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“Europe”, Europeanizations and their Meaning
for European Integration Historiography

Michael GEHLER

Through the course of a sequence of different chapters, this article, which is based
upon the research literature, will provide answers to the following questions: (I.) How
is the history of Europe recounted and how was Europeanization defined? (I1.) What
can “Europe” and Europeanization mean for European integration studies? (I11.) How
is Europeanization related to European integration, and how does it differ? (IV.)
Within these contexts, it seems to be useful to present theses on the role played by
nation-states with regard to European integration. (V.) It is also necessary to be ac-
quainted with accesses and orientations for future integration historical research tasks.
(VL) There is the further need to indicate observations of changes and developments
as well as perspectives of integration historiographies in order to then (VII.) present
approaches to different forms of Europeanization. (VIII.) Finally, different reasons
or Europeanizations explaining Western Europe's integration and the unification of
Europe within the context of EU-Eastern Enlargement will be presented. Some pre-
liminary thoughts and terminology shall be presented to begin.

I. Preliminary thoughts and terminologies

Peter Burke referred to the conceptual history of “Europe”. It is geographically more
than just the European Union of today. As an idea, space, program, and imagination
of policy, it dates back further in time than the appearances of present-day and con-
temporary history that have been entrusted to those in our day. It is present in Euro-
pean history in the Early Modern Era.! Within that context, “Europe” is certainly to
be seen more in its variety than as a “unit” which in any case was striven for and
desired. Its history, the integration of its Western sections after World War 11, and its
unification in particular in the first years of the twenty-first century are not isolated,
linear, and teleological courses, but rather complex, multidimensional developments
that are not free of setbacks — which are open-ended and not conclusively irreversible.
“Europe” is to be comprehended not as a closed space, but rather in a cross-border,
international, transnational, and intercontinental meaning, that is, in its internal het-
erogeneity and variety as well as in its global embeddedness and effect (actions and
reactions).

1. P. BURKE, Did Europe exist before 17007, in: History of European Ideas, 1(1980), pp.21-29.


https://doi.org/10.5771/0947-9511-2016-1-141

142 Michael GEHLER

The end of ideologies had already been announced by Peter Bender at the begin-
ning of the 1980s. At that time “Europe” still seemed to be Europeanized itself.?
“Europeanization” means “becoming European” and “becoming Europeanized” with
a double meaning and a double goal. This meaning and goal specifically have both
an outward and an inward context — that is, being oriented toward European forms of
culture and living, whereby what is concerned is the long-term transfer of European
cultural values and political ideas to other continents (also including the “dark sides”
of colonialism and imperialism)? and vice versa from other continents of the world,
but also the alignment and adoption of forms of culture and living within Europe via
cultural exchange and traveling (“bottom up”) as well as the acceptance and stan-
dardization of European legal forms, directives, and political content by the individual
member states of the European Union.# In fundamental terms, it concerned arranging
things according to a European pattern or even model, or else implementing things
according to European Union (EU) procedures, be it at the political, institutional,
legal, or economic level (“top down”) — sometimes even against the will of the nation-
states.’

Starting out from a social constructivist approach, “Europeanization” is not a sin-
gle, linear, teleological working process that is a strong approach every time. It has
no fixed political boundaries or geographical limitations. “Europeanization” cannot
be reduced to “Europe”.® It went and goes hand in hand with macro-processes.” We

2. P.BENDER, Das Ende des ideologischen Zeitalters. Die Europdisierung Europas, Severin & Siedler,
Berlin, 1981.

3. D. CHAKRABARTY, Europa als Provinz. Perspektiven postkolonialer Geschichtsschreibung,
Campus, Frankfurt/Main, 2010, p.10.

4. Atfirst, political science literature dominated the discourse on Europeanization, and this was followed
by historical reflections and studies; see: K.H. GOETZ, S. HIX, Europeanised politics? European
integration and national political systems, Severin & Siedler, London, 2001; J. P. OLSEN, The Many
Faces of Europeanization, in: Journal of Common Market Studies, 40(2002), pp.921-952; K.
FEATHERSTONE, In the Name of Europe, in: K. FEATHERSTONE, C.M. RADELLI (eds), The
Politics of Europeanization, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2003, pp.6-12; K. AUREL, Europdii-
sierung nationaler Politik, in: H.-J. BIELING, M. LERCH (eds), Theorien der europdischen Inte-
gration, VS Verlag fiir Sozialwissenschaft, Wiesbaden, 2005, pp.293-318; H.-J. AXT, A. MILOSO-
KI, O. SCHWARZ, Europdisierung — ein weites Feld. Literaturbericht und Forschungsfragen, in:
Politische Vierteljahresschrift, 48(2007), pp.136-149; T.A. BORZEL, D. PANKE, Europeanizati-
on, in: M. CINI, N. PEREZ-SOLORZANO BORRAGAN (eds), European Union Politics, Oxford
University Press, Oxford, 2010, pp.405-417; K.K. PATEL, M. CONWAY (eds), Europeanization in
the Twentieth Century: Historical Approaches, Palgrave Macmillan, Houndmills, Basinstoke, Hamp-
shire, 2010; interdisciplinary orientation: M. GEHLER, S. VIETTA (eds, with the collaboration of
T. BADER, I. SCHARLEMANN, S. ZIETHEN), Europa — Europdisierung — Europdiistik. Neue
wissenschaftliche Ansdtze, Methoden und Inhalte, Béhlau, Vienna et al., 2010; M. OSMONT, E.
ROBIN-HIVERT, K. SEIDEL, M. SPOERER, C. WENKEL (dir./eds), Europeanisation in the
20t Century. The Historcial Lens, Peter Lang, Bruxelles et al., 2012.

5. As an example, see: K.K. PATEL, Europdisierung wider Willen: Die Bundesrepublik Deutschland
in der Agrarintegration der EWG, 1955-1973, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2009, pp.19-23.

6. R. MARCOWITZ, Historicising Europeanisation. An Introduction, in: M. OSMONT, E. ROBIN-
HIVERT, K. SEIDEL, M. SPOERER, C. WENKEL (dir./eds), op. cit., pp.15-26.

7. From an historical view, see: U. VON HIRSCHHAUSEN, K.K. PATEL, Europdisierung, http://
docupedia.de (consulted 1 June 2015), pp.1-13, here pp.3-4.
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may add that the term “Europeanization” is therefore not based only upon European
integration policy, but rather it goes much further back historically and also ranges
significantly beyond “Europe” and the EU geographically.

What is typical for Europe’s history and the forms of Europeanization that result
from it? Antiquity as the cultural starting point; Athens, Rome, and their pre-histories
as well as the Renaissance as the mediator of Antiquity; “external” influences, de-
fence reactions, “unity” as a vision and as a conveyor of meaning, architecture and
art, the constancy of heterogeneity, the secularization of political legitimation, the
division and separation of powers, cultural and spiritual diversity as engines of pro-
ductivity, modernization, and rationality, but also “just wars”, crusades, and empires;
the exploration of the seas and the birth of naval powers, and the great ideologies
(conservatism, liberalism, nationalism, socialism, Marxism-Leninism, colonialism,
and imperialism) — these forces and tendencies all stand for European patterns of
thought and manifestations.

Less common is the term “European studies” as embodied by its German term
Europdistik, which encompasses the studies of, research on, and the scholarship of
Europe. The term Europdistik appeared in the 1970s, first of all in linguistics as it
was introduced by the linguist Harald Haarmann, who oriented linguistics toward a
European model of political unity.® On the other hand, the term and the research
associated with it also point beyond Europe, because the worldwide transfer of Euro-
pean cultures, technologies, and sciences is connected with the globalization of Euro-
pean languages and technical terminologies (Greek, Latin, French, English, and
Spanish). In the 1990s, the historian Wolfgang Schmale made the term Europdistik
applicable to, and thus fruitful for the field of historiography.® European studies start
out from a pluralistic understanding of scholarship which is not just interdisciplinary,
but also multidisciplinary. In contrast to the (large and long) history of “Europe”, the
(smaller and brief) history of European integration is rather primarily a phenomenon
of contemporary history. The history of European integration is also closely con-
nected with that of the nation-states. Therefore, we should not forget to focus on that
later on (see IV).

8. H. HAARMANN, Das geolinguistische Studium der EG-Sprachen als Modell einer vergleichenden
Europdistik, Lingustic Agency, Trier, 1976.

9. W.SCHMALE, Europdische Geschichte als historische Disziplin. Uberlegungen zu einer ‘Europiiis-
tik’, in: Zeitschrift fiir Geschichtswissenschaft, 46(1998), pp.389-405; W. SCHMALE, Die Kompo-
nenten der historischen Europdistik, in: G. STOURZH (ed., with collaboration of B. HAIDER, U.
HARMAT), Anniiherungen an eine europdische Geschichtsschreibung, Verlag der Osterreichischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, Vienna, 2002, pp.119-139.
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I1. What do Europe and Europeanization mean
for the European studies of historiography?

According to the author of this article, there are five trends which already exist, both
in the present and for the future, which can be recognized in various respects:

1. The transition from national and state-centred historiography to dimensions that
are more European and comparative and more community-oriented at an international
level and thus also have multi-perspective dimensions.

2. The expansion of perspectives in connection with content, geography, and ma-
terial, and those that are specific to individual institutions or protagonists in the sense
of an overall community comprehension, understanding, and analysis of Europe’s
history and its integration.

3. The surmounting of a purely additive historiography that leaves individual
findings isolated with respect to each other, and the forward movement toward an
integrated, interdisciplinary, multidisciplinary, and overall community historiogra-
phy in the sense of a general discipline of European historical research,!? which means
a melting away of the borders of the individual disciplines (such as those of history,
political science, and social sciences) as well as the erosion of the intergovernmen-
talism of historiography, which will tend to move away from a national historiography
and toward an integrated one, that is, toward an internationality and supranationality
of the historiography beyond the nation-state.!!

4. The end of the fixation upon one theory and upon one theoretical dogma (such
as “history as an historical-critical social science” or “neorealism”) as well as greater
openness toward an eclecticist interplay of different theories and of new tendencies
in the direction of a dissolution of boundaries in nationally characterized historiogra-
phies — the keywords are “Europeanization”, “internationalization”, “globaliza-

LEINTS

tion”,12 “transnationalism”,13 “comparative literature”, “culture transfer”, and “net-

10. G.F.SCHUPPERT, Theorizing Europe oder von der Uberfiilligkeit einer disziplineniibergreifenden
Europawissenschaft, in: G.F. SCHUPPERT, 1. PERNICE, U. HALTERN (ed.), Europawissen-
schaft, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2005, pp.3-35.

11. J. LAURSEN, Towards a Supranational History?, in: Journal of European Integration History,
1(2002), pp.5-10.

12. J.A. SCHOLTE, Globalization. A Critical Introduction, St. Martin's Press, London, 2000; J. OS-
TERHAMMEL, N.P. PETERSSON, Geschichte der Globalisierung. Dimensionen — Prozesse —
Epochen, Beck, Munich, 2003; M. GRANDNER, D. ROTHERMUND, W. SCHWENTKER (eds),
Globalisierung und Globalgeschichte (Globalgeschichte und Entwicklungspolitik, vol.1, Mandel-
baum, Vienna, 2005; R. WENDT, Vom Kolonialismus zur Globalisierung. Europa und die Welt seit
1500, UTB, Paderborn, 2007; R. SIEDER, E. LANGTHALER (eds), Globalgeschichte
1800-2010, Bohlau, Wien, K6ln, Weimar 2010, pp.9-36; P. NITSCHKE, Formate der Globalisie-
rung. Uber die Gleichzeitigkeit des Ungleichen (Aktuelle Probleme moderner Gesellschaft, Vol. 9),
Peter Lang, Frankfurt am Main et al., 2012, pp.15-22.

13. S. WESTWOOD, A. PHIZACKLEA, Trans-nationalism and the Politics of Belonging, Routledge,
London et al., 2000; W. KAISER, P. STARIE (eds), Transnational European Union. Towards a
Common Political Space, Routledge, London et al., 2005.
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work research”, 4 which in and of themselves, however, still require a differentiation,
a definition of criteria, and a clarification of methods.

5. The pushing to the front of the new and young generations (HEIRS, RICHIE)
which are maturing into the future bearers of an even more international, comparative,
and multidimensionalised historiography and, in so doing, have already begun to
initiate future-oriented international or indeed intercontinental comparisons'> of pol-
icy, culture, and perception, or even to retrospectively tackle the history of integration
historiography in terms of research history.!°

II1. How is Europeanization related to,
and how does it differ from European integration?

In my opinion, five answers can be provided to the questions posed above:

1. Europeanization is not the same thing as European integration. Not only does
Europeanization date further back and is older than European integration, it has also
encompassed, and continues to encompass, more in geographical terms than the dif-
ferent forms of integration (the ECSC, EEC, EC or EU).

2. Europeanization represents several developments which at times are contem-
poraneous and at times run unequally in that they proceed differently in terms of
extent, pace and effects. Therefore, the term ought to be used not in the singular, but
rather in the plural.

3. In the sense of a longue durée from the Middle Ages to modern times, Euro-
peanizations were the historically relevant preconditions for the European integra-
tion-Europeanizations that took place after 1945.

4. European integration itself triggered dynamics that went on to range further,
making possible additional effects of Europeanizations by integration. Therefore,
after the Second World War, a distinction must be made between historically older,
general Europeanizations that were already present and new contemporary Euro-
peanizations that were dependent upon community policy.

14. M. DUMOULIN (ed.), Réseaux économiques et construction européenne, Peter Lang, Brussels et
al., 2004.

15. B. EICHENGREEN, M. LANDESMANN, D. STIEFEL (eds), The European Economy in an Ame-
rican Mirror, Routledge, Abingdon, 2008; M. GEHLER, X. GU, A. SCHIMMELPFENNIG (eds),
EU - China. Global Players in a Complex World, Olms, Hildesheim et al., 2012.

