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3 Mass Opinions: Globalization and
Issues as Axes of Contention
bernhard weßels and oliver strijbis

3.1 Introduction

We argue in this book that the arena of political conflict has been
widened and that political space has lost its unidimensional character –
if that ever existed. This chapter aims at a broad comparison of mass
publics. Making use of the theoretical considerations set out in the
introductory chapter, it will investigate the political space of mass
publics, starting from core issues which could be the foundations of
new conflict lines and possibly a differentiated cleavage structure.

What was correct in the times of frozen party systems still holds
today. In politics and voting, it is rarely the case that single issues
determine discussion, conflict and behaviour; instead, we must look
to issue packages, ‘commitments, outlooks, and, sometimes,
Weltanschauungen . . . ’. Lipset and Rokkan defined their task in the
introduction to Cleavage Structures, Party Systems, and Voter
Alignments as to identify and develop ‘realistic models to explain the
formation of different systems of such “packages”’ (Lipset and Rokkan
1967: 2 ff.). The first task of this chapter is to check empirically
whether the theoretical claims of the introduction hold true for citizens
of the five countries under investigation and beyond. This is the descrip-
tive part of the contribution. Second, the question is whether it is really
the globalization context that contributes to the differentiation of issue
orientations and conflict lines across mass publics.

To this end, issues have to be identified andwe need to checkwhether
they form bundles or packages in theminds of the public thus creating a
political space of more than one dimension. The expectation is that, in
addition to the traditional dimensions of political conflict, border
permeability and the appropriate site of political authority are areas
creating new axes of contention as a result of economic, political and
cultural globalization. Furthermore, micro and macro explanations
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have to be tested. The expectation is that individuals who are negatively
or positively affected by the changes brought about by denationaliza-
tion will contribute to the differentiation of spheres of interest that
affect issue orientations and thus contribute to the differentiation of the
axes of contention.

In the next section, countries, issues and data are discussed and
presented. Section 3.3 then presents some descriptive analyses of con-
textual differences across countries and the distribution of orientations
towards migration, transborder authority, and global warming.
Section 3.4 uses multilevel analysis in order to evaluate the impact of
individual-level characteristics on the issue orientations while control-
ling for context. This section also tries to determine to what degree
context influences the impact of individual-level factors on issue-orien-
tations. Section 3.5, finally, summarizes the results and discusses the
significance of the findings for an understanding of the genesis of a new
conflict formation.

3.2 Countries, Issues and Data

A basic assumption of this book is that the national context matters and
impacts and frames the attitudes of citizens towards these issues. The
selection of countries follows the logic of a most different system design
and assumes that it will find ‘concomitant variation’, as John StuartMill
put it: ‘Whatever phenomenon varies in any manner whenever another
phenomenon varies in some particular manner, is either a cause or an
effect of that phenomenon, or is connected with it through some fact of
causation’ (Mill 1882: 287). Thus, the selection of countries should
present some variation in relevant macro contexts. As we have argued,
there are three relevant aspects of globalization: the economic, cultural
and political. The KOF indices of the Economic Institute of the ETH
Zurich cover all three aspects. Their measure of economic globalization
considers two dimensions: flows and restrictions. Here we use the flow
measure of goods and money across the borders of a country. Cultural
globalization is a subdimension of what KOF calls social globalization,
and is measured by the spread of Ikea,McDonalds, and foreign books in
a country. Third, political globalization is a measure composed of the
number of embassies in a country, its membership of international
organizations, its participation in UN Security Council missions and
the number of international treaties it has signed.
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In addition, the ‘problem loads’ frommigration and pollution may be
relevant contexts shaping public opinion. The countries selected repre-
sent a considerable variation in these five context characteristics. In
comparison to the whole OECD world as represented in World Values
Survey 5, the selected countries cover quite a large percentage of the
distribution: almost 90 per cent of the range of cultural globalization,
three quarters of the range of greenhouse gas pollution, the upper half of
the range of political globalization, half of the range of migration flow,
and about a third of the range of economic globalization (see Table 3.1).

Table 3.1 Macro-context characteristics: OECD means compared to
selected countries

KOF Globalization Measures Change in net Greenhouse

Economic Cultural Political
migration
flow

gas/capita

Mean OECD Countries in World Values Survey 5

Min 47.8 40.0 57.4 −2.3 5.1
Max 94.1 94.8 98.2 13.7 27.1
Mean 72.5 79.0 90.9 4.2 11.4
Median 76.1 88.6 92.1 3.1 9.4

Case countries

GER 65.1 89.4 92.1 0.8 10.6
MEX 58.9 40.7 72.0 6.1 5.9
POL 73.6 84.7 94.2 −1.8 9.4
TUR 58.9 75.8 92.7 3.0 5.1
USA 58.7 87.9 91.9 2.4 21.3

Mean case countries

Min 58.7 40.7 72.0 −1.8 5.1
Max 73.6 89.4 94.2 6.1 21.3
Mean 62.7 75.4 88.1 2.3 10.2
Median 58.9 84.7 92.1 2.4 9.4

Sources: KOF globalization measures http://globalization.kof.ethz.ch (KOF Swiss
Economic Institute 2015); Migration: www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/
migration/data/estimates2 /estimatestotal.shtml (UN: Trends in InternationalMigrant
Stock: The 2013 revision –Migrants by Age and Sex); Greenhouse gas: http://cait.wri
.org/historical/ (World Resource Institute).

Mass Opinions 67

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108652698.003
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Of the five issues onwhichwe focus in this book, three can be analysed
at the level of mass publics using the World Values Survey 2005.
Unfortunately, no questions are available on attitudes towards trade
liberalization, foreign trade and the like, or towards human rights.
Thus, our analysis in this chapter is limited to the issues of migration,
the locus of authority and climate change. In order to obtain reliable and
valid measures of the positions of respondents in these three issue areas,
we have used several indicators to construct scales for each area.

With respect to migration, we used the following questions:

How about people from other countries coming here to work?Which one of
the following do you think the government should do? (Read out and code
one answer):
1 – Let anyone come who wants to?
2 – Let people come as long as there are jobs available?
3 – Place strict limits on the number of foreigners who can come here?
4 – Prohibit people coming here from other countries?

The values of this variable were subtracted from 5 creating a scale that
indicated support for open borders by a value of 4 and a restrictive view
by a value of 1.

The second question was:

Do you agree, disagree or neither agree nor disagree with the follow-
ing statements?

When jobs are scarce, employers should give priority to [nationality
of respondent] people over immigrants.

Agree – Neither – Disagree

The third question was:

On this list are various groups of people. Could you please mention
any that you would not like to have as neighbours?

Immigrants/foreign workers
(Mentioned/Not mentioned)

The tolerant position gets the value 4, the intolerant a value of 1.
The fourth item read:

I’d like to ask you how much you trust people from various groups. Could
you tell me for each whether you trust people from this group completely,
somewhat, not very much or not at all?

People of another nationality
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The most trustful position got a value of 4, a no-trust position a value
of 1.

The fifth element was a composite of four items asking:

In your opinion, how important should the following be as requirements for
somebody seeking citizenship of your country? Specify for each requirement
if you consider it as very important, rather important or not important (read
out and code one answer for each requirement): Very important; Rather
important; Not important:

• Having ancestors from my country;
• Being born on my country’s soil;
• Adopting the customs of my country;
• Abiding by my country’s laws.

Very important was coded 1, not important 3; the values attributed to
items were totalled, divided by 4 and subtracted from 4. The result was
a summary measure ranging from 1 to 3 with 1 indicating the most
demanding attitude in regard to citizenship requirements and 3 indicat-
ing that these four criteria had no relevance at all.

These recoded questions were subjected to confirmatory analysis
with satisfactory results. Standardized factor loadings were on average
above 0.4, a value which has been regarded as the cut-off for acceptable
solutions (McCoy and Kim 2016). Furthermore, fit statistics supported
the model. The root mean squared error of approximation (RMSEA)
should be close to 0, scores between 0.05 and 0.08 are acceptable, and
the same is true for the standardized root mean squared residual
(SRMR). Finally, for the comparative fit index (CFI) a value of 0.95
or higher is presently accepted as an indicator of good fit (Hu and
Bentler 1999). The model fitted all these criteria. The coefficient of
determination, that is, the explained variance of themodel was 0.51 for
the migration issue (see Table 3.2). Thus, an additive scale of items was
constructed as the variable to be used for the subsequent analyses.

Regarding authority allocation, that is, supranational integration,
five items of a battery were used, which asked the following question:

Some people believe that certain kinds of problems could be better handled
by the United Nations or regional organizations rather than by each national
government separately. Others think that these problems should be left
entirely to the national governments. I’m going to mention some problems.
For each one, would you tell me whether you think that policies in this
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Table 3.2 Construction and reliability of scales for three issue areas

Immigration

Standardized
factor loadings
(CFA) Fit statistics

Allow people from other countries
coming here to work

0.442 RMSEA 0.041

(yes = high value)
Employers should give priority to
[COUNTRY] people (yes = low
value)

0.332 SRMR 0.018

Migrants: not like to have as
neighbours (yes = low value)

0.336 CD 0.514

Trust people of another nationality 0.464 CFI 0.965
Number and relevance of criteria for
citizenship (high = low value)

0.475

Mean 0.410

Authority

Standardized
factor loadings
(CFA) Fit statistics

Peacekeeping 0.490 RMSEA 0.086
Protection of the environment 0.494 SRMR 0.030
Aid to developing countries 0.567 CD 0.670
Refugees 0.553 CFI 0.941
Human rights 0.569

Mean 0.535

Global Warming

Standardized
factor loadings
(CFA) Fit statistics

Global warming or the greenhouse
effect

0.657 RMSEA 0.075

Loss of plant or animal species or
biodiversity

0.855 SRMR 0.016

Pollution of rivers, lakes and oceans 0.757 CD 0.833
Poor air quality serious problem in
community

0.375 CFI 0.990

Mean 0.661

Note: Based on data from five nations (Germany, Mexico, Poland, Turkey, USA),
about 7,200 respondents.

