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8.3. Kari Palonen, Politics of the parliamentary 
procedure and parliamentary eloquence 
15.3.Pasi Ihalainen, Parliamentary debates in 18th 
century Britain 
22.3.Tuula Vaarakallio, Parliamentarism and anti-
parliamentarism in France 
19.4. Teija Tiilikainen, Debates in the European 
Parliament  
26.4. Kyösti Pekonen, Debates in the Finnish 
parliamentary commissions 
3.5. Suvi Soininen, Parliament in 20th century 
British political theory 
8.5. Martti Koskenniemi, Debates in the UN and other 
international organisations 
10.5. Tapani Turkka, Renaissance of the parliamentary 
regime today? 
 
 
Forthcoming books: 
 
Tapani Turkka 
The Origins of Parliamentarism 
A Study of Sandys‘ Motion 
2007, 236 S., brosch., 39,– EURO, ISBN 978-3-8329-
2615-1 
(Studies in Political Theory, Bd. 2) 
Baden-Baden, NOMOS Verlag 
 
In this study Tapani Turkka offers a discussion of 
the origins of parliamentarism in the context of 
early 18th century Britain. This is accomplished in 
the perspective of Dr. Turkka's new interpretation of 
John Locke's political thought in the Second 
Treatise. In this interpretation the exercise of 



state power is not by nature political but must be 
separately constituted as such. According to Turkka, 
Locke finds this possible to his contemporaries and 
succeeding generations of men. The origins of 
parliamentarism is seen to mean this very process of 
constitution of the use of state power as political. 
It is argued that this took place without a precedent 
during Sir Robert Walpole's long ascendancy (1721-
1742) and due to his innovative policies. Samuel 
Sandys' motion (1741) to remove Walpole from his 
office as Prime Minister embodies in a compact form 
the problems involved in the use of state power 
constituted as political in the context of early 18th 
century Britain emanating from the revolution of 
1688. As such it allows a concentrated study of the 
origins of parliamentarism. This work will be of 
great interest and importance for scholars in 
political science and history. 
 
Suvi Soininen & Tapani Turkka (eds.):  
The Parliamentary Style of Politics.  
 
Finnish Political Science Association.  
 
The studies in the book deal with the parliamentary 
paradigm of politics with a specific rhetorical 
perspective on conceptual change. By the parliamentary 
paradigm we mean a politics of speaking for and against. 
The role of controversy serves as the conceptual and 
historical link between the rhetorical styles used in 
parliamentary politics and the European rhetorical 
culture in general, and offers a point of departure for 
the project. The parliamentary paradigm provides us with 
a new interpretative perspective, a new vision, about the 
formation, character, significance and chances of 
extension of this rhetorical political style in Western 
Europe. The new perspective, the conceptual contribution 
of analysing parliamentary debate as a rhetorical form is 
what makes a distinctive contribution to analysing 
parliament as both a place and an arena of institutional 
practices in which these contributions are enacted.  
 
Contents:  
 
A rhetorical vision of parliament, Suvi Soininen & Tapani 
Turkka  
 
Parliamentarism Revisited  
 
Historical studies on the early English parliament  
 
Tapani Turkka, The Constitution of Finland and Locke's 
Doctrine 
Pasi Ihalainen, Raising and Fearing the Voice of the 
People: The Political concept of 'People' in and outside 
Parliament in 18th-Century Britain  



Oili Pulkkinen, Before the Incorporating Union. “ The 
Parliament ” in Scotland and England 1700–1706 
 
Democratisation, parliament and rhetoric  
 
Suvi Soininen, A Rubber Stamp or A Stage of Debate? 
Approaches to Parliament in 1930's and 1940's British 
political theory  
Kari Palonen, Speaking pro et contra. The rhetorical 
intelligibility of parliamentary politics  
Jussi Kurunmäki, Two Ways to Parliamentary Democracy. 
Finland and Sweden in comparison  
Tuula Vaarakallio, Boulangist Antiparliamentarism - A 
protest against political struggles  
 
