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SOCIAL SEMINAR I
 

PREREQUISITES

SUBJECT DESCRIPTION

Liberal democracy and the 'End of History'

Globalisation as a Trilemma

The Global Financial Crisis and the Populist Backlash 

OBJECTIVES AND SKILLS

Exposure to different types of argumentation

Establishing connections and relations between ideas, concepts and evidence

Understanding analytical frameworks developed in different academic disciplines

IE University
Professor: JOSÉ PIQUER MARTÍNEZ

E-mail: jpiquer@faculty.ie.edu

Academic year: 21-22
Degree course: FIRST

Semester: 2º
Category: COMPULSORY

Number of credits: 3.0
Language: English

There are no mandatory prerequisites for this seminar. But students would benefit from having an
elementary knowledge of European history after 1989, as well as from staying up to date with
current political developments. An interest in political, economic and social affairs is expected.

This seminar seeks to explore the relationship between democracy and globalisation from an inter-
discriplinary perspective, focusing on the period after 1989. It is structured around three major
themes: 

The discussion of the themes follows an overarching historical structure. It begins with the fall of the
Berlin Wall in 1989 and the end of Soviet communism. It continues with the accelerated process of
global and regional economic integration in the 1990s and 2000s, and it ends with a focus on the
2008 global financial crisis and its aftermath. This is not a course on history, nor does it addresses
any of these periods in depth. But as as we analyse the core themes of the seminar from the
perspectives of political philosophy, economics and political science, our discussion will be
grounded on historical developments, with a particular focus on the Western European context. 

Each of the three themes are introduced below, along with the core readings associated with the
three parts of the seminar. Above all, this seminar is an invitation to think about some of the
fundamental questions in contemporary societies. As students of philosophy, politics, law and
economics, these are the sort of questions you want to contemplate. This seminar provides a
platform to do it.

Objectives
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Analytical skills: Ability to read complex texts and upack the core arguments; ability to

summarise complex ideas in a clear and articulate way

Argumentation skills: Ability to develop cogent arguments in written and oral formats 

METHODOLOGY

 

PROGRAM
 
 

SESSION 1 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

Skills

The three themes of the seminar will be explored using various materials: texts, podcast and video.
The seminar combines insights from the history of ideas, economics and political science to
analyse the three themes. The discussions of each theme will rely more directly on a particular
analytical framework. These frameworks aim to facilitate sense-making and the understanding of
social phenomena. We will use them to think about relevant questions, but we will also discuss their
utility as analytical tools.

Teaching methodology Weighting Estimated time a
student should
dedicate to prepare for
and participate in

Lectures 26.67 % 20 hours
Discussions 20.0 % 15 hours
Exercises 26.67 % 20 hours
Group work 13.33 % 10 hours
Other individual studying 13.33 % 10 hours
TOTAL 100.0 % 75 hours

Introduction to the seminar. 

This lecture will introduce students to the main themes of the seminar and provide them with the
tools to follow the rest of the course. It will also set the expectation in terms of goals, workload and
evaluation. 

LIBERAL DEMOCRACY AND THE END OF HISTORY
By 1990 there was a sense that history might have ended. That no alternative model could replace
the idea of liberal democracies organised as capitalist economies. After the fall of the Berlin Wall,
the universalisation of Western liberal democracy was meant to be, as Francis Fukuyama
remarked, "the final form of human government".

Fukuyama's proposition is the point of departure of the seminar. His thesis was simple but
elaborate. In an article published in the summer of 1989, Fukuyama claimed that there were
powerful reasons for believing that liberalism had become the political ideal that will govern the
world in the long run. The end of ideological struggles and the definitive triumph of liberalism would
take us, in turn, into a post-historical world. 

In retrospect, the proclamation of the end of history was premature. History did not end, and recent
experiences have shown that while ideal of democracy is still with us, it might not remain
unchallenged forever. Yet Fukuyama's argument remains pertinent as a way to think about the
intellectual history of political developments. Does the history of ideas have a direction? What does
it mean for history to have a beginning and an end? How could the ideals of economic and political
liberalism represent that end? Fukuyama advanced a provocative argument to think about these
questions in philosophical terms. This is what we will do in the first part of the seminar. 
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SESSION 2 (ASYNCHRONOUS) 

Multimedia Documentation: The End of History? (The National Interest, No. 16 (Summer 1989),

pp.3-18. Read the interactive version - feedback fruits) (See Additional Documentation Folder) 

 

SESSION 3 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

 

SESSION 4 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

Podcast: Fukuyama on History (Acast version) 

Podcast: Fukuyama on History (Apple/iOS version) 

FRAMEWORK: The End of History (Fukuyama, 1989)

Read Fukuyama's seminal article: 'The End of History?', The National Interest, Summer 1989, No.
16 (Summer 1989), pp.3-18.

