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Abstract

Party politics in the European Parliament consists of competition
between transnational party groups, each consisting of multiple
national member parties from the EU's 27 member states.
Characterizing the policy space that these parties inhabit and their
ideological positions is both practically and conceptually challenging.
In this paper we characterize this policy competition by tracking EP
political groups from threseparatepriginal expert surveys taken in
2004, 2007, and 201We look at the relativpositioning of the groups

on multiple dimensions of policy, as well as changes in party group
policy since 2004Additionally, we characterize the policy cohesion of
party groups by examining the relative positions of each groupOs
constituent partiesysing independennational levelexpert surveys.
The results reinforce previous findings that EP party groups not only
occupy the entire range of the lefyht spectrum, but alsare clearly
distinguishable from onenother in policy terms. Moreover, their
national party makeup consists of parties that are broadly cohesive in
terms oftheir policy locations.
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As the Europan Parliament (EP) has expanded in size and power, its pajitegds
have grown in importancdJnlike the national political parties that they comprise,
however, EP party groups consist not of legislators elected directly as party group
members, but ther of collections of affiliated MEPs elected as membedsbihct
national parties. The resulting need for MEPs to answer to both ndeerbbnd EP
level principals gives rise to dual agent problem, and tassociatedlifficulties of
maintainingdiscipline and cohesionithin theparty groupsave been subject to
recentstudy(Hix, Noury and Roland 2007; Meserve et al 2009; RatAiy,

McElroy and Benoit 2010 The difficulty in maintaining cohesion firther
exacerbated by theery dynamicnature of party competition in the 27 member state
where parties enter and exit the political arena in response to changing national
conditions.

This dynamism in policy competition at the national level directly affects EP
party groups. Over time, partyayps split and merge, some cease to exist, and new
ones are created. In addition, national party members as well as individual MEPs may
switch affiliations in between elections. Not just at European elections therefore, but
also in between elections, pagroups must formulate and reformulate their policy
positions on a number of political dimensions. Much of this policy positioning is to
attract additional national parties into the ranks of EP groups, but it also serves to
represent the party group ditlycto the European electorate, and to guide its stance
on the legislative issues that arise in the Parliament.

A key questiorthat arises for students of the European Utieneforeis how
bestto locate EP party groups in policy space, and what thasafi®th conceptually
and practically. Placing parties in policy space has long formed a challenging

measurement problem for political researcheigeneral becausene can never
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know directly and objectively what are the dimensions, the metrics, acdrieet
measurement tools (see Benoit and Laver 2006). Locating EP party groups,poses a
even greatechallenge due to their muparty characteand the particularly dynamic
environment in which they operatelcElroy and Benoit 2007)t is our contenbn

that asexpert surveys take into accoumanyaspects of party policy, theffer a

good means for gasuring thg@olicy positioning of European party groudsxpert
surveys do not suffer the limitationsmanifestebased measures that &imited by
the fact that not all political groups issue Euromanifedtapert surveys also tend to
be much more informed than measures based on mass opinion finassd,so

few European voters are familiar wi## partygroups thathe standard placement
questdnis not even asked iBuropean electiosurveys:

In this paperwe apply expert survey methodologies to update the McElroy and
Benoit (2007) measures of EP party group policy positions taken in 2004. Our update
coversthe mid-termof the 8" legislative sessio(2007), as well as thiirst period of
the 7" Legislature(early2010. More particularly this paper explores the extent to
which party competition in the EP helsangedn recent years following enlargement
and Treaty change$he mper proceeds as followsirst, we outlinethe partisan
structure of the European Parliament and the process by which political groups form
and evolve, and trace the main changes in political groups that have taken place over
the course of the period undavestigationrand outline why we should expect change
in the period 200£010. Nextwe report estimates of EP party group policy positions
using two new and previously unpublished expert surveys, one taken during the

middle of the 6th Parliament, andeotaken nine months after the elections of 2009.

! One further alternative is to weight the voter positioning of all of the national parties that make up a
group to arrive at a measure of policy position using, for example, European Election Study data
(Gschwend et al 2010). But this approach is vedyrétt and as we demonstrate later in the paper,
political groups are more than the weighted sum of their parts.
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We thenprofile the diversity of national party members in eachypgmupusingthe
mostrecent nationalevel expert srvey estimates of party policy. Finally, we

concludewith a general discussion ofahesults.

THE PARTISAN STRUCTURE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT

Party politics in the European Union is characterized by competition at two different
levels. At the national level, political parties contest national, regional and local
elections. At a transnational level, national parties also compete in electiceatf®r
in the European Parliament (EP). National political parties remain the basic
organizational unit for both the national and European elections, controlling access to
ballots, representing policy, and organizing election campaigns. National political
parties also form the primary constituent units of the party groups in the EP, coming
together to formransnational political entitie®olitical groups comprise multiple
national level political parties, with as many as 45 separate national parties coming
together to form @ official Group

Over the course of the European ParliamentOs history there has been a
considerable degree of fluidity in the party systeithin the ParliamentNational
parties frequently change their affiliations, and both EP gmrdyps and national
parties come and go, change their names and also their policy positions ovar time.
total, more than twenty political groups have existed between 1979 and 2010, with
upwards of ten groups at any one time. Appetrdiists all the poltical groups that
have existed since the ParliamentOs foundation. Some of the groups have been
relatively shordlived (e.g. Identity, Sovereignty and Tradition [IT@hich lasted a
mere ten months), whilethers have been merely heterogeneous collections o

national parties that formed in order to be eligible for the benefits of group
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membership (such as speaking time and committee cHaiegjdition to changes in
the party groups themselves, national parties also switch affiliation between existing
groups. This type of switching isftenmotivated by factors internal to the European
Parliamentsuch aslisagreements over policy or the spoils of parliamentary office.
Despite such fluidity in the party system of the European Parliament, the main
party graups have become increasingly cohesive and powerful ove(Rmeio,
1997; Hix Noury and Rolan@007) Levels of voting cohesion have been rising
across parliamentary sessions, especially for the three largest political groups,
notwithstanding increasés the overall size of the EP (from its original 142 MEPSs to
its current 735) and the number of member stéftessthus have an interesting
juxtaposition of highmembershigurnover in the EBf both individual MEPs and
national partiesvith the continuedristitutionalization of the political grouosiilt
around national parties and their MEPs.
There arsmumerougeasons to expect changes dutimg period 200£010in
both the positions and number of the political groups and the palmpopcy
dimensions on which these groups compete. First, the EU expanded significantly in
this period with two rounds of enlargements todhst. The European Parliament
increased in size by over a quarter from 626 members to (temporarily) 785 members.
These new members constitute 27 percent of the current 735 elected representatives.
This sudden increase in numbers may have acted as a realigning shock to the system,
especially when one considers that the new members are from party systems that are
not fully institutionalized and in which the old social cleavages of Western European
do not neatly apply.
Second, the period also witnessed a significant rise in the number of

Euroskeptic MEPs. Once seen as a fringe grouingskeptidEPshavemoved



PARTY POSITIONS IN THEEP -- p6

centrestage, reflecting a general rise in Euroskepticism in the member states of the
EU (de Vries and Edwards 2009). All of the member states nowdaawe form of
Euroskeptigparty competing inEuropearelections. In the 2009 elections, theright

also won sbstantial support in some member states where they were not traditionally
strong, for example the Netherlands, Austria, Denmark, Finland and the United
Kingdom.This strengthening of the right and far right should have an impact on the
axes of competitiom the EP, given both groupings are strongly Euroskeypiitc

socially conservative

Third and more generally, electoral volatility at the national level and the
associated party system change and fragmentation should be reflected in the number
and naturef parties elected to the EPhevote sharesf establishe@nd incumbent
partiesdropped in many member states acrossasiedecadeln Germanyfor
instancethe share of the vote of the main parties has dropped from the traditional 75
percent plugo less than 68 percent. This volatility is only magnified at the European
elections. An extraordinary 45 percent of all national parties represented in the
European Parliament in May 20@4&renot represented in the pe&d09 European
Parliament. This lesl of turnover and volatility can be expected to impact party
competition within the EP itself.

