
Descriptif d’enseignement / Course descriptions 
2nd year, second semester 

 

Titre du cours  
Sociology of European and international institutions.  

Type de cours : Cours magistral  
Langue du cours/Language of instruction : English 

 

Enseignant(s) – Professor(s) 

Nom Prénom  Bois Julien and Leconte Cécile 
Titre ou profession 
Bois, Julien – postdoctoral researcher, University of Liège 
Leconte, Cécile – Maîtresse de conférences HDR en science politique, IEP de Lille - CERAPS 

Contact :  
julien.bois@uliege.be 
cecile.leconte@sciencespo-lille.eu 
Résumé du cours – Objectifs - Course description – Targets 

 
The purpose of this seminar is to familiarize students with the actors driving European integration, 
and to compare those with other international organisations and national administrations. It will thus 
stress the specificities of agents working in the “Brussels bubble”, raise concrete knowledge about 
the field of Eurocracy and connect these issues with broader debates of integration and of 
comparative politics. It will particularly stress the disembeddedness of Brussels-based agents from 
the rest of society (the ‘no demos’ thesis, a common feature of IOs) and address the prospects of re-
embedding European issues in the territories of member states (reappropriation by national 
administrations, local actors). This remoteness of European affairs led commentators to argue for a 
depoliticization of the field of Eurocracy, with an emphasis on bureaucracy and a strong logic of 
compromise between various stakeholders when forging in common the rules of the Single Market. 
The consequence is that EU professionals, working for or orbiting around the institutions, have 
unique profiles and trajectories that the seminar will unpack.  

 

EU policies are also shaped by actors located outside of Brussels. Other EU institutions and national 

administrations are applying, diluting or driving the development of contemporary European 

politics. The seminar will thus take students to Luxembourg, Frankfurt and other European cities to 

show that judges, central bankers and grassroot NGOs are among a handful of actors that 

accompany the organs of the institutional triangle (Commission, Council, Parliament) in the 

drafting and implementation of European policies 

 
 

Evaluation - Assessment 



 

An oral presentation (by groups of 4-5, tbc), of maximum 20 minutes (with a Powerpoint 
presentation) + a paper on the same topic (with the same group) that takes into accounts the feeback 
of the course supervisors on the oral presentation (due for the last class).  
 

Plan – Séances - Course outline 

 
Part I. Setting the scene: The governance of “Europe” and the EU’s bureaucratic field 

 

 Class 1. A government without society: the EU and the “no-demos” thesis (C. Leconte) 

 Class 2. The socio-history of the “Brussels bubble” and of the EU bureaucratic field (C. 

 Leconte) 

Part II. Dissecting the government of the EU: the sociology of EU professionals in Brussels 

Class 3. Executive, government or secretariat? The European Commission (C. Leconte) 

Class 4. Independent interest representation or right arm of the institutions? Brussels-based 

 civil society (C. Leconte) 

Class 5. Speaking on behalf or about the European Union? Media coverage and public 

 relations (C. Leconte) 

Class 6. Representative, expert and transnational? The European Parliament (C. Leconte) 

Class 7. When national executives turn into the EU’s co-legislator and constituent power: 

 the Council of the EU and the European Council (ministers, COREPER) (J. Bois) 

Class 8. National civil servants as co-legislators and enforcers of EU legislation: working 

 groups of the Council and comitology committees (J. Bois) 

 Part III. Shaping policies from afar: EU professionals outside of Brussels 

Class 9. Forging, substantiating and quashing the legislation of the EU: the Court of Justice 

 of the European Union (J. Bois) 

Class 10. A policy-specific institution turned a cornerstone of European governance: the 

 European Central Bank (J. Bois) 

Class 11. EU actions on the ground: national administrations and the appraisal of EU 

 policies (J. Bois) 

Class 12. Conclusion: Taking stock of the prosopography of EU professionals: Advantages 

 and pitfalls of sociological approaches of the EU (J. Bois) 
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