70 Domestic Impacts

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108652698.003
https://www.cambridge.org/core


area should be decided by the national governments, by regional organiza-
tions, or by the United Nations? (Read out and code one answer for each
problem):

Peacekeeping
Protection of the environment
Aid to developing countries
Refugees
Human Rights

National governments –Regional organizations –United Nations –National
governments with UN coordination

‘National governments’were coded 1, ‘National governments with UN
coordination’ 2, ‘Regional organizations’ 3, and ‘United Nations’ 4.
This re-rating was tested by principle component analysis and scale
tests. Again, results from the confirmatory factor analysis supported
the unidimensionality of items. Standardized factor scores and good-
ness of fit values were acceptable (Table 3.2), and therefore here, too,
an additive scale of the authority items could be used for the further
analyses.

Third, pollution and global warming as an issue area were repre-
sented by three items of a battery asking:

Now let’s consider environmental problems in the world as a whole. Please,
tell me how serious you consider each of the following to be for the world as a
whole. Is it very serious, somewhat serious, not very serious or not serious
at all?

Global warming or the greenhouse effect
Loss of plant or animal species or biodiversity
Pollution of rivers, lakes and oceans

Answers were recoded in the following way, namely so that 4 indicated
a perception of pollution as a serious problem, 1 no perception of it as a
serious problem.

Additionally, a question was asked concerning the local problem
load:

I am going to read out a list of environmental problems facing many com-
munities. Please, tell me how serious you consider each one to be here in your
own community. Is it very serious, somewhat serious, not very serious or not
serious at all?
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Poor air quality

Coding was done as above.
According to our theoretical expectations, these three issues – as well

as international trade, for which we have no data – are representations
of the axes of conflict. The issues are embedded in national contexts,
which differ in their degrees of globalization and respective problem
loads.

Thus, the question is to what degree citizens’ issue positions on the
three issues vary with differences in contexts of globalization.

3.3 Contextual Determinants of Issue Orientations

As far as contexts are concerned, the overarching assumption here is
that globalization matters. Globalization has a number of aspects and
dimensions, which relate to the issues of migration, authority and
global warming. On average, economic and cultural globalization
should contribute to positive attitudes towards migration because
experience with ‘others’ normally contributes to mutual understand-
ing. This is, at least, a claim made by transactionalism (Deutsch 1968).
It assumes that transactions are indicators of sufficient integration at a
social level. Political globalization should be conducive to the accep-
tance of supranational or border-crossing authority. Regarding global
warming, one expectation might be that economic globalization goes
together with the conviction that the environment is in danger.
However, with regard to migration and global warming, more specific
contextual characteristics maymatter. Increasingmigration rates prob-
ably decrease support for open borders, as experience with the so-
called refugee crisis in 2016 in Europe suggests. Similarly, at least in
the highly industrialized world, a level of high greenhouse gas pollution
in a country should increase awareness regarding environmental pro-
blems and global warming.

These general expectations regarding the impact of global context
are ‘on average’. Looking at different groups in society would show a
different picture. How contextual factors condition the effects of indi-
vidual characteristics is the topic of the next section. In order to provide
the broader picture inwhich the five countries under observation can be
placed, survey data and macro contexts from all OECD countries
represented in the World Values Survey 2005 are considered.
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The highest correlations betweenmean issue orientation in a country
and macro contexts in the 35 OECD countries covered by the survey
are those between the migration issue and economic globalization, the
same issue and cultural globalization and authority and cultural glo-
balization. More specifically regarding expectations, the idea of a posi-
tive relation between economic and cultural globalization also and
openness for migration is supported by the data (Table 3.3). Political
globalization goes together with a higher support for cross-border
authority. However, economic globalization does not contribute to a
higher sensitivity to environmental problems, and being a stronger green-
house gas polluter actually leads to less concern about global warming.

How countries group with respect to their mean issue position and
contexts of globalization is shown in Figure 3.1, which gives the theore-
tically most reasonable aggregate correlations. Results weakly suggest
that the higher the impact of globalization, themore positively people, on
average, position themselves regarding open borders and supranational
authority. However, the more a country is a polluter the less people seem
to regard global warming as a problem. The five case countries more or
less fit the general pattern.Mexico is somewhat of an outlier regarding its
degree of cultural globalization and level of support for supranational
authority allocation. The second outlier is the USA regarding greenhouse
gas per capita and criticism of global warming.

3.4 Interaction of Individual and Contextual Determinants of
Issue Orientations

Patterns of globalization in the aggregate only weakly relate to the
particular mean issue orientations of mass publics. However, because

Table 3.3 Aggregate correlations of mean issue orientations and
globalization contexts, 35 OECD countries

KOF globalization measures Change in net Greenhouse

Economic Cultural Political migration flow gas/capita

Authority −0.073 0.341 0.482 0.195 −0.307
Immigration 0.544 0.399 0.484 −0.236 0.259
Global
warming

−0.082 0.009 −0.195 0.259 −0.156
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there are systematic differences in the consequences of globalization for
different groups in society, effects may be visible only at the individual
level. Economic, cultural and political globalization and their global
consequences are costly for some and positive for others, creating
objective losers and winners of globalization. The question is under
which conditions this translates into respective issue orientations
regarding openness of borders and supranationalization of authority.

Economic globalization is a double-edged sword. On the one hand,
liberalized markets seem to contribute to higher levels of trade between
countries, contributing to affluence in general. On the other hand,
globalization produces different effects on national labour markets.
For those who are well educated and well trained, economic globaliza-
tion may open up opportunities not otherwise available. For those who
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do not enjoy this privilege, globalization may be regarded as a threat to
their economic security and employment.

By the same token, cultural globalization may be regarded as a
chance or as a threat. Cultural globalization changes the definitions
of in-groups and out-groups, thus constituting a threat to those
who feel that they are on the losing side of globalization. Like
economic globalization, cultural globalization produces inequalities.
Participation in a global culture demands mastery of cognitive tools,
just as profiting from economic globalization demands high qualifica-
tions, skills, language capacities and mobility.

Gabel has shown that support for supranational authority and glo-
bal markets is higher among professionals, lower amongmanual work-
ers, and increases with education aswell as with income (Gabel 1998b).
These findings are very much in line with the general understanding
that globalization affects individuals and social groups in very different
ways, an expectation raised in the introduction with reference to
Rogowski (1989).

Whereas this type of idea with an emphasis on classical social divi-
sions and divisions between social coalitions argues in terms of class
theory and thus conventional forms of conflict within the frame of left
and right ideologies, the debate on a new conflict line in Western
societies (Hildebrandt and Dalton 1978; Alber 1985; Weßels 1991;
Kitschelt 1994; Kriesi et al. 2012) has called into question the one-
dimensionality of conflict and identified a conflict line orthogonal to
the one between left and right, or capital and labour. This new conflict
line has been variously labelled as ‘new politics’ or ‘liberal-authoritar-
ian’, but the phenomenon meant seems to be the same.

Regarding possible tensions in the three issue areas, the cumulative
distribution shows the following: with regard to migration and author-
ity, polarization is quite strong, dividing respondents so that roughly
40 per cent fall on the left-hand side of the distribution, meaning that
they tend to oppose open borders and supranational authority and 60
per cent fall on the other side of the scale. For global warming the
distribution is entirely different. Only a small minority of less than 10
per cent regards global warming as not a problem, the other 90 per cent
are of the opinion that it is a problem (see Figure 3.2).

The panel below Figure 3.2 shows the percentage of respondents in
each of the five countries showing a negative, median or positive
orientation towardsmigration, supranational authority and combating
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global warming. Measures of concentration and polarization show
that polarization is not really strong, although there are marked differ-
ences between issues and countries. Migration and global warming are
hardly polarized. The issue of cross-border authority shows some
degree of polarization.With regard tomigration, conflicts are strongest
in Turkey, with considerable deviation from an equal distribution
across categories. Global warming is, if conflictual at all, most polar-
ized in Germany and the United States because the consensus that it is a
problem (categories 3–4) is not as high as in the other three countries.
The issue of global authority is most polarized in Turkey. This follows
from the fact that there is an almost equal distribution across cate-
gories, namely, negative, median and positive.

Thus, there is enough potential for conflict or at least difference of
interest. Theoretical considerationsmade abovewith reference to exist-
ing findings suggest the following:

• Citizens with higher educational resources and thus probably higher
cultural capital do not face strong risks from globalization and will
therefore support open borders and supranational authority, and
will regard global warming as relevant.
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Figure 3.2 Cumulative distribution of issue positions regarding migration,
authority and global warming
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• Because globalization implies that factor prizes equalize across coun-
tries, competition on the labour market is no longer competition on
the homemarket but competition on the world market. This benefits
those who have the relevant professional training and skills and
exposes ordinary workers to strong competition. Thus, we expect
workers to have a sceptical orientation towards these issue areas
whereas professionals will tend to regard migration and open bor-
ders more positively.

