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EDITORIAL

“T 
he path of the righteous man is beset on all sides by the Inequities of the 
selfish and the tyranny of evil and hypocrite men. European is he who, 

in the name of justice and democracy shepherds the weak through the valley 
of darkness, for he is truly his brother’s keeper and the finder of lost values. 
And I will strike down upon thee with great vengeance and furious anger 
those who attempt to poison and destroy my brothers. And you will know my 
name is the People when I lay my vengeance upon thee”

Ezekiel 25:17’l & The Egomaniac Writer

1) In the USA, a civil war was needed in order to obtain the Constitution and a 
democratic system; in the UK, it was the conflict between the king and a group 
of the aristocracy that led to the Magna Carta. The European community finds 
its first expression in a settlement that supports trade of carbon and steel among 
countries. Could this not so political genesis be a cause for Euroscepticism?

2)   The former Greek Minister of Finance, Yanis Varoufakis, has brought back up 
an idea that Keynes introduced at the Bretton Woods Conference, the “surplus 
recycling mechanism”: to invest again the excess of regions with surplus into 
regions with deficit. In a Europe that promotes economic cohesion among 
Member States (art. 3 of the Lisbon Treaty), would such a system be desirable?

3)    The Common Market offered national firms better investment options than 
the member states’ peripheries. A better allocation of resources means massive 
disinvestments in the peripheries of economic centers – was the populist 
backlash predictable? If so, how can EU policy makers overcome the greatest 
threat to the EU’s existence: the crumbling of nation-states?

4)   Can the EU be reformed with a social perspective or is any attempt of political 
transformation in vain?
 
Write to submissions.ecodelbunker@gmail.com if you have an open question 
about the European Union. Wednesday 10th April at 6:00 pm, loyal Eco 
readers’ questions will be presented to our guests during the event “EUROPEAN 
RULES: Problems & Reforms”, in collaboration with the associations “European 
Generation” and “NextPA”. See you there! 

OPEN QUESTIONS FROM L’ECO’S COMRADES



O 
n the weekend of 26th May, a 
significant part of the future of 

European citizens’ futures will be decided. 
We will not only vote to elect the new 
members of the European Parliament, 
but there will also be a true and proper 
referendum on the destiny of the European 
Union. In the past years the continent’s 
institutions have not been able to answer 
to the citizens’ calls, preferring instead to 
stall making decisions on problems that 
needed to be resolved hastily, as well as 
centralising powers that should have been 
decentralised while delegating powers that 
should have been taken at the supranational 
level. There are four fronts to the battle for 
the future of the EU: economy, migration, 
national sovereignty, and foreign policy. To 
render an already complicated situation 
even more chaotic the same countries that 

spearheaded the unification process are 
going through a period of deep crisis. The 
political earthquake in 2016, originated 
from Brexit and quickly spread to the other 
side of the Atlantic Ocean, has shifted the 
old continent from the status quo that it 
had been in for the past decade. 

Starting from the financial crisis of 2008 
the European economy has hit a brick 
wall. The market that should have been a 
global beacon of free trade has found itself 
isolated. The plans for the fiscal unification 
and equalisation, instead of harmonizing 
the production and salaries, have shown to 
be an useless bureaucratic farce that has 
impoverished rural regions. The project 
of the Euro has been left in high seas: we 
should have worked for a day less while 
earning as much as if we had worked for a 
day more. The European institutions have 
followed a single line, imposing austerity. 
The result obtained in Greece from the 
Troika (The “most concrete example of the 
success of the Euro”, in the words of our 
magnificent Dean Mario Monti) shows 
it. The movements against the single 
currency have grown exponentially in the 
past years. The Mediterranean countries 
consider it to be too strong, while those 
in Northern Europe find it too weak. They 
are both right. A common monetary policy 
for 19 different economies cannot result in 
anything but, in the long-term, a failure.