16. H. DUCHHARDT, M. MORAWIEC, W. SCHMALE, W. SCHULZE (eds), Europa-Historiker.
Ein biographisches Handbuch, Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, Gottingen, 2007; P. PICHLER, Acht
Geschichten iiber die Integrationsgeschichte. Zur Grundlegung der Geschichte der europdischen
Integration als ein episodisches historiographisches Erzdhlen, Studienverlag, Innsbruck etal., 2011.
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5. In conclusion, Europeanizations as backgrounds, pre-conditions, consequences
and effects are of importance for the understanding of the origins and developments
of European integration.

IV. Five Theses on the History of Nation-States and Their Policies in Europe

Before further observations are made and theses formulated, it has to be established
that nations and states also did not just move within a sort of container-like “Europe”,
but rather also engaged in international relations and beyond which likewise had
transnational dimensions. Nations and nation-states are therefore to be seen both
within the framework of internal nationalism and within the context of internation-
alism and transnationalism. Nations are benchmarks and continue to be reference
points — there can be no discussion without them when carrying out research on
European integration policies.

Thesis 1: The nation-state as a modern territorial state and a separate legal entity
had been understood as being expressed in Europe since the Early to Middle Modern
Era. Weakened again and again by recurring wars in the sixteenth, seventeenth, and
eighteenth centuries and unsettled, ultimately to the core, by the two world wars in
the twentieth century, after 1945 it gradually achieved dominance once again — the
brief span of time of its weakness from 1951-52 to 1957-58 was made use of for
decisive steps in supranational Western European integration (the European Coal and
Steel Community — ECSC, and the European Economic Community — EEC).17 Since
that time and up to this very day, it continues to be a benchmark in the world of the
twenty-first century. “National policy”, “national domestic policy”, “national foreign
policy” and “national policy toward Europe” continue to carry great weight within
the context of general history, contemporary history and historiography.!$

Thesis 2: After World War 11, integration served as a necessity for the economic
and political reconstruction of the nation-states of Europe to serve the European sal-
vation of the nation-states whose very existence was threatened (Alan S. Mil-
ward).!® After 1945, states and parties defined themselves more than ever with “Eu-
rope”, which served them as an economic aid for self-help and a means of political
legitimation.

17. H.J. KUSTERS, Die Griindung der Europdischen Wirtschafisgemeinschafi, Nomos, Baden-Baden,
Nomos, 1982; M. GEHLER (unter Mitarbeit von A. PUDLAT), From Common Market to European
Union Building. 50 Years of the Rome Treaties 1957-2007, Bohlau, Vienna et al., 2007, pp.9-42.

18. M. GEHLER, At the Heart of Integration: Understanding National European Policy, in: W.
KAISER, A. VARSORI (eds), European Union History. Themes and Debates, Palgrave Macmillan,
Houndmills, 2010, pp.85-108.

19. A.S. MILWARD, The Reconstruction of Western Europe 1945-1951, Methuen, London, 1984
(reprint 1992); A.S. MILWARD, The European Rescue of the Nation State, Routledge, London,
1992; P.L. LINDSETH, Power and Legitimacy. Reconciling Europe and the Nation-State, Oxford
University Press, Oxford et al., 2010.
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Thesis 3: National interests in Europe constituted not only the relationship to states
that were outside the communities, but also that of the community members with each
other and with the corresponding community form. National policy toward Europe
extended through all of the policies of the various states and continues to be in exis-
tence. National policy toward Europe always had a role in deciding the integration
policy starting from the Marshall Plan (the European Recovery Program — ERP)?0 to
the ECSC and from the EEC to the EU, that is, it supported, fostered and strengthened
them but also muted, weakened and threatened them.

Thesis 4: This led to an awareness of national interests up to a nationalization of
policy toward Europe (including) on the part of the members, if what was concerned
consisted for example in the weighing of votes within the Council of Ministers, the
assigning of the competencies of bodies, the distribution of seats in the European
Parliament or budget issues, payment of contributions and, in the end, the distribution
of funds.

Thesis 5: In spite of Europeanizations, internationalism, transnationalism and
supranationalism, nation-states have been and continue to be the starting point and
bearer of European integration history and policy — having grown from dynasties,
ruling families, heads of state, heads of government, and party leaders with all of their
various formations.

V. Accesses and Orientations

For along time, conscious European studies of historiography have only been present
on a limited basis. To a certain degree, historical research still strongly circulated in
national courses under the gradual consideration of European and international di-
mensions. Research on the topic area of European unification clearly illustrates the
complexity of the subject matters, while critical observers already have the collapse
of the EU in mind and wish to write about European integration as a history of break-
down and failure.2! For Walter Laqueur, Europe in the early 1970s was still like a
phoenix that had risen up “out of the ashes™?? and in the early 1990s was “on the road
to being a world power”,2? while in the meantime, the same author then counted “the

20. G. BOSSUAT, La France, I'aide américaine et la construction européenne 1944-1954, 2 vols,
Comité pour I'histoire économique et financiére de la France, Ministére de 1'Economie et des Fi-
nances, Paris, 1992.

21. J. DULFFER, Europdische Integration zwischen integrativer und dialektischer Betrachtungswei-
se, in: Archiv fiir Sozialgeschichte, 42(2002), pp.521-543; W.KAISER, Vom Staat zur Gesellschaft?
Zur Historiographie der europdischen Integration, in: Geschichte in Wissenschaft und Unterricht,
55(2004), pp.663-679; W. KAISER, From state to society? The historiography of European inte-
gration, in: M. CINI, A.K. BOURNE (eds), Palgrave advances in European studies, Palgrave
Macmillan, Basingstoke, 2006, pp.190-208.

22. W.LAQUEUR, Europa aus der Asche, Geschichte seit 1945, A. Juncker, Munich et al., 1970.

23. W.LAQUEUR, Europa auf dem Weg zur Weltmacht 1945-1992, Kindler, Munich, 1992.
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last days of Europe”.2* In reality, the development of community Europe was subject
to wide economic fluctuations and continued to still be underway. Contemporaries
and historians, of which we are both, found themselves to be under the direct im-
pressions of a dynamic of integration policy crises, setbacks and new approaches,
from which it is not easy to completely liberate oneself.?3

An assessment draws attention to fields in which changes have already taken place
in the substitution of national history by European historiography: the history ofideas,
policies and economies, and to a still small extent the history of cultures and litera-
tures.26

Just how fluid and open Europe’s borders were is shown by the studies by Karl
Schlogel, who initiated the reflections on new European spaces — the discussion began
with a “spatial turn”.2” Of course, the question is raised, to motivation of which has
a basis that is more political than scholarly, as to the consideration of previous spaces.
In any case, Schlogel’s studies drew attention to the loss and the cutting out of a space
from the historical image of Europe (from which it still suffers today), but also to the
return of the Central and Eastern parts of the continent to the European horizon.28

In addition to limitations in terms of topic and content, historiographies had long
gone forward with multiple geographical limitations. In terms of the history of nation-
states, what was preferred were the first six more or less supranationally oriented
integration partners (the Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy and the Benelux

24. W. LAQUEUR, Die letzten Tage von Europa. Ein Kontinent verdndert sein Gesicht, Propylden,
Berlin, 2006; P. TAYLOR, The End of European Integration. Anti-Europeanism Examined, Rout-
ledge, London/New York, 2008.

25. D. GEPPERT, Ein Europa, das es nicht gibt. Die fatale Sprengkraft des Euro (Mit einem Vorwort
von Udo Di Fabio), Europa-Verlag, Vienna et al., 2013.

26. J.B. DUROSELLE, L’idée d’Europe dans |'Histoire, Denoél, Paris, 1965; D. HEATER, The Idea
of European Unity, Leicester University Press, London, 1992; P.M. LUTZELER, Die Schriftsteller
und Europa. Von der Romantik bis zur Gegenwart, Piper, Munich, 1992 (2nd edition: Nomos, Baden-
Baden, 1998); A. ZIEGERHOFER-PRETTENTHALER, Botschafter Europas. Richard Nikolaus
Coudenhove-Kalergi und die Paneuropa-Bewegung in den zwanziger und dreifsiger Jahren, Bohlau,
Vienna et al., 2004; V. CONZE, Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi. Umstrittener Visiondr Europas,
Musterschmidt Verlag, Gleichen, 2004; S. VIETTA, Europdische Kulturgeschichte. Eine Einfiih-
rung, Wilhelm Fink, Munich, 2005; S. SCHIRMANN (dir.), Penser et construire |’Europe (1919—
1992). Etats et opinions nationales face a la construction européenne, SEDES, Paris, 2007; C.
KUHBERGER, C. SEDMAK, Ethik der Geschichtswissenschaft. Zur Einfiihrung, Turia & Kant,
Vienna, 2008.

27. K.SCHLOGEL, Die Mitte liegt ostwdrts — Mitteleuropa, die Deutschen und der verlorene Osten,
Siedler, Berlin, 1986; K. SCHLOGEL, Go East oder die zweite Entdeckung des Ostens, Siedler,
Berlin, 1995; K. SCHLOGEL, Die Mitte liegt ostwdirts. Europa im Ubergang, Hanser, Munich et
al., 2002; K. SCHLOGEL, Im Raume lesen wir die Zeit, Uber Zivilisationsgeschichte und Geopo-
litik, Hanser, Munich, 2003; with the marking of a new break in the rupture of civilization with
European history: K. SCHLOGEL, Terror und Traum. Moskau 1937, Hanser, Munich, 2008.

28. K. SCHLOGEL, Die Riickkehr des Ostens in den europdiischen Horizont, in: H. KONIG, J.
SCHMIDT, M. SICKING (eds), Europas Geddchtnis. Das neue Europa zwischen nationalen Er-
innerungen und gemeinsamer Identitdt, Transcript Verlag, Bielefeld, 2008, pp.147-167; W. LOTH,
N. PAUN (eds), Disintegration and Integration in East-Central Europe 1919-post-1989, Nomos,
Baden-Baden, 2014.
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countries),?? but also the “obstreperous” and “abstinent” outsiders in terms of inte-
gration policy such as the United Kingdom, which as a casus sui generis has been
and continues to be of general interest with regard to integration history.3°

We are speaking here about European Integration History and not yet of Interna-
tional History as a more broadly intended perspective of history.3! In these overall
representations thus far, the importance of the smaller and middle-sized countries and
their interaction within the framework of the European communities have been taken
into consideration far less than the “majors” (Germany, France, and the United King-
dom). There has been and continues to be a need to catch up — no matter whether
national histories may be good or bad. In contrast to the older research that had been
dedicated to the period of governments and/or communities in exile3? and the history
of ideas as well as the founding states and founding fathers33 of the ECSC and the
EEC, more research in integration has concentrated on the determination of the role
of the so-called “non-six” or “outer seven” — that is, the seven founding EFTA coun-
tries — which for a long time have for the most part remained outside of consideration.
Furthermore, a modern overall representation of EFTA is lacking.34 Integration his-
tory is a young branch of the contemporary history research that has traditionally been

29. J. BECKER, F. KNIPPING, Great Britain, France, Italy and Germany in a Postwar World,
1945-1950, De Gruyter, Berlin, New York, 1986.

30. S. GEORGE, 4n Awkward Partner. Britain in the European Community, Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 1990; S. GEORGE, Britain and European Integration since 1945, Wiley, Oxford, 1991;
N.P. LUDLOW, Dealing with Britain. The Six and the First UK Application to the EEC, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1997; O. REINERT, 4n Awkward Issue. Das Thema Europa in den
Wahlkdmpfen und wahlpolitischen Planungen der britischen Parteien 1959-1974, Steiner, Stuttgart,
2012.

31. I. DULFFER, W. LOTH (eds), Dimensionen internationaler Geschichte, Oldenbourg, Munich,
2012; B. HAIDER-WILSON, W.D. GODSEY, W. MUELLER (eds), Internationale Geschichte in
Theorie und Praxis, Verlag der Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, Vienna, 2016,
(forthcoming).

32. To be cited here are, for example, the works of W. LIPGENS (ed.), Europa-Féderationspldne der
Widerstandsbewegungen 1940-1945, Oldenbourg, Munich, 1968; W. LIPGENS, Die Anfinge der
europdischen Einigungspolitik 1945-1950. Erster Teil: 1945-1947, Klett, Stuttgart, 1977; W. LIP-
GENS (ed.), Documents on the History of European Integration, vol.1: Continental Plans for Eu-
ropean Union 1939-1945, De Gruyter, Florence et al., 1985; W. LIPGENS (ed.), 45 Jahre Ringen
um die Europdische Verfassung. Dokumente 1939-1984. Von den Schriften der Widerstandsbewe-
gung bis zum Vertragsentwurf des Europdischen Parlaments, Europa-Union Verlag, Bonn, 1986;
M. CONWAY, J. GOTOVVITCH (eds), Europe in Exile. European Exile Communities in Britain
1940-45, Berghahn Press, New York, Oxford, 2001.