I have prepared an interactive version of the article with questions and additional comments. Please
read this version, which is available from the course site (Blackboard> Additional Documentation
Folder).

This lecture will contextualise Fukuyama's article. It will focus on a key event in recent global history
– the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 and the collapse of the Soviet bloc in Eastern Europe. The
lecture will give a narrative of these events, highlighting the main factors behind it. This historical
contextualisation will provide the basis for debating Fukuyama's proposition. 

This lecture will continue to discuss the declared triumph of liberal democracy at the end of the
twentieth century. It will ask students to reflect on the meaning of history and whether Fukuyama's
analysis still holds true today. 

Before this lecture, you must listen to the podcast episode "Talking Politics: History of Ideas
(Fukuyama on History)", hosted by David Runciman. After reading Fukuyama's article and listening
to the podcast episode, students will provide a short (individual) response to a takehome
assignment. 

If you like the episode and would like to listen to other talks, you can access the full series on the
history of ideas here (Acast) and here (Apple/iOS). 

GLOBALISATION AS A TRILEMMA
The world economy became tightly interconnected throughout the 1990s. From the growing number
of countries to which local companies export its products to the exotic places where our T-shirts
come from; from the faraway cities where we travel on holidays to the restaurants where we eat in
our neighbourhood, almost every aspect of our economic and social lifes became more 'global'.

To the extent that this kind of economic integration was grounded on a liberal understanding of the
economy, we can think that Fukuyama was vindicated. But we cannot disregard a crucial fact. The
acceleration of economic integration was being driven largely by China, which went from being a
rural economy to becoming the engine of the world economy in just a few decades. It took 155
years for Britain to double its GDP per capita, 50 years for the US and just 15 years for China.
Today, the Chinese model has come to represent a real political-economic alternative to the
Western model. In parallel to the rise of non-Western powers, fundamental transformations were
taking place within Western societies: deeper regional integration, increasing inequality and
profound socio-economic changes transformed advanced capitalist economies. We cannot deal
with all aspects of globalisation here. But we can think about some of the consequences that
greater economic integration has had for the functioning of national democracies, and 'national' is
the key term here. 
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SESSIONS 5 - 6 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

 

SESSION 7 (ASYNCHRONOUS) 

Article: Has Globalization Gone Too Far? (1997) (Challenge. Vol. 41, No. 2 (MARCH-APRIL 1998),

pp. 81-94) (CED) 

Video: Globalisation - the trade-offs (YouTube) 

 

SESSION 8 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

In this part of the seminar, I propose to think about this relationship through a 'trilemma'. In a series
of works, Dani Rodrik, a renowned political economist, have observed that globalisation is not a
free lunch for countries. That integrating national economies at a global scale has forced
governments to choose among the goals of democracy, national sovereignty and economic
integration. While all these options are politically desirable, Rodrik argues, they might be ultimately
incompatible. Countries cannot have it all. But what does this ‘incompatibility’ mean in practice?
How are the goals of democracy, sovereignty and global economic integration incompatible? Can
we think of good examples where this incompatibility applies in reality? Are there national or
supranational experiences where these trade-offs have been mitigated? Rodrik’s trilemma provides
a simple but powerful framework to think about these questions. 

FRAMEWORK: Hyper-Globalisation Trilemma (Rodrik, 1997)

Globalisation as a multi-dimensional process (I).

This lecture will provide a general introduction to the notion of 'globalisation'. It will also introduce
students to key terms to understand the process of economic integration such as economic, trade
and financial 'openess', 'global supply chains' and economic 'interdependence'.  

Globalisation as a multi-dimensional process (II).

This lecture will expand the understanding of globalisation by focusing on its ideological and
political underpinnings. It will highlight the rise of 'neoliberalism' and the 'Washington Consensus' as
crucial developments to understand those foundations. It will also discuss some of the major
(counter-)reactions to economic globalisation over the past two decades.

Globalisation and democracy: the trade-offs. Understanding Rodrik's trilemma. For this session, you
must read Rodrik's 1997 article and watch the video. 

Making sense of Rodrik's trilemma.

Based on the previous lectures and all the material discussed, we will analyse the implications of
the trilemma for contemporary democratic politics. In groups, students will be expected to
provide real examples of how the trilemma can be used to understand current political and
economic developments.