The management of the migration crisis is 
the most evident example of a delegation 
of a problem to national governments that 
is actually a federal issue. Given that as 
there is freedom of movement within the 
EU, as soon as somebody sets foot in Italy, 
Greece or Spain, their protection becomes 
a matter for all the 26 Schengen states. 
But it was not to be. We cannot forget the 
images of Bardonecchia or Ventimiglia, 
and we cannot pretend not to see the 
wall of barbed wire erected by Hungary 
to defend their borders. When somebody 

EUROPE WANTED. EVEN USED. turns the music off and a chair is removed, 
one player is left standing up: somewhere, 
at somebody’s expense, the hundreds of 
thousands of people at Europe’s doors will 
have to find a roof under which to sleep. 
Centres of distribution are collapsing, 
mafia has infiltrated everywhere and areas 
have turned into ghettos. Integration is 
impossible. As always, those who pay for 
this are the poor people. At the European 
level everybody remains silent. And so 
nations decided to do it on their own. Ports 
closed. Borders closed.

Another topic that has been discussed a 
lot in the past years is national sovereignty. 
The link between this and the monetary 
unification project is not debatable. 
Even Prodi, one of the EU’s most ardent 
supporters, describes the currency as the 
symbol of the sovereignty of a country: the 
currency is the sword, the army is the bank. 
Because of this, once their countries lost 
their fiscal and monetary independence 
many citizens moved to political parties 
that preach nationalism. The overexposure 
of the urban classes, from the metropolitan 
proletariat, to the small bourgeoisie, to the 
migratory phenomenon that has not done 
anything but start to light the bomb that is 
society. This is the very demonstration of 
the partial failure of the European project: 
the problems of the past 30 years have 
been hidden and forgotten, as have the 
concepts of European brotherhood and 
the Europe of the people. 

As far as the foreign policy is concerned, 
after 70 years of peace the intrinsic link 
between the EU and NATO soon becomes 
evident. It would be hard to define 
the intervention of the EU members in 
Kosovo, Yugoslavia, Ukraine, Syria, Libya, 
Afghanistan and Iraq as peaceful. The French 
intervention in Libya and in Syria, merely 
to defend national economic interests has 
caused the migratory phenomenon that 
we have all experienced. The war at the 
Ukrainian border has been actively fought 
by the thousands of European industries 
that were obliged to close because of 

the sanctions imposed on Russia. It is a 
very fragile moment for Brussels: from 
the east you can hear the roars of the old 
bear, to the west you can hear Trump’s 
shots. If you squint, in the distance, to the 
south, you can see Chinese colonialism at 
work. Geopolitics is quite complicated. A 
European Union as a global player directed 
by 27 different visions on foreign policy is 
nothing but an utopia. 

How do member states, which for good 
and for bad still exist, prepare for these 
elections? The UK is on the brink of a no-
deal-Brexit. And even today we do not 
know whether Article 50 will be extended 
indefinitely. In France, Macron has had to 
wheel out military vehicles that had been 
collecting dust since the Kosovo war to 
defend the ministries and public order 
from the protests of the gillets jaunes.  The 
army has seen itself forced to shoot blindly 
against those hundreds of thousands of 
citizens on the wide boulevards of the 
centre of Paris. Haussmann was right. 
Across the Maginot line the umpteenth 
term of Merkel is coming to an end but 
the AfD renders a possible economic 
slowdown even more likely. In Spain, the 
socialist government has recently come 
close to falling due to the veto of the 
independence parties in Catalonia. And 
to the east, the Visegrad bloc is flexing its 
muscles. In Italy, however… well it is better 
to stop here for now. 

Tempora mutantur, nos et mutamur in illis.

Pietro Mazzeri
p.mazzeri@gmail.com
Translation by Joseph Donat Bolton



W 
e were very pleased to have read an 
interesting article by Paolo Barone 

published in the student newspaper “Tra i 
Leoni“ (number 85 - November 2018) with 
the title “The European cultural revolution: 
letter of a millennial, born in 2000”.             
Our colleague speaks with passion about the 
necessity for a European cultural soul for a 
complete political integration of the Nations 
belonging to the Union. The goal is to create 
a fertile ground for the success of the United 
States of Europe.      
Although we have appreciated the author’s 
enthusiasm, we do not agree on many 
opinions contained in the article.          
Therefore, with this piece, we want to express 
our vision.      