33. G.BOSSUAT, Les fondateurs de ['unité européenne, Belin, Paris, 2001.

34. P. DU BOIS, B. HURNI, L’AELE d’hier a demain. EFTA from yesterday to tomorrow, Institut
universitaire d'etudes européennes, Geneva, 1988; V. CURZON PRICE, The European Free Trade
Association, in: A.M. EL-AGRAA (ed.), International Economic Integration, Palgrave Macmillan,
Basingstoke, 1988, pp.175-202; P.G. NELL, EFTA in the 1990s: The Search for a New Identity, in:
Journal of Common Market Studies, 28 (1990), pp.327-358; W. KAISER, The Successes and Limits
of Industrial Market Integration: The European Free Trade Association 1963-1969, in: W. LOTH
(ed.), Crises and Compromises. The European Project 1963-1969, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2000,
pp-371-390.
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oriented toward the history of nation-states. Lacks and deficiencies are therefore not
astonishing. Different historiographic accesses to the topic area can be indicated:3>

1. The greater time horizon-specific access, which looks far back into the Euro-
pean past, inquiring about the large and long history of “Europe” and its origins,
pursuing various associations, conceptions, images and ideas of Europe from the
Middle Ages and the Early Modern Era through the world wars of the twentieth
century to the present in its longue durée.3® The question is raised as to when the
history of European integration begins and where its origins lie? A structural ap-
proach argues that international organizations founded in the nineteenth century and
their successors in the interwar period were essential preconditions for European
integration after 1945.37 A biographical working thesis is that it was Jean Monnet in
the period after the First World War with his frustrating and painful experiences
within the context of the League of Nations. Monnet thereupon dedicated himself for
a long time to his private business interests, and only much later was he a generator
of ideas, a source of inspiration and a realizer all in one: he developed the so-called
“Schuman Plan”, which ought to be called the “Monnet Plan”, and implemented it
as president of the High Authority of the ECSC (1952-55). With Monnet, the path

35. Some reference to these tendencies: M. GEHLER, Zeitgeschichte im dynamischen Mehrebenen-
system: Zwischen Regionalisierung, Nationalstaat, Europdisierung, internationaler Arena und
Globalisierung, Winkler, Bochum, 2001, pp.75-106.

36. N. DAVIES, Europe. A History. A Panorama of Europe, East and West, From the Ice Age to the
Cold War, From the Urals to Gibraltar, Harper Perennial, New York, 1998; H. SCHULZE, Phonix
Europa. Die Moderne von 1740 bis heute, Siedler, Berlin, 1998; W. SCHMALE, Geschichte Eu-
ropas, Bohlau, Vienna et al., 2000; J. LE GOFF, L ’Europe est-elle née au Moyen Age?, Seuil, Paris,
2003; F. SEIBT, Die Begriindung Europas. Ein Zwischenbericht iiber die letzten tausend Jahre, S.
Fischer, Frankfurt a.M., 2002; W. BORODZIEJ, H. DUCHHARDT, M. MORAWIEC, 1. ROM-
SICS (eds), Option Europa. Deutsche, polnische und ungarische Europapline des 19. und 20.
Jahrhunderts, 3 vol., Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, Géttingen, 2005; V. OHNER, A. PRIBERSKY,
W. SCHMALE, H. UHL (eds), Europa-Bilder, Studienverlag, Innsbruck et al., 2005; W. GEIER,
Europabilder. Begriffe, Ideen, Projekte aus 2500 Jahren, Promedia, Wien, 2009; J. Elvert, J. NIEL-
SEN-SIKORA (eds), Leitbild Europa? Europabilder und ihre Wirkungen in der Neuzeit, Steiner,
Stuttgart, 2009; F. BOSCH, A. HILL, F. GREINER (eds), Europabilder im 20. Jahrhundert. Ent-
stehung an der Peripherie, Wallstein Verlag, Gottingen, 2012.

37. J. GILLINGHAM, Zur Vorgeschichte der Montanunion, in: Vierteljahrshefte fiir Zeitgeschichte,
34(1986), pp.382-384; S. SCHIRMANN (dir.), Organisations internationales et architectures
européennes 1929-1939, Publications du Centre d’Histoire de I’Université de Metz, Metz, 2003; G.
THIEMEYER, Internationalismus und Diplomatie. Wihrungspolitische Kooperation im europdii-
schen Staatensystem 1865-1900, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2009; G. THIEMEYER, 1. TOLLE, Supra-
nationalitdt im 19. Jahrhundert? Die Beispiele der Zentralkommission fiir die Rheinschiffahrt und
des Octroivertrages 1804-1832, in: Journal of European Integration History,2(2011), pp.177-196;
M. HERREN, Internationale Organisationen seit 1865. Eine Globalgeschichte der internationalen
Ordnung, WBG, Darmstadt, 2009, pp.15-49; J. PAULMANN, Reformer, Experten und Diplomaten:
Grundlagen des Internationalismus im 19. Jahrhundert, in: H. VON THIESSEN, C. WINDLER
(eds), Akteure der Aufsenbeziehungen. Netzwerke und Interkulturalitit im historischen Wandel,
Bohlau, Cologne, etal., 2010, pp.173-197; K.K. PATEL, Europdische Integration, in: J. DULFFER,
W.LOTH (eds), Dimensionen internationaler Geschichte, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2012, pp.353-372;
K.E. HEINZ, Nationale Supranationale und Internationale Ordnung, 1AS, Bonn, 2013.
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was paved from the conceptualization of Europe to its institutionalization.3® This
history does in fact refer back to the period between the wars. For Monnet, the ex-
perience with weak international organizations such as that of the intergovernmental
League of Nations, for which he served as Deputy Secretary General (1920-23), and
the necessity that grew out of it for the creation of supranational institutions, close
French-German cooperation and transatlantic measures of support were the precon-
ditions for a lasting interdependence of the European states and the basic constants
for his “Action Committee for the United States of Europe” (1955-75). Monnet won
over around thirty responsible representatives from different Western European states
from among Christian Democrats, Social Democrats, and Liberals out of some twenty
political parties and ten powerful non-Communist trade unions as think tanks in order
to instigate new integration activities.?®

2. The contemporary overall context-oriented or superpower-specific access
clearly shows that there were neither complete forms of a supranational community
nor fully sovereign states. The de facto presence of the two hegemonic powers, the
USA and the USSR, in both Western Europe and Central and Eastern Europe more
or less allowed for only restricted manoeuvring room for action for the nations and
nation-states that were concerned. European history after 1945 was also Soviet-Rus-

38. F. DUCHENE, Jean Monnet. The First Statesman of Interdependence, W.W. Norton & Company,
New York/London, 1994; A. WILKENS (ed.), Interessen verbinden. Jean Monnet und die euro-
pdische Integration der Bundesrepublik Deutschland, Bouvier, Bonn, 1999; G. BOSSUAT, Les
fondateurs de I'Europe unie, Belin, Paris, 2001; S. BROWN WELLS, Jean Monnet. Unconventional
Statesman, Boulder, Lynne Reinner Publishers Inc., London, 2011.

39. Sammlung der Pressemitteilungen und Erkldrungen des Aktionskomitees fiir die Vereinigten Staaten
von Europa 1955—-1965, Presse- und Informationsamt der Bundesregierung, Bonn, 1966, pp.21-27;
J. MONNET, Erinnerungen eines Europders, Hanser, Munich et al., 1978, pp.526, 564, mentioned
the first participants: Kurt Birrenbach (West Germany), Heinrich von Brentano (West Germany),
Paul Vanden Boeynants (Netherlands), Willy Brandt (West Germany), Max Buset (Belgium), Guido
Carli (Italy), Gaston Defferre (France), Amintore Fanfani (Italy), Maurice Faure (France), Walter
Freitag (West Germany), Hans Furler (West Germany), Valéry Giscard d’Estaing (France), Kurt
Georg Kiesinger (West Germany), Théo Lefévre (Belgium), Giovanni Malagodi (Italy), Guy Mollet
(France), Erich Ollenhauer (West Germany), Antoine Pinay (France), Pierre Pflimlin (France), René
Pleven (France), Carl Romme (Netherlands), Mariano Rumor (Italy), Giuseppe Saragat (Italy),
Helmut Schmidt (West Germany), Leo Tindemans (Belgium), Pierre Uri (France), also see E. DU
REAU, Europe des élites? Europe des peuples? La construction de l'espace européen 1945-1960),
Presse de la Sorbonne Nouvelle, Paris, 1998; A. TRUNK, Europa, ein Ausweg. Politische Eliten
und europdische Identitdt in den 1950er Jahren, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2007; F. KNIPPING, Die
., Méthode Monnet* der europdischen Integration: Mythos und Realitit, in: W. BAUMANN, U.
BRAUKMANN, W. MATTHES (eds), Innovation und Internationalisierung. Festschrift fiir Nor-
bert Koubek, Springer Gabler, Wiesbaden, 2010, pp.363-379; F. KNIPPING, Jean Monnet
(1888-1975), in: W. BOTTCHER (ed.), Klassiker des europdischen Denkens. Friedens- und Eu-
ropavorstellungen aus 700 Jahren europdischer Kulturgeschichte, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2014,
pp-574-580.
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sian and US-American history in the sense of influences on policy, society, economics
and culture.40

3. In Western Europe, national policy toward Europe was to a large extend de-
pendent upon the United States and it continues to be so to a certain degree to this
very day.#! That is also shown by the security policy access, which attempts to keep
in view the reciprocal relations, networkings, commitments and dependencies be-
tween the European nation-states and NATO.#2 In terms of sources, though, it has
hardly been possible so far to open these up and reappraise them, a fact which is tied
to the lengthy denial of access to the NATO archives in Brussels which still continues.
In that regard, there has until now been access above all else to political science
literature®® and only for the beginnings of historically oriented works.** Within that
context, the USA played the role of a military hegemon — with the Eastern enlarge-
ment of NATO, these perspectives then even opened up for the whole of Europe.*

4. The community institutional access that is thus also participant-specific leads
us to recognize that what is concerned is also the investigation and documentation of

40. There is more on the US than on the USSR: M. BELOFF, The United States and the Unity of
Europe, Faber & Faber, Washington, 1963; P. DUIGAN, L.H. GANN, The United States and the
New Europe 1945-1993, Blackwell Oxford, Cambridge, 1994; G. LUNDESTAD, “Empire” by
Integration. The United States and European Integration, 1945-1997, Oxford University Press, New
York, 1998; B. NEUSS, Geburtshelfer Europas? Die Rolle der Vereinigten Staaten im europdischen
Integrationsprozefs 1945-1958, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2000; R. STEININGER, Die USA und die
Integration Europas. Vom Zweiten Weltkrieg bis zur Gegenwart, in: M. GEHLER, G. BISCHOF,
L. KUHNHARDT, R. STEININGER (eds), Towards a European Constitution. A Historical and
Political Comparison with the United States, Béhlau, Vienna et al., 2005, pp.163-184; M. GEHLER,
From accidental disagreement to structural antagonism. The US and Europe: old and new conflicts
of interest, identities, and values, 1945-2005, in: B. EICHENGREEN, M. LANDESMANN, D.
STIEFEL (eds), op. cit., pp.458-499, here pp.465-468; K. LARRES, Die USA und die Romischen
Vertrige, in: M. GEHLER (ed. in collaboration with A. PUDLAT), op. cit., pp.599-616; W.
MUELLER, Die UdSSR und die europdische Integration, in: ibid., pp.617-662.

41. J, BAYLIS, J. ROPER (eds), The United States and Europe. Beyond the Neo-Conservative Divi-
de?, Routledge, London/New York, 2006; J. BUGAISKI, 1. TELEKI, Atlantic Bridges. America’s
New European Allies, Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham et al., 2007.

42. G. HAUSER, Die Nato — Transformation, Aufgaben, Ziele, Peter Lang, Frankfurt am Main et al.,
2008; J. VARWICK, Die NATO. Vom Verteidigungsbiindnis zur Weltpolizei, Beck, Munich, 2009.

43. J. WILHELM, Deutschland, Polen und die Politik in der NATO 1989 bis 1997, Peter Lang, Frankfurt
a.M. etal.,, 2001.

44. D. KRUGER, Sicherheit durch Integration? Die wirtschaftliche und politische Zusammenarbeit
Westeuropas 1947 bis 1957/58, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2003; R. DIETL, Emanzipation und Kontrol-
le. Europa in der westlichen Sicherheitspolitik 1948-1963, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2007; S.R. SLOAN,
NATO, the European Union, and the Atlantic Community. The Transatlantic Bargain Challenged,
Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham et al., 2005.

45. J.M. GOLDGEIER, NATO Expansion: The Anatomy of a Decision, in: The Washington Quarterly,
1(1998), pp.85-102; .M. GOLDGEIER, Not Whether But When: The U.S. Decision to Enlarge
NATO, Brookings Institution Press, Washington, 1999; P. GOWAN, The Global Gamble. Wa-
shington’s Faustian Bid for World Dominance, Verso, London et al., 1999, pp.298-299; R.P.
ZIMMERMANN, P. KLEIN (eds), Aspekte der Osterweiterung der NATO, Nomos, Baden-Baden,
1999; S.R. SLOAN, op.cit., pp.148-170.
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the work of the EU institutions*® and bodies (the European Commission,*’ European
Parliament,*® European Council*® and European Court>?) as well as its representatives
at the member level. Within that context, supranational integration could at first only

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

P. MAGNETTE, Le régime politique de I'Union européenne, Les presses de Sciences Po, Paris,
2003; J. PETERSON, M. SHACKELTON, Institutions of European Union, Oxford University
Press, Oxford, 2006.

S. PUNTSCHER-RIEKMANN, Die kommissarische Neuordnung Europas, Springer, Vienna et al.,
1998; M. DUMOULIN, M.-T. BITSCH, G. BOSSUAT et al. (eds), The European Commission
1958-72, European Commission, Brussels, 2007, E. BUSSIERE, V. DUJARDIN, M. DUMOULIN,
P. LUDLOW, J.W. BROUWER, P. TILLY (dir.), La Commission européenne 1973-86. Histoire et
mémoires d'une institution, OPOCE, Luxembourg, 2014.