Finally, EU Treaty changes may have had some impact on internal EP party
competition. The passage of the Lisbon Treaty (anticipation and eventual ratification)
had a significant impact on the internal legislative processes of the European
Parliament. The cdecision (now ordinary legislative) procedure was extended to
nearly 50 new areas of policy increasing the powers of the EP in a host of key areas
such as adum, the common agricultural policy and policies relating to the Ogeneral

economic interestO. We should expect these issue areas to become more important in
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internal parliamentary politics as a result. For instance, given the redistributive nature
of the CAP and the contested question of immigrgtise might expect the salience
of these issue areas to increase now that the EP is a veto player in these policy areas.
On the other hand, the balance of power in the EP has remained constant over
the course ofhe past decade. The European PeopleOs Party (EPP) wrested control of
the top spot from the Party of European Socialists (PES) in 1999 and has not
relinquished it in subsequent electipnath its overall share of seats remaining
surprisingly constant ataund 36 percent. The second largest group, the Socialists
have seen their overall share of seats drop slightly from 28 percent to 25 percent but
they are still far larger than the Liberal grouping, whose share of seats, while
increasingly slightly, stilplaces them firmly in a distant third position, though
potentially holding the balance of powétiX and Noury 2008 This element of
stability and continuity in political groups may dampen the impact of any of the

realigning factors outlined above.

PARTY GROUPS IN THE 2009ELECTED PARLIAMENT

The immediate post election period in the European Parliament is generally a time of
change and the 2009 election was no different. Two new political groups were
formed, over fifty of the national parties representetthe previous legislature failed
to elect any MERsand almost seventy new national parties gained representation. In
this section, we briefly outlindhe major changes that took plaaed provide an
overview of the relative size of each group.

The dissolution of th&Jnion for a Europe of Nations (UEN)youping in 2009
was one of the more notable features of the post election realigiirherittEN had

been in existence in one form or another since 1994 but was not reconstituted after the
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2009 eletions. The largest national party within tH&N, the ItalianNational

Alliance, had merged at the domestic level with Berluscafi@s: talia in March

2009 to form the People of Freedom and stuck Wittza ItaliaOs prior affiliation

with the EPP. Andter key player in the group, Ireland@sina Fail, had long been
looking for an alternative group to join as it was uncomfortable with the Euroskeptic
profile of UEN and took the opportunity to join the Liberals.

The disappearance tife UEN had repercwsons for the
Independence/Democracy Group (iD), as it was one of the main suitors for those
parties of the UEN lefhomelessLega Nord, Order and Justice (Lithuania) and the
Danish People's Party launched the new Europe of Freedom and Democracy (EFD)
group with what was left of iD after the electiofhe remaining national parties from
the UEN,For Fatherland and Freedom (Latvia), Law and Justice (Poland) and
Christian Union (Netherlandsjoined the other new Euroskeptic political group in the
EP, theEuropean Conservative and Reformists Group (EQRis latter groupvas
spearheaded by the British Conservative Partych left the European PeopleOs
Party after many tense year3his newgroup is based on conservative values and a
shared belief in a nefederal Europe

[Table 1about here]

Table 1summarizes the compositiontbie political groups at the time of our
two newexpert surveys, in October 2007 and April 2010. In both periods the
European PeopleOs Party was the largest group with opercghit of the seats. The
Party of European Socialists (renamed the Group of Socialists & Demioc2ax39)
maintained a steady state also with around a quarter of the total seats in both 2007 and
2010. The Liberals (ALDE) experienced a temporary boastimbers with the

accession of Bulgaria and Romania in early 2007 and while their overall percent of
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seats marginally decreased in the 2009 elections, it was in line with their 2004
election seat share. The Greens experienced a significant boost irctimmgle
increasing their presence from 5.5 percent to over 7 percent and are now ranked as the
fourth largest group in the EBespiteonceagain failing to win any seatsom the 12
newest member states in the 2009 elections.

It can be seen from Tabletiat the election of 2009 did not radically affect
the general balance of power in the European Parliament. With the exception of the
demise of the UEN and creation of the new ECR Group, the party systems of 2007
and 2009 are rather similar to that of 200t bears repeating, however, that the
aggregate numbers do hide a significant amount of change within the party groups
themselves which may be reflected in overall group policy positions as well as the

importance they place on particular policy dimensi

UPDATING THE EXPERT SURVEYS OF EP POLICY POSITIONS

Our expert survey methodology applied in 2007 and 2010 followed the same basic
procedure as McElroy and Benoit (2007). After updating our list of academic experts
on the European Parliament, we sedividual invitation emails containing a link to
the webbased, Englisttanguage survey questionnaire. Approximately three weeks
later, a followup email was sent reminding experts to participate had they not yet
done so. In all, for the 2007 survey veeeived 25 responses based onrd&ations,
for a response rate of 37 percent. In the 2010 survey, we received 19 responses from
42 invitations, for a response rate of 45 percénése compared to a 67% response
rate from the 2004 exerciséhich solicital 36 experts

The only substantive changes we made to the survey questionnaire concerned

the updating of the party groups to be located, and the addition of a dimension related
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to decentralization policy that had been omitted from the 20@4tionnaireThis
dimension was worded as follows:
Decentralization/Subsidiarity

Insists orthe subsidiarity principle in all administration and decisioaking. (1)
Accepts more centralized Eldvel administration and decisionaking. (20)

RESULTS FROM THE EXPERT SURVEYS
Left-Right Positioning
A full statistical summary of th2010results of the expert locations of the party
groups on each policy dimension is presented in AppehdiXigure 1 portrays the
differences in lefright positions fom the 2010survey,along with 95% confidence
intervals.
[Figure 1 about here]

At the far left of the political spectrum is the European United Left/Nordic
Green Left (GUE/NGL), with a mean value of 2.9 (95% CI: 2.3, 3.5), followed by the
Greens (Gr/EFA) at 4.4 (3.7, 5.1he three largest party groups, the Socialists
(S&D), the Liberals (ALDE), and the European PeopleOs Party (EPP) occupied
positions on the lefof-center, center, and rigbf-center at 7.8 (7.2, 8.4), 11.9 (11,
12.7), and 13.5 (12.9, 14.2) respectively. e far right of the policy scale, we see
the newly formed or reformed groups European Conservative and Reformist Group
(ECR) and Europe of Freedom and Democracy (EFD), scoring 17.1 (16.3, 17.9) and
18.6 (17.9, 19.4) respectively.

The positioning and oeting of these main groupings is completely consistent
with the 2004 survey results reported in McElroy and Benoit (2007), although the

ECR and EFD are new incarnations of ritgr@ining party groups that did not exist in

2The table of results from the 2007 survey, datasets of both surveys, and the full survey questionnaires
are available from a webased appetix located ahttp://anonymous
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earlier surveys. In addition, eagtoupOs position is statistically distinguishable from
the positions of its neighbors, based on the 95% confidence intervals. Party groups not
only span the entire lefight policy spectrum in the EP, but also occupy regions of

the leftright policy spacehat are distinct from one another.

Policy Positioning in Two Dimensions

Policy positioning in the European Parliament is at leastdiw@nsional, it has been
argued Hix and Lord 1997(Gabel and Hix, 2004yIcElroy and Benoit 2007),
consistingof a dimesion of leftright policy as well as relative preferences
concerning the scope and character of further European integration. In national
political settings, Benoit and Laver (2006) demonstrated that nearly all political
competition can be plausibly placed two separable dimensions of policy, one
related to economic lefight, and a second related to social liberalism versus moral
conservatism. In Figures 2 and 3, we plot the-tlivoensional positions of the main
party groups on both pairs of dimensiomacking their positioning over time across
the 2004, 2007, and 2010 surveys. Here we have abstracted the precise groupings into
their broad categories, such that the OLiberalO grouping (for example) consists of the
ELDR in 2004, and ALDE from 2002010°
[Figure 2 about here]

Figure 2 contrasts party group positions on two OstandardO dimensions of

economic leftright, represented by attitudes toward the regulation of markets, and

social liberalism versus moral conservatisBroadly speaking, the alignmieof

% The precise equivalencies are as follows. Left: GUE/NGL; Green: Gr/EFA and Verts (2004);
Socialist: PSE/PES (2062007), S&D (2010); Liberals: ALDE and ELDR (2004); Christian
Democrats: PP (2004, 2010) and EFED (2007); Conservatives: ECR (2010); Right: EDD, iD,
EFD. The UEN and ITS are represented as their own categories.