The first question we want to analyze concerns 
identity. The author seems to think that the 
existence of borders and strong national 
and local identities can be an obstacle to the 
building of a European identity.
But it is a dogma to believe that “boundaries 
and walls among small communities” lead 
to “living an half-life, full of hatred for our 
neighbors”. Our colleague does not give a clear 
explanation of these statements and why the 
abolition of the boundaries is a good thing, 
on the contrary, with oversimplification and 

a certain rhetoric, assumes that the existence 
of them is a bad thing in itself. We answer 
back that borders do not exclude exchanges 
between cultures and, as the intellectual 
Régis Debray also states, symbolize identity 
and wealth. In fact, they are both limits within 
which cultures can develop and doors through 
which they can communicate.
We also believe that European identity is not 
something abstract and homogeneous, but a 
mosaic of different realities, dialoguing with 
each other and perhaps even in conflict. We 
do not think that a phantom European cultural 
soul can be created as it would in the laboratory 
by filing existing contrasts. In this way we come 
only to the flattening and the homologation, 
of which the author himself seems to be the 
victim, who claims that listening to the same 
music and playing the same video games is an 
example of a true common identity. A sense 
of community certainly cannot be based on 
these things! It derives from the awareness of 
a shared history and common roots, concept 
that our colleague does not seem conscious, 
as when he states: “above all else, we do not 
know what was there before”.
 
Another point we desire to emphasize is 
that European identity does not necessarily 
mean the identity of the European Union. The 

AN ANSWER TO “TRA I LEONI”

former, in fact, leaves aside the existence of 
a common political structure. Let’s think for 
example of Goethe, who was traveling in Italy 
when Erasmus still did not exist and was fully 
aware of his being European while at the same 
time of his strong German identity.

The project that the self-styled Europeanists 
promote is that of lowering a common culture 
from above, when it is evident that it cannot 
be artificially created ‘in vitro’, but is the result 
of the stratification and sedimentation of long 
historical and social processes. The risk is to 
exacerbate the fractures between the elite 
and the people, creating that distance from 
the common feeling that today is dividing our 
societies. 
 
Furthermore in the article the author speaks 
of an ongoing battle between populists and 
Europeanists. In addition to not exploring 
the economic and social causes of this battle, 
he claims that losing this battle (letting the 
populists win) “inevitably means returning to 
the nation state. At war “.
First of all, by shaking these fears, our colleague 
shows that he himself behaves as a populist. 
Moreover, we really do not understand this 
combination of the Nation State - war, a 
binomial that historically is not accurate. In 
fact, wars often arise from empires more than 
from nation states (see the First World War, 
started by the Central Powers) or nation states 
that desire to become empires (see World War 
II, started by the Third Reich that was looking 
for its Lebensraum). Furthermore, it cannot 
be ignored that the long peace experienced 
by Europe in the last seventy years is due to 
NATO more than to the European Union.
Finally, we dare to say that the greatness of 
Europe comes precisely from the nation states, 
for one specific reason: institutional diversity 
and political fragmentation have stimulated 
competition for development throughout 
history, preventing institutional conformism 
(as pointed out by scholars such as Rodrik).
 
We must give credit to our colleague of his 
intention to free himself from uncritical 
Europeanism.  However, to achieve this 
goal and build a fruitful Europeanism, the 

fundamental problems of the European 
project, the real problems, whose solution 
is the precondition of the cultural revolution 
advocated in the article, cannot be neglected. 
The author does not face these conceptual 
issues and limits himself to accusing the 
elusive monster of populism. But populism 
is not the cause of the problems, it is only 
a reaction, due to both identity and socio-
economic reasons.
What are the problems we are talking about? 
First of all, the congenital defects of the 
European project, economically unbalanced 
in favor of certain nations and against others, 
and the consequent economic criticalities.
It is true that “giving a political soul means 
giving a cultural soul”, but we believe that 
today the priority is to face the economic 
problems that have caused the fractures of 
recent years, to prevent them from continuing 
to deepen in the future.