F. C. HEIDELBERG, Das Europdische Parlament, Verlag A. Lutzeyer, Baden-Baden, 1959; H.-
V.SCHIERWATER, Parlament und Hohe Behdrde der Montanunion, Quelle & Meyer, Heidelberg,
1961; V. NESSLER, Europdische Willensbildung. Die Fraktionen im Europaparlament zwischen
nationalen Interessen, Parteipolitik und Europdischer Integration, Wochenschau-Verlag, Schwal-
bach, 1997; A. KREPPEL, The European Parliament and Supranational Party System, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 2002; A. MAURER, W. WESSELS, Das Europdische Parlament
nach Amsterdam und Nizza. Akteur, Arena oder Alibi, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2003; A. MAURER,
D. NICKEL (eds), Das Europdische Parlament. Supranationalitiit, Reprdsentation und Legitima-
tion, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2005; J. PRIESTLEY, Six Battles that Shaped Europe’s Parliament,
John Harper Publishing, London, 2008; S. DREISCHER, Das Europdische Parlament und seine
Funktionen. Eine Erfolgsgeschichte aus der Perspektive von Abgeordneten, Nomos, Baden-Baden,
2006; S. HIX, A. NOURY, G. ROLAND, Democratic Politics in the European Parliament, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007; D. JUDGE, D. EARNSHAW, The European Parlia-
ment, Palgrave Macmillan, Houndmills, 2008@); D. DIALER, H. NEISSER, E. LICHTENBER-
GER, Das Europdische Parlament. Institution, Vision und Wirklichkeit, Innsbruck University Press,
Innsbruck, 2010; R. CORBETT, F. JACOBS, M. SHACKLETON, The European Parliament, John
Harper, London, 2011®); J. MITTAG, 30 Jahre Direktwahlen zum Europdischen Parlament
(1979-2009), Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2011; D. DIALER, A. MAURER, M. RICHTER, Handbuch
zum Europdischen Parlament, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2015.

J. WERTS, The European Council, John Harper Publishing, London, 2008; H. PAHRE, Das Recht
des Europdischen Rates. Eine Untersuchung im Lichte aktueller Entwicklungen der Europdischen
Union, Peter Lang, Frankfurt a.M. et al., 2008; U. STASCHE, Die Entscheidungsproduktivitiit des
Europdischen Rates. Rechtliche und empirische Untersuchung von der Europdischen Wihrungs-
union bis zum Vertrag von Lissabon, wvb Wissenschaftlicher Verlag, Berlin, 2011.

M. DEDERICHS, Die Methodik des EuGH, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2004; M. RASMUSSEN, Con-
structing and Deconstruction European ‘Constitutional’ European Law. Some Reflections on How
to Study the History of European Law, in: H. KOCH, K. HAGEL-SORESEN, U. HALTERN, J.
WEILER (eds), Europe. The New Legal Realism, Arhus DIJQF Publishing, Aarhus, 2010,
pp.639-660; M. RASMUSSEN, Rewriting the History of European Law: The New Contribution of
Historians, in: American University International Law Review, 28(2013), pp.1187-1221; B.
DAVIES, M. RASMUSSEN, Towards a New History of European Law, in: Contemporary Euro-
pean History, 21(2012), pp.305-318; A. BOERGER, M. RASMUSSEN, Transforming European
Law: The Establishment of the Constitutional Discourse from 1950 to 1993, in: European Consti-
tutional Law Review, 10(2014), pp.199-225.
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be experienced by a small circle of European elites’! and at the time, it was also only
possible on a sector-by-sector basis (such as with the ECSC32 or EURATOM).>3 The
EEC and the EC as well as the EU remained characterized by mechanisms of inter-
governmental decision.’*

5. The outsider-specific access with a variance of interpretations on integration
policy is dedicated to states and their representatives that belonged to international
or intergovernmental organizations and attempted not only to keep a distance from
community Europe, but also successively managed to refrain from participating in
Western European integration.>>

6. The identity-specific and whole European access includes for example com-
parative examinations at the social, cultural and policy history levels of a “Small
Europe™® and a “Large Europe” through the example of the EEC/EC and the EFTA
states and it raises questions of identity. This also includes research on the Council

51. R.M. JENNAR, Europe, la trahison des élites, Fayard, Paris, 2004; M. HALLER, European Inte-
gration as an Elite Process. The Failure of a Dream?, Routledge, New York, London, 2008; R.M.
JENNAR, Die europdische Integration als Elitenprozess. Das Ende eines Traums?, VS Verlag fiir
Sozialwissenschaften, Wiesbaden, 2009; A. REINFELDT, Unter Ausschluss der Offentlichkeit?
Akteure und Strategien supranationaler Informationspolitik in der Griindungsphase der europdii-
schen Integration, 1952-1972, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2014.

52. H.POTTHOFF, Vom Besatzungsstaat zur europdischen Gemeinschaft. Ruhrbehérde, Montanuni-
on, EWG, Euratom, Verlag fiir Literatur und Zeitgeschehen, Verlag fiir Literatur und Zeitgeschehen,
Hannover, 1964; K. SCHWABE (ed.), Die Anfinge des Schuman-Planes 1950-1951. The Begin-
nings of the Schuman-Plan, Bruylant-Nomos, Brussels et al., 1988; M. KIPPING, Zwischen Kar-
tellen und Konkurrenz. Der Schuman-Plan und die Urspriinge der europdischen Einigung
1944-1952, Duncker & Humblot, Berlin, 1996; U. LAPPENKUPER, Der Schuman-Plan, in: Vier-
teljahrshefte fiir Zeitgeschichte, 42(1994), pp.403-445; K. SCHWABE, Der Schuman-Plan — Wen-
depunkt in der Weltpolitik?, in: H. KRANZ, L. FALKENSTEIN (eds), Inquirens subtilia diversa.
Dietrich Lohrmann zum 65. Geburtstag, Shaker Verlag, Aachen, 2002, pp.537-550; M. RASCH,
K. DUWELL (eds), Anfiinge und Auswirkungen der Montanunion auf Europa. Die Stahlindustrie
in Politik und Wirtschaft, Klartext, Essen, 2007.

53. P.R. WEILEMANN, Die Anfiinge der Europdischen Atomgemeinschaft. Zur Griindungsgeschichte
von Euratom 1955-1957, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 1983.

54. A. MORAVSCIK, The Choice for Europe. Social Purpose & State Power from Messina to Maas-
tricht, Cornell University Pres, Ithaca, 1998; critically balanced with respect to Moravcsik is W.
MERKEL, Die Europdische Integration und das Elend der Theorie, in: Geschichte und Gesell-
schaft, 25(1999), pp.302-338, here pp.313-315.

55. M. GEHLER, R. STEININGER (eds), Die Neutralen und die europdische Integration 1945-1995.
The Neutrals and the European Integration 1945-1995, Béhlau, Vienna et al., 2000; S. BOTT, J.
M. HANHIMAKI, J. M. SCHAUFELBUEHL, M. WYSS (eds), Neutrality and Neutralism in the
Global Cold War — Between or Within the Blocs?, Routledge, London, 2015; J. DINKEL, Die
Bewegung biindnisfreier Staaten. Genese, Organisation und Politik (1927-1992), De Gruyter, Berlin
etal., 2015.

56. G. TRAUSCH (ed.), Le role et la place des petits pays en Europe au XXe siécle, Bruylant et al.,
Brussels et al., 2005.
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of Europe,®’ the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE)38 and
the succession process® as well as its activities and effects on Central and Eastern
Europe.®®

7. The conceptual-historical and mentality-historical access of community policy
and opting out policy is dedicated to the classic opting-out countries such as Den-
mark,°! Treland®? and the United Kingdom® in the areas of policies on fundamental
rights, security, social policy, economics, currency and monetary policy, and thus the
classic representatives of a partly national policy toward Europe. Within this context,
itis necessary to introduce a critical conceptual reflection of the terms and vocabulary
of the history of European integration. Designations such as “Common Market”,
“Common Foreign and Security Policy” or “Economic and Monetary Union” did not
and still do not correspond to truth in labelling.

8. The small state-specific versus large state-specific access: the problem area that
was discussed in the 1950s and 1960s of “Small Europe” and “Large Europe” went
right across the small states that belonged to the EEC or EFTA. European contem-
porary history has its ups and downs in the relations between small states and large
states. After 1945, small states had the choice between three solutions: neutrality that
was chosen conventionally or freely, alliances with neighbouring states or European
integration. They were to have an immunizing effect against dependencies, mediati-
zations and satellitizations. After World War 11, with the help of NATO and the EEC,
small states were able to make use of transatlantization and Europeanization to protect

57. O.SCHMUCK (ed.), Vierzig Jahre Europarat. Renaissance in gesamteuropdischer Perspektive?,
Europa-Union Verlag, Bonn, 1990; U. HOLTZ (ed.), 50 Jahre Europarat, Nomos, Baden-Baden,
2000; B. WASSENBERG, Histoire du Conseil de I’Europe (1949-2009), Peter Lang, Brussels,
2012.

58. A. ROMANO, From Détente in Europe to European Détente. How the West Shaped the Helsinki
CSCE, Peter Lang, Bruxelles, 2009.

59. M. PETER, H. WENTKER (eds), Die KSZE im Ost-West-Konflikt. Internationale Politik und ge-
sellschafiliche Transformation 1975-1990, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2012; M. PETER, Die Bundesre-
publik im KSZE-Prozess 1975-1983. Die Umkehrung der Diplomatie, De Gruyter/Oldenbourg,
Berlin et al., 2015.

60. A.S. KROSSA, Kollektive Identitiiten in Ostmitteleuropa: Polen, Tschechien und Ungarn und die
Integration der Europdischen Union, Wissenschaftlicher Verlag, Berlin, 2005, pp.63-117.

61. T.B. OLESEN (ed.), Interdependence Versus Integration. Denmark, Scandinavia and Western Eu-
rope 1945-1960, University Press of Southern Denmark, Odense, 1996; T.B. OLESEN, 4 Nordic
Sonderweg to Europe: Integration History from a Northern Perspective, BWV, Berlin, 2011; T.B.
OLESEN, Denmark in Europe 1973-2015: Processes of Europeanization and ‘Denmarkization’,
in: Journal of Contemporary European Research, 11(2015), pp.311-329.

62. B. GIRVIN, G. MURPHY (eds), Continuity, Change and Crisis in Contemporary Ireland, Rout-
ledge, London, 2010; B. GIRVIN, Historical Dimension of Ireland's Road to Modernisation and
Europeanisation, in: M. BOSS (ed.), The Nation-State in Transformation: Economic Globalisation,
Institutional Mediation and Political Values, Aarhus University Press, Aarhus, 2010, pp.60-84.

63. A.S. MILWARD, The Rise and Fall of a National Strategy: The UK and The European Commu-
nity, Whitehall History Publication/Frank Cass, London, 2002, (reprinted in 2012).
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their integrity, gain security and indirectly receive guarantees for their international
status.®* That also had identity-specific and societal impacts.

9. The synthetic theory access or the triumph of intergovernmentalism? The var-
ious attempts at the interpretation of European integration may seem to compete with
each other, starting out from contemporary integration theory® — be it of “constitu-
tionalism”, “idealism” or “federalism”,%® of “functionalism” or “neofunctional-
ism”67 with its spill-overs of the expansions of markets as an engine of integration
including for adjacent sectors, or of “neorealism”®® and “intergovernmentalism” with
pragmatic, realistic and diplomacy-history components.®® In actuality, though, they
supplement each other and behave in a complementary fashion. They also reflect
national policy toward Europe. For the explanation of European integration, the most
prominent representative of the liberal intergovernmentalism theory, Andrew
Moravesik,’? makes reference not only to national and international relations of ex-
change, but also to domestic mechanisms for negotiations. Thus he also addresses
the association history and social history dimensions of the history of European in-
tegration which leads to the investigation of lobby-specific needs and stratum-rele-
vant expectations.

64. G. VAN ROON, Small States in Years of Depression. The Oslo Alliance 1930-1940, Van Gorcum,
Maastricht, 1989; J. POLLAK, S. PUNTSCHER-RIEKMANN, Von Haien und Heringen oder Uber
die Macht von grofien und kleinen Staaten in Europa, in: M. GEHLER, A. PELINKA, G. BISCHOF
(eds), Osterreich in der Europdischen Union. Bilanz seiner Mitgliedschaft, Bhlau, Vienna et al.,
2003, pp.379-402; R. STEINMETZ, A. WIVEL, Small States in Europe. Challenges and Oppor-
tunities, Ashgate, Surrey, 2010.

65. L. HERBST, Die zeitgendssische Integrationstheorie und die Anfinge der europdischen Einigung
1947-1950, in: Vierteljahrshefte fiir Zeitgeschichte, 34(1986), pp.161-205.

66. C.J.FRIEDRICH, Trends of Federalism in Theory and Practice, Pracger, New York, London, 1968;
Idem, Politische Dimensionen der Europdischen Gemeinschaftsbildung, Westdeutscher Verlag,
Cologne, 1968; Idem, Europe as an Emergent Nation?, Harper & Row, New York, 1969.

67. E.B.HAAS, The Uniting of Europe, Stanford University Press, Stanford 1968; Idem, International
Integration: the European and the Universal Process, in: International Organization, 15(1961),
pp-366-392; Idem, Beyond the Nation State, Stanford University Press, Stanford, 1964; T.A.
BORZEL (ed.), The Disparity of European Integration. Revisiting Neofunctionalism in Honour of
Ernst B. Haas, Routledge, London, New York, 2006.

68. A. SIEDSCHLAG, Neorealismus, Neoliberalismus und postinternationale Politik. Beispiel inter-
nationale Sicherheit — theoretische Bestandsaufnahme und Evaluation, Westdeutscher Verlag, Op-
laden, 1997; M.C. WILLIAMS (ed.), Realism Reconsidered. The Legacy of Hans J. Morgenthau in
International Relations, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2007.

69. W.MERKEL, op.cit., pp.302-338, here pp.304-310.

70. A. MORAVCSIK, op.cit., pp.18-85, 472-501.
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Anintegrated, synthesizing history of (Western) Europe, which links and connects
Hartmut Kaelble’s society history of Europe’! and Europeans’? with Wilfried Loth's
history of the Cold War and political integration,’ continues to remain a challenge.
This also has to include the gender diversity dimension.” The loss of relevance of
the nation-state principle in the policies of the second half of the twentieth century
went hand in hand with the reduction in importance of national economies as entities
that appear more or less closed. Thus it is not only for historical research that the
question is raised as to how country-specific or “national” the histories of the so-
called “national economies” really were. As a rule, it is only with difficulty that these
can be assigned to political-territorial units; rather, they have grown historically, cross
borders, presuppose natural boundaries and are regionally oriented.”

