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Research Question

shared recognition is not the rule as social
constructivists would have predicted?

Visibility-Legitimacy Correlation

Table 1: Three Dimensions of Norm Implementation

Dimensions Formal Social Cultural Assumptions/
validity Recognition Vvalidation Logics
r visible

s
v

invisible

Democratic
Legitimacy less - * more

Source: see Wiener 2008, Ch 9, Table 5.2




Argument: Constitution of Politics
Sy




Constitutionalism

Types of Constitutionalism

Table 2.1 Types of constitutionalism

Modern Contexz%rary

Civilised nations Beyond the state
Examples: Examples:
UN, Article 38(1) 1C] UN, EU, WTO

EU, Article 17 TEC
Nation-state One-state (many nations)

Example: Examples:
Westphalian Peace Canada, USA, Mexico

r’I‘reaty Establishing the European Community.




Norms in International Relations

i =

Formal validity
Social recognition
Cultural validation

Types of Norms [Wiener 2008, 100]
Type of Norms Substance Generalisation / Contestation
Specification
Fundamental
Norms
Organising P onality | Medium
Principles e ¥ A Medium
Standardised Electoral Rules
Procedures Etc.




The Logic of Appropriateness
E

Table 3.1 The logic of appropriateness

Basic assumption Norms are considered as stable and srudied as social facts.
Observation Formal validity is unproblematic; social recognition, once
| established, is taken as equally stable.
- Proposition The social recognition of norms structures behaviour; actors
N follow the logic of appropriateness.

The Logic of Arguing
1 |m Table 3.2 The logic of arguing

. Basic MNorms are stable; yer types of norms are contested.
ASSUMpPrion
Observan Internationally the social recogr n of norms is established

through arguing. Once established, it 1s stable and structures
behaviour.
MNorm-serting follows the logic of arguing: norm-following
occurs according ro the logic of appropriareness.
Proposition The hierarchy of norm rypes is conrested; it therefore requires
assessment based on the principle of commmenicative actior.
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The Principle of Contestedness

Table 3.3 The principle of contestedness

Basic assumprtion The dual quality of norms implies thar they are both stable
and flexible.

Observation W

n principle contested, norm recogn

does sorucrture behaviour. In marn, as a social pracrice,

behaviour has an effect on ty pe and meaning of a norm.
Proposition The role of norms in politics is based on the principle of
contestedness.

Case Study




Meaning-in-use: Londoners

Table 8.1 Meaning-in-use: London

Core Derived
MNorm opposition  opposition 1

Derived
opposition 2

Derived
opposition 3

Citizenship Inside Travel
Democracy and the Society Fairness
rule of law

Human rights and  Comtract  Single
fundamental framework
freedoms

Civil righrs

Value-export

Citizen
participation

Stability

Accountability

Artirude gquestion Accountability

Sowrce: Tables 6.3, 6.5, 7.3, 7.5, 7.7,




Meaning-in-use: Berliners

Table 8.2 Meaning-in-use: Berlin

’ Core Derived Derived Derived
Norm opposition  opposition 1 opposition 2 opposition 3

—— Citizenship Outside Security External borders
| Democracy Comrmunity Compliance  Participation Finality
| and the rule {of candidates)
of law
Human rights Covenant Idenrity

and

fundamental

freedoms

Artitude question Responsibility

Sowmrce: Tables 6.3, 6.5, 7.3, 7.5, 7.7,

Meaning-in-use: British Brusselites
|

Table 8.4 Meaning-in-use: Britislh Brusselites

Derived Derived Derived
Norm oppositgon 1 opposition 2 opposition 3
— C 1zenship Ouwutside and  Securiry, wravel, Exrernal
inside border borders, civil
’ control rights,
obsolere, border
community control
v formation obsolete,
- commu
| formation,
fortress
Europe,

cooperation

Democracy Society and Compliance, Inclusion, Finalicy®
and the rule commenity fairness, value-export
oflaw finality

Human rights Contract and  Finality, single  Participation
and covenant framework

fundamental

freedoms

Arrirude Accountab

question

“For a single deviation from the general pattern, compare Table 6.9




Meaning-in-use: German Brusselites

|“f_l Table 8.3 Meaning-in-use: German Brusselites
Core Derived Derived Derived
Norm oppositon opposition 1 opposition 2 opposition 3
’ Y Citizenship Outside and Security, External
inside travel, borders,
community civil rights,
formation, border
| cooperation control
| 1 -ﬂ'\ obsolete,
| cooperation
Democracy Society and Compliance, Inclusion Finaliry,
and the rule comnenity fairness stability
of law
Human rights  Contract and Finality, single Partcipation
and covenant framework
fundamental
freedoms
Arrinude Accountability and responsibility
question

Source: Tables 6.3,6.5,7.3,7.5,7.7.
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Working Hypothesis
g

Table 8.5 Working hypothesis

,

In the absence of all-encompassing transnano,pa/hsatmn, international polincs
is constitutive for more rather than less diversity. International encounters are
therefore expected to generate conflict and contestation.

Visibility-Legitimacy Correlation (1)

Table 1: Three Dimensions of Norm Implementation

Dimensions Formal Social Cultural Assumptions/
validity Recognition Vvalidation Logics

Community Assumption
Legic of Consequence
visible

s
v

invisible

Democratic
Legitimacy less - * more

: see Wiener 2008, Ch 9, Table 5.2
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Visibility-Legitimacy Correlation (2)

Table 1: Three Dimensions of Norm Implementation

Cultural
Validation

Social
Recognition

Formal

Validity

Dimensions Assumptions/

Logics

Community Assumption
Legic of Consequence

visible

ry
v

Identity Assumption

Logic of Appropriatensss

Democratic
Legitimacy less - * more

Source: see Wisner 2008, Ch 9, Tablze 5.2

Visibility-Legitimacy Correlation (3)

Table 1: Three Dimensions of Norm Implementation

Cultural
Validation

Social
Recognition

Formal
validity

Dimensions Assumptions/

Logics

Community Assumption
Legic of Consequence

visible

e
v
Identity Assumption
invisible
Logic of Appropriatensss

Diversity Assumption

Lagic of C?h tedness

Democratic
Legitimacy less - * more

Source: see Wiener 2008, Ch 9, Table 5.2
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normative legitimacy
need to be defined.
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