism.
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Working Paper NO. 33

Organizing Regulatory Convergence Outside the EU Setting Policy-Specific Conditionality and
Building Domestic Capacities.
Julia Langbein - December 2011

Abstract: Why is regulatory convergence towards EU rules more successful in some policy fields than in others
within one EU neighboring country? By comparing Ukraine’s convergence towards EU rules in the field of shareholders’ rights and technical standards, I challenge prominent explanations for policy change outside the EU that
emphasize misfit and adaptational costs, the institutionalization of EU rules or policy-specific conditionality. In
order to deal with the shortcomings of these explanations, it is necessary to disaggregate incentives and capacities
of various domestic actors within the particular policy fields. I argue that regulatory convergence in EU neighboring countries is more likely if external actors combine the application of policy-specific conditionality, such as
access to the European market, with multiplex capacity-building measures that diversify demand among domestic
state regulators and firms and empower them to make their claims.

Working Paper NO. 34

Mechanism-Based Thinking on Policy Diffusion. A Review of Current Approaches in Political
Science
Torben Heinze - December 2011

Abstract: Despite theoretical and methodological progress in what is now coined as the third generation of diffusion studies, explicitly dealing with the causal mechanisms underlying diffusion processes and comparatively
analyzing them is only of recent date. As a matter of fact, diffusion research has ended up in a diverse and often
unconnected array of theoretical assumptions relying both on rational as well as constructivist reasoning – a
circumstance calling for more theoretical coherence and consistency. Against this backdrop, this paper reviews
and streamlines diffusion literature in political science. Diffusion mechanisms largely cluster around two causal arguments determining the desires and preferences of actors for choosing alternative policies. First, existing
diffusion mechanisms accounts can be grouped according to the rationality for policy adoption, this means that
government behavior is based on the instrumental considerations of actors or on constructivist arguments like
norms and rule-driven actors. Second, diffusion mechanisms can either directly impact on the beliefs of actors or
they might influence the structural conditions for decision-making. Following this logic, four basic diffusion mechanisms can be identified in mechanism-based thinking on policy diffusion: emulation, socialization, learning,
and externalities.

Working Paper NO. 35

Good Governance and Bad Neighbors? The Limits of the Transformative Power of Europe
Tanja A. Börzel, Vera van Hüllen - December 2011

Abstract: The EU’s Eastern Enlargement is considered to be one of the (few) successful experiments of promoting
good – both effective and legitimate – governance. By contrast, the EU’s transformative power appears to be weak
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or non-existent vis-à-vis its (old) neighbors in the South and its (new) neighbors in the East. Both are not only
marked by ‘bad governance’ but also lack a (credible) membership perspective. While the Western Balkans and
Turkey have made significant progress towards good governance, both with regard to government effectiveness
and democratic legitimacy, the European Neighborhood Countries (ENCs) appear to be stuck in transition or never got that far in the first place. Even when the effectiveness of their governance institutions has improved, they
remain well behind the other regions and especially their democratic legitimacy is still wanting or even in decline.
The paper shows that there is a correlation between an EU membership perspective and the successful transformation of neighboring countries. Therefore, it has been argued that the ineffectiveness of the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) is due to the lack of this ‘golden carrot’. However, we argue that the prospects of EU membership stabilizes rather than drives the move towards effective and legitimate governance in candidate countries.
Thus, a membership perspective is unlikely to either turn around negative or speed up positive developments in
the EU’s neighborhood. Even if the ENCs received a membership perspective, it would be unlikely to push them
significantly towards democratic and effective governance as long as there is no endogenously driven process of
change. Given the EU’s preference for stability and state-building, the ENP does not provide an alternative for
promoting good governance either. The ENP clearly lacks transformative power and where it might have some
domestic impact, it risks consolidating rather than undermining authoritarian regimes by helping to strengthen
their capacities for effective governance.