• However, these expectations are not unconditional. As the general
expectation regarding the effect of globalization suggests and Gabel
has noted, ‘the economic benefits of an internal market for an
unskilled or a skilled worker depends on how well he/she can com-
pete with workers in his/her occupation throughout the market, not
with other factors of production in his/her nation’ (Gabel 1998a:
939). This implies that the effect of a person’s position in the occu-
pational system or regarding cultural capital on his or her issue
orientations depends on the degree to which globalization creates a
relevant context.

Germany Mexico Poland Turkey USA

Immigration
% negative 1–2 12.6 22.1 13.1 23.7 9.4
% median 2.01–2.99 63.8 70.6 79.2 66.9 71.1
% negative 3–4 23.6 7.3 7.7 9.4 19.5
Diff. from equal distr. 0.46 0.56 0.69 0.50 0.57
Herfindahl std. 0.22 0.33 0.48 0.27 0.33
Polarization index (.1) 0.15 0.14 0.12 0.16 0.14

Authority
% negative 1–2 12.8 23.9 22.8 32.4 26.0
% median 2.01–2.99 32.6 32.8 42.5 29.6 36.5
% negative 3–4 54.6 43.3 34.7 38.1 37.6
Diff. from equal distr. 0.32 0.15 0.16 0.07 0.11
Herfindahl std. 0.13 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01
Polarization index (.1) 0.25 0.31 0.30 0.38 0.32
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(cont.)

Germany Mexico Poland Turkey USA

Global warming
% negative 1–2 7.3 4.1 1.4 4.8 5.7
% median 2.01–2.99 37.3 8.8 11.0 3.2 20.1
% negative 3–4 55.4 87.1 87.6 92.0 74.2
Diff. from equal distr. 0.39 0.81 0.82 0.88 0.61
Herfindahl std. 0.18 0.65 0.67 0.77 0.39
Polarization index (.1) 0.18 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.18

Diff. from equal distribution: Index of dissimilarity, standardized to maximum
difference; Herfindahl std.: H-index standardized to minimum; Polarization index
(Esteban and Ray 1994), alpha set to 0.1.

Our general expectations for the conditional effects of social position
on issue orientations are the following. The positive effect of education
as an indicator for cultural capital on issue orientations will be stronger
the more strongly the respondent’s country is affected by globalization.
The effect of high cultural capital or being a professional on positive
orientations regarding the three issues depends on the degree of globa-
lization of the respondent’s country. The more globalized it is, the
stronger the positive effect. The negative effect of being a worker
on the three issues is stronger the more intensely the respondent’s
country is affected by globalization. Neither support for supranational
authority nor sensitivity towards global warming is expected to be
shaped particularly by being a worker or being a professional, because
position in the labourmarket is only indirectly affected by these factors,
if at all. Regarding the impact of ideologies like left–right or materi-
alism–post-materialism, the general expectation is that the more
strongly a country is affected by globalization, the more strongly
ideology will shape attitudes (Esteban and Ray 1999). The salience of
distributional consequences increases with the degree of globalization.
Moreover, globalization also affects the balance between economic and
non-economic interests (Marks 2004). The more salient these types of
problems become, the stronger the effect of ideology on the structuring
of attitudes, in this case resulting in opposition from the left and from
post-materialists. Whereas internationalism and cosmopolitanism
shape the attitudes of left and post-materialistically oriented people,
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being on the right and aligned to the materialistic pole tends to rather
go together with negative orientations towards migration and suprana-
tional authority.

Sensitivity to environmental concerns should also be lower among
the right than on the left. Post-materialist orientations produce just the
opposite inclinations to those of the political right, that is, favourable
attitudes towards migration and supranational authority, and stronger
concern about global warming than materialists. However, the impact
of ideology on attitudes is conditional on the salience of problems
produced by globalization.

There are two different questions to consider. The first is whether
individual characteristics have any effect at all; the second is to what
degree the impact of an individual-level characteristic differs signifi-
cantly across contexts. Because the statistical model is a multilevel one
with cross-level interactions, interpretation of the effect of coefficients
of the constitutive terms is of limited value. Interpretation of the con-
stitutive terms of interactions only makes sense if the interacting vari-
able has a valid score of zero because a coefficient of a constitutive term
is the effect of that variable when the interacting variable is zero
(Brambor et al. 2006). Thus, we refrain from interpreting the constitu-
tive terms of the interactions, and focus instead on the interaction terms
or marginal effects, respectively.

For that reason, we first consider the significant marginal effects of
individual-level characteristics without looking at the variation in mar-
ginal effects. In a second step, we concentrate on the differences between
marginal effects. The latter tell us to what degree context shapes or
conditions the impact of characteristics of individual respondents.

Thus, in order to check these expectations empirically and at the
same time take context into account, five regression models have been
calculated. Three models, one for each issue, include macro-level vari-
ables on economic, political and cultural globalization. In addition, at
the individual level, the models include education, being a worker,
being a professional, left–right self-placement and post-materialism as
independent variables.

In addition, two models test the impact of specific problem loads.
One model for the issue of migration has been tested including only the
two globalization variables that are theoretically reasonable, namely
economic and cultural globalization, together with the change in
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migration rates. And a model for the issue of global warming has been
tested that, besides economic globalization, also includes countries’
emission levels of greenhouse gases. Each individual-level independent
variable is interacted with the respective macro-level contextual vari-
ables. In addition, gender, age, being a migrant and media consumption
have been included in the model as control variables.1

First, however, we omit the question of varying contexts and con-
sider only the question of whether there are any significant marginal
effects from individual-level variables. Concentrating on marginal
effects rather than regression coefficients is justified by the fact that,
in interaction models, the effect of the constituent terms of the interac-
tion variables cannot directly be read from the regression coefficients.
Results show some deviations from expectations.

Expectations regarding the effect of education on issue orientations
are supported, as are expectations regarding the effect of being a
worker. Higher education contributes to stronger support for migra-
tion and cross-border authority, as well as a greater sensitivity to
environmental concerns. Being a worker, however, produces the oppo-
site effects, although not entirely consistently (see Table 3.4). Being a
professional produces hardly any significant marginal effects. Results
for left–right position and issue orientations support the expectations.
The more an individual is situated to the right of the political spectrum,
the less support we find for border crossing by people and authority,
and the less concern for the environment. The effects of being a post-
materialist support expectations regarding the issues of migration and
authority but there is no effect on the orientation towards global
warming. Thus, with exception of being a professional, results more
or less strongly support the expectations.

Turning to the question of whether globalization and problem con-
text have a conditioning ormoderating effect, we turn to the differences
between the marginal effects of individual-level variables. Starting with
the issue of migration, the impact of cultural capital as measured by
education should be most strongly positively affected by cultural glo-
balization and the change in migration rates. The reasoning behind this
assumption is that a culturally more heterogeneous context is beneficial
for individuals with more cultural capital – intellectually or materially.

1 Full results are available from the authors on request.
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However, there is no systematic variation in the effect of education
on orientations towards migration although it is clearly the most
important individual-level determinant. It seems to be a universal effect
not modified by context. Being a worker has a stronger negative effect
on orientations towards migration, the higher the degree of cultural
globalization happens to be and the higher the rate of change in
migration levels (see Figure 3.3, left panel; see also Table 3.5).

This is a direct effect of economic globalization, which puts ordinary
workers in a stronger competitive situation. Because economic
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Figure 3.3 Migration issue: Illustration of difference in conditional marginal
effects of micro determinants across globalization contexts
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globalization together with increased migration increases the level of
cultural globalization, stronger cultural globalization is more nega-
tively related to orientations towards migration for workers.
Interestingly enough, with stronger political globalization the negative
effect on migration attitudes vanishes (Table 3.5). Because there are no
significant marginal effects of being a professional, there are also no
significant variations across contexts.

Regarding ideology, we find support on the issue of migration for the
assumption that the more globalized the context, the stronger its impact
on issue orientations will be. The effect of post-materialism on positive
orientations towards migration is strongest where levels of cultural
globalization and change in migration rates are highest (Figure 3.3,
right panel; Table 3.5). Left–right position is negatively related to posi-
tive views on migration, implying that leftists support migration more
than rightists. The effect is stronger where levels of cultural globalization
and migration rates are highest (see Table 3.5).

Regarding support for supranational authority, already existing
political globalization should contribute to positive effects because
experience reduces insecurity and increases understanding of the con-
sequences of internationalized governance. This has been shown again
and again by research on support for European integration
(Niedermayer and Sinnot 1990). Regarding individual-level variables,
only those related to ideology, namely, left–right self-placement and
post-materialism, show significant marginal effects. Thus, only these
need to be considered regarding context. Results show that political
globalization makes the left–right effect vanish. For post-materialism,
the positive effect on border-crossing authority increases with political
globalization (Figure 3.4; Table 3.5).

Global warming, finally, is an issue which should be strongly influ-
enced by environmental problem load, measured here as emission of
greenhouse gases per capita. As environmental protection is an issue not
directly related to social position, being a worker or being a professional
is not expected to change people’s orientation towards global warming if
the level of greenhouse gas pollution is higher or lower. Education and
ideology, however, as cognitive tools for viewing the world ought to
show different impacts in settings with different degrees of pollution. The
positive effects of education and post-materialism on concerns
about global warming should become stronger the more greenhouse
gas pollution there is in a country. The effect of left–right ideology
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should also become more pronounced, implying that a leftist ideo-
logical position (i.e., a low value on the left–right variable) increases
sensitivity to environmental problems more strongly when levels of
pollution are high.

However, these expectations do not hold. The effect of education on
sensitivity to global warming becomes more negative, the more a
country pollutes. The effect of post-materialism does not vary across
contexts at all because there are no significant marginal effects. The
effect of left–right orientation varies across context as expected: a right
orientation reduces sensitivity to environmental concerns, the more of
a polluter a country is (see Figure 3.5; Table 3.5).