* The wording of these two dimensions is as follolsregulationFavours high levels of regulation
and control othe marked, such as telecommunications (1), versaours deregulation at every
opportunity (20) Social: Favours liberal policies on matters such as homosexual law, abortion, and
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party positions in ondimensional, split into two broad camps of left and right. The
exception is the Liberal grouping, which lies to the right on economic policy but to
the left on social policy, consistent with classic liberal party positionirthese two
dimensions. Interestingly, there are no party groupings in the center of the space, and
the two large clusters contain different party groups that are quite close to one
another. On the right, the Christian Democratic grouping is more cenamstiif
UEN, the Conservative, or the Right groups, but only by a few points on each
dimension. On the left, similarly, the Socialists are more centrist than the Greens or
Left groups, but not by much. Finally, the evolution of party positions over time
shaws remarkable stability, with only the Greens appearing to have moved
significantly, and then only on the economic dimension (to the left).

[Figure 3 about here]

In Figure 3, the party groups are plotted on the two dimensions of general left
right and onef anti versus proEU Authority> Here we see a considerably different
pattern, where the classic Oinvert#d shape emerges from mapping support for EU
integration onto leftight positioning (Hooghe and Marks 2002). Party groups on both
extremes areeks favorable to continued expansion of the scope of EU authority,
versus more centrist parties. While the Right, Conservative, and UEN groups are
highly Euroskeptic as expected, we also see the Left as not onlykEptiosbut also
becoming increasinglgo with each survey. Despite also having agreironmental
component, the GUE/NGLOs position on the European policy dimension also clearly

distinguishes it from the main Green grouping.

euthanasia (1), versus: Opposes liberal policies on matters such askoatdswv, abortion, and
euthanasia (20).

® Here the question wording was: EU AuthoriBavours increasing the range of areas in which the EU
can set policy (1)versus: Favours reducing the range of areas in which the EU can set policy (20). In
Figure 3 the scale is inverted so that 1 represents theEahtosition.
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[Figure 4a,babout here]

Policy Change from 2004 to 2010

The analyses in two dimensions also suggested that movement of party groups in
policy space was rather limited. To examine the question of change in more detail, we
have compared the positioning of our broad groupings from 2004 to 2010. Figures 4a
and 4b pot the change along each dimension of the major groupings, along with a
95% confidence interval for the change shown by the lines overlaid on each bar.
When the capped line overlaps the origin, it means that the change cannot be
distinguishedstatisticaly. The results reinforce some of our earlier interpretations. On
the question of EU Authority, the Greens became more Euroskeptic (with the positive
change here indicating greater skepticism for further expansion of EU authority as
well as the EU Federatis dimension with regard to how the EU would be held
accountabl®. The Greens also became more skeptical towards involving the EU in
collective security mission’'sThe Socialists moved slightly to the left on Deregulation
policy, and the Christian Democsatvere placed slightly more to the right in 2010
than they had been in 2004. Finally, on the specific issue of immigration%ttiey
Socialists becameore permissive, while the Christian Democratic grouping shifted
slightly in the opposite direction.

All'in all, the analysis shows that the positions of the major party groupings

changed relatively little fror2004 with the important exceptions noted above.

® Wording: FederalismPromotes a federal vision for the EU,(¢®¥rsusPromotes a Europe oftion
states (Europe des Patri¢20).

"The exact wording here waSpllective SecurityFavours a common defence and security policy for
member states (Mersus:Opposes development of common defence and security policy (20)

8 The wording here wasmmigration Favours policies designed to help asylum seekers and
immigrants integate into Eiropean society. (1) versusavours policies designed to restrict access of
asylum seekers and immigrants to Europe.(20)
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THE RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF POLICY DIMENSIONS

In addition to locating the policy positions of paston each policy dimension,
experts in our surveys also indicated how important each policy dimemagiar
each party (witla score oR0 indicating the most important). The full set of
importancescoredrom the 2010 survegre detailed in AppendiXableB2. To get an
average depiction of the most important political issues across party groups, we have
averaged the importance scores across groups, weighting by the 2010 seat share so
thatthe overall importance average for an issue is not distortedtbyme positions
held by the smaller groupings (e.g. the extreme right positions on the EU and
Decentralization policy held by the relatively smaller EFD).

[Figure 5about here]

Figure 5 plots the overall importance scores by issue. The two econoruic poli
dimensions, not surprisingly, are foremost in importance to the parties. Second to
these is the other OmainO dimension of social liberalism, further supporting the view
that policy positioningakes plac@rimarily on the two dimensions of economic and
social policy.While broadly consistent with the bulk of previous expert surveys of
party policy in Europe (e.g. Benoit and Laver 2006), the high importance of the social
dimension igatherdifferent from theresults of the2004 expert survey of EP policy
from McElroy and Benoit (2007), which placed the Social dimension last in
importance.This change in emphasis may reflect the growing strength of far right
and conservative parties in the EP.

A set of EU and related dimensions with international impbos DEU
Authority, EU Federalism, Immigration, and Collective Secubitgllowed Social
policy in importancewith the Environment and Decentralizatiomterestingly,

following last in importancéWhile ssveral parties consider these OlastO dimerasons
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the most important, such as the Greens and the EFD, their smaller sizes contribute

relatively less to the policy importance as a weighted average.

THE POLICY COHERENCE OF PARTY GROUPS

Recent work on the question of which political group national gactieose to
affiliate with whilst in the EP suggests that the processiven mainly by a concern
to minimize policy incongruence between the national and transnational levels
(McElroy and Benoit 2010). If this is the case, we should expeubserve sbng
similarities in policy positioning among the national parties within each EP party
group Additionally, we should expect the European political groups to be placed at
the centre of the distribution of their member parties on each dimension of
contest#on.

[Figure 6 about here]

Figure6 portrays thekernel density estimate of member state party positions for
each EP partgroupon the leftright dimensionas well as the meanf the EP party
groupposition on this dimensiofEach OrugO line at the base of the pidisatesthe
position of a national member parBata onthe nationalevel placement of parties
comes from the lefExight positions from thexpert surveys reported in Benoit and
Laver (2006) and updateersionsof these surveys conducted in the past five years.
The graphs also indicate how many national membsdres were included in each
analysis (a full listing is provided in AppendD). Several points of interest emerge
from this figure. Firstthereis aclear correspondence between piditical groupsO
locationand the centtdendency of the national partipssitions forEPPandS&D
andthe GUE/NGL Theformerare thetwo largestgroupsand theideftExight

positionsneatly reflect the central tenderngief their constituent partieshe Green
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group and the Liberals are more left than the central tendency of their member parties.
In addition thereexista handful ofextremeoutlying national partiesithin some

groups Within the Greergroup for instance, the expert placement of the Belgian

New Flemish AllianceN-VA) was far more centrist than any other Green party
memberthat we measured.

In terms of the overall diversity of positions with party groupings, ALDE has
the widest range of pii®ns among its member parti€dince 2004te ALDE has
actively recruitednembers fronoutside theanks of thdaraditional liberal parties of
Europe, notably in France, Italy and Ireland (Corbett et al ,Z88)7 In fact the ALDE
is purely a parliamenig construction, consisting of two separate European
transnational groups, the traditional European Liberal Democratic and Reform Party
and the more recently constituted European Democrat Party (EDP), though the bulk
of national parties still come from wain the ELDR traditior.

The secondtriking pattern from Figuré is that the newest political groups
founded in 2009, the ECR and EFD, are significantly to the right of their constituent
parties in terms of their position on the left right dimensiomoge for Freedom and
Democracy (EFD) appears to be particularly right of the national positions of its
member parties. Interestingly, the distribution of the national parties of the EFD on
the L-R dimension is bimodal, perhaps reflecting a general diffidal experts in
placing far right and populist parties on this dimension. In addition, there is a rather
eclectic mix of parties that have come together to form the EFD, such as UKIP and
the Danish People’s Party. The latter is best conceived of as auygp, rather than a

traditionally right wing party and is strongly committed to social programmes such as

° Notable EDP parties includ&fouvement démocrate (France) andartido Nacionalista Vasco
(Spain).
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pensions and benefits for senior citizens and better services for the disabled. UKIP, on
the other hand, was founded as a skiggee party, dedicatl to the UKOs withdrawal

from the EU. Its economic policies are less well defined but they advocate lower taxes
(and levels of redistribution) in general. Within the European Parliament, the EFD is
principally defined by its opposition to European intéigraand is less concerned

about economic issues. Both these political groups (EFD and ECR) are more, centrist
in terms of their member partigbywe examine their positions in term of the EU

authority dimension, their raison dOetre.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Our updated analysis of the policy positions of European party groupings provides
new empirical material on which to assess party and policy competition in the
changing European parliament. Using new and previously unpublished expert surveys
from 2007 an®010, our spatial location of the EP party groups shows that not only
do party groups span the broadedtht spectrum, but also occupy positions in that
space that are clearly distinct from one another. In broaddéft terms, party groups
range fronfar left to far right. On more specific dimensions of economic and social
policy, party groups broadly occupy two opposed camps, one on the left and another
on the right, with few located in between. An exception is the ALDE liberal grouping,
located righ on economic policy but left on social conservatism.

