
combinés avec les réussites analytiques et théoriques notées ci-dessus, font de ce
premier livre de David Sanschagrin une contribution valable et précieuse à la science
politique canadienne.
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This book describes and analyzes the impact of “Europeanization” on the domestic pol-
itics of Italy by looking at examples drawn from agricultural, cohesion and employment
policies. Graziano’s book is one volume in a series analyzing empirically the influence
of Europeanization on the nation state in Europe. He does so through a comparative case
study on the adaptation of the Italian political system in its bureaucratic ability to
respond and adapt to Brussels’ communitarian entreaties that have evolved since the in-
ception of the treaty of Rome in 1957. The author examines in great detail the impact of
EU decisions on the politics and policy making of Italian governments for over half a
century.

He does so first by looking at the theoretical literature as a framework for analysis
and then delving into the specific case studies, namely the evolution of the common ag-
ricultural policy, the financial instruments linked to regional development, and later
Brussels’ investments in employment and training.

What stands out in terms of both modelling and empirical analysis is the uneven
capacity of successive Italian governments to contribute actively to the formulation of
common communitarian policies. While Italy participated in all aspects of decision
making, its ability to influence agendas and to set trends has been historically rather
weak. Only in the last two decades, have various Italian governments been able to con-
tribute to policy formulation in Brussels, and to see domestic interest groups and bureau-
cratic structures adapt to the funding and entreaties emanating from Brussels. However,
it is also interesting to notice, as Graziano does, that in the last two decades, the rise of
non-traditional parties in Italy, such as the Lega Nord, have demonstrated that there is
some negative reaction toward the European Union. In fact, a poll showed that in
Italy and even in the rest of Europe, support for Europeanization and stronger political
power in communitarian intuitions has been in relative decline.

In the Italian case, one salient aspect of the relationship between Rome and
Brussels is the relative lack of interest of the electorate at large regarding
Europeanization, communitarian policies and European elections. On the positive
side, there is some evidence that the governments in Rome were, in time, able to get
the Italian bureaucratic structure to adapt more efficiently to Brussels’ entreaties.
What stands out until recently, is the relative inefficiency of the Italian political structure
to use European funds for specific domestic development. In the case of regional poli-
cies, Graziano hints at some of the failures of Italy’s own plans for closing the gap
between northern and southern Italy in terms of income and structural modernization.

Another feature that stands out is the relative inability of Italy, and by extension some
other southern Mediterranean countries, to close the economic gap between northern and
southern Europe, a gap that continues to persist. While it is true that Italy went through a
long period of economic modernization following the catastrophe of World War II, she is
still behind the rest of Europe in terms of employment and other welfare standards.

Graziano’s work stands out because it is an area of analysis that is not amenable to
insights without an outstanding grasp of the Byzantine bureaucratic structure and
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decision making of the Italian republic. While it is true that there have been prime min-
isters and individual ministers in the Italian government who were competent and led
Italy successfully through various economic and political crises, what strikes an
outside observer is the stagnation of the Italian economic system in the last decade.
From this last standpoint, the creation of a European central bank and a common curren-
cy seems to have not been a success in terms of resolving some of the issues that those
three case studies which Graziano focuses on, namely agricultural, cohesion and em-
ployment policies were supposed to resolve. Perhaps the common agricultural policy
could be considered a success in terms of its evolution and its contribution to the ratio-
nalization of agriculture in Western Europe. As Europe evolves, it will be interesting to
see to what extent the Italian state and its structures will adapt to Europeanization, es-
pecially in resolving the challenges in the international system that are now categorized
under the term globalization. It will also be interesting to see how a possible free trade
agreement between the United States and the European Union may challenge some im-
portant aspects of the European economy, principally agriculture.

The current political instability in the Arab world and the continuous economic
stagnation of Italy have found the Italian political elites avoiding some tough decisions
by claiming that the solution has to be found only via Brussels, thus exempting them-
selves from their inability to modernize a political system in dire need of responding
to the challenges that face Italy in the twenty-first century. What stands out in
Graziano’s book in the final analysis is how the Italian political elites followed
Europe and were led by it rather than directing actively the policies emanating from
Brussels, leaving this task to Germany, France, and the Eurocrats in Brussels.
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Pierre Rosanvallon s’efforce depuis plusieurs années non seulement de comprendre
l’histoire du développement et des métamorphoses de la démocratie dans les sociétés
occidentales, mais également de poser les conditions de possibilité d’un renouvellement
à l’exercice de la participation civique des citoyens dans le monde contemporain. Il est
sur ce point l’un des penseurs, du moins dans le monde francophone, les plus originaux,
féconds et stimulants.

Son dernier ouvrage, Le bon gouvernement, s’inscrit dans ce projet. Après avoir
examiné la démocratie-citoyenne, la démocratie-régime et la démocratie-forme de
société, il aborde maintenant ce qu’il appelle la quatrième dimension de la
démocratie, c’est-à-dire la démocratie-gouvernement au sein de laquelle la figure de
la présidentialisation du pouvoir est centrale. Rosanvallon n’est certes pas le premier
auteur à s’alarmer de la concentration de l’action politique dans les mains d’un seul
homme. Mais il démontre de manière judicieuse qu’il n’en a pas toujours été ainsi.
Lors de la Révolution française, les Jacobins s’étaient fait un devoir de refuser la
création d’un pouvoir exécutif puissant. L’élaboration de la Constitution de l’An 1 est
là pour le démontrer (chapitre 1, 45). Aux yeux de Rosanvallon, il faudra attendre le
déclenchement de la Première Guerre mondiale pour voir surgir ce phénomène de crois-
sance du pouvoir exécutif (70). Ce pouvoir va, du moins en France, avec l’élection du
Président de Gaulle au cours des années cinquante, croître de manière exponentielle pour
atteindre son apogée dans le contexte actuel.
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