The history of the integration of Western Europe has been and indeed continues
to be shaped by the “long shadow of intergovernmentalism” as well as by the “dualism
of supranational law and intergovernmental policy” as well as by a “combination of
federal and confederate elements”.’¢ Within that context, nation-state policy contin-
ues to play an important role, as was to be observed in 2008-09 with the attempts at
dealing with the worldwide banking and financial market crisis as well as with the
balance of payments deficit and state debts crisis starting with 2010. Within the
framework of the rescue package policy towards Greece in 2010-15, a multi-level
actor approach could be observed via the European Central Bank (ECB), the Euro-
pean Commission, the European Stability Mechanism (ESM), EU member states and
the International Monetary Funds (IMF). This was expressed in historiography with
an obstinate dominance of neorealism. The states were in fact also weakened by the
crises, but they returned to the political stage as crisis managers. The EU Commission,
especially under José Manuel Durdo Barroso, apparently played a secondary role as

71. H. KAELBLE, Europder iiber Europa. Die Entstehung des europdischen Selbstverstindnisses im
19. und 20. Jahrhundert, Campus, Frankfurt a.M., 2001; Idem, Sozialgeschichte Europas. 1945 bis
zur Gegenwart, Beck, Munich, 2007; Idem, Kalter Krieg und Wohlfahrtsstaat. Europa 1945—
1989, Beck, Munich, 2011; A. BAUERKAMPER, H. KAELBLE (eds), Gesellschaft in der euro-
pdischen Integration seit den 1950er Jahren. Migration — Konsum — Sozialpolitik — Reprdsentatio-
nen, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2012.

72. H. KAELBLE, Europder iiber Europder. Die Entstehung des europdischen Selbstverstindnisses
im 19. und 20. Jahrhundert, Campus, Frankfurt a.M., 2001.

73. W. LOTH, The Division of the World, 1941-1955, Routledge, London, 1988; Idem, Europe, Cold
War and Coexistence, 1955-1965, Routledge, London, 2012; Idem, Europas Einigung. Eine un-
vollendete Geschichte, Campus, Frankfurt a.M., 2014.

74. K.REICHEL, Dimension der (Un-)Gleichheit. Geschlechtsspezifische Ungleichheiten in den sozial-
und beschdftigungspolitischen Debatten der EWG in den 1960er Jahren, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2014.

75. E. BUSSIERE, M. DUMOULIN, S. SCHIRMANN (eds), Economies nationales et intégration
européenne. Voies et étappes, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2014; A. PUDLAT, Schengen. Zur Manifestation
von Grenze und Grenzschutz in Europa, Olms, Hildesheim et al., 2013.

76. F.W.SCHARPF, Regieren in Europa. Effektiv und demokratisch?, Campus, Frankfurt a.M., 1999,
p.52.
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the initiator of legislation, the provider of impetus and the custodian of treaties.”” The
history of European integration is a history of crises, which necessitates a focusing
on political decision-makers.”® Political history will therefore remain. But a pure
history of diplomacy will be lost —not least because of the loss in relevance of classic
diplomacy.

VI. Changes, developments, and perspectives of the historiography of Europe
and of integration in the sense of the emergence from the shadow of nation-state
dominance

Different observations and findings can be indicated:

1. Archive-supported historiography on European integration only began gradu-
ally and cautiously in the second half of the 1970s and in the 1980s, while international
law experts and political scientists started much earlier with research on Europe and
its integration. With the EU-Maastricht Treaty, the breakthrough with contemporary
historical research into integration took place after the officially proclaimed end of
the Cold War in Europe. The Journal of European Integration History, which was
founded in 1995, was simultaneously the evidence and the product of this trend. That
journal can be seen as an expression of the internationalization of historians dealing
with Europe and integration. Up through the 1990s, every (Western) European coun-
try as a rule had at least one and normally two to three established historians (Jean
Monnet Chairs) dealing with Europe and its integration at the university level,” even
including those countries which did not even belong to the EC or EU yet. That
changed at the latest at the end of the 1990s with new generations of young histori-
ans.80

77. E. BUSSIERE, G. MIGANI, Les années Barroso 2004-2014 — Europe: Crises et relances, Tal-
landier, Paris, 2014; A. HARRYVAN, J. VAN HARST, José Manuel Barroso (2004-2014): the
cautious reformer in troubled times, in: A. HARRYVAN, J. VAN HARST, G. VOERMAN (eds),
An Impossible Job? The Presidents of the European Commission 1958-2014, Harper, London, 2015,
pp.249-276.

78. See for example M. WEINACHTER, Valéry Giscard d’Estaing et L’Allemagne. Le double reve
inachevé, L’Harmattan, Paris, 2004; and in general: M.-G. CIOT, Negotiation and Foreign Policy
Decision Making, Cambridge Scholars Publishing, Newcastle upon Tyne, 2014.

79. In Germany, Jean Monnet Chairs were held by the following German historians: Franz Knipping
(University of Wuppertal), Wolf D. Gruner (University of Rostock), Klaus Schwabe (RWTH Uni-
versity Aachen) and Wilfried Loth (University of Essen-Duisburg). The current Jean Monnet Chairs
are Gabriele Clemens (University of Hamburg), Jirgen Elvert (University of Kdln), and Jirgen
Mittag (German Sport University Cologne).

80. Enormous activities were developed by the History of European Integration Society (HEIRS), see
http://hum.port.ac.uk/heirs/index.html (January 2016) and the Réseau International de Jeunes
Chercheurs en Histoire de I'Intégration Européenne (RICHIE), see http://www.europe-richie.org/
(January 2016).
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2. First of all, studies were done and works were published with a national ap-
proach on the basis of the individual states in their relations with the European com-
munity forms. They were greatly oriented toward diplomacy history, policy history,
and in particular national history, if not being state-centred, and in any case they
concentrated upon state interest policy and security policy, that is, they were dedicated
to issues such as how these states attempted to achieve national sovereignty goals,
how they ensured their independence or strove for maintaining their neutrality, how
they carried out orientations such as regional ones, how they headed for forms of
international cooperation (Organization for European Economic Co-operation 1948,
Council of Europe 1949) and stronger cores of integration (such as the ECSC, 1952
and the EEC, 1958), or how they developed alternative and more peripheral forms of
integration (such as EFTA, NORDEK, or UNISCAN).

3. For a long time, literature suffered from a deficit of large-scale, condensed and
summarizing works on the overall history of Europe and on European integration,
but in recent times, they are no longer a rarity.8! Monographic overall studies as large
overviews on the policies toward Europe and integration in individual states®? that
were drawn up on a source-saturated, empirical basis are, however, still a scarce
commodity for many countries. Detailed studies dominated which focused on special
aspects of a few years or one decade.

4. Publications on a multi-archival basis®? achieved a growing emphasis on more
broadly targeted integration history monographs, anthologies and articles which were

81. Some early and younger examples are W. LOTH, Der Weg nach Europa. Geschichte der europdi-
schen Integration 1939-1957, Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, Gottingen, 1990; D.W.P. LEWIS, The
Road to Europe. History, Institutions and Prospects of European Integration 1945-1993, Peter Lang,
New York et al., 1993; P. GERBET, La construction de I'Europe, Imp. Nationale, Paris, 1994; M.-
T. BITSCH, Histoire de la construction européenne de 1945 a nos jour, Editions complexes, Paris,
1999@); C. GASTEYGER, Europa von der Spaltung zur Einigung. Darstellung und Dokumentation
1945-2000, Bundeszentrale fiir politische Bildung, Bonn, 2001; G. BRUNN, Die Europdische Ei-
nigung von 1945 bis heute, Reclam, Stuttgart, 2002; J. GILLINGHAM, European Integration,
1950-2003. Superstate or New Market Economy?, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2003;
M. GILBERT, Surpassing Realism. The Politics of European Integration since 1945, Rowman
Littlefield, Lanham, 2003; A. GAUTHIER, La construction européenne. Etapes et enjeux, Bréal,
Paris, 2003; F. KNIPPING, Rom, 25. Mdrz 1957. Die Einigung Europas (20 Tage im 20. Jahrhun-
dert), dtv, Munich, 2004; J. ELVERT, Die europdische Integration, WBG, Darmstadt, 2009; J.
MITTAG, Kleine Geschichte der Europdischen Union. Von der Europaidee bis zur Gegenwart,
Aschendorff, Minster, 2008; G. CLEMENS, A. REINFELDT, G. WILLE, Geschichte der euro-
pdischen Integration. Ein Lehrbuch, UTB, Paderborn, 2008; M. GEHLER, Europa. Ideen — Insti-
tutionen — Vereinigung, Olzog, Munich, 2010@; L. VAN MIDDELAAR, The Passage to Europe.
How a continent became a Union, Yale University Press, New Haven, 2013.

82. M. GEHLER, Der lange Weg nach Europa. Osterreich vom Ende der Monarchie bis zur EU, vol.
1: Darstellung, Studienverlag, Innsbruck et al., 2002; A. VARSORI, La Cenerentola d'Europa.
L'Ttalia e l'integrazione europea dal 1946 ad oggi, Rubbettino, Soveria Mannelli, 2010.

83. See for example P.N. LUDLOW, Dealing with Britain. The Six and the first UK application to the
EEC Cambridge studies in international relations, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997;
Idem, The European Community and the Crises of the 1960s: Negotiating the Gaullist Challenge
Cold War History, Routledge, London, 2006; P. BAJON, Europapolitik ,,am Abgrund . Die Krise
des ,,leeren Stuhls “1965-66, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2012.
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able to overcome that dominance of national accesses and state-centred perspectives
— including in part through new and increased accesses to community and private
archives, but also those of the state as well as materials from estates. This was also
thanks to sources that were available as a result of digitalized archives and Internet
documentations.34

5. In addition to representatives of states and governments, the focus was also on
other decision-makers and participants, and thus parties,®® media, lobbies, net-
works,80 pressure groups such as economic circles and entrepreneurs,’’ trade
unions,38 local authorities, cities, communities, and regions as well as specific interest
groups such as non-state protagonists like youth campaigns®® were included. Within
that context, research on European integration profited from a strengthened and
sharpened consciousness of “soft power” that was also able to include the “poor”,
“powerless”, “weak” and thus the so-called “soft” factors of history, as well as in-
ternational relations and the movement for European unity through which outsiders,

84. See for example the Centre Virtuel de la Connaissance de 1'Europe, http://www.cvce.eu/de (con-
sulted January 2016).

85. M. GEHLER, W. KAISER (eds), Transnationale Parteienkooperation der europdischen Christde-
mokraten. Dokumente 1945-1965, Saur, Munich, 2004; J. MITTAG (ed.), Politische Parteien und
europdische Integration. Entwicklung und Perspektiven transnationaler Parteienkooperation in
Europa, Klartext, Essen, 2006; B. BUHLBACKER, Europa im Aufbruch. Personal und Personal-
politik deutscher Parteien und Verbdnde in der Montanunion 1949-1958, Klartext Verlag, Essen,
2007; K. STEINNES, The British Labour Party, Transnational Influences and European Commu-
nity Membership, 1960-1973, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2014; J. GROSSMANN, Die Internationale der
Konservativen. Transnationale Elitenzirkel und private AufSenpolitik in Westeuropa seit 1945, Ol-
denbourg, Munich, 2014, pp.19-33.

86. M. GEHLER, W. KAISER, B. LEUCHT, Transnational Networks in European Integration
Governance: Historical Perspectives on an Elusive Phenomenon, in: Idem (eds), Transnational
Networks in Regional Integration. Governing Europe 1945-83, Palgrave Macmillan, Houndmills,
2010, pp.1-17.

87. E. BUSSIERE, M. DUMOULIN, S. SCHIRMANN (dir.), Milieux économiques et intégration
européenne au XX¢ siecle. La relance des années quatre-vingt (1979-1992), CHEFF, Paris, 2007,
S. HILGER, Unternehmen als Wegbereiter der Integration? Grenziiberschreitende Kooperationen
und Fusionen grofser Konzerne in Europa nach dem Zweiten Weltkrieg, in: H. HOEBINK (ed.),
Europa um 1900/Europa um 2000, Diisseldorf University press, Diisseldorf, 2015, pp.89-105.

88. M. BOUVARD, Labor Movements in the Common Market Countries, Praeger, New York, 1972;
W.DAUBLER, W. LECHER (eds), Die Gewerkschafien in den 12 EG-Léndern. Europdische Inte-
gration und Gewerkschaftsbewegung, Bund Verlag, Cologne, 1991; Y. CLAIRMONT, Vom euro-
pdischen Verbindungsbiiro zur transnationalen Gewerkschaftsorganisation. Organisation, Strate-
gien und Machtpotentiale des Europdischen Metallgewerkschafisbundes bis 1990, Steiner, Stutt-
gart, 2014.

89. F.-X. LAFFEACH, An avant-garde for Europe. The Young European Federalists and the Emer-
gence of a European Consciousness, 1948-1972, in: RASMUSSEN, KNUDSEN, op. cit., pp.39-52;
C. NORWIG, Die erste europdische Generation. Europakonstruktionen in der Europdischen Ju-
gendkampagne 1951-1958, Wallstein Verlag, Gottingen, 2016.
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critics, opposition forces, and opponents (such as the Communist parties)® as well
as the losers with integration also won attention.

6. As a result of the fall of the Iron Curtain, the officially proclaimed end of the
Cold War in Europe and the opening at times of (Soviet) Russian archives, research
on the East-West conflict received a massive, important impetus. This, in turn, con-
tributed to place the historiography of integration in a greater and broader context,
whereby the role of the superpowers and their Cold War agencies, intelligence ser-
vices,?! etc. was reflected more critically and, within that context, direct and indirect
effects upon the policy, society and economy of the nation-states were recorded.”?