It seems, however, that these two quite strong context effects of
greenhouse gas pollution are very strongly driven by the mass-publics
in the United States. It is by far the biggest greenhouse gas polluter
per capita among our five countries, and shows, together with
Germany, the lowest sensitivity to global warming (Figure 3.2),
although Germany produces half the amount of greenhouse gas per
capita (see Table 3.1).

3.5 Summary of Results and Tentative Conclusions

In this chapter, we have attempted to answer two general questions: Is
there conflict on certain core issues relating to globalization within
societies, and does the context of globalization matter for the strength
of this conflict? Our empirical investigation proceeded in three steps.
One step related to macro-level questions, a second to micro-level
analysis of individuals, and a third investigated the impact of context
on micro-level relationships. We showed that our five countries of study
cover considerable variation regarding characteristics of globalization
and problem loads when compared to the rest of the OECD. Our
countries cover between one third and three quarters of the range of
variation in the OECD. Furthermore, with one exception, they are not
outliers with respect to the relationship between economic, cultural,
political globalization and the problem loads of migration and pollution.
The one exception is Mexico, which is an outlier where the relationship
between political globalization and support for border-crossing author-
ity is concerned. In general, degrees of contextual globalization and
support for the issues seem to be related on the aggregate level. We
find quite strong aggregate correlations between economic and cultural
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globalization and support for migration, between political and cultural
globalization and support for internationalized governance, and some
support for a relationship between problem loads and issue orientations.

At the individual level, our results show that educational differences
produce strong differences in issue orientations in particular regarding
migration and global warming. We find that the higher the level of
education, the stronger the support for migration and, to some extent,
for border-crossing authority as well, and the higher the sensitivity to
environmental problems. Being a worker produces almost the opposite
results regarding issue orientations. Social stratification, therefore,
produces differences in orientation between social groups and, if poli-
ticized, brings political conflict. Consequently, ideology matters too.
Being more to the right of the political spectrum increases the like-
lihood of being against migration and transborder authority, and goes
along with a low sensitivity to environmental concerns. Exactly the
opposite is true for individuals with post-materialist orientations.
Thus, there is potential for conflict produced by social stratification
and political polarization within societies.

The third question we set out to answer was to what extent the
contexts of globalization shape the degree towhich differences between
social and ideological groups have an impact on issue orientations. The
reasonable assumption is that the more strongly individual-level char-
acteristics contribute to differences in political orientations, the more
politicized the issue, and the more politicized the social and ideological
structure of a society. This assumption is very much in line with
classical cleavage theory (Lipset and Rokkan 1967) and studies of
voting and cleavages (Pappi 1973).

Results clearly show that globalization matters, albeit different
forms of globalization to different degrees for each of the issues under
investigation. However, the general message is that the impact of social
and political differentiation on issue orientations is stronger where
globalization is more advanced. The more globalized a country is, the
more polarized opinions are between social and political groups in
society. With globalization, polarization of attitudes within a country
between social classes, between the better and the less well educated, as
well as between ideological camps, becomes more intense. The signifi-
cance and meaning of this finding is obvious: the more pronounced the
interest differentiation on the issues in question, the more a society is
affected by globalization.

88 Domestic Impacts

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108652698.003
https://www.cambridge.org/core


References

Alber, J- (1985) ‘Modernisierung, neue Spannungslinien und die politischen 
Chancen der Grünen’, Politische Vierteljahresschrift 26: 211-26.

Andeweg, R. B. (2003) ‘Beyond Representativeness? Trends in Political 
Representation’, European Review 11(2): 147-61. doi:10.1017/ 
S1062798703000164.

Anheier, H., M. Glasius and M. Kaldor (eds.) (2001) Global Civil Society. 
Oxford University Press.

Archibugi, D. (2004) ‘Cosmopolitan Democracy and its Critics: A Review’, 
European Journal o f International Relations 10(3): 437-73.

Archibugi, D. (2008) The Global Commonwealth o f Citizens: Towards 
Cosmopolitan Democracy. Princeton University Press.

Archibugi, D. (2010) ‘The Architecture of Cosmopolitan Democracy’, in 
G. W. Brown and D. Held (eds.), The Cosmopolitanism Reader. 
Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 312-33.

Archibugi, D. and D. Held (eds.) (1995) Cosmopolitan Democracy: An 
Agenda for a New World Order. Cambridge University Press.

Azmanova, A. (2011) ‘After the Left-right (Dis)continuum: Globalization 
and the Remaking of Europe’s Ideological Geography’, International 
Political Sociology 5: 384—407.

Bale, T. (2003) ‘Cinderella and Her Ugly Sisters: The Mainstream and 
Extreme Right in Europe’s Bipolarising Party Systems’, West 
European Politics 26(3): 67-90.

Barber, B. (1984) Strong Democracy: Participatory Politics for a New Age. 
Berkeley: University of California Press.

Barnett, M. N. and M. Finnemore (2004) Rules for the World: International 
Organizations in Global Politics. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Bartolini, S. (2005) Restructuring Europe: Centre Formation, System 
Building, and Political Structuring between the Nation State and the 
European Union. Oxford University Press.

Bartolini, S. (2007) ‘The Class Cleavage: Conceptual and Methodological 
Framework’, in S. Bartolini (ed.), The Political Mobilization of 
the European Left, 1860-1980: The Class Cleavage. New York: 
Cambridge University Press, pp. 9-53.

249



250 References

Beck, U. (2002) Macht und Gegenmacht im globalen Zeitalter: Neue 
weltpolitische Ökonomie. Frankfurt: Suhrkamp.

Becker, U. and H. Schwartz (2005) Employment ‘Miracles’: A Critical 
Comparison o f the Dutch, Scandinavian, Swiss, Australian and Irish 
Cases versus Germany and the US. Amsterdam University Press.

Beisheim, M., S. Dreher, G. Walter, B. Zangl and M. Zürn (1999) Im 
Zeitalter der Globalisierung? Thesen und Daten zur gesellschaftlichen 
und politischen Denationalisierung. Baden-Baden: Nomos.

Beitz, C. R. (1979) ‘Bounded Morality: Justice and the State in World 
Politics’, International Organization 33(3): 405-24.

Beitz, C. R. (1990) Political Equality: An Essay in Democratic Theory. 
Princeton University Press.

Beitz, C. R. (1994) ‘Cosmopolitan Liberalism and the States System’, in
C. Brown (ed.), Political Restructuring in Europe: Ethical 
Perspectives. London: Routledge, pp. 123-36.

Beitz, C. R. (2004) ‘Human Rights and the Law of Peoples’, in
D. K. Chatterjee (ed.), The Ethics o f Assistance: Morality and the 
Distant Needy. Cambridge University Press pp. 193-216.

Beitz, C. R. (2009) The Idea o f Human Rights. Oxford University Press. 
Bell, C. (1993) ‘Future Hypothesis: A Concert of Powers?’ in R. Leaver and

J. L. Richardson (eds.), Charting the Post-Cold War Order. Boulder, 
CO: Westview Press pp. 110-20.

Bellah, R. N. (1967) Civil Religion in America. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press. 
Benhabib, S. (2007) Another Cosmopolitanism, New York: Oxford

University Press.
Bennett, W. L. and R. A4. Entman (eds.) (2001) Mediated Politics: 

Communication in the Future o f Democracy. Cambridge University Press.
Best, H. (2012) ‘Elite Foundations of European Integration: A Causal 

Analysis’, in H. Best, G. Lengyel and L. Verzichelli (eds.), The Europe 
of Elites: A Study into the Europeanness o f Europe’s Political and 
Economic Elites. Oxford University Press, pp. 208-33.

Best, H., G. Lengyel and L. Verzichelli (2012) The Europe o f Elites: A Study 
into the Europeanness o f Europe’s Political and Economic Elites. 
Oxford University Press.

Betz, H.-G. (1994) Radical Right-Wing Populism in Western Europe. 
Basingstoke: MacMillan.

Biermann, F., P. Pattberg and F. Zelli (eds.) (2012) Global Climate 
Governance Beyond 2012: Architecture, Agency and Adaptation. 
Cambridge University Press.

Binder, M. and M. Heupel (2014) ‘The Legitimacy of the UN Security 
Council: Evidence from Recent General Assembly Debates’, 
International Studies Quarterly 59(2): 238-50.



References 251

Borg, I. and P. J. F. Groenen (2005) Modern Multidimensional Scaling: 
Theory and Applications, 2nd ed. New York: Springer.

Bornschier, S. (2010) Cleavage Politics and the Populist Right: The New  
Cultural Conflict in Western Europe. Philadelphia: Temple University 
Press.

Börzel, T. A. (2005) ‘Mind the Gap! European Integration between Level and 
Scope’, Journal o f European Public Policy 12(2): 217-36. doi:10.1080/ 
13501760500043860.

Brady, D., J. Beckfield and W. Zhao (2007) ‘The Consequences of Economic 
Globalization for Affluent Democracies’, Annual Review o f Sociology 
33(1): 313-34. doi:10.1146/annurev.soc.33.040406.131636.

Brambor, T., W. R. Clark and M. Golder (2006) ‘Understanding Interaction 
Models: Improving Empirical Analyses’, Political Analysis 14(1): 63-82.

Burgoon, B. (2010) ‘Betwixt and Between? The European Union’s 
Redistributive Management of Globalization’, Journal o f European 
Public Policy 17(3): 433—48.

Burley, A.-M. and W. Mattli (1993) ‘Europe before the Court: A Political 
Theory of Legal Integration’, International Organization 47(1): 41-76.