Party groups are also distinguished from one another on policy towards further
European integration and expanding the scope and authority-teMelUinstitutions.
Our analysis confirms the Oinverd®shaped analysis found in previous studies of

the link between leftight positioning and support for European integration. It also
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suggests important differences between party groups on the issue of European
integration, differences that warrant furthevestigation.

In comparing the relative importance of policy dimensions to European party
groups, our study found results consistgith previous studies (McElroy and Benoit
2007 indicating that the economéimension wasoremost in importance, with
envronmental policy near the bottom of the list. The exception was the shift in
importance of social policy, formerly measured at the bottom of average importance
in McElroy and Benoit (2007)

Finally, in order to examine the policy cohesiveness of the gastyps in 2010,
we also looked at the relationship between the policy positions of the EP party groups
with those of their national member parties. We found that while the experts placed
the main EP political group policy positions at the centre of ttellglition of the
positions of their member parties, there were important exceptions. Especially with
regard to the more extreme OrightO party groups such as the ECR and the EFD, the
expert locations of the party groups seemed to be more extreme thgpichk t
national member partyOs positiongeneral, party groups in the European Parliament
tend to consist of parties with similar, but by no means identical, policy positions on
the single general dimension of leight. The diversity of members in sem
significantgroupssuch as ALDE and the EPP indicates that member parties are far
from homogeneous when it comes to their policy positions, and further investigation
into more specific dimensions of policy only reinforces this view. Given recent work
onthe difficulty of maintaining policy cohesion among party groups of diverse and
dynamic member parties, the question of policy diversity and group cohesion suggests

intriguing possibilitiedor furtherresearch
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Seat
Seat s
% 200 Seat % Seats
EP Party Group Label 2007 7 2010 2010
European People's Party EPP 354 278 36.0 265
Party of the European Socialists/Socialists and PES/S&
Democrats D 275 216 249 183
Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe
ALDE 13.2 104 11.6 85
GUE/N
European United Left/Nordic Green Left GL 5.2 41 4.8 35
Verts/E
Greens/European Free Alliance FA 54 42 7.5 55
Union for a Europe of the Nations UEN 5.6 44
Independence/Democracy Group iD 3.1 24
Identity Tradition and Sovereignty Group ITS 29 23
Europe of Freedom and Democracy EFD 4.1 30
European Conservative and Reformist Group ECR 7.3 54
Non Affiliated NI 1.7 13 3.8 28
Total 100 785 100 735

Table 1. Political Party Groups in European Parliament at the times of the two expert
surveys, 2007 and 2010.
SourceEuropean Parliament official website
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Figure 1. European Party Groups on the General LefRight Scale.
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Appendix A: Full List of Political Groups in EP, 1957-2010

Name Abbreviation | Abbrev. Formed | Dissolved | Notes
equivalencies

European PeopleOs EPP CD/ PPE app. 1953 Present | Christian Democratic Grou

Party (CD) until 1979

Party of European S&D S/PES 1953 Present | Socialist Group until 1993,

Socialists Socialists and Democrats
from 2009

Alliance of Liberals ALDE ELDR/L 1953 Present | Liberal Group/Liberal and

and Democrats for LDR Democratic Group

Europe (1976)/Liberal Democratic
and Reformist Group
(1986)/ALDE (2004)

European Democratic | ED C 1973 1992 Formerly European

Group Conservatives until 1979

European Democratic | RDE DEP 1965 1995 Formerly (until 1973) the

Alliance European Democratic
Union, then European
Progressive Democrats
(DEP).

Communists COM 1973 1989

Union for Europe UPE 1995 1999 Alliance of FE and RDE

European Right DR 1984 1994 Forced dissolution as failur
to meet requiredumbers to
form a group

Rainbow Group ARC 1984 1994

Greens/European Free V Verts/ ALE 1989 Present

Alliance

Left Unity CG 1989 1994

Group for the Europear GUE 1989 1993

United Left

European United GUE/NGL 1994 Present | Primarily based on Left

Left/Nordic Green Unity parties and reformist

Alliance groups from dissolved GUE
that had survived 1994
election.

European Radical ARE 1994 1999

Alliance

Forza Europe FE 1994 1995 Merges with European
Democratic Alliance in
1995

Independence and iD IND/ DEM 1999 2009 Equivalent Europe of

Democracy EDD Democracies and
Diversities (EDD) (1999
1994)

Europe of Nations EDN EDN/ I-EDN | 1994 1999

Group

Union for a Europe of | UEN 1999 2009 Modified Version of EDN.

Nations Dissolved in 2009 when
two largest national parties
migrated to other groups.

Identity, Tradition, ITS 2007 2007 JanNov 2007. Forced

Sovereignty dissolution under EP party
formation rules when the
Greater Romania Party
withdrew from the group.

European ECR 2009 Present

Conservatives and
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Reformists Group

European of Freedom | EFD 2009 Present | Largely made up of
and Democracy elements of iD and some
former members of UEN
Technical Group for thg CDI 1979 1984 Technical Group
Defence of Independer|
Groups and Members
TDI 1999 2001 Dissolved as Court of First

Technical Group of
Independent Members

Instance uphold ECJ ruling
that groups with no
coherent policy agenda are
not permitted.
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Dimension GUE/NGL Gr/EFA S&D ALDE EPP ECR EFD

Left - Right 29 4.4 7.8 11.9 135 171 18.6
[2.3, 3.5] [3.7,5.1] [7.2,8.4] [11, 12.7] [12.9, 14.2] [16.3, 17.9] [17.9, 19.4]

Economic (Deregulation) 3.4 4.2 6.3 14.2 12.9 16.5 14.7
[1.6,5.1] [8.7,4.7] [5.4,7.2] [12.5, 16] [11.7, 14.2] [15.8, 17.2] [12.7, 16.7]

Economic (Spending v. Taxes) 3.7 4.5 6.8 14.2 13.5 16.4 15.0
[1.9,5.5] [3.8,5.2] [6.1, 7.5] [12.6, 15.7] [12.4, 14.6] [15.6, 17.2] [13.7, 16.3]

Social 4.9 2.7 5.3 4.2 13.7 15.3 16.4
[2.9, 6.9] [1.9, 3.5] [4.3, 6.3] [3.2,5.2] [12.7, 14.8] [13.5, 17] [14.9, 18]

Environmental Policy 7.3 1.7 8.9 11.7 12.5 15.1 14.6
[5.4,9.3] [1.4, 2] [7.7,10.1] [10, 13.4] [11.9, 13.1] [14.2, 16] [12.8, 16.5]

EU Scope of Authority 13.2 7.2 6.7 5.5 6.8 174 19.3
[11.2, 15.2] [5.2,9.1] [5.4, 8] [4.7,6.3] [5.6, 8] [16.3, 18.4] [18.8, 19.8]

EU Federalism 13.9 7.3 7.4 6.1 7.9 18.2 19.9
[12.4, 15.4] [4.8,9.7] [6.4, 8.5] [5, 7.1] [6.2,9.7] [17.4, 18.9] [19.7, 20.1]

Immigration 5.6 3.4 7.9 7.4 12.7 15.9 18.6
[3.6, 7.7] [2.2, 4.6] [6.7,9.1] [5.8,9.1] [11.3, 14.1] [14.3, 17.6] [17.9, 19.2]

Collective Security 15.6 13.6 7.3 6.9 7.1 16.3 18.5
[14.4, 16.7] [11, 16.2] [5.5, 9] [5.5, 8.4] [5.2, 9] [14.9, 17.7] [17.8, 19.3]

Decentralization/Subsidiarity 7.0 9.9 13.1 12.5 11.0 3.1 2.3
[5.1, 8.9] [7.3, 12.6] [12.2, 14.1] [10.5, 14.6] [9.2,12.8] [2.1,4.1] [1.2,3.4]

Sympathy /Close to Respondent 14.2 7.5 6.1 6.4 10.1 16.6 19.3
[12.2, 16.3] [5.4, 9.5] [4.6, 7.6] [4.5, 8.4] [8.2, 12] [15.3, 18] [18.6, 20]

Table Al. Policy Positions of European Party Groups, 2010.