7. In a process of re-examination, the branches of history experienced a greater
theory orientation®? starting with the 1970s and 1980s, influenced by political science
and its formations of theories on international relations® and its political decision
making processes. From this, the traditional histories of diplomacy, policy, and states
were also included and brought up for discussion. Since that time, the consciousness
of the necessity of theoretical reflections has increased in the fields of European

90. L. RISSO, Which Europe? Communist parties between nationalism and internationalism
1945-1975, in: Journal of European Integration History, 1(2007), pp.7-10, with contributions on
the role of Communist parties and trade unions in their relations with issues of Europe and integra-
tion; W. MUELLER, European Communist Parties and Eurocommunism in the Cold War, in:
Journal of European Integration History, 2(2014), pp.177-179; F. DI PALMA, W. MUELLER
(eds), Kommunismus und Europa. Europapolitik und -vorstellungen europdischer kommunistischer
Parteien im Kalten Krieg, Ferdinand Schonigh, Paderborn, 2016.

91. RJ. ALDRICH, The Hidden Hand. Britain, America and Cold War secret intelligence, Overlook
Press, London, 2001.

92. R. SCHWOK, U.S.-EC Relations in the Post-Cold War Era. Conflict or Partnership?, Westview
Press Boulder, San Francisco, 1991; D. REYNOLDS, The Origins of the Cold War in Europe
(International Perspectives), Yale University Press, New Haven, 1994; K. LARRES, Integrating
Europe or Ending the Cold War? Churchill’s Post-War Foreign Policy, in: Journal of European
Integration History, 2(1996), pp.15-49; J.L. GADDIS, We Now Know. Rethinking Cold War Histo-
ry, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1997, pp.281-295; S.J. BALL, The Cold War. An International
History, 1947-1991, Arnold, St. Martin’s Press, London et al., 1998, pp.221-239; G.D. CAMP, The
End of the Cold War and US-EU-Relations, ZEL, Bonn, 2003; M. GILBERT, Cold War Europe.
The Politics of a Contested Continent, Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham et al., 2015, pp.269-300.

93. B. ROSAMOND, Theories of European Integration, Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke, 2000; W.
LOTH, Das europdische Projekt zu Beginn des 21. Jahrhunderts, Leske & Budrich, Opladen, 2001;
H.-J. BIELING, M. LERCH (eds), op.cit.; A. WIENER, T. DIEZ, European Integration Theory,
Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004; G.F. SCHUPPERT, Theorizing Europe oder von der Uber-
filligkeit einer disziplineniibergreifenden Europawissenschaft, in: G.F. SCHUPPERT, 1. PER-
NICE, U. HALTERN (eds), Europawissenschaft, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2005, pp.3-35.

94. V.RITTBERGER, Theorien der Internationalen Beziehungen. Bestandsaufnahme und Forschungs-
perspektiven, Westdeutscher Verlag, Opladen, 1990; C. LEMKE, Internationale Beziehungen.
Grundkonzepte, Theorien und Problemfelder, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2000; X. GU, Theorien der
internationalen Beziehungen, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2000; J. FRIEDRICHS, European Approaches
to International Relations Theory. A House with Many Mansions, Routledge, London, 2004; P.R.
VIOTTI, M.V. KAUPPL, International Relations Theory, Pearson, Longman Publishers, London,
20016, pp.277-301.
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integration historiography.”> Concepts such as “intercontinentalization”, “modern-

LR N3 LR T3

ization”, “transatlanticization”, “westernization”, and “globalization” inspired a (po-
litical) historiography that was more oriented toward social, societal, cultural and
economic history as well as community and security policy history. As a consequence
of this, these changes also had a reaction upon the historiography of a nationally
oriented and state-centred representation of European history which became more
and more aware of its own deficits.

8. Beginning in the 1990s, studies that were arranged comparatively increased in
integration research as far as jurisprudence,® political science, and history are con-
cerned — above all if the Nordic states,”” the Neutrals,”® or the Southern European
countries are considered, but also on the level of currency and traffic studies.”® Ad-
ditionally “widening” and “deepening” were understood from the end of the 1990s
as one of the new tasks of integration historical research.!00

9. Starting with the twenty-first century, a sort of renaissance of growth can be
noticed in intellectual history, the history of ideas, and constitutional history in the
historiographies and political science of European integration — from their beginnings
up to more recent developments — which is correlated with the process of developing

95. W.LOTH, J. OSTERHAMMEL (eds), Internationale Geschichte. Themen — Ergebnisse — Aus-
sichten, Oldenbourg, Munich, 2000; W. LOTH, W. WESSELS (eds), Theorien europdischer In-
tegration, Leske & Budrich, Opladen, 2001; B. ROSAMUND, Theorizing the EU after Integration
Theory, in: M. CINI, N. PEREZ-SOLORZANO BORRAGAN (eds), European Union Politics,
Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2013®), pp.85-102; J. VAN DER HARST, Introduction — History
and Theory, in: Journal of European Integration History, 2(2008), pp.5-8; W. LOTH, Explaining
FEuropean Integration. The contribution from Historians, in: Journal of European Integration
History, 2(2008), pp.9-26.

96. C.BERHOLD, Die Europdische Politische Gemeinschaft (EPG) 1953 und die Europdische Union
(EU) 2001. Eine rechtsvergleichende Betrachtung, Peter Lang, Frankfurt a.M. et al., 2003.

97. T.B. OLESEN, Interdependence Versus Integration. Denmark, Scandinavia and Western Europe,
1945-1960, Udgivelsesér, Odense, 1995.

98. A.BIELER, Globalisation and Enlargement of the European Union. Austrian and Swedish Social
Forces in the Struggle over Membership, Routledge, London, 2000; R. DOHERTY, Ireland, Neu-
trality and European Security Integration, Ashgate, Aldershot, 2002; J. RAINO, Small State Cul-
tures of Consensus. State Traditions and Consensus-Seeking in Neo-Corporatist and Neutrality
Policies in Post-1945 Austria and Finland, Ph.D. dissertation, University of Helsinki, 2008.

99. G. THIEMEYER, Wihrungspolitik mit europdischen Nachbarstaaten. Das 19. und 20. Jahrhun-
dert im Vergleich, in: H. HOEBINK (ed.), op.cit., pp.179-199; C. HENRICH-FRANKE, Kommu-
nikation und Verkehr iiber die Grenzen europdischer Nationalstaaten hinweg, in: Ibid.,
pp-161-178; Idem, Gescheiterte Integration im Vergleich. Der Verkehr — ein Problemsektor ge-
meinsamer Rechtsetzung im Deutschen Reich (1871-1879) und der Europdischen Wirtschaftsge-
meinschaft (1958-1972), Steiner, Stuttgart, 2012.

100. A. DEIGHTON, S. MILWARD (eds.), The European Economic Community 1957-1963: Wide-
ning, Deepening and Enlargement, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 1999; W. KAISER, J. ELVERT (eds),
European Union Enlargement. A Comparative History, Routledge, London, New York, 2004; F.
GUIRAO, Solving the Paradoxes of Enlargement: the Next Research Challenge in our Field, in:
Journal of European Integration History, 1(2005), pp.5-19; P.N. LUDLOW, Widening, deepening
and opening out: towards a fourth decade of European integration history, in: W. LOTH (ed.)
Experiencing Europe: 50 Years of European Construction 1957-2007, Nomos, Baden-Baden,
2009, pp.33-44.
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a EU-“Constitution” from 2001 to 2005 and the historical dimension and the debate
about the formation of a political union from 2008 to the present.1%! What began was,
for instance, the investigation of the exchange of ideas on national concepts of Europe
within the framework of the political parties and their transnational networks of co-
operation.102

Ideas in general and federalism'% in particular then once again played a more
important role as subjects of study, above all in order to analyse also political cultures,
their images (self-perceptions)!® and values as well as national ideologies, and thus
to determine the thinking, acting and rhetoric of the political elite as to their reinter-
pretations of history and identities (including in the constructivist sense of histo-

ry).10s

10. Especially in periods of crisis contributing to a widening of the research agenda
and as a result of growing public and societal pressure, the nation-states and com-

101. E.DU REAU, L Idée d’Europe au XX siécle. Des mythes aux réalités, Ed. Complexes, Brussels,
2001; M. JACHTENFUCHS, Die Konstruktion Europas. Verfassungsideen und institutionelle
Entwicklung, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2002; W. LOTH, Entwiirfe einer europdischen Verfassung.
Eine historische Bilanz, Europa-Union Verlag, Bonn, 2002; L. KUHNHARDT, Constituting Eu-
rope. Identity, institutionbuildung and the search for a global role, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2003;
A.-M. SAINT-GILLE, La “Paneurope”. Un débat d’idées dans [’entre-deux-guerres, Presses de
1'Universite de Paris-Sorbonne, Paris, 2003; E. KRAMER, Europdisches oder atlantisches Euro-
pa? Kontinuitdit und Wandel in den Verhandlungen tiber eine politische Union 1958-1970, Nomos,
Baden-Baden, 2003; C. PARSONS, 4 Certain Idea of Europe, Cornell University Press, Ithaca,
London: 2003; J. SCHWARZE (ed.), Der Verfassungsentwurf des Europdischen Konvents. Ver-
fassungsrechtliche Grundstrukturen und wirtschaftsverfassungsrechtliches Konzept, Nomos, Ba-
den-Baden, 2004; K.E. HEINZ, Europdische Verfassung. Grundlinien einer allgemeinen Verfas-
sungstheorie und Kritik des europdischen Verfassungsprojekts 2004, 1AS, Bonn, 2005; J.-M. GU-
IEU, C. LE DREAU, J. RAFLIK, L. WARLOUZET, Penser et construire I'Europe au XX¢
siecle, Capres Agrégation, Paris, 2007.

102. M. GEHLER, M. GONSCHOR, H. MEYER, H. SCHONNER (eds), Mitgestalter Europas. Trans-
nationalismus und Parteiennetzwerke europdischer Christdemokraten und Konservativer in his-
torischer Erfahrung, Konrad Adenauer Stiftung, St. Augustin, 2013 (also see http://www.kas.de/
wi/de/33.34105/).

103. M. BURGESS, Federalism and European Union: The Building of Europe, 1950-2000, Routledge,
London, 2000; D. PREDA, Alcide De Gasperi Federalista Europeo, 11 mulino, Bologna, 2004; C.
MALANDRINO, “Tut etwas Tapferes”: compi un atto di coraggio. L ’Europa federale di Walter
Hallstein (1948-1982), 1l mulino, Bologna, 2005; B. VAYSSIERE, Vers une Europe fédérale? Les
espoirs et les actions fédéralistes au sortir de la Seconde Guerre mondiale, Peter Lang, Brussels
et al., 2006.

104. S.L. RAGNAR, Seeing Europe through the Nation. The Role of National Self-Images in the Per-
ception of European Integration in the English, German, and Dutch Press in the 1950s and
1990s, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2012.

105. E. ADLER, Seizing the Middle Ground. Constructivism in World Politics, in: European Journal
of International Relations, 3(1997), pp.319-363; K.M. FIERKE, Constructivism, in: T. DUNNE,
M. KURKI, S. SMITH (eds), International Relations Theory. Discipline and Diversity, Oxford
University Press, New York, 2007, pp.166-184; A. WENDT, Social Theory of International Re-
lations, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999; Idem, Anarchy is What States Make of It.
The Social Construction of Power Politics, in: International Organization, 46(1992), pp.391-425;
M. RASMUSSEN, A.-CH. KNUDSEN (eds), The road to a united Europe. Interpretations of the
process of European integration, Peter Lang, Bruxelles, 2009.
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munities were compelled to react. Applications for accession!% were from time to
time the result of national crises, and steps toward reforms of EC and EU institutions
were from time to time the consequence of international crises. They triggered public
debates about fundamental reorientations of states and their societies, but also those
of the Communities or the Union,!97 and they also produce Euro-scepticism.108

11. Due to the wars of interventions against Serbia (1999), Afghanistan (2001)
and the Iraq (2003), classic issues in foreign policy arose in a more and more intense
manner in the research which corresponded to the increased necessity and the growing
importance of the common foreign, security and defence policy (Common Foreign
and Security Policy, CFSP and Common European Security and Defence Policy,
CESDP) of the European Union, which also awakened public interest and triggered
criticism.!%? In the meantime, it has not only been argued that the EU is a global
protagonist,'10 but rather it has already been discussed for a long time as to whether
what is represented by the EU is a revolutionary process!!! or in fact a new sort of

106. V.PUSCAS, EU Accession Negotiations. A Handbook, Hulla & Co Human Dynamics KG, Vienna,
2013.

107. S. SCHIRMANN (dir.), Penser et construire I’Europe (1919-1992). Etats et opinions nationales
face a la construction européenne, Eds SEDES, Paris, 2007; M. GEHLER, From Crisis to Crisis
— from Success to Success? European Integration Challenges and Opportunities in Light of Eu-
rope's History (1918-2009), in: M. GEHLER, G., SCHIMMELPFENNIG (eds.), EU — China...,
op.cit., pp.45-74.

108. B. WASSENBERG, F. CLAVERT, P. HAMMAN (dir.), Contre I’Europe? Anti-européisme, eu-
roscepticisme et alter-européisme dans la construction européenne de 1945 a nos jours, vol.l: Les
concepts, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2010; M. GAINAR, M. LIBERA (dir.), Contre I’Europe? Anti-
européisme, euroscepticisme et alter-européisme dans la construction européenne de 1945 a nos
jours, vol.1I: Les concepts, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2013.

109. F. KERNIC, J. CALLAGHAN, P. MANIGART, Public Opinion on European Security and De-
fense. A Survey of European Trends and Public Attitudes toward CFSP and ESDP, Peter Lang,
Berne et al., 2002; F. KERNIC, G. HAUSER, Handbuch zur europdischen Sicherheit, Peter Lang,
Frankfurt a.M. et al., 2005.