Busing, F. M. T. A., P. J. F. Groenen and W. J. Heiser (2005) ‘Avoiding 
Degeneracy in Multidimensional Unfolding by Penalizing on the 
Coefficient of Variation’, Psychometrika 70(1): 71-98.

Busing, F. M. T. A., W. J. Heiser and G. Cleaver (2010) ‘Restricted 
Unfolding: Preference Analysis with Optimal Transformations of 
Preferences and Attributes’, Food Quality and Preference 21: 82-92.

Calhoun, C. (2002a) ‘Imagining Solidarity: Cosmopolitanism, Constitutional 
Patriotism, and the Public Sphere’, Political Culture 14(1): 141-71. 

Calhoun, C. (2002b) ‘The Class Consciousness of Frequent Travelers:
Toward a Critique of Actually Existing Cosmopolitanism’, The South 
Atlantic Quarterly 101(4): 869-97.

Calhoun, C. (2003) ‘The Class Consciousness of Frequent Travellers: Towards 
a Critique of Actually Existing Cosmopolitanism’, in D. Archibugi (ed.), 
Debating Cosmopolites. London: Verso pp. 86-116.

Caney, S. (2005) Justice Beyond Borders: A Global Political Theory. Oxford 
University Press.

Carmines, E. G. and J. A. Stimson (1989) Race and the Transformation o f 
American Politics. Princeton University Press.

Cohen, J. and C. Sabel (2006) ‘Extra Rempublicam Nulla Justitia?’, 
Philosophy & Public Affairs 34(2): 147-75.

Coser, L. A. (1957) ‘Social Conflict and the Theory of Social Change’, British 
Journal o f Sociology 8(3): 197-207.

Dahl, R. (1989) Democracy and Its Critics. New Haven, London: Yale 
University Press.



252 References

Dahl, R. (1999) ‘Can International Organizations be Democratic? 
A Skeptic’s View’, in I. Shapiro and C. Hacker-Cordön (eds.), 
Democracy’s Edges. New York: Cambridge University Press, pp. 
19-36.

Dahrendorf, R. (1959) Class and Class Conflict in Industrial Society. 
Stanford University Press.

Dahrendorf, R. (2005) The Crisis o f Democracy: In Conversation with 
Antonio Polito. London: Gibson Square Books.

Dalton, R. J. (1984) ‘Cognitive Mobilization and Partisan Dealignment in 
Advanced Industrial Democracies’, The Journal o f Politics 46(1): 
264-84. doi: 10.2307/2130444.

Dambrun, M., R. Kamiejski, N. Haddadi and S. Duarte (2009) ‘Why Does 
Social Dominance Orientation Decrease with University Exposure to 
the Social Sciences? The Impact of Institutional Socialization and the 
Mediating Role of “Geneticism”’, European Journal o f Social 
Psychology 39(1): 88-100.

De Lange, S. L. (2007) ‘A New Winning Formula?’ Party Politics 13(4): 
411-35. doi:10.1177/1354068807075943.

De Wilde, P. (2011a) ‘Ex Ante vs. Ex Post: The Trade-off Between Partisan 
Conflict and Visibility in Debating EU Policy-formulation in National 
Parliaments’, Journal o f European Public Policy 18(5): 672-89.

De Wilde, P. (2011b) ‘No Polity for Old Politics? A Framework for 
Analyzing the Politicization of European Integration’, Journal of 
European Integration 33(5)- 559-75.

De Wilde, P. and M. Zürn (2012) ‘Can the Politicization of European 
Integration Be Reversed?,’ Journal o f Common Market Studies 5O(S1): 
137-53.

De Wilde, P., R. Koopmans and M. Zürn (2014) ‘The Political Sociology of 
Cosmopolitanism and Communitarianism: Representative Claims 
Analysis’, WZB Discussion Papers, SP IV 2014/102, WZB Berlin 
Social Science Center, http://bibliothek.wzb.eu/pdf/2014/ivl4-102.pdf.

Deegan-Krause, K. (2013) ‘Full and Partial Cleavages’, in S. Berglund, 
J. Ekman, K. Deegan-Krause and T. Knutsen (eds.), The Handbook o f 
Political Change in Eastern Europe, 3rd ed. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar, 
pp. 35-50.

Deutsch, K. W. (1961) ‘Social Mobilization and Political Development’, 
American Political Science Review 100(4): 678-9.

Deutsch, K. W. (1968) Analysis o f International Relations. Englewood 
Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Dinan, D. (1999) Ever Closer Union: An Introduction to European 
Integration, 2nd ed. Basingstoke: Palgrave MacMillan.

http://bibliothek.wzb.eu/pdf/2014/ivl4-102.pdf


References 253

Dinas, E. (2012) ‘Left and Right in the Basque Country and Catalonia: The 
Meaning of Ideology in a Nationalist Context’, South European Society 
and Politics 17(3): 467-85. doi:10.1080/13608746.2012.701898.

Dreher, A., N. Gaston and P. Martens (2008) Measuring Globalization: 
Gauging Its Consequences. New York: Springer.

Ecker-Ehrhardt, M. (2011) ‘Cosmopolitan Politicization: How Perceptions 
of Interdependence Foster Citizens’ Expectations in International 
Institutions’, European Journal o f International Relations 18(3): 481-508.

Eckstein, H. (1966) Division and Cohesion in Democracy: A Study o f 
Norway. Princeton University Press.

Eribon, D. (2013) Returning to Reims. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press. 
Esping-Andersen, G. (1985) Politics Against Markets: The Social

Democratic Road to Power. Princeton University Press.
Esteban, J.-M. and D. Ray (1994) ‘On the Measurement of Polarization’, 

Econometrica 62(4): 819-51.
Esteban, J.-M. and D. Ray (1999) ‘Conflict and Distribution’, Journal of 

Economic Theory 87(2): 379-415.
Etzioni, A. (1998) The Essential Communitarian Reader. Lanham, Oxford: 

Rowman &c Littlefield.
European Parliament (2004) ‘Future of the Area of Freedom, Security and 

Justice’, 13 October 2004, Brussels, E. Parliament, Brussels.
European Parliament (2008) ‘Freedom, Security and Justice (annual debate) 

(Articles 2 and 39 TEU)’, PV 31/01/2008-4, Brussels, www.europarl.e 
uropa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEX.

Fischer, M., B. Kauder, N. Potrafke and H. W. Ursprung (2016) ‘Support for 
Free-Market Policies and Reforms: Does the Field of Study Influence 
Students’ Political Attitudes?’ [online], European Journal o f Political 
Economy, retrieved from www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/ 
S0176268016300672.

Fligstein, N. (2008) Euro-Clash: The EU, European Identity, and the Future 
o f Europe. Oxford University Press.

Flockhart, T. (2005) ‘Critical Junctures and Social Identity Theory: 
Explaining the Gap between Danish Mass and Elite Attitudes to 
Europeanization’, JCMS: Journal o f Common Market Studies 43(2): 
251-71. doi:10.1111/j.0021-9886.2005.00554.x.

Flora, P. (ed.) (2000) Stein Rokkan: Staat, Nation und Demokratie in 
Europa. Die Theorie Stein Rokkans aus seinen gesammelten Werken. 
Frankfurt: Suhrkamp.

Flora, P., S. Kuhnle and D. W. Urwin (eds.) (1999) State Formation, Nation- 
Building, and Mass Politics in Europe: The Theory o f Stein Rokkan. 
Oxford University Press.

http://www.europarl.e
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/


254 References

Forst, R. (2011) The Right to Justification: Elements o f a Constructivist 
Theory o f Justice. New York: Columbia University Press.

Fraser, N. (1992) ‘Rethinking the Public Sphere: A Contribution to the 
Critique of Actually Existing Democracy’, in C. Calhoun (ed.), 
Habermas and the Public Sphere. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 
pp. 109-42.

Fraser, N. (2009) Scales o f Justice. Reimagining Political Space in 
a Globalizing World. New York: Columbia University Press.

Frieden, J. A. (1991) ‘Invested Interests: the Politics of National Economic 
Policies in a World of Global Finance’, International Organization 45 
(4): 425-51.

Gabel, M. (1998a) ‘Economic Integration and Mass Politics: Market 
Liberalization and Public Attitudes in the European Union’, American 
Journal o f Political Science 42(3): 936-53.

Gabel, M. (1998b) ‘Public Support for European Integration: An Empirical 
Test of Five Theories’, The Journal o f Politics 60(2): 333-54. 
doi: 10.2307/2647912.

Goodhart, D. (2004) ‘Too Diverse’, Prospect (February 20, 2004), retrieved 
28 September 2017 from www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/magazine/too-di 
verse-david-goodhart-multiculturalism-britain-immigration-globalisation.

Goodhart, D. (2017) The Road to Somewhere: The Populist Revolt and the 
Future o f Politics. London: C. Hurst & Co.

Goodin, R. E. (1985) Protecting the Vulnerable: A Re-Analysis o f Our Social 
Responsibilities. University of Chicago Press.

Grant, R. W. and R. O. Keohane (2005) ‘Accountability and Abuses of 
Power in World Politics’, American Political Science Review 99(1): 
29-43.

Green-Pedersen, C. (2007) ‘The Growing Importance of Issue Competition: 
The Changing Nature of Party Competition in Western Europe’, 
Political Studies 35: 607-28.

Habermas, J. (1986) Politik, Kunst, Religion: Essays über zeitgenössische 
Philosophen. Stuttgart: Reclam.