95% confidence intervals in brackets (from 19 respondents).
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Dimension GUE/NGL Gr/EFA S&D ALDE EPP ECR EFD

Economic (Deregulation) 16.1 12.9 14.8 154 13.8 15.5 10.8
[14.2,17.9] [11.1, 14.8] [13.3, 16.3] [13.9, 17] [12.1, 15.4] [14.2, 16.8] [8.1, 13.4]

Economic (Spending v. Taxes) 15.6 13.3 14.1 16.0 13.7 16.0 10.0
[13.8, 17.4] [11.5, 15.1] [12.6, 15.6] [14.7, 17.3] [12.3, 15.2] [14.7, 17.3] [6.9, 13.1]

Social 13.7 16.3 13.6 15.8 125 145 13.9
[11.2, 16.2] [14.5, 18] [11.9, 15.4] [14.9, 16.8] [11, 14] [13, 16] [11.3, 16.4]

Environmental Policy 13.0 194 12.7 13.1 11.7 12.5 10.2
[10.8, 15.2] [19, 19.7] [11.4, 14] [11.9, 14.2] [10.5, 12.9] [10.3, 14.8] [7.4, 13.1]

EU Scope of Authority 12.6 131 12.6 141 134 17.0 19.2
[10.5, 14.8] [11.1, 15] [10.9, 14.2] [12.5, 15.7] [11.8, 15.1] [15.9, 18.1] [18.7, 19.7]

EU Federalism 11.7 13.3 12.0 134 12.9 17.8 19.6
[9.3, 14.1] [11.8, 14.8] [10.2, 13.8] [11.7, 15.1] [11.6, 14.3] [16.9, 18.7] [19.2, 20]

Immigration 12.7 141 12.2 12.6 12.8 145 16.5
[10.6, 14.8] [11.9, 16.2] [11, 13.4] [11.5, 13.8] [11.3, 14.4] [12.8, 16.3] [14, 19]

Collective Security 12.2 11.8 121 12.0 134 13.6 15.9
[9.7, 14.7] [8.7, 14.9] [10.3, 13.8] [9.6, 14.4] [11.5, 15.2] [11.7, 15.4] [13.7, 18.1]

Decentralization/Subsidiarity 12.2 12.6 11.5 12.3 12.2 16.9 18.2
[10.1, 14.3] [11.3, 13.9] [10.1, 12.8] [10.9, 13.8] [11.1, 13.4] [15.9, 18] [16.8, 19.6]

Table B2. Policy Importance, 2010.

95% confidence intervals in brackets.
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EP party Total

group Country Party label Party name MEPS
ALDE BE MCC Citizen Movement for Change 1
ALDE BE MR MouvementReformateur 2
ALDE BE VLD Vlaamse Liberalen en Demokraten 3
ALDE BU 1'5% National Movement for Stability and Progress 2
ALDE BU DPS Movement for Rights and Freedoms 3
ALDE DK \% Venstre, Danmarks liberale parti 3
ALDE EE Ref Eesti Reformierakond 3
ALDE Fl SFP Svenska Folkepartiet i Finland 1
ALDE Fl KESK Suomen Keskusta 3
ALDE FR CAP21 CitoyennetZ Action Participation pour le 21+sme siscle 1
ALDE FR MoDem Mouvement Democrate 5
ALDE DE FDP Freie Demokratische Partei 12
ALDE IE Independent 1
ALDE IE FF Fianna Fail 3
ALDE IT It.val. Lista di Pietro Italia dei Valori 7
ALDE LV LPP/LC Latvijas Pirma Partija/Latvijas Cel 1
ALDE LT LRLS Lietuvos Respublikos liberalssjadis 1
ALDE LT DP Darbo Partija 1
ALDE LU DP Parti Democratiquedemokratesch Partei 1
ALDE NL D66 Democraten 66 3
ALDE NL VVD Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie 3
ALDE RO PNL Partidul National Liberal 5
ALDE SK L'S-HZDS L'udovi strana Hnutie za DemokratickZ 1
ALDE Sl Zares ZARES-Nova Politika 1
ALDE Si LDS Liberalna Demokracija Slovenije 1
ALDE ES CDC Convergencia Democr’tica de Catalunya 1
ALDE ES PNV Partido Nacionalista Vasco 1
ALDE SE C Centerpartiet 1
ALDE SE FP Folkpartiet Liberalerna 3
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ALDE UK LIB Liberal Party 12
ECR BE LDD Lijst Dedecker 1
ECR Ccz oDS Civic Democratic Party 9
ECR HU MDF Magyar Demokrata Forum 1
ECR LV TB/LNNK Alliance Fatherland and FreedelndhNNK 1
ECR LT LLRA Lietuvos lenk rinkimy akcija 1
ECR NL Cu ChristenUnie 2
ECR NI UUP Ulster Unionist / The Conservative Party 1
ECR PL PiS Law and Justice 15
ECR UK Con Conservative Party 24
EFD DK DF Dansk Folkeparti 2
EFD FI PS Perussuomalaiset 1
EFD FR MPF Mouvement pour la France 1
EFD GR LA.OS Laikos Orthodoxos Synagermos 2
EFD IT LN Lega Nord 9
EFD LT LDP Liberal Democratic Party 2
EFD NL SGP Staatkundig Gereformeerde Partij 1
EFD SK SNS Slovak National Party 1
EFD UK UKIP UK Independence Party 11
EPP AT OVP Austrian People's Party 6
EPP BE Csp Christlich SozialéPartei 1
EPP BE CDH Parti Social Chri©tien 1
EPP BE CD&V Christelijke Volkspartij 3
EPP BU Blue Coalition 1
EPP BU CUED Citizens for European Development of Bulgaria 5
EPP CcYy DISI Dimokratikos Sinagermos 2
EPP Ccz KDU Christian and Democratidnion-Czechoslovak People 2
EPP DK KF Konservative Folkeparti 1
EPP ES IRL Isamaa ja Res Publica Liit 1
EPP FI KD Suomen Kiristillisdemokraatit 1
EPP FI KOK Kansallinen Kokoomus 3
EPP FR GM Gauche Moderne 1
EPP FR NC Nouveau Centre 3




PARTY POSITIONS IN THE EP -- p34

EPP FR UMP Union pour un Mouvement Populaire 25
EPP DE CDU/CSU Christlich Demokratische Union/Christlich Soziale Union 42
EPP GR ND Nea Dimokratia 8
EPP HU FIDESZ Christian and Democratic Unie@zechoslovak People 14
EPP IR FG Fine Gael 4
EPP IT lo Amo L'ltalia 1
EPP IT PDL Il Popolo della Liberta 28
EPP IT SVP SYdtiroler Volkspartei (Partito popolare sudtirolese) 1
EPP IT UDEUR Popolari UDEUR 1
EPP IT ubC Centro 4
EPP LV PS Pilsoniska Savieniba 2
EPP LV JL Jaunais laiks 1
EPP LI TS Homeland Union 4
EPP LU Csv Christian Social People's Party 3
EPP PL PSL Polskie Stronnictwo Ludowe 3
EPP PL PO Platforma Obywatelska 25
EPP PT CDS/PP  Partido Popular 2
EPP PT PSD Partido Social Democrata 8
EPP RO PD-L Partidul Democrat.iberal 11
EPP RO UDMR UniuneaDemocrat Maghiat din Rom%onia 3
EPP SK SKDU-DS Strana mad'arskej koal'cieMagyar Koal'ci— Pirtja 4
EPP SK KDH Christian Democratic Movement 2
EPP Si NSi Nova Slovenija Kr'#anska ljudska stranka 1
EPP Si SDS Slovenska demokratska stranka 2
EPP ES PP Partido Popular 23
EPP SwW KD Kristdemokraterna 1
EPP SwW M Moderata Samlingspartiet 4
Greens AT GRU The Greens 2
Greens BE N-VA De Volksunie 1
Greens BE Gro! Anders Gaan Leven 1
Greens BE Eco Ecolo 2
Greens DK SF Socialistisk Folkeparti 2
Greens ES Independent 1
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Greens FI VIHR VihreS Liitto 2
Greens FR P-N-C U Partitu di a Nazione Corsa 1
Greens FR Europe Ecologie 13
Greens DE B90/GRU BYndnis 90/Die GrYnen 14
Greens GR Ecogreens Oikologoi prasinoi 1
Greens LV PCTVL For Human Rights in bBlnited Latvia 1
Greens LU G The Green 1
Greens NL GL Groen Links 3
Greens ES ICV Iniciativa per Catalunya Verds 1
Greens ES ERC Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya 1
Greens SE Piratpartiet 1
Greens SE MP MiljSpartiet de GrSna 2
Greens UK PCy PlaidCymru 1
Greens UK GPEW Green Party of England and Wales 2
Greens UK SNP Scottish National Party 2
GUE/NGL CY AKEL Anorthotikon Komma Ergazemenou Laou 2
GUE/NGL Cz KSCM Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravia 4
GUE/NGL DK Folkebev¥sgelsen mod EU 1
GUE/NGL FR PCR Parti communiste rZunionnais 1
GUE/NGL  FR Front de gauche pour changer dOEurope 4
GUE/NGL DE LIN Die Linke 8
GUE/NGL GR SYN Synaspismos 1
GUE/NGL GR KKE Kommunistiko Koma Ellados 2
GUE/NGL IR SP Pfirt’ S—isialach 1
GUE/NGL LV Saskanas centrs 1
GUE/NGL  NL SP Socialistische Partij 2
GUE/NGL NI SF Sinn FZin 1
GUE/NGL PT CbhuU Coliga+<o Democrttica Unittria (PGPEV) 1
GUE/NGL  PT PCP Partido Comunista Portugues 1
GUE/NGL  PT BE Bloco de Esquerda 3
GUE/NGL ES U Izquerda Unida 1
GUE/NGL SW \% VSnsterpartiet 1
NI AT Independent 1
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NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
NI
PPE
PPE
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D
S&D