A question on which it would be interesting to 
debate: can the liberal model of development 
outlined in the European treaties (for example 
with the ban on the state of economically 
helping the companies) fit in each country?
Furthermore, the article does not mention 
in any way the implications of the common 
market and the single currency, which are 
central to European architecture but which 
have shown wide signs of dysfunctionality.
 
It is not the intention of this replica to offer 
complete and comprehensive solutions to 
these problems. We just want to show the 
relevance that these questions should have in 
a discussion on the current state of the EU. If 
at a political level there are no answers, the 
dissatisfaction towards the European project 
is destined to grow and every conversation on 
the cultural soul that should act as a glue is 
condemned to remain a dead letter.

Alessandro Bonetti 
alessandrobonetti97@gmail.com

Pablo Mileni
pablo.mileni@studbocconi.it

THE EUROPEAN DREAM



EUROPE ACCORDING TO EXPERTS
OPINIONS FROM A CONFERENCE IN BOCCONI

F 
ebruary 25th, almost night. The 
university is almost empty, the 

atrium oddly silent. As I walk towards 
the Conference Hall, I read again the list 
of guests at the day’s event:
 
Massimo D’Alema, former Prime 
Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs

Gianfranco Fini, former President of the 
Chamber of Deputies

Mario Mauro, Vice-president of the 
European Parliament and Minister of 
Defence

Sergio Romano, ambassador, historian, 
columinst of Corriere della Sera
 
Eminent names, high offices. On the 
other hand, the topic of the event is 

one of the most complex and thorny 
of the moment, thus it is difficult to 
have a qualified opinion without having 
performed an important duty on an 
institutional level. The bustle in the 
hallway grows, I understand I’m almost 
there; as I turn, I find myself facing a 
small multitude crowding in front of the 
glass doors of the hall, where the title 
of the conference stands out: “Between 
political and moral crisis: the challenges 
of the future Europe”. Inside, students 
rush, professors tremble as one by one 
the participants take place: Europe and 
its destiny is one of the main topics in 
the contemporary political debate, not 
only for its historical roots and its basic 
principles, but also for the repercussions 
these supranational institutions have 
on the Nation-system daily. It is so 
inevitable that it is particularly dear 

most of all to the youth that have 
never known the reality of the lira 
and of national borders, but on the 
contrary have grown in a period of full 
assertion and development of the EU. 
This generation is used to enjoying 
the advantages the EU can offer and 
they are ready to consider it part and 
parcel of the contemporary economic, 
social and cultural life. As this was not 
enough, these are Bocconi students, 
people who hope for an international 
career and everyday are pushed to 
reason according to global logics. So 
it comes as no surprise to see the hall 
packed and excited. 
Suddenly, at the last opening of the 
doors, the front rows fall silent, the backs 
straighten up, in the back rows some 
elbows impose silence on the neighbors. 
No spectacular applause, everybody is 
speechless in front of such personalities 
without any notice. As I look around 
me, I notice some stretching necks and 
lively looks of students snickering and 
pointing the guests. It appears that the 
political reverence does not belong to 
this audience. 

After a few minutes and a brief 
introduction, followed this time by a 
warm round of applause, Maria Paola 
Mariani, Professor in European Union 
law, begins the debate. The immediate 
reference is to the famous Schuman 
Declaration: “Europe will not be made 
all at once, or according to a single 
plan. It will be built through concrete 
achievements which first create a de 
facto solidarity”. It was May 9th, 1950 
and that ambitious proposal would 
soon lead to the foundation of ECSC 
and, hereafter, to the European Union 
as we know it today. It is inevitable 
to ask what is left of that project and 
those aspirations, born as a reaction to 
the suffering of WWII, to wonder how 
important they are today, in a society 
that has faced totally different crisis 
and that seems to have forgotten the 
teachings of the 20th century, perhaps 

in a desperate search for answers closer 
to its tragedies. 