Habermas, J. (1991 [1962]) The Structural Transformation of the Public 
Sphere: An Inquiry into a Category o f Bourgeois Society, Cambridge, 
MA: MIT Press.

Hall, P. A. and D. Soskice (2001) Varieties o f Capitalism: The Institutional 
Foundations o f Comparative Advantage. Oxford University Press. 

Hamilton, M. B. (1987) ‘The Elements of the Concept of Ideology’, Political
Studies 35(1): 18-38. doi: 10.1111/j. 1467-9248.1987.tb00186.x.

Haus, M. (2003) Kommunitarismus -  Einführung und Analyse. Wiesbaden: 
Springer VS.

http://www.prospectmagazine.co.uk/magazine/too-di


References 255

Hawkins, D. G., D. A. Lake, D. L. Nielson and M. J. Tierney (eds.) (2006) 
Delegation and Agency in International Organizations. Cambridge 
University Press.

Heideking, J. (2000) ‘Generalversammlung’, in H. Volger (ed.), Lexikon der 
Vereinten Nationen. Munich: Oldenbourg, pp. 178-83.

Helbling, M. and C. Teney (2015) ‘The Cosmopolitan Elite in Germany: 
Transnationalism and Postmaterialism’, Global Networks 15(4): 
446-68. doi:10.1111/glob.12073.

Held, D. (1995) Democracy and the Global Order: From the Modern State 
to Cosmopolitical Governance. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Held, D. (2004) Global Covenant: The Social Democratic Alternative to the 
Washington Consensus. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley & Sons.

Held, D. (2010) ‘Principles of Cosmopolitan Order’, in G. W. Brown and 
D. Held (eds.), The Cosmopolitan Reader. Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 
229-47.

Held, D., A. McGrew, D. Goldblatt and J. Perraton (1999) Global 
Transformations. Politics, Economics and Culture. Stanford University 
Press.

Hellwig, T. (2015) Globalization and Mass Politics: Retaining the Room to 
Maneuver. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Hendriks, C. M. (2009) ‘The Democratic Soup: Mixed Meanings of Political 
Representation in Governance Networks’, Governance: An International 
Journal o f Policy, Administration, and Institutions 22(4): 689-715.

Hildebrandt, K. and R. J. Dalton (1978) ‘The New Politics’, in M. Kaase and 
K. von Beyme (eds.), Elections and Parties. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage, 
pp. 69-96.

Hirschman, A. O. (1972) Exit, Voice, and Loyalty: Responses to Decline in 
Firms, Organizations, and States. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University 
Press.

Hiscox, M. J. (2001) ‘Class Versus Industry Cleavages: Inter-Industry Factor 
Mobility and the Politics of Trade’, International Organization 55(1): 
1-46. doi:10.1162/002081801551405.

Hix, S. (2005) The Political System o f the European Union, 2nd ed. 
New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Hix, S., A. Noury and G. Roland (2006) ‘Dimensions of Politics in the European 
Parliament’, American Journal o f Political Science 50(2): 494-511.

Höffe, O. (1999) Demokratie im Zeitalter der Globalisierung. München: 
C. H. Beck.

Hoffmann-Lange, U. (2007) ‘Studying Elite vs Mass Opinion’, in 
W. Donsbach and M. W. Traugott (eds.), The SAGE Handbook o f 
Public Opinion Research. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, pp. 53-63.



256 References

Hofmann, H. (2009) ‘Legislation, Delegation and Implementation under the 
Treaty of Lisbon: Typology meets Reality’, European Law Journal 15 
(4): 482-505.

Honneth, A. (ed.) (1993) Kommunitarismus -  Eine Debatte über die 
moralischen Grundlagen moderner Gesellschaften. Frankfurt: 
Campus.

Hooghe, L. and G. Marks (2009) ‘A Postfunctionalist Theory of European 
Integration: From Permissive Consensus to Constraining Dissensus’, 
British Journal o f Political Science 39(1): 1-23. doi:10.1017/ 
S0007123408000409.

Hooghe, L. and G. Marks (2014) ‘Delegation and Pooling in International 
Organizations’, Review o f International Organizations, online first: 
doi:10.1007/sll558-014-9194-4:l-24.

Hooghe, L., G. Marks and C. J. Wilson (2002) ‘Does Left/Right Structure 
Party Positions on European Integration?’, Comparative Political 
Studies 35(8): 965-89.

Hooghe, L., G. Marks and C. J. Wilson (2004) ‘Does Left/Right Structure 
Party Positions on European Integration?’, in G. Marks and 
M. R. Steenbergen (eds.), European Integration and Political Conflict. 
New York: Cambridge University Press, pp. 120-40.

Hooghe, L., G. Marks, A. H. Schäkel, S. Niedzwiecki, S. Chapman Osterkatz 
and S. Shair-Rosenfield (2016) Measuring Regional Authority: 
A Postfunctionalist Theory o f Governance, vol. 1. Oxford University 
Press.

Hu, L. and P. M. Bender (1999) ‘Cutoff Criteria for Fit Indexes in 
Covariance Structure Analysis: Conventional Criteria Versus New 
Alternatives’, Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary 
Journal 6(1): 1-55.

Hutter, S. (2014) Protesting Culture and Economics in Western Europe: 
New Cleavages in Left and Right Politics. Minneapolis: University of 
Minnesota Press.

Igarashi, H. and H. Saito (2014) ‘Cosmopolitanism as Cultural Capital: 
Exploring the Intersection of Globalization, Education and Stratification’, 
Cultural Sociology, March. doi:10.1177/1749975514523935.

Inglehart, R. F. (1970) ‘Cognitive Mobilization and European Identity’, 
Comparative Politics 3(1): 45-70. doi:10.2307/421501.

Inglehart, R. F., J.-R. Rabier and K. Reif (1987) ‘The Evolution of Public 
Attitudes toward European Integration: 1970-1986’, Journal o f European 
Integration 10(2-3): 135-55. doi:10.1080/07036338708428902.

Janssen, J. I. H. (1991) ‘Postmaterialism, Cognitive Mobilization and Public 
Support for European Integration’, British Journal o f Political Science 
21(4): 443-68. doi:10.1017/S0007123400006256.



References 257

Katz, R. S. and P. Mair (1995) ‘Changing Models of Party Organization and 
Party Democracy The Emergence of the Cartel Party’, Party Politics 1 
(1): 5-28. doi:10.1177/1354068895001001001.

Keane, J. (2003) Global Civil Society. Cambridge University Press.
Keck, M. E. and K. Sikkink (1998) Activists Beyond Borders. Advocacy

Networks Beyond Borders. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.
Kelsen, H. (1925) Allgemeine Staatslehre. Enzyklopädie der Rechts- und 

Sozialwissenschaften, 23. Bd. Berlin: J. Springer.
Kirchheimer, O. (1965) ‘Der Wandel des westeuropäischen Parteiensystems’, 

Politische Vierteljahresschrift 6(1): 20-41.
Kitschelt, H. P. (1988) ‘Left-Libertarian Parties: Explaining Innovation in 

Competitive Party Systems’, World Politics 40(2): 194-234.
doi:10.2307/2010362.

Kitschelt, H. P. (1994) The Transformation o f European Social Democracy. 
New York: Cambridge University Press.

Kitschelt, H. P. (1995) Party Systems in East Central Europe: Consolidation 
or Fluidity? Studies in Public Policy, 241. Glasgow: Centre for the Study 
of Public Policy.

Kitschelt, H. P. and S. Hellemans (1990) ‘The Left-right Semantics and 
the New Politics Cleavage’, Comparative Political Studies 23(2): 
210-38.

Knutsen, O. (1995) ‘Value Orientations, Political Conflicts and Left-Right 
Identification: A Comparative Study’, European Journal o f Political 
Research 28(1): 63-93.

Koenig-Archibugi, M. (2011) ‘Fuzzy Citizenship in Global Society’, The 
Journal o f Political Philosophy 20(4): 456-80.

Koenig-Archibugi, M. (2012) ‘Global Democracy and Domestic Analogies’, 
in D. Archibugi, M. Koenig-Archibugi and R. Marchetti (eds.), Global 
Democracy: Normative and Empirical Perspectives. Cambridge 
University Press, pp. 160-82.

Kohut, A., S. Keeter, C. Doherty, M. Dimock and C. Leah (2012) Assessing 
the Representativeness o f Public Opinion Surveys. Washington DC: The 
Pew Research Center for the People and the Press.

Koopmans, R. (2007) ‘Who Inhabits the European Public Sphere? Winners 
and Losers, Supporters and Opponents in Europeanised Political 
Debates’, European Journal o f Political Research 46(2): 183-210.

Koopmans, R. and Erbe, J. (2004) ‘Towards a European Public Sphere? 
Vertical and Horizontal Dimensions of Europeanized Political 
Communication’, Innovation 17(2): 97-118.

Koopmans, R. and P. Statham (1999) ‘Political Claims Analysis: Integrating 
Protest Event and Political Discourse Approaches’, Mobilization: An 
International Quarterly 4(2): 203-21.



258 References

Koopmans, R. and P. Statham (2010) The Making o f a European Public 
Sphere: Media Discourse and Political Contention. Cambridge 
University Press.

Koopmans, R., P. Stathan, M. Giugni and F. Passy (2005) Contested 
Citizenship: Immigration and Cultural Diversity in Europe. Social 
movements, protest, and contention, vol. 25. Minneapolis: University 
of Minnesota Press.

Kriesi, H. and T. Frey (2008) ‘The United Kingdom: Moving Parties in 
a Stable Configuration’, in H. Kriesi, E. Grande, R. Lachat, 
M. Dolezal, S. Bornschier and T. Frey, West European Politics in the 
Age o f Globalization. Cambridge University Press, pp. 183-207.