AT
AT
BE
BU
FR
HU
NL
NI
RO
ES
UK
UK
MA
NL
AT
BE
BE
BU
CY
CY
Ccz
DK
EE
FI
FR
DE
GR
HU
IR
LV
LI
LU
MA

FPO
VB
NUA
FN
JOBBIK
PvdA
DUP
PRM
UPD
BNP
UKIP
NP
CDA
SPO
SPSp
PS
KzB
EDEK
DIKO
CSSD
SD
SDE
SDP
PS
SPD
PASOK
MSZP
LB

LSDP
LSAP
MLP

Liste Dr. Martin

Freiheitliche Partei Osterreichs

Vlaams Belang

Attack

Front National

Jobbik Magyarorszagért Mozgalom
Partij van de Arbeid

Democratic Unionist Party (Northern Ireland)
Partidul Romania Mare

Union, Progreso y Democracia

British National Party

UK Independence Party

Partit Nazzjonalista

Christen Democratisch Appel
Sozialdemokratische Partei Austerreichs
Socialistische Partij Anders/Sociaal-Liberale Partij
Parti Socialiste

Koalizija za Balgarija

Kinima Sosialdimokraton EDEK
Dimokratikon Komma

Czech Social Democratic Party
Socialdemokratiet i Danmark
Sotsiaaldemokraatlik Erakond

Suomen Sosialidemokraattinen Puolue
Parti Socialiste

Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands
Panellinio Sosialistiko Kinima
Hungarian Socialist Party

Labour

Independent

Lietuvos Socialdemokratu Partija

Parti Ouvrier Socialiste Luxembourgeois/
Partit Laburista

N = B Q= = B W DN B U ND DD = W= 5B W WD

[\ I
w

W = W = W N o
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S&D NL PvdA Partij van de Arbeid 3
S&D PL UP Unia Pracy 1
S&D PO SLD Sojusz Lewicy Demokratycznej 6
S&D PT PS Partido Socialista 6
S&D RO PC Partidul Conservator 1
S&D RO PSD Partidul Social Democrat 10
S&D SK Smer-SD SMER-Socialna demokracia 5
S&D SI SD Socialni demokrati
S&D ES PSC Partit dels Socialistes de Catalunya 1
S&D ES PSOE Partido Socialista Obrero Espagnol 20
S&D SW SAP Socialdemokratiska Arbetarepartiet 5
S&D UK Lab Labour Party 13
S&D IT PD Partito Democratico 21
Total 737

Note: Party group affiliations are taken from June 2010.
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Dimension GUE/NGL Gr/EFA S&D ALDE EPP ECR EFD
Left - Right 2.9 4.4 7.8 11.9 135 171 18.6
[2.3, 3.5] [3.7,5.1] [7.2,8.4] [11, 12.7] [12.9, 14.2] [16.3, 17.9] [17.9, 19.4]
Economic (Deregulation) 3.4 4.2 6.3 14.2 12.9 16.5 14.7
[1.6,5.1] [38.7,4.7] [5.4,7.2] [12.5, 16] [11.7, 14.2] [15.8, 17.2] [12.7, 16.7]
Economic (Spending v. Taxes) 3.7 4.5 6.8 14.2 13.5 16.4 15.0
[1.9,5.5] [3.8,5.2] [6.1, 7.5] [12.6, 15.7] [12.4, 14.6] [15.6, 17.2] [13.7, 16.3]
Social 4.9 2.7 5.3 4.2 13.7 15.3 16.4
[2.9, 6.9] [1.9, 3.5] [4.3, 6.3] [3.2,5.2] [12.7, 14.8] [13.5, 17] [14.9, 18]
Environmental Policy 7.3 1.7 8.9 11.7 12.5 15.1 14.6
[5.4,9.3] [1.4, 2] [7.7,10.1] [10, 13.4] [11.9, 13.1] [14.2, 16] [12.8, 16.5]
EU Scope of Authority 13.2 7.2 6.7 5.5 6.8 174 19.3
[11.2, 15.2] [5.2,9.1] [5.4, 8] [4.7,6.3] [5.6, 8] [16.3, 18.4] [18.8, 19.8]
EU Federalism 13.9 7.3 7.4 6.1 7.9 18.2 19.9
[12.4, 15.4] [4.8,9.7] [6.4, 8.5] [5, 7.1] [6.2,9.7] [17.4, 18.9] [19.7, 20.1]
Immigration 5.6 3.4 7.9 7.4 12.7 15.9 18.6
[3.6, 7.7] [2.2, 4.6] [6.7,9.1] [5.8,9.1] [11.3, 14.1] [14.3, 17.6] [17.9, 19.2]
Collective Security 15.6 13.6 7.3 6.9 7.1 16.3 18.5
[14.4, 16.7] [11, 16.2] [5.5, 9] [5.5, 8.4] [5.2, 9] [14.9, 17.7] [17.8, 19.3]
Decentralization/Subsidiarity 7.0 9.9 13.1 12.5 11.0 3.1 2.3
[5.1, 8.9] [7.3, 12.6] [12.2, 14.1] [10.5, 14.6] [9.2,12.8] [2.1,4.1] [1.2,3.4]
Sympathetic/Close to
Respondent 14.2 7.5 6.1 6.4 10.1 16.6 19.3
[12.2, 16.3] [5.4, 9.5] [4.6, 7.6] [4.5, 8.4] [8.2, 12] [15.3, 18] [18.6, 20]

Table A3. Policy Positions of European Party Groups, 2007
95% confidence intervals in brackets, X respondents.



Dimension GUE/NGL )Y PSE ALDE EPP-ED UEN iD

Economic (Spending v. Taxes) 14.7 12.6 14.7 15.8 14.0 12.4 9.4
[12.2, 17.2] [10.8, 14.4] [12.9, 16.4] [14.7, 17] [12.6, 15.4] [10.7, 14.1] [6.3, 12.5] [6.

Deregulation 16.3 13.7 14.4 16.4 14.2 131 104

[14.7, 17.9] [12.2, 15.2] [13.3, 15.5] [15.4, 17.4] [12.9, 15.4] [12, 14.2] [7.4, 13.4]

Social 134 151 13.9 15.9 14.4 141 12.7
[11.2, 15.5] [13.2, 17.1] [12.5, 15.2] [14.3, 17.4] [13, 15.9] [12.2, 16] [9.9, 15.5] [16.

Environmental Policy 13.7 18.5 13.3 13.3 11.8 10.0 7.3
[11.8, 15.5] [16.7, 20.3] [12, 14.5] [12.2, 14.5] [10.7, 13] [8.3,11.7] [5.5,9.1] [

EU Scope of Authority 11.8 12.3 131 13.3 135 15.9 19.5
[10.3, 13.3] [10.6, 13.9] [11.5, 14.8] [11.5, 15] [11.8, 15.1] [14.2,17.7] [19.1, 19.9] [1

EU Federalism 10.9 12.6 131 14.7 14.0 174 19.3
[9, 12.8] [10.9, 14.2] [11.6, 14.6] [13.3, 16.1] [12.6, 15.3] [16.1, 18.6] [18.8, 19.8] [18.

