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Precise

Europe is at a turning point and a crucial moment of reform. It has
not only left the old century and entered into a new one, but also fin-
ished the post Cold War period and created a new era. In the first
year of the 21-century, the central and left wing parties of west Eu-
rope came to power in most of governments. In order to realize the
commitments made during the election campaigns, these parties un-
dertook political, economic and social reforms in spite of various kinds
of resistance. In east Europe, the new policy adopted by the Putin
government promoted the recovery of economy and the stabilization of
society. The European Council held a summit by the end of 2000 in
Nice. The Nice Treaty opened new prospects for European integra-
tion. On the other hand, contentions on future institutional models of
European integration raised increasing concern. In the mean time,
Europe is faced with the distribution of Euro in the form of cash and
the eastward enlargement of EU. Corresponding reforms had been
adopted by EU in order to adjust to the developments. The success of

the reforms will impose significant impact on the future of European

integration.

The “9+11 terrorism attack” mirrored the characteristics of the for-
eign policies adopted by European countries. Immediately after the
attack, European countries expressed their sympathy to the U. S.
A. and condemnation of the attack, and participated in the interna-
tional strike against terrorism. Europe’ s position in international

community had as a result increased. The adjustment that Europe
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had made in its internal and external relations after the “9+11 terror-
ism attack” proved that Europe had finished its transformation period
after the Cold War. The foreign policies adopted by some big Euro-

pean countries deserved particular attentions.

During 2000 ~2001, central and left parties-mainly in the form of so-
cial democratic parties-continued to dominate the political arena of
west Europe. It was a matter of fact that the power of central and left
wing parties was weakened than before. However, compared with
central and right wing parties, the central and left wing parties main-
tained advantageous positions and acquired higher credibility for fu-
ture development. Currently, the alliance of European socialist par-
ties has partly realized its political aim, i. e. to be reelected as ruling
parties. As a result, the political experience acquired by the central

and left wing parties increased substantially.

It should be noted that, the cooperation and coordination among Eu-
ropean central and left wing parties were strengthened with the deep-
ening of European integration. On the other hand, the coalition of
central and left wing parties within individual European countries was
consolidated. These facts constituted the important elements for the

success of European central and left wing parties.

However, the fundamental reason for the success of European central
and left wing parties should be attributed to the reform initiated and
implemented by the parties. These parties established their images as
reformers and increased their public political expectation by promot-
ing the reforms. The fact that central and left wing parties played a
leading role in political affairs produced “social democratic politics”

and created a “social democratic era” and a time for reform in west

Europe.
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Various forms of reform were undertaken in European countries. In
U. K., the labor government abandoned the hundreds of years long
Hereditary Membership System of the House of Lords. In Germany,
the red-green alliance government was regarded as the government
that had implemented the most important reform since the World
War II. The French government adopted the reform of political insti-
tutions, in particular the reform of election system. Reforms were
carried out in many other European countries. It can be said that the
effectiveness of a party to undertake a reform determined the popular-
ity and credibility of the former. Some European central and left wing
parties failed to complete effective reforms, (e.g. Portuguese socialist
government and Norwegian labor government). As a result, these

parties lost in the elections and public referendums.

However, the ruling central and left wing parties experienced difficul-
ties during the implementation of reforms. According to French ana-
lysts, economic figures no longer acted as decisive factors to succeed
in elections. The media no longer attributed economic prosperity to
ruling parties as a sole success of the latter. The social and economic
reform implemented by left wing parties had deeply impacted tradi-
tional political behaviors of parties and might cause new uncertainty to
the society. On the other hand, the social basis of left wing parties
had transformed and political culture had changed. With the social
transformation and the diminish of the size of traditional working
class, the social targets of left wing parties became less linked with
working class. With respect to social values, people highlighted indi-
vidual development, freedom and welfare but cared less for ethnic

groups, nationality and social positions. The transformation of social

values would impact the traditional political theories.

Furthermore, policies adopted by parties began to converge. In Ger-
many, different political parties adjusted their policies to the “mid-
dle”. In Europe, the competition of political parties focused more on

technical terms than on theoretical terms. In order to succeed in elec-
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tions, political parties stole competitor’s thoughts and were keen to
find scandals of the latter. Following the “bribery scandal” in Ger-
many, - Mairie Event” was exposed in France in September 2000.
The event had not only involved both left and right wing parties of
France, but was also directly linked with the French President
Chirac. The event would as a result impact the co-governance of left

and right wing parties in France and the general election in 2002.

I1

Reform not only took place in several European countries, neither
was it implemented in the aspect of politics only. Reform had become
an overall trend of Europe. Europe entered into a new era. The suc-
cess of reform would determine the future of Europe. Since the end of
1970s and particularly in the past 5 years, both reforms at the level of

Europe and European integration had proceeded rapidly.

European reforms were mainly undertaken in two aspects:; systemati-
cal and institutional reforms and economic structural reforms. The in-
stitutional reform involved firstly, the institutional reform of Euro-
pean Union (EU); secondly, vis-a-vis the laws and policies adopted
by EU, the broad and deep adjustments member states of EU had to
make in order to transform EU law into national law. In the mean

time, member states of EU had to speed up their domestic reform in

order to invigorate European economy.

The Nice Summit held by European Council concluded in December
2001 aroused general attention. The Summit was intended to initiate
EU institutional reform in order to prepare for future eastward en-
largement. However, the institutions of EU based on that of the Eu-
ropean Economic Community (EEC) experienced series of problems
with the deepening of European integration. It constituted another
reason for the summit. The Nice Surnmit produced relatively realistic

arrangements for the planned institutional reform. Although the Nice
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