Kriesi, H., E. Grande, R. Lachat, M. Dolezal, S. Bornschier and T. Frey 
(2008) West European Politics in the Age o f Globalization. 
Cambridge University Press.

Kriesi, H., E. Grande, R. Lachat, M. Dolezal, S. Bornschier and T. Frey 
(2008) ‘Globalization and Its Impact on National Spaces of 
Competition’, in H. Kriesi, E. Grande, R. Lachat, M. Dolezal, 
S. Bornschier and T. Frey, West European Politics in the Age of 
Globalization. Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-22.

Kriesi, FL, E. Grande, M. Dolezal, M. Helbling, D. Höglinger, S. Hutter and 
B. Wiiest (2012) Political Conflict in Western Europe. Cambridge 
University Press.

Kymlicka, W. (2010) ‘The Rise and Fall of Multiculturalism? New Debates 
on Inclusion and Accommodation in Diverse Societies’, International 
Social Science Journal 61(199): 97-112. doi:10.1111/j. 1468-2451 
,2010.01750.x.

Laclau, E. (2005) On Political Reason. London: Verso.
Lake, D. A. (2010) ‘Rightful Rules: Authority, Order, and the Foundations of 

Global Governance’, International Studies Quarterly 54: 587-613. 
Lechner, F. J. and J. Boli (2005) World Culture: Origins and Consequences.

Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing.
Leonisio, R. and O. Strijbis (2014) ‘Beyond Self-Placement: Why 

Nationalism Is a Better Predictor of Electoral Behaviour in the Basque 
Country’, Revista Espanola de Investigaciones Sociologicas 146: 47-68.

Lipset, S. M. (1960) Political Man: The Social Bases o f Politics. London: 
Heinemann.

Lipset, S. M. and E. Raab (1970) The Politics o f the Unreason: Right Wing 
Extremism in America, 1790-1970. New York: Harper Collins.

Lipset, S. M. and S. Rokkan (1967) ‘Cleavage Structures, Party Systems and 
Voter Alignments: An Introduction’, in S. M. Lipset and S. Rokkan 
(eds.), Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National 
Perspectives. New York: Free Press, pp. 1-64.



References 259

Lipset, S. M. and S. Rokkan (eds.) (1967) Party Systems and Voter 
Alignments: Cross-National Perspectives. New York: Free Press.

Lombard, M., J. Snyder-Duch and C. C. Bracken (2002) ‘Content Analysis in 
Mass Communication: Assessment and Reporting of Intercoder 
Reliability’, Human Communication Research 28(4): 587-604.

Lord, C. and D. Tamvaki, (2013) ‘The Politics of Justification? Applying the 
“Discourse Quality Index” to the Study of the European Parliament’, 
European Political Science Review 5(1): 27-54.

MacIntyre, A. (1988) Whose Justice? Which Rationality? University of 
Notre Dame Press.

Mair, P. (2005) ‘Cleavages’, in R. S. Katz and W. Crotty (ed.), Handbook o f 
Party Politics. London: Sage, pp. 371-5.

Mair, P. (2006) Ruling the Void: The Hollowing o f Western Democracy. 
London: Verso.

Mansbridge, J. (2003) ‘Rethinking Representation’, American Political 
Science Review 97(4): 515-28. doi:10.1017/S0003055403000856. 

Margalit, Y. (2012) ‘Lost in Globalization: International Economic
Integration and the Sources of Popular Discontent’, International 
Studies Quarterly 56(3): 484-500.

Marks, G. (2004) ‘Conclusion: European Integration and Political Conflict’, 
in G. Marks and M. Steenbergen (eds.), European Integration and 
Political Conflict. Cambridge University Press, pp. 235-59.

Mattila, M. and T. Raunio (2006) ‘Cautious Voters -  Supportive 
Parties: Opinion Congruence Between Voters and Parties on the EU 
Dimension’, European Union Politics 7(4): 427—49. doi:10.1177/ 
1465116506069434.

May, J. D. (1973) ‘Opinion Structure of Political Parties: The Special Law of 
Curvilinear Disparity’, Political Studies 21(2): 135-51.

McCoy, D. C. and H. Y. Kim (2016) Latent Variable Analysis (Part I): 
Structural Equation Modeling, Harvard Graduate School of 
Education, retrieved from https://canvas.harvard.edu/courses/8737/

Meckled-Garcia, S. (2008) ‘On the Very Idea of Cosmopolitan Justice: 
Constructivism and International Agency’, Journal o f Political 
Philosophy 16(3): 245-71.

Merkel, W. (2004) ‘Embedded and Defective Democracies’, 
Democratization 11(5): 33-58.

Merkel, W. and S. Kneip (eds.) (2018) Democracy and Crisis: Challenges in 
Turbulent Times. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Merkel, W. and F. Scholl (2018) ‘Illiberalism, Populism and Democracy in 
East and West’, Czech Journal o f Political Science (XXV) 1: 28—44. 

Milanovic, B. (2016) Global Inequality: A New Approach for the Age o f
Globalization. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

https://canvas.harvard.edu/courses/8737/


260 References

Mill, J. St. (1882) A System o f Logic. New York: Harper & Brothers 
Publishers.

Miller, D. (1995) On Nationality. Oxford University Press.
Mouffe, C. (2000) The Democratic Paradox. London: Verso.
Mouffe, C. (2005) ‘The “End of Politics” and the Challenge of Right-Wing 

Populism’, in F. Panitza (ed.), Populism and the Mirror o f Democracy. 
London: Verso, pp. 50-71.

Mouffe, C. (2007) Über das Politische. Wider die kosmopolitische Illusion. 
Frankfurt: Suhrkamp (English original: 2005. On the Political. London: 
Routledge).

Mouffe, C. (2013) Agonistics: The World Politically. London: Verso. 
Mudde, C. (1999) ‘The Single-Issue Party Thesis: Extreme Right Parties and

the Immigration Issue’, West European Politics 22(3): 182-97.
Mudde, C. (2004) ‘The Populist Zeitgeist’, Government and Opposition 39 

(4): 541-63.
Mudde, C. (2007) Populist Radical Right Parties in Europe. Cambridge 

University Press.
Mudde, C. (2010) ‘The Populist Radical Right: A Pathological Normalcy’, 

West European Politics 33(6), retrieved from http://works.bepress.com/ 
cas_mudde/26/.

Mudde, C. and C. Rovira Kaltwasser (2013) Populism in Europe and the 
Americas: Threat or Corrective for Democracy? Cambridge University 
Press.

Mulhall, S. and A. Swift (1992) Liberals and Communitarians. Oxford: 
Blackwell.

Müller, J.-W. (2016) Was ist Populismus? Frankfurt: Suhrkamp.
Nagel, T. (2005) ‘The Problem of Global Justice’, Philosophy & Public

Affairs 33(2): 113-47.
Niedermayer, O. and R. Sinnot (eds.) (1990) Public Opinion and 

Internationalized Governance. Oxford University Press.
Nussbaum, M. C. (2007) Frontiers o f Justice: Disability, Nationality, Species 

Membership. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Nussbaum, M. C. (2011) Creating Capabilities: The Human Development 

Approach. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Ozbudun, E. (2014) ‘AKP at the Crossroads: Erdogan’s Majoritarian Drift’, 

South European Society and Politics 19(2): 155-67.
Pappi, F. U. (1973) ‘Parteiensystem und Sozialstruktur in der Bundesrepublik’, 

Politische Vierteljahresschrift 14: 191-213.
Peterson, M. J. (2007) ‘General Assembly’, in T. G. Weiss and S. Daws (eds.), 

Oxford Handbook on the United Nations. Oxford University Press, 
pp. 97-116.

http://works.bepress.com/


References 261

Petrocik, J. R. (1996) ‘Issue Ownership in Presidential Elections, with a 1980 
Case Study’, American Journal o f Political Science 40(3): 825-50. 

Piketty, T. (2014) Capital in the 21st Century. Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.

Pitkin, H. F. (1972) The Concept o f Representation. University of California 
Press.

Pogge, T. (1989) Realizing Rawls: Political Philosophy. Ithaca, NY: Cornell 
University Press.

Pogge, T. (1992) ‘Cosmopolitanism and Sovereignty’, Ethics 103(1): 48-75. 
doi:10.1086/293470.

Pogge, T. (2002) ‘Moral Universalism and Global Economic Justice’, 
Politics, Philosophy and Economics 1(1): 29-58.

Putnam, R. D. (1976) The Comparative Study o f Political Elites. London: 
Pearson Education Canada.

Putnam, R. D. (2000) Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival o f American 
Community. New York: Simon and Schuster.

Rawls, J. (1971) A Theory o f Justice. Oxford University Press.
Rawls, J. (1999) The Law o f Peoples. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University 

Press.
Risse, M. (2012) On Global Justice. Princeton University Press.
Risse, T. (2000) ‘Let’s Argue: Communicative Action in World Politics’,

International Organization 54(1): 1-39.
Risse, T. (2012) ‘Identity Matters: Exploring the Ambivalence of EU Foreign 

Policy’, Global Policy 3(sl): 87-95.
Risse, T., S. C. Ropp and K. Sikkink (2013) The Persistent Power o f Human 

Rights. From Commitment to Compliance. Cambridge Studies in 
International Relations, vol. 126. Cambridge University Press.

Rittberger, B. (2005) Building Europe’ Parliament: Democratic Representation 
beyond the Nation-State. Oxford University Press.