Working Paper NO. 36

Europeanization in Turkey. Stretching a Concept to its Limits?
Tanja A. Börzel, Digdem Soyaltin - February 2012

Abstract: Research on Europeanization and domestic change has moved south-eastwards and was provided with
another real-world experiment when it has meet with Turkey. This paper explores to what extent Europeanization
approaches travel to Turkey, which does have a membership perspective that looks, however, ever less credible. The first part outlines the main findings of research on ‘External Europeanization’ focusing on factors that
have limited or at least qualified the domestic impact of the EU in the Central and Eastern European (CEE) and
Western Balkan (WB) accession countries. The paper, then, discusses to what extent Europeanization approaches
need further qualification when applied to Turkey, which squares on democracy with the Western Balkans (with
the exception of Croatia), but whose statehood is less limited. We argue that existing Europeanization approaches, largely, account for the overall moderate degree of Europeanization in Turkey. Yet, selective and differential
domestic changes are mostly related to the extent to which EU conditionality helps domestic actors gain or hold
political power and push their own political agenda. The paper concludes by summarizing the major implications
Turkey’s accession to the EU has for Europeanization approaches and discussing why Turkey is not a case sui
generis.

Working Paper NO. 37

Beyond Federalism: Estimating and Explaining the Territorial Structure of Government
Liesbet Hooghe, Gary Marks - April 2012

Abstract: This paper suggests that the basic distinction between federal and unitary government has limited as
well as served our understanding of government. The notion that variation in the structure of government is a
difference of kind rather than degree has straight-jacketed attempts to estimate the authority of intermediate government. One result has been the claim that a country’s footprint, not its population, is decisive for government.
Analyzing data for 39 countries since 1950, and comparing our own findings with those of alternative measurements, we find evidence for the causal effect of population. This can be theorized in terms of a trade-off between
responsiveness to soft information and per capita economies in public good provision.
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Working Paper NO. 38

The European Commission in the 21st Century. Core Beliefs on EU Governance
Liesbet Hooghe - April 2012

Abstract: What lives in the European Commission at the beginning of the 21st Century? This paper charts
Commission officials’ views on the governance, ideological direction, and policy scope of the European Union,
employing data from a large survey conducted in Autumn 2008. First, the Commission is not a hothouse for
supranationalism. True, supporters of a supranational Union with the College of Commissioners as the government of Europe and member states in the back seat are the largest minority, but they are outnumbered two-to-one
by state-centric, pragmatist, and ambivalent officials. There are striking differences in distribution by nationality,
gender, and department. Second, where do Commission officials stand on ideology? The answer is that the Commission is broadly representative of European societies, at least on traditional economic left/right issues, though
decidedly more socio-liberal. Ideological views are not randomly distributed across services, with social DGs
significantly more social-democratic than DGs handling market integration. Officials from new member states
are more market-liberal than their ‘western’ colleagues. Finally, are Commission officials indeed bureau-maximizers? We find that, on the whole, Commission officials want more EU authority in the eleven policy areas that
we asked them to evaluate, but their desire to centralize is selective and measured. It seems driven by functional
imperatives – centralization where scale economies can be reaped – and by values and ideology rather than by
a generalized preference for maximal Commission power. In short, the bureaucratic politics argument has been
overstated.

Working Paper NO. 39

Europe and the Arab Revolutions. From a Weak to a Proactive Response to a Changing Neighborhood
Sally Khalifa Isaac - May 2012

Abstract: This research paper attempts to assess European responses to the Arab uprisings and, in particular, the
introduced change in the EU policy towards its Southern Neighborhood. In specific terms, to what extent do security and strategic considerations still constitute the basis in the EU’s “fundamental revision” of its policy in the
Southern Neighborhood? And to what extent is the need to safeguard security and strategic interests undermining an authentic EU role in building deep democracy in the region? The presented analyses provide a profound
scrutiny and assessment of the new version of the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP), an empirical evidence
of persisting security considerations post-2011 in Euro-Arab relations, and a more elaborated vision of future
Euro-Arab relations, attempting to balance between three considerations: security, democracy, and governance.
The paper argues that the EU response to revolutionary events in the Arab region has been weak and that the
new version of the ENP results hollow. Wide disagreements among European capitals on how to react to Arab
uprisings, the sudden influx of illegal migrants and refugees, increased energy concerns, and the rise of political
Islam, especially in radical forms, appears to be the key reasons behind this weak response. The study advocates that a proactive and agile EU role in the Arab region post-2011 should not be considered as derived from a
moral stance. Rather, it is urgently required as it is in Europe’s own interest. The historic events in the Arab region
suggest that the EU should not merely revise its own ENP with the Southern Mediterranean. However, it should
develop a comprehensive vision and an all-encompassing approach to the entire Arab region, from the West
Mediterranean to the Gulf. Finally, this paper provides a number of policy recommendations, attempting to offer
a frame for such a vision.
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