THE GLOBAL FINANCIAL CRISIS AND THE POPULIST BACKLASH
Trade as a share of global GDP peaked in 2008. Advocates of globalisation have never had it
better. But when Lehman Brothers, the American investment bank, filed for bankruptcy in
September 2008 the economic optimism of the past decades came to an abrupt end. The biggest
bankruptcy to date in American history became the symbol of the global financial crisis (GFC) that
was about to shake the world economy. 
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SESSION 9 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

Book Chapters: Crashed: How a Decade of Financial Crises Changed the World, Chapter 3:

Transatlantic Finance (pp.72-90) (Book) (CED) 

Video: Inside Job (YouTube) (Optional) 

 

SESSION 10 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

 

SESSION 11 (ASYNCHRONOUS) 

Book Chapters: What is populism? (A very short introduction. 2017, Oxford University Press) (CED) 

 

SESSION 12 (LIVE ONLINE) 

The 2008 GFC has been dated as a turning point in contemporary history for good reasons. It was
the first crisis of a global age and its devasting effects were felt across the globe. Many banks had
to be bailed out by national governments, unemployment reached levels not seen since the Great
Depression and, in Europe, discontent with the governments' handling of the crisis crystallized into
massive protests. From Madrid to Athens, from London to Rome, political upheavals have since
reconfigured national party systems. One term has proven particularly influential for understanding
these shifts: populism. 

In this part of the seminar, we will focus on the causes and effects of the rise of populism in Europe.
And we will speculate about what the resurgence of populism might mean for the future of liberal
democracy and economic globalisation. Are there economic, political or cultural reasons behind the
populist backlash? Is populism a legitimate response against too much globalisation and too
powerful elites, or just demagogy? What does it tell us about the fate of liberalism? And how does
populism relate to democracy and globalisation? The debate is open and these sessions will
explain the different interpretations around this relationship, as well as how we can think more
precisely about these concepts. 

FRAMEWORK: What is populism? (Mudde and Rovira, 2017)

The Financial Crash.

This lecture will focus on the macro-dynamics that led to the 2008 financial crisis, as well as on the
impact of the crisis in Europe and the US. It will emphasize the link between the causes of the crisis
and the increasing financialisation of the world economy, in particular across the Atlantic.

Before this session, you must read Chapter 3 of Adam Tooze book on the financial crisis
('Crashed'). 

The Populist Backlash in Europe.

While the causes of the populist backlash are far-reaching, the responses to the financial crisis by
mainstream parties are a crucial part of the story. This session will first look at these responses and
then provide a synoptic view of the development of populist movements and figures in Europe.

The meaning of populism.

In this session, students are expected to read Mudde and Rovira (2017)'s introductory piece to the
concept of populism, and reflect: What are the different interpretations about its meaning? Why is
so difficult to pin it down and yet so pervasive? 

The impact of populism. 

This session will discuss the implications of populism for democratic politics in a globalised world. 
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SESSIONS 13 - 14 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

 

SESSION 15 (LIVE IN-PERSON) 

 

EVALUATION CRITERIA
 

Individual response: Fukuyama and the end of history (Session 4)

Group work: Applying the globalisation trilemma (Session 7)

Class participation

Final essay

 

PROFESSOR BIO
 

OTHER INFORMATION

CONCLUSION: PUTTING EVERYTHING TOGETHER
This part will take stock. It will review the content and highlight the main takeaways of the seminar.
It will also discuss the implications of what we have discussed in the Covid era. 

Review: Themes, analytical frameworks, key concepts

Guidance for final essay. This session will present the essay topics, discussing each one and
explaining how they are related to the material discussed in the seminar. 

Criteria Percentage Comments
Individual Work 20 %
Group Presentation 20 %
Class Participation 20 %
Final Essay 40 %

Professor: JOSÉ PIQUER MARTÍNEZ

E-mail: jpiquer@faculty.ie.edu

JOSÉ PIQUER MARTÍNEZ
Jose Piquer holds a PhD in Politics and International Studies from the University of Cambridge (UK)
and a Masters’ Degree in International Relations from IE University. He has completed
postgraduate courses in social research techniques and data analysis and holds a degree in
Political Science and Public Administration and a degree in Journalism (University of Valencia). He
is a Marie Sk?odowska-Curie Fellow at the Department of Politics and International Studies
(POLIS) at the University of Cambridge. His research interests span the disciplines of political
science, political economy and European studies. He has participated as a researcher in the
European consortium ‘PLATO’, financed by the Horizon 2020 programme. He has carried out
research stays at the Hertie School of Governance (Berlin, Germany) and the Clingendael Institute
(The Hague, Netherlands). From 2014 to 2017, Jose was the Executive Director of Undergraduate
Studies in International Relations at IE University. He previously worked at the European Council
on Foreign Relations (ECFR). His publications have appeared in specialist and generalist journals
and in English and Spanish media.
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Office hours: By appointment (make use of them!)

Email: jpiquer@faculty.ie.edu
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