Parliament and Finnish Politics 
 
Jouni Vauhkonen, Estates and Parliament as Fora of 
Political Speaking. From compromises to the majority vote  
Sarita Friman-Korpela, The Political Agency of the 
Finnish Romani People  
Timo Turja, Styles of Parliamentary Speech in the Plenary 
Sessions of the Parlament of Finland  
Hilkka Vihinen, Points Made on Government's White Paper 
on Agricultural Policy 
Kyösti Pekonen, Two Versions of Representative Talk in 
Finnish Parliament 
 
 
On-going research: 
 
Kari Palonen  
 
The Politics of Dissensus 
 
Research Plan for the Next Years 
 
The focus of the new project lies in the conceptual 
and historical link between parliamentarism, rhetoric 
and conceptual history with dissensus as their common 
heuristic principle of intelligibility.There exists 
an historical paradigm for the politics of dissensus: 
the parliament. The parliamentary paradigm allows us 
to understand that dissensus does not mean the 
dissolution of the link between the agents, but 
rather allows them to remain in the same audience, to 
deliberate pro et contra and persuade each other to 
” cross the floor ” when it comes to the vote. The 
parliament is a real novelty in relation to the 
feudal estates and the ancient and medieval 
republican assemblies. The procedural innovations of 
the English Parliament, which are still crucial for 
parliamentary politics, refer to the rhetorical 
tradition. The politics of dissensus offers a new 
perspective on the study of the parliament as a 



political arena in which opposing alternatives and 
the mutual persuasion of the members is not only 
tolerated but regarded as its operative principle. 
The parliamentary style of politics is cultivated in 
the deliberation between opposing perspectives and 
based on the mutual respect between adversaries. The 
main aim of my project is to analyse and highlight 
the historical and conceptual resources of the 
parliamentary politics of dissensus. 
 
 
Tuula Vaarakallio, Ph.D. 
 
Postdoctoral researcher´s project, Academy of Finland  
(1.1.2007-31.12.2009) 
 
Against the Bavardage 
Moments of French Antiparliamentary rhetoric 
 
The main objective of the project is to study 
different forms of  
antiparliamentarism, that is the political hostility, 
struggle and  
criticism of different political forces against 
parliamentarism and  
representative forms of government. I examine how the 
antipathy to the ”government of discussion”  and to 
vain bavardage is formulated and justified in the 
rhetoric of various antiparliamentary forces. The 
common feature in the antiparliamentary rhetoric 
appears to be the attitude that which is “ good and 
right ” in politics is already known, therefore 
rendering the parliamentary deliberation and the 
weighting of alternatives futile. 
The object of research is predominantly limited to 
the Third Republic (1870-1940), which was marked by 
the criticism of the parliamentary republic by both 
the extreme right and extreme left. In addition, I 
compare this earlier era to the relevant periods of 
the Fourth (1946-1958) and Fifth Republics (1958-), 
during which movements against the prevalent regime 
have played an important role. 
 
 
Suvi Soininen 
Post-doctoral researcher’s project financed by 
Academy of Finland 
 
Two Styles of Politics. Parliament in British 
Political Theory between the 1920's and 1970's 
 
My aim in this research is to analyse how 
parliamentarism and concept of parliament is 



presented in British political theory between 1920’s 
and 1970’s. I ask what exactly does parliamentarism 
represent in and for political theory, since we can 
speak of Parliament as being an almost inescapable 
hold for writing on politics in Britain. On the other 
hand, e.g. reasons for the disappearance of 
Parliament from liberal theory in 1950’s is worth 
studying. I go through a wide material of political 
thought, yet concentrating mainly on academics. 
Thinkers are divided to 
represent four different isms in the study, although 
it is recognised that boundaries between them are 
sometimes faltering. An important tool of analysis, 
which at the same time forms a part of the results of 
the study, is a division between conversational style 
of politics and result-oriented style of politics. 
Originating from Michael Oakeshott’s thought, I argue 
with the help of this division that not only results 
or “getting things done ” matter in politics, but 
parliamentary style of discussing, conversing and 
playing by the rules bear special value in (late) 
modern politics also. 
 
 
 
 