Robinson, W. I. and J. Harris (2000) ‘Towards a Global Ruling Class? 
Globalization and the Transnational Capitalist Class’, Science & 
Society 64(1): 11-54.

Rodrik, D. (2011) The Globalization Paradox: Democracy and the Future o f 
the World Economy. New York: W.W. Norton.

Rogowski, R. (1989) Commerce and Coalitions: How Trade Affects 
Domestic Political Alignments. Princeton University Press.

Rokkan, S. (1970) ‘The Growth and Structuring of Mass Politics in Western 
Europe: Reflections of Possible Models of Explanation’, Scandinavian 
Political Studies 5(A5): 65-83. doklO .lll l/j,1467-9477.1970.tb00472.x.

Rokkan, S., P. Flora, S. Kuhnle and D. W. Urwin (1999) State Formation, 
Nation-Building, and Mass Politics in Europe: The Theory o f Stein



262 References

Rokkan: Based on His Collected Works. Comparative European 
Politics. Oxford University Press.

Ruggie, J. G. (1993) ‘Territoriality and Beyond: Problematizing Modernity 
in International Relations’, International Organization 47(1): 139-74.

Sandei, M. J. (1982) Liberalism and the Limits o f Justice, 1st ed. Cambridge 
University Press.

Sandei, M. J. (1998) Liberalism and the Limits o f Justice, 2nd ed. Cambridge 
University Press.

Sandholtz, W. and A. Stone Sweet (2004) ‘Law, Politics and International 
Governance’, in C. Reus-Smit (ed.), The Politics o f International Law. 
Cambridge University Press, pp. 238-71.

Sangiovanni, A. (2008) ‘Justice and the Priority of Politics to Morality’, 
Journal o f Political Philosophy 16(2): 137-64.

Saward, M. (2010) The Representative Claim. Oxford University Press. 
Schattschneider, E. E. (1960) The Semisovereign People: A Realist’s View o f

Democracy in America. New York: Holt, Rinegart and Winston.
Scheffer, P. (2011) Immigrant Nation. London: Polity Press.
Scheve, K. and M. J. Slaughter (2004) ‘Economic Insecurity and the 

Globalization of Production’, American Journal o f Political Science 48 
(4): 662-74. doklO.l 11 l/j.0092-5853.2004.00094.x.

Scheve, K. and M. J. Slaughter (2004) ‘Economic Insecurity and the 
Globalization of Production’, American Journal o f Political Science 48 
(4): 662-74.

Schimmelfennig, F. (2001) ‘The Community Trap: Liberal Norms, 
Rhetorical Action, and the Eastern Enlargement of the European 
Union’, International Organization 55(1): 47-80.

Schmitter, P. C. (2009) ‘Re-Presenting Representation’, Government and 
Opposition 44(4): 476-90.

Singer, P. W. (2002) ‘Corporate Warriors: The Rise of the Privatized Military 
Industry and Its Ramifications for International Security’, International 
Security 26(3): 186-220.

Skiair, L. (2002) ‘The Transnational Capitalist Class and Global Politics: 
Deconstructing the Corporate-State Connection’, International Political 
Science Review 23(2): 159-74.

Skiair, L. (2012) ‘Transnational Capitalist Class’ [online], The Wiley- 
Blackwell Encyclopedia o f Globalization. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., 
retrieved from http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/978047067 
0590.wbeog585/abstract.

Sombart, W. (1906) Warum gibt es in den Vereinigten Staaten keinen 
Sozialismus? Tübingen: Mohr.

Spittler, M. (2018) ‘Are Right-Wing Populist Parties a Threat to 
Democracy?’ in W. Merkel and S. Kneip (eds.), Democracy and Crisis: 
Challenges in Turbulent Times. Wiesbaden: Springer VS, pp. 97-121.

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/978047067


References 263

Statham, P. and H.-J. Trenz (2014) ‘Understanding the Mechanisms of EU 
Politicization: Lessons from the Eurozone Crisis’, Comparative 
European Politics 13(3): 287-306.

Steenbergen, M. R. and G. Marks (2004) ‘Introduction: Models of Political 
Conflict in the European Union’, in M. R. Steenbergen and G. Marks 
(eds.), European Integration and Political Conflict. Cambridge 
University Press, pp. 1-10.

Stiglitz, J. (2012) The Price o f Inequality. How Today’s Divided Society 
Endangers Our Future. New York: W.W. Norton.

Stolper, W. F. and P. A. Samuelson (1941) ‘Protection and Real Wages’, The 
Review o f Economic Studies 9(1): 58-73. doi:10.2307/2967638.

Streeck, W. (2017) ‘The Return of the Repressed as the Beginning of the End 
of Neoliberal Capitalism’, in H. Geiselberger (ed.), The Great 
Regression. Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 157-72.

Suvarierol, S. (2011) ‘Everyday Cosmopolitanism in the European 
Commission’, Journal o f European Public Policy 18(2): 181-200. 

Taylor, C. (1992) The Ethics o f Authenticity. Cambridge, MA: Elarvard
University Press.

Taylor, C. S. (1994) ‘The Politics of Recognition’, in C. Taylor, 
Multiculturalism. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, pp. 25-74.

Teney, C. and M. Helbling (2014) ‘How Denationalization Divides Elites 
and Citizens’, Zeitschrift für Soziologie 43(4): 258-71.

Teney, C., O. Strijbis, S. Carol and S. Tepe (2018) ‘Elite survey of the 
Bridging Project “The Political Sociology of Cosmopolitanism and 
Communitarianism”. Technical Report’. WZB Discussion Paper, 1-67.

The Sun (2016) ‘Rage of the working class’, The Sun, 24 June 2016, retrieved 
from www.thesun.co.uk/news/1334368/rage-of-the-working-class/.

Tilly, C. (1993) Die europäischen Revolutionen. München: C. H. Beck. 
United Nations (2005) ‘5th Plenary Meeting’, Sixtieth Session, G. Assembly,

A/60/PV.5, 15 September 2005, New York.
United Nations (2007) ‘63rd Plenary Meeting’, Sixty-second session, 

G. Assembly, A/62/PV.63, New York.
United Nations (2008) ‘10th Plenary Meeting’, Sixty-third session, 

G. Assembly, A/63/PV.10, New York.
Urbinati, N. and M. E. Warren (2008) ‘The Concept of Representation in 

Contemporary Democratic Theory’, Annual Review o f Political Science 
11(1): 387-412. doi:10.1146/annurev.polisci.il.053006.190533.

Viola, L. A., D. Snidal and M. Zürn (2015) ‘Sovereign (In)Equality in the 
Evolution of the International System’, in S. Leibfried, E. Huber, 
M. Lange, J. Levy, F. Nullmeier and J. Stephens (eds.), The Oxford 
Handbook o f Transformations o f the State. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, pp. 221-237.

http://www.thesun.co.uk/news/1334368/rage-of-the-working-class/


264 References

Voeten, E. (2000) ‘Clashes in the Assembly’, International Organization 54 
(2): 185-215.

Walzer, M. (1983) Spheres o f Justice: A Defense o f Pluralism and Equality. 
New York: Basic Books.

Walzer, M. (1994) Thick and Thin: Moral Argument at Home and Abroad. 
University of Notre Dame Press.

Walzer, M. (2007) Thinking Politically: Essays in Political Theory. 
Binghamton: Yale University Press.

Weenink, D. (2008) ‘Cosmopolitanism as a Form of Capital: Parents 
Preparing Their Children for a Globalizing World’, Sociology 42(6): 
1089-106. dohlO.l 177/0038038508096935.

Weßels, B. (1991) Erosion des Wachstumsparadigmas: Neue Konfliktstrukturen 
im politischen System der Bundesrepublik? Opladen: Westdeutscher 
Verlag.

Weßels, B. (1995) ‘Support for Integration: Elite or Mass-Driven’, Public 
Opinion and Internationalized Governance 2: 137-62.

Zürn, M. (1998) Regieren jenseits des Nationalstaates. Denationalisierung 
und Globalisierung als Chance, Frankfurt: Suhrkamp.

Zürn, M. (2000) ‘Democratic Governance beyond the Nation State: The EU 
and Other International Organizations’, European Journal of 
International Relations 6(2): 183-221.

Zürn, M. (2011) ‘Perspektiven des demokratischen Regierens und die Rolle 
der Politikwissenschaft im 21. Jahrhundert’, Politische Vierteljahresschrift 
52(4): 603-35.

Zürn, M. (2014) ‘The Politicization of World Politics and Its Effects: Eight 
Propositions’, European Political Science Review 6(1): 47-71.

Zürn, M. (2015) ‘Survey Article: Four Models of a Global Order with 
Cosmopolitan Intent: An Empirical Assessment’, The Journal o f 
Political Philosophy 24( 1): 88-119.

Zürn, M. (2018) A Theory o f Global Governance: Authority, Legitimacy & 
Contestation. Oxford University Press.

Zürn, M. and M. Ecker-Ehrhardt (eds.) (2013) Die Politisierung der 
Weltpolitik: Umkämpfte internationale Institutionen. Frankfurt: 
Suhrkamp.

Zürn, M. and P. de Wilde (2016) ‘Debating Globalization: Cosmopolitanism 
and Communitarianism as Political Ideologies’, Journal o f Political 
Ideologies 21(3): 280-301. doi:10.1080/13569317.2016.1207741.

Zürn, M., M. Binder and M. Ecker-Ehrhardt (2012) International Authority 
and Its Politicization. International Theory 4(1): 69-106.

Young, A. (2010) ‘Perspectives on the Changing Global Distribution of 
Power: Concepts and Context’, Politics 30(Sl): 2-14.