110. C. BRETHERTON, J. VOGLER, The European Union as a Global Actor, Routledge, London,
2006; S. GAREIS, G. HAUSER, F. KERNIC (eds), The European Union — A Global Actor?,
Budrich Unipress Opladen, Berlin, Toronto, 2013; ST. FROHLICH, Die Europdische Union als
globaler Akteur. Eine Einfiihrung, Springer, Wiesbaden, 2008, 2014.

111. C. HACKETT, Cautious Revolution. The European Union Arrives, Greenwood Press, Westport,
1996.
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pluricentric Westphalian,'!? declining!!® or postmodern empire!'* and, within that
context, a challenge for the USA.113

12. The EC presidencies that begun in the sense of summit conference diplomacy
in 1969 with the Hague and then strengthened throughout the 1970s, starting with the
European Council in Paris 1974, along with the EU presidencies that followed here-
upon, had already become the subject of study in the research, but since then they
have become so more and more.!'¢ They were examined with regard to the transition
from national domestic and foreign policy — that is, nation-state policy — to European
internal and foreign policy as well as to a globalized policy of European states. Within
that context, both individual analyses and comparative analyses of the EU presiden-
cies are particularly illuminating because they attempt to examine the domestic and
foreign policy levels as well as the community policy level of European multilate-
ralism or of integration policy supranationalism. The agenda of these presidencies
contained issues of labour market, employment and social policy and consequently
issues that were relevant to social history and, recently, the fight against terrorism
and the dealing with the “refugee crisis”, which in fact is a crisis of solidarity among
the EU member states.

VII. An historiography of varied Europeanizations

Findings and results thus far can be summarized into nine theses:

1. The Europeanization of external nation-state policy toward Europe by means
of orientation towards Brussels: Up to now, national policy toward Europe has been

112. J.ZIELONKA, Europe as Empire. The Nature of the Enlarged European Union, Oxford University
Press, Oxford, 2006.

113. Pessimistic: D. ENGELS, Le déclin. La crise de 'Union Européenne et la chute de la République
Romaine. Quelques analogies Historiques, Eds Toucan, Paris, 2012.

114. Less pessimistic: M. GEHLER, Die Europdische Union — ein postmodernes Imperium?, in: M.
GEHLER, R. ROLLINGER (ed. with help of S. FICK, S. PITTL), Imperien und Reiche in der
Weltgeschichte. Epocheniibergreifende und globahistorische Vergleiche, vol.2, Harrassowitz,
Wiesbaden, 2014, pp.1255-1307.

115. R.A.SCHNABEL with F.X. ROCCA, The Next Superpower? The Rise of Europe and its Challenge
to the United States, Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham, 2005; K.K. PATEL, C. MAUCH (eds), The
United States and Germany during the 20t Century. Competition and Convergence, Cambridge
University Press, New York, 2010; K.K. PATEL, K. WEISBRODE (eds), European Integration
and the Atlantic Community in the 1980s, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2013.

116. With regard to one of the first meaningful EEC summits after the Treaties of Rome, see J. VAN
DER HARST, The 1969 Hague Summit: a New Start for Europe?, in: Journal of European Inte-
gration History, 1(2003), pp.5-9, with many other articles on the Hague Summit; K.K. PATEL,
M. GEARY, C. GERMOND, The Maastricht Treaty: Negotiations and Consequences in Historical
Perspective, in: Journal of European Integration History, 1(2013), pp.5-9, with many other articles
on the Maastricht Summit; with regard to bilateral summit conference diplomacy, see A. WATTIN,
Die deutsch-franzosischen Gipfeltreffen im Zeitraum 1991-2002, Europa Union Verlag, Bonn,
2003.
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one of the main topics of research in history of European integration. Nation-state
references therefore clearly dominated before community history studies, whereby
this development could be explained in terms of archive access, the logic of first
attempts, the nature of the topic and the rationale of the content. It was also quite
sensible as a first step in terms of research strategy. With this kind of reconstruction
of the historiography of national policy toward “Europe” and its institutions, it can
be recognized that value was placed primarily upon the goals, intentions, interests,
motives, reasons, strategies and goals of nation-state-policy and government-policy
diplomats, political decision-makers and observers. Through their orientations to-
wards Brussels, Frankfurt, Luxembourg, Strasbourg, etc., a gradual Europeanization
of national policy representatives toward “Europe” and members of the communities
came into existence.'!”

2. The Europeanization by means of internal community and union policy — inte-
gration by means of the adoption of the common body of law (“acquis communau-
taire”): The consequences of community policy and its external impacts for the ad-
ditional dynamics of European integration and the societies of Europe have slipped
from sight through the focusing on the nation-states’ policies toward Europe. For the
longest time, national and European interests — that is, state and community-specific
interests — have grown together more intensely and can no longer be strictly separated
from each other anymore, if in fact it had ever been possible to do so.!'8 A Euro-
peanization began by means of an increasing convergence of community law and
common regulations (acquis communautaire) in the individual member states of the
Communities and the Union.!1?

3. The modernization and protection of the national economic, industrial and
social systems by means of Europeanization: For the evaluation of the motives of
national policy toward Europe, it can be pointed out that the main arguments were
the restoration, protection, renewal, and stabilization of state and at least the
economies, industries, societies, and social systems (for example, agricultural policy
for France’s policy of European integration). Added to this were changing areas of
interest as well as new perspectives and options in the foreign trade policies, partic-
ipating in endeavours at the economic dynamics of the EEC, or not being excluded
from the “Common Market” and profiting from it (the UK's “integration policy”
would be an example of this).

4. The Europeanization by means of the search for security guarantees as well as
by means of winning reliable partners and the policy of the Europeanization of the
neighbourhood: For the Benelux countries, which were shaped by the painful expe-

117. K. SEIDEL, The Process of Politics in Europe. The Rise of European Elites and Supranational
Institutions, 1B Tauris, London, 2010; K. SEIDEL, M. MANGENOT, Consolidating the European
Civil Service, in: The European Commission 1973—86. History and Memories of an Institutio,
OPOCE, Luxembourg, 2014, pp.61-70.

118. R. EISING, B. KOHLER-KOCH, Interessenpolitik in Europa, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2005.

119. P.CRAIG, G. De BURCA, EU Law. Text, Cases, and Materials, Oxford University Press, Oxford,
2014; T.HARTLEY, The Foundations of European Union Law, Oxford University Press, Oxford,
2014.
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riences of the violations of neutrality from both world wars and which had belonged
to the Oslo Group of states, it was an existential matter between NATO and EEC
membership to have guaranteed protection against further aggression and annexation.
In that sense, states seeking protection obtained security via Europeanization and
transatlantization. In addition to reasons of economic, trade, sovereignty and neu-
trality policies, the aspects of neighbourhood policy and security policy also played
a substantial role for national policy toward Europe. Due to the conflicts and crises
of Cyprus, Kosovo and Ukraine, the EU’s accession, association and neighbourhood
policies from 1999 to 2015 cannot be viewed as a successful enterprise of Euro-
peanization. 20

5. Europeanization by means of communication, legitimation, and the sense of
public sphere: There were debates about the future of Europe not only as a conse-
quence of the two world wars that had started from European soil, but rather above
all also with regard to European integration, its institutions, structures and their geo-
graphical range as well as content.'2! We can observe a politicization of Europe and
also a Europeanization of politics. As a result of this, citizens’ discourses, political
communication'?? and a Europeanization of the discussions came into being. In the
end, “public spheres and spaces” were increasingly spoken of in that regard.!?3 They
and the communication that took place within them became more and more important
because in the end, it concerns a matter of existence, namely, the legitimation of the
EU.!2* What is meant here are the broad opinion, the media opinion and the parlia-

120. J. MATHER, Legitimation the European Union. Aspirations, Inputs and Performance, Palgrave
Macmillan, New York, 2006, pp.150-152; V. NAUMESCU, Dan DUNGACIU (eds), The Euro-
pean Union’s Eastern Neighbourhood Today. Politics, Dynamics, Perspectives, Cambridge
Scholars Publishing, Newcastle upon Tyne, 2015.

121. M. EILSTRUP-SANGIOVANNI, Debates on European Integration. A Reader, Palgrave Macmil-
lan, Basingstoke, 2006; S. BINZER HOBOLT, Europe in Question, Referendums on European
Integration, Oxford University Press, New York, 2009.

122. H. KAELBLE, M. KIRSCH, A. SCHMIDT-GERNIG (eds), Transnationale Offentlichkeiten und
Identititen im 20. Jahrhundert, Campus, Frankfurt a.M., 2002; T. GEHRING, Die Europdische
Union als komplexe internationale Organisation. Wie durch Kommunikation und Entscheidung
soziale Ordnung entsteht, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2002; M. BARBATO, Regieren durch Argu-
mentieren. Macht und Legitimitdt politischer Sprache im Prozess der europdischen Integration,
Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2005; J. HAHN, L. HAIDA, K. MOK et al., Europa als Gegenstand poli-
tischer Kommunikation. Eine Fallstudie zur deutschen Ratsprdsidentschaft, Springer, Berlin, 2008.

123. H. KAELBLE, L. PASSERINI, European Public Sphere and European Identity in 20t Century
History, in: Journal of European Integration History, 2(2002), pp.5-8, with additional articles on
the origin of European openness and public spaces; M.-T. BITSCH, W. LOTH, C. BARTHEL
(dir.), Cultures politiques, opinions publiques et intégration européenne, Bruylant, Brussels, 2007;
J.-H. MEYER, The European Public Sphere. Media and Transnational Communication in Euro-
pean Integration 1969-1991, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2010.

124. M. KARAMA, Struktur und Wandel der Legitimationsideen deutscher Europapolitik, Europa
Union Verlag, Bonn, 2001; J. MATHER, Legitimating the European Union. Aspirations, Inputs
and Performance, Palgrave Macmillan, Basingstoke, 2006; G. MORGAN, The Idea of a European
Superstate. Public Justification and European Integration, Princeton University Press, Princeton,
Oxford, 2005.
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mentary published opinion, because we are still removed from a truly European pub-
lic.

6. The Europeanization of Europe by means of the opening of Central and Eastern
Europe: The revolutionary years of radical political change 1989-91 — including the
breakup of the actually existing Socialist forms of rule in Central, Eastern, and South-
eastern Europe and the end of the USSR — have still been grasped by the historio-
graphy recently,!25 but they have to be studied in a detailed historical analysis on the
effects of their European history and integration history dimensions on a comparable
national level, that is, including the effects of the ideological, political, and social
history dimension. Twenty-five years after these epoch-making breaks, the first large
and comparative historical analyses are possible. With regard to mass education and
adult education as well as above all else with a view toward school education in the
sense of political training for future-oriented didactics in contemporary history, they
are more necessary than ever.!26

7. The Europeanization by means of the culturalistic shift and the culturalization
of the EU: The anthropological and culturalistic change of the humanities and the
social sciences also left behind tracks in the historiography of Europe and of inte-
gration. Issues of experience, individual memories and the collective memory, iden-
tity and mentality awakened the interest of research.!27 Starting out from the Euro-
peanization of cultures, a culturalization of Europe occurred with that EU which in
the meantime had also understood culture as “goods” and “political capital”. That
makes the demand clear for access to integration history in terms of cultural diplo-
macy, policy, history and cultural studies.!?8 A history of the European capitals of

125. M. MALEK, A. SCHOR-TSCHUDNOWSKAIJA (eds), Der Zerfall der Sowjetunion. Ursachen —
Begleiterscheinungen — Hintergriinde, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2013; M. GEHLER, /989: Ambi-
valent Revolutions with different Backgrounds and Consequences, in: W. MUELLER, M. GEH-
LER, A. SUPPAN (eds), The Revolutions of 1989. A Handbook, Verlag der OAW, Vienna, 2015
pp-587-604.

126. A.BRAIT (ed.), Osterreich und die Ostoffinung 1989. Historisch-politische bildung. Themendos-
siers zur Didaktik von Geschichte, Sozialkunde und Politischer Bildung 2015, Nr. 8, see http://
www.didactics.eu/index.php?id=2899.

127. A.S.KROSSA, op.cit.; H. KONIG, J. SCHMIDT, M. SICKING (eds), op.cit.; C. KUHBERGER,
C. SEDMAK (eds), Europdische Geschichtskultur — Europdische Geschichtspolitik. Vom Erfin-
den, Entdecken, Erarbeiten der Bedeutung von Erinnerung fiir das Verstindnis und Selbstver-
stindnis Europas, Studienverlag, Innsbruck et al., 2009; W. S. KISSEL, U. LIEBERT (eds), Per-
spektiven einer europdischen Erinnerungsgemeinschaft. Nationale Narrative and transnationale
Dynamiken seit 1980, LIT Verlag, Berlin, 2010; P. PICHLER, Leben und Tod in der Europdischen
Union, Studienverlag, Innsbruck et al., 2014; Idem, Europa. Was die Europdische Union ist, was
sie nicht ist und was sie einmal werden konnte, Leykam, Graz, 2016.

128. Sport history as mass culture, such as soccer, remains a new field of research, see W. PYTA,
Geschichte des Fufsballs in Deutschland und Europa seit 1954, Kohlhammer, Stuttgart, 2013; W.
PYTA, N. HAVEMANN (eds), European Football and Collective Memory, Palgrave Macmillian,
Basingstoke, 2015.
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culture still exists,'?° but a cultural history of European unification or of the European
Union is a desideratum for the future in the sense of “European studies on integration
research”. 130

8. The Europeanization by means of economy and the economization of politics:
In order to clarify the importance, weighting, and reciprocal relationship of politics
and economics in the national, European and integration histories, fundamental issues
that to a large extent are unsolved still remain and thus so does a demand that is
oriented toward basic research.!3! Against this background, as an allusion to the re-
mark by former US President Bill Clinton, “It’s the economy, stupid!” the priority
actually has to be “economy first” and the writing of a history of Europe from the
perspective of need, demand and consumption. A Europeanization of consumers and
their behaviour had started to take place via goods and products.