Immigration 134 13.9 131 12.5 124 151 155
[11.8, 15] [12.2,15.6] [11.9, 14.3] [11, 13.9] [10.9, 13.8] [13.3, 16.8] [13.8, 17.3] [17.

Collective Security 124 114 12.8 12.2 13.9 145 17.8
[10.3, 14.5] [9.7, 13.1] [11.4, 14.3] [10.1, 14.4] [12.7, 15.1] [12.4, 16.6] [16.8, 18.8] [13.

Decentralization/Subsidiarity 11.9 12.7 12.8 12.4 13.4 15.9 17.5
[10.4, 13.5] [11.4, 13.9] [11.5, 14.1] [11, 13.8] [12.3, 14.6] [14.4,17.4] [16.2, 18.8] [17.

Table A4. Policy Importance, 2007.
95% confidence intervals in brackets.



Appendix B. Party Group Membership of National Parties (June 2010)

EP party Total
group! Country! Party label!l Party name! MEPS!
ALDE! BE! MCC! Citizen Movement for Change! 1!
ALDE! BE! MR! Mouvement Reformateur! 2!
ALDE! BE! VLD! Vlaamse Liberalen en Demokraten! 3!
ALDE! BU! HJII C B! National Movement for Stability and Progress! 2!
ALDE! BU! DPS! Movement for Rights and Freedoms! 3!
ALDE! DK! V! Venstre, Danmarks liberale parti! 3!
ALDE! EE! Refl Eesti Reformierakond! 3!
ALDE! FI! SFP! Svenska Folkepartiet i Finland! 1!
ALDE! FI! KESK! Suomen Keskustal 3!
ALDE! FR! CAP21! Citoyenneté Action Participation pour le 21éme siécle! 1!
ALDE! FR! MoDem! Mouvement Democrate! 5!
ALDE! DE! FDP! Freie Demokratische Partei! 12!
ALDE! IE! ! Independent! 1!
ALDE! IE! FF! Fianna Faill 3!
ALDE! IT! It.Val! Lista di Pietro Italia dei Valori! 7!
ALDE! LV! LPP/LC! Latvijas Pirma Partija/Latvijas Cels! 1!
ALDE! LT! LRLS! Lietuvos Respublikos liberaly sajidis! 1!
ALDE! LT! DP! Darbo Partijal 1!
ALDE! LU! DP! Parti Democratique/ Demokratesch Partei! 1!
ALDE! NL! D66! Democraten 66! 3!
ALDE! NL! VVD! Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie! 3!
ALDE! RO! PNL! Partidul National Liberal! 5!
ALDE! SK! L'S-HZDS! L'udov4 strana - Hnutie za Demokratickeé! 1!
ALDE! SI! Zares! ZARES-Nova Politika! 1!
ALDE! SI! LDS! Liberalna Demokracija Slovenije! 1!
ALDE! ES! CDCl! Convergencia Democratica de Catalunya! 1!
ALDE! ES! PNV! Partido Nacionalista Vasco! 1!
ALDE! SE! Cl Centerpartiet! 1!
ALDE! SE! FP! Folkpartiet Liberalerna! 3!
ALDE! UK! LIB! Liberal Party! 12!
ECR! BE! LDD! Lijst Dedecker! 1!
ECR! Cz! ODS! Civic Democratic Party! 9!
ECR! HU! MDF! Magyar Demokrata Forum! 1!
ECR! LV! TB/LNNK! Alliance Fatherland and Freedom-LNNK! 1!
ECR! LT! LLRA! Lietuvos lenky rinkimy akcija ! 1!
ECR! NL! Cu! ChristenUnie! 2!
ECR! NI! UUP! Ulster Unionist / The Conservative Party! 1!
ECR! PL! PiS! Law and Justice! 15!
ECR! UK! Conl! Conservative Party ! 241
EFD! DK! DF! Dansk Folkeparti! 2!
EFD! FI! PS! Perussuomalaiset! 1!
EFD! FR! MPF! Mouvement pour la France! 1!
EFD! GR! LA.OS! Laikos Orthodoxos Synagermos! 2!
EFD! IT! LN! Lega Nord! 9!
EFD! LT! LDP! Liberal Democratic Party! 2!




EFD!
EFD!
EFD!
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
EPR
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens$

NL!
SK!
UK!
AT!
BE!
BE!
BE!
BU!
BU!
CY!
cz!
DK!
ES
FI!
FI!
FR!
FR!
FR!
DE!
GR!
HU!
IR!
IT!
IT!
IT!
IT!
IT!
LV!
LV!
LIt
LU!
PL!
PL!
PT!
PT!
RO!
RO!
SK!
SK!
Sl!
Sl!
ES
SW
SW
AT!
BE!
BE!
BE!
DK!

SGR
SNS
UKIP!
OVP!
"#$!
CDH!
CD&V!
!

CUED!
Disl!
KDU!
KF!

IRL!
KD!
KOK!
GM!

NC!
UMP!
cbu/csu
ND!
FIDESZ
FG!

!

PDL!
SVH
UDEUR!
uDC!
Pg

JL!

TS
CsV
PSL!
PO
CDS/PP
PSD
PD-L!
UDMR!
SKDU-DS!
KDH!
NSil
sDS

PR

KD!

M!
GRU!
N-VA!
Grol!
Ecd

SH

Staatkundig Gereformeerde Partij

Slovak National Party

UK Independence Patty

Austrian People's Patty

Christlich Soziale Partei

Parti SocialChriGtien !

Christelijke Volkspartij

Blue Coalitiori

Citizens for European Development of Bulgaria
Dimokratikos Sinagermas

Christian and Democratic Unie@zechoslovak Peogle
Konservative Folkepatti

Isamaa ja Res Publica Liit

Suomen Kiristillisdemokraatit

Kansallinen Kokoomus

Gauche Moderre

Nouveau Centte

Union pour un Mouvement Populaire

Christlich Demokratische Union/Christlich Soziale Urion

Nea Dimokratia

Christian and Democratic Unie@zechoslovak People
Fine Gadl

lo Amo L'ltalial

Il Popolo della Liberth

SYdtiroler Volkspartei (Partito popolare sudtirolése)
Popolari UDEUR

Centrd

Pilsoniska Savieniba

Jaunais laikis

Homeland Union

Christian Social People's Party

Polskie Stronnictwo Ludowe

Platforma Obywatelska

Partido Populdr

Partido Social Democrdta

Partidul Democrat.iberal!

Uniunea DemocratMaghia# din Rom%onila

Strana mad'arskej koal'cieMagyar Koal'ci— Prtja
Christian Democratic Movement

Nova Slovenija Krs¢anska ljudska stranka
Slovenska demokratska strahka

Partido Populdr

Kristdemokraternia

Moderata Samlingspartiet

The Greenls

De Volksunié

Anders Gaan Leveén

Ecold

Socialistisk Folkeparti

1
1
1

1
1

1
5!

2!
1

1
3!

3!
25
42

8!
141

1!
28!
1!
1!
4

1!
4

3!
25

8!
1

4
2!

2!
23

4
2!

1
2!




Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
Greens
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
GUE/NGL
NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

NI

PPE

PPE

S&D

ES
FI
FR
FR
DE
GR
LV
LU
NL
ES
ES
SE
SE
UK
UK
UK
CYy
Ccz
DK
FR
FR
DE
GR
GR
IR
LV
NL
NI
PT
PT
PT
ES
SW
AT
AT
AT
BE
BU
FR
HU
NL
NI
RO
ES
UK
UK
MA
NL
AT

VIHR
P-N-C

B90/GRU
Ecogreens
PCTVL

G

GL

ICV

ERC

MP
PCy
GPEW
SNP
AKEL
KSCM

PCR

LIN
SYN
KKE
SP

SP
SF
CDU
PCP
BE
IU

FPO
VB
NUA
FN
JOBBIK
PvdA
DUP
PRM
UPD
BNP
UKIP
NP
CDA
SPO

Independent

Vihred Liitto

U Partitu di a Nazione Corsa

Europe Ecologie

Biindnis 90/Die Griinen

Oikologoi prasinoi

For Human Rights in a United Latvia
The Green

Groen Links

Iniciativa per Catalunya Verds
Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya
Piratpartiet

Miljopartiet de Grona

Plaid Cymru

Green Party of England and Wales
Scottish National Party

Anorthotikon Komma Ergazemenou Laou
Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravia
Folkebevagelsen mod EU

Parti communiste réunionnais

Front de gauche pour changer d’Europe
Die Linke

Synaspismos

Kommunistiko Koma Ellados

Pairti Soisialach

Saskanas centrs

Socialistische Partij

Sinn Féin

Coligacdo Democratica Unitaria (PCP-PEV)
Partido Comunista Portugués

Bloco de Esquerda

Izquerda Unida

Vinsterpartiet

Independent

Liste Dr. Martin

Freiheitliche Partei Osterreichs
Vlaams Belang

Attack

Front National

Jobbik Magyarorszagért Mozgalom
Partij van de Arbeid

Democratic Unionist Party (Northern Ireland)

Partidul Romania Mare

Unidn, Progreso y Democracia

British National Party

UK Independence Party

Partit Nazzjonalista

Christen Democratisch Appel
Sozialdemokratische Partei Austerreichs

—
AW = NN =
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S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!
S&D!