9. The Europeanization of everyday life by means of impact and consumption: A
stronger integration of the history of everyday life and the history of the citizens!32
who were affected by the unification of Europe (in order to demonstrate the area of
conflict between “above” and “below”), but also a stronger integration of economic
history that is not seldom separated from it or even isolated into the history of Euro-
pean integration,!33 appears to possibly be more urgent and more necessary than the
further fulfilment of the need for the profiling of the historiography of European
integration on a cultural studies basis.

129. J. MITTAG (ed.), Die Idee der Kulturhauptstadt Europas. Anfinge, Ausgestaltung und Auswir-
kungen Europdischer Kulturpolitik, Klartext Verlag, Essen, 2008; K.K. PATEL (ed.), The Cultural
Politics of Europe: European Capitals of Culture and European Union since the 1980s, Routledge,
London, 2013.

130. C.KUHBERGER, D. MELLIES (eds), Inventing the EU. Zur De-Konstruktion von ,,fertigen Ge-
schichten” iiber die EU in deutschen, polnischen und osterreichischen Schulgeschichtsbiichern,
Wochenschau Verlag, Schwalbach, 2009; O. RATHKOLB (ed.), How to (re)write European
History. History and Text Book Projects in Retrospect, Studienverlag, Innsbruck et al., 2010; W.
KAISER, S. KRANKENHAGEN, K. POEHLS, Das Museum als Praxisfeld der Europdisierung,
Bohlau, Cologne et al., 2012; E. PFISTER, Europa im Bild. Imaginationen Europas in Wochen-
schauen in Deutschland, Frankreich, Grofsbritannien und Osterreich 1948-1959, Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, Gottingen, 2014.

131. A.S.MILWARD, Politics and Economics in the History of European Union, The Graz Schumpeter
Lectures, Graz, 2005; S. BROADBERRY, K.H. OROURKE, The Cambridge Economic History
of Modern Europe, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010; S. SCHIRMANN (ed.), L'Eu-
rope par l'économie? Des projets initiaux aux débats actuels, Peter Lang, Brussels, 2013.

132. J. NIELSEN-SIKORA, Europa der Biirger? Anspruch und Wirklichkeit der europdischen Eini-
gung — eine Spurensuche, Steiner, Stuttgart, 2009.

133. See for instance J. STORY, I. WALTER, Political Economy of Financial Integration in Europe.
The Battle of the Systems, Manchester University Press, Manchester, 1997.
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VIII. Europeanizations as reasons for the integration of Western Europe and
the uniting of all of Europe

According to the findings that have been cited, it should have become clear that
different forms of Europeanizations took place which contributed to the first phase
of Western Europe’s integration (1947/48 to 1957/58) and European unification
(1989 t02004/07) on an EU-membership level. In a book review, Wilfried Loth found
that ideas and institutions alone did not lead to the uniting of Europe.!3* The devel-
opment was actually more complex than the triple jump “ideas — institutions — unit-
ing” of a book title suggested.!3> But this tripartite presentation demonstrated that
nevertheless constructive initiatives (ideas) and permanent bodies (institutions) were
an indispensable component of a so called non-reversible development. At the core,
what was concerned for the periods starting in 1945-47 and 1989-91 were unique
alignments consisting of a combination of five factors, all of which worked together:

1. At the helm was a generation of political decision-makers in the second half of
1940s (and also later on in the first half of the 1950s) who were molded by experiences
intwo world wars and by resistance against authoritarian governments and totalitarian
dictatorships!3¢ (Europeanization by violence, war'3? and resistance experience) who
came to the conclusion that only cooperation could lead to a democratic, community
and humane Europe based upon fundamental rights. This was expressed by the
founding of the Council of Europe in 1949 and the drafting of the European Con-
vention on Human Rights (ECHR, formally: the Convention for the Protection of
Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms) in 1950 (entering into force in 1953).

2. The advance of the Red Army into Central and Eastern Europe, in connection
with the takeover by Communist regimes (Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and Poland) as
well as the danger of the spread of that ideology and its parties in Western Europe
made joining together, including against the Soviet Union and its allies (Europeaniza-
tion by Communist and Soviet threat), appear necessary, which became recognizable
in the founding of the Brussels Treaties in 1948 and NATO in 1949 (Europeanization
by treaty-making and transatlantization).

3. A completely defeated and prostrate Germany, which in the West in any case
was prepared for rehabilitation, reconstruction, reparations and cooperation with
France (Konrad Adenauer-Robert Schuman) also offered opportunities (Europea-

134. W. LOTH, Postmodernes Imperium. Geschichte und Gegenwartsprobleme der Europdischen
Union, in: Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, 31.01.2011, p.8.

135. M. GEHLER, Europa ..., op.cit., pp.539-553.

136. E. HOBSBAWM, Age of Extremes. The Short Twentieth Century 1914-1991, Michael Joseph,
London, 1994; N.M. NAIMARK, Fires of Hatred. Ethnic Cleansing in Twentieth Century Euro-
pe, Harvard University Press, Cambridge, 2001; E.D. WEITZ, 4 Century of Genocide. Utopias of
Race and Nation, Princeton University Press, Princeton, Oxford, 2003.

137. R. GERWARTH, S. MALINOWSKI, Europeanization through violence? War experiences and
the Making of Modern Europe, in: K.K. PATEL, M. CONWAY (eds), pp.189-209.
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nization by military defeat, political control and economic integration),'3® as was
already documented early on with the foundation of the ECSC in 1952.

4. Within the framework of a globally oriented system of economic and monetary
order through the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade (GATT) (Europeanization by internationalization and globaliza-
tion), American reconstruction assistance (European Recovery Program, ERP) (Eu-
ropeanization by Americanization [?]'3%) for Western Europe created a first alliance
for the liberalization of trade and payments, which became possible with the Orga-
nization for European Economic Co-operation (OEEC) in 1948 and the European
Payments Union (EPU) in 1950, forming starting points for currency convertibility
in the form of the European Monetary Agreement (EMA) in 1958 and the customs
union of the EEC in 1968 (Europeanization by market economy).

5. The increasing process of the emancipation of the former European colonies as
a result of the Second World War affected four out of the six founding states of the
ECSC and the EEC (first and foremost France, but also Italy, Belgium and the
Netherlands) and favoured the concentration on intra-European cooperation and its
intensification (Europeanization by decolonization).'40

Thus in the first decade after the war, conditions and foundations were present
which made integration in Western Europe possible and could offer the opportunities
for a possible later uniting of the entire continent. The political uniting of the continent
became possible starting from 1989/90 by means of the opening of the East and the
end of the USSR in 1991. It was prepared in the wake of the establishment of the
Single Market in 1993, and it was set as a goal in the course of the second half of the
1990s.141 Against the background of the five aspects named above, it reads like an
analogy that has been shifted in time in an almost mirror-image manner — a circle that
was to close. Once again, it consists of a combination of five factors that worked
together:

1. The generation which acted substantially in a political manner in the second
half of the 1980s in Europe still had a personal reference to the period of dictatorships
and to the Second World War, or else it still experienced the Cold War and the division
of the continent itself as active politicians (Europeanization by Cold War and dicta-
torship experience within a divided Europe).

138. L. HERBST (ed.), Westdeutschland 1945-1955. Unterwerfung, Kontrolle, Integration, Olden-
bourg, Munich, 1986; Idem, Option fiir den Westen. Vom Marshallplan bis zum deutsch-franzé-
sischen Vertrag, dtv, Munich, 1989.

139. Compare K. JARAUSCH, H. SIEGRIST (eds), Amerikanisierung und Sowjetisierung. Eine ver-
gleichende Fragestellung zur deutsch-deutschen Nachkriegsgeschichte, in: Idem (eds), Amerika-
nisierung und Sowjetisierung in Deutschland 1945-1970, Campus, Frankfurta.M., 1997, pp.11-46,
arguing that americanization in Germany was seen also critically and associated as being “non-
european .

140. G. GARVANI, After Empires.: European Integration, Decolonization, and the Challenge from the
Global South, 1957-1986, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2012.

141. G. GRIN, The Battle of the Single European Market. Achievements and Economics 1945-2000,
Routledge, London, New York, Bahrain, 2003.
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2. At the end of the 1980s, the Soviet Union found itself in a unique condition of
financial and economic weakness. That is why under Mikhail Gorbachev it loosened
its grip on the “brother states” of Central and Southeastern Europe, before it was itself
to experience a never-before-imagined rapid implosion in 1991 which was also as-
sociated with the end of its system of organization of the Council of Mutual Economic
Cooperation (COMECON) and the Warsaw Pact (Europeanization by communist
defeat and Soviet implosion).14?

3. The Federal Republic of Germany determinedly took advantage of the chances
that were offered for unity with the German Democratic Republic (GDR), but in any
case the new Germany preserved its ties to the West (NATO), remained true to its
(payment) obligations within the context of European integration and continued the
cooperation with France within the framework of a new EU#3 (Europeanization by
continuous forced integration) — in spite of both new and continuing differences in
opinion (in the issues of the speed and extent of the EU’s “Eastern Enlarge-
ment”, !4 the French project of the “Mediterranean Union” and with the actions for
managing the financial market, currency, and economic crises).

4. The “Eastern Enlargement” of NATO that was carried out with the determina-
tion of the USA to include the Central and Southern countries of Eastern Europe
starting from the late 1990s anticipated and flanked the EU's “Eastern Enlargement”
and formed an essential geostrategical and security policy precondition for EU-Eu-
rope’s political unification (Europeanization by NATOization of the future EU). This
also caused new dangers of destabilization in the Eastern parts of the continent
(Georgia conflict 2008; Russian-Ukrainian war 2014-15).

5. The changed forms of rapidly transforming globalized economic development
with new competitors on the world markets in the wake of the decolonization of
postcolonialism (such as the Arab Spring 2011) compelled the Europeans as the for-
mer colonial powers to continue to preserve their cohesion (Re-Europeanization by

142. V. MASTNY, M. BYRNE (eds), 4 Cardboard Castle? An Inside History of the Warsaw Pact
1955-1991, CEU Press, Budapest, New York, 2005; F. UMBACH, Das rote Biindnis. Entwicklung
und Zerfall des Warschauer Paktes 1955-1991, Ch. Links Verlag, Berlin 2005; T. DIEDRICH, W.
HEINEMANN, C.F. OSTERMANN (eds), Der Warschauer Pakt. Von der Griindung bis zum
Zusammenbruch 1955 bis 1991, Ch. Links Verlag, Berlin, 2009.

143. L.KUHNHARDT, European Union — The Second Founding. The Changing Rationale of European
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new forms of decolonization and globalization) and, in the wake of recent challenges
and current conflicts, to blaze new trails for the management of crises and the solution
of problems, including at the intergovernmental institutional level like the European
Financial Stability Facility (EFSF) of 2010, the European Fiscal Pact (EFP) of 2012,
the European Stability Mechanism (ESM) of 2012 and the European Banking Union
(EBU) of 2014 (Europeanization by reinvented intergovernmentalism and institu-
tionalization).

What may be said in conclusion on the background of and reasons for the two
developments within the context of Europeanization and European integration? As
much as research has endeavoured to portray thus far, to trace back to the Middle
Ages the roots and structures of “Europe’s separate path” (Michael Mitterauer),'43 or
to view the Modern Era along with modernism as the explanation model for European
integration (Guido Thiemeyer)!4® or even the principle of rationality (Max We-
ber!'47 and Silvio Vietta),'#® which are worthy of note as socioeconomic and devel-
opment-dependent backgrounds and intellectual history preconditions, it was indeed
primarily reasons related to the political situation and reasons that were time-specific
— that is, those of contemporary history — which made possible the integration of
Western Europe (1948-1968) including the EEC-Customs Union and, in the end, also
the unification of Europe (1989 to 2004/07). In the methodology — that is, the pro-
cedures — a role was played from the Middle Ages or from the Modern Era that was
not inconsiderable by the division and separation of powers in Central European
experiences and traditions and by the industry (industrialization), modernism (mod-
ernization), and rationality (rationalization) of Western European experiences and
traditions. These trends can also be subsumed under the code word “Europeaniza-
tions”.

The most exciting and thrilling paradigm shift was experienced by Germany
within the framework of the sixty-five years of unification development from the
Marshall Plan (1947/48) to the Fiscal Pact (2012). Originally, the integration project
served as its control and integrating primarily under French direction (1950-90), while
today it serves the safeguarding and protection of the cohesion of the EU, whereby
the crisis management took place essentially under German direction (1992-2015).
It is not only national foreign policy but also Germany’s politics which have experi-
enced Europeanizations. And conversely, in contrast to the old Bonn Republic, the
new united and enlarged Berlin Republic — along with the EU that to a large extent
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is sponsored (financed) by it — has not only taken on the characteristic of a central
power of Europe,!4? but rather more than ever has also stepped up to the world po-
litical stage as a trade and economic power and has also taken on the role as the
guardian of Europe’s currency. What can be observed is a double German Europea-
nization: Germany was and is Europeanized, and its integration policy Europeanizes
other member states. !0

IX. Final Remarks

In a double sense, “Europeanization” means to both Europeanize someone or some-
thing and to be Europeanized. Because it includes actions, adaptations, and reactions
(in the words of Arnold J. Toynbee, “challenge” and “response”), the term should be
used in the plural. Europeanizations have to be seen as a highly complex process on
different levels with various types. As has been demonstrated, a multitude of Euro-
peanizations have existed and continue to exist. It is a task of the historiography of
Europe as well as historical research in European integration to reconstruct multiple
Europeanizations: firstly in a general approach to pre-European integration history
and secondly in a manner that is more oriented toward contemporary history and case
studies (related to different phases from the ERP to the EU). One thing seems to be
clear: deep-rooted Europeanizations of an older type have been mixed with EU Eu-
ropeanizations of a more recent kind that are still ongoing and progressing. It will be
up to future research to differentiate them, because the dynamics of European inte-
gration succeed in activating older Europeanizations while also developing new ones.
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