BE!
BE!
BU!
CY!
CY!
Cz!
DK!
EE!
FI!
FR!
DE!
GR!
HU!
IR!
LV!
LI!
LU!
MA!
NL!
PL!
PO!
PT!
RO!
RO!
SK!
SI!
ES!
ES!
SW!
UK!
IT!

SPSp!
PS!
KzB!
EDEK!
DIKO!
CSSD!
SD!
SDE!
SDP!
PS!
SPD!
PASOK!
MSZP!
LB!

!
LSDP!
LSAP!
MLP!
PvdA!
UP!
SLD!
PS!
PC!
PSD!
Smer-SD!
SD!
PSC!
PSOE!
SAP!
Lab!
PD!

Socialistische Partij Anders/Sociaal-Liberale Partij!
Parti Socialiste!

Koalizija za Balgarija!

Kinima Sosialdimokraton EDEK!
Dimokratikon Kommal!

Czech Social Democratic Party!
Socialdemokratiet i Danmark!
Sotsiaaldemokraatlik Erakond!
Suomen Sosialidemokraattinen Puolue!
Parti Socialiste!

Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands!
Panellinio Sosialistiko Kinima!
Hungarian Socialist Party!

Labour!

Independent!

Lietuvos Socialdemokratu Partija!
Parti Ouvrier Socialiste Luxembourgeois/ !
Partit Laburista!

Partij van de Arbeid!

Unia Pracy!

Sojusz Lewicy Demokratyczne;j!
Partido Socialista!

Partidul Conservator!

Partidul Social Democrat!
SMER-Socialna demokracia!

Socialni demokrati!

Partit dels Socialistes de Catalunya!
Partido Socialista Obrero Espagnol!
Socialdemokratiska Arbetarepartiet!
Labour Party!

Partito Democratico!

Total

2!
3!
4!
1!
1!
7!
4!
1!
2!
14!
23!
8!
4!
3!
1!
3!
1!
3!
3!
1!
6!
6!
1!
10!
5!
2!
1!
20!
5!
13!
21!

737

Note: Party group affiliations are taken from June 2010.



Appendix C: National Party Switches: 2004-2010

Country National Party Abbreviation Switch Switch Year
From To

Denmark Socialistisk F GUE/NGL v 2004
Folkeparti

Lithuania Liberal Demokratu ~ LDP ELDR UEN 2004
partija

Spain Partido Partido PNV GUE/NGL v 2004
Nacionalista Vasco

Italy Lega Nord LN NI ID 2004

Italy Lista Emma Bonino Lista Bonino NI ALDE 2004

Poland League of Polish LPR NI ID 2004
Peasants

Poland Self Defence of the ~ SRP NI UEN 2004
Polish Republic

France Union pour la UDF PPE ALDE 2004
Démocratie
Francaise
(Mouvement
Démocrate)

Lithuania Lietuvos valstie¢iy ~ LVLS EPP/ELDR  UEN 2004
liaudininky sajunga

Portugal Democratic and CDS-PP UEN PPE 2004
Social Centre /
People's Party

Spain Partido Partido PNV v ALDE 2004
Nacionalista Vasco

France Front National FN NI ITS 2007

Belgium Vlaams Belang VB NI ITS 2007

Austria Freiheitliche Partei ~ FPO NI ITS 2007
Osterreichs,

Italy Movimento Sociale ~MS-FT NI ITS 2007
Fiamma Tricolore

Italy Alternativa sociale:  AS NI ITS 2007
Lista Mussolini

France Front National FN ITS NI 2007

Belgium Vlaams Belang VB ITS NI 2007

Austria Freiheitliche Partei ~ FPO ITS NI 2007
Osterreichs,

Italy Movimento Sociale MS-FT ITS NI 2007
Fiamma Tricolore

Italy Alternativa sociale:  AS ITS NI 2007
Lista Mussolini

Bulgaria Attack NSA ITS NI 2007

Italy Partito Socialista PSI NI S 2007
Nuovo PSI

Romania Partidul Liberal PD-L NI PPE 2007
Democrat

Netherlands Staatkundig SGP ID EFD 2009
Gereformeerde
Partij

United Conservative Party  Con EPP-ED ECR 2009

Kingdom




Denmark Dansk Folkeparti DF UEN EFD 2009

Cyprus Dimokratiko DIKO ALDE S&D 2009
Komma

Ireland Fianna Fail Party FF UEN ALDE 2009

Greece Laikos Orthodoxos  LAOS NI EFD 2009
Synagermos

Italy Lega Nord LN UEN EFD 2009

Hungary Magyar Demokrata ~MDF PPE ECR 2009
Forum

France Mouvement pour la MPF ID EFD 2009
France

Czech Obcanska ODS PPE ECR 2009

Republic demokraticka strana

Poland Polskie Stronnictwo PSL UEN PPE 2009
Ludowe

Poland Prawo i PiS UEN ECR 2009
Sprawiedliwosc

Latvia Tevzemei un TB/LNNK UEN ECR 2009
Brivibai/LNNK

Northern Ulster Unionist UuUP "PPE-DE™  ECR

Ireland Party*’

* Ran as Ulster Conservative and Unionists-New Force in 2009, but same MEP.



Appendix D: Full List of Political Groups in EP, 1957-2010

Name Abbreviation | Abbrev. Formed | Dissolved | Notes
equivalencies

European People’s EPP CD/ PPE app. | 1953 Present Christian Democratic

Party Group (CD) until 1979

Party of European S&D S/PES 1953 Present Socialist Group until 1993,

Socialists Socialists and Democrats
from 2009

Alliance of Liberals ALDE ELDR/L 1953 Present Liberal Group/Liberal and

and Democrats for LDR Democratic Group

Europe (1976)/Liberal Democratic
and Reformist Group
(1986)/ALDE (2004)

European Democratic ED C 1973 1992 Formerly European

Group Conservatives until 1979

European Democratic RDE DEP 1965 1995 Formerly (until 1973) the

Alliance European Democratic
Union, then European
Progressive Democrats
(DEP).

Communists COM 1973 1989

Union for Europe UPE 1995 1999 Alliance of FE and RDE

European Right DR 1984 1994 Forced dissolution as failure
to meet required numbers to
form a group

Rainbow Group ARC 1984 1994

Greens/European Free | V Verts/ ALE 1989 Present

Alliance

Left Unity CG 1989 1994

Group for the European | GUE 1989 1993

United Left

European United GUE/NGL 1994 Present Primarily based on Left

Left/Nordic Green Unity parties and reformist

Alliance groups from dissolved GUE
that had survived 1994
election.

European Radical ARE 1994 1999

Alliance

Forza Europe FE 1994 1995 Merges with European
Democratic Alliance in
1995

Independence and iD IND/ DEM 1999 2009 Equivalent Europe of

Democracy EDD Democracies and
Diversities (EDD) (1999-
1994)

Europe of Nations EDN EDN/I-EDN | 1994 1999

Group

Union for a Europe of | UEN 1999 2009 Modified Version of EDN.

Nations Dissolved in 2009 when
two largest national parties
migrated to other groups.

Identity, Tradition, ITS 2007 2007 Jan-Nov 2007. Forced

Sovereignty dissolution under EP party
formation rules when the
Greater Romania Party
withdrew from the group.

European ECR 2009 Present

Conservatives and




Reformists Group

European of Freedom EFD 2009 Present Largely made up of

and Democracy elements of iD and some
former members of UEN

Technical Group for the | CDI 1979 1984 Technical Group

Defence of Independent

Groups and Members

Technical Group of TDI 1999 2001 Dissolved as Court of First

Independent Members

Instance uphold ECJ ruling
that groups with no
coherent policy agenda are
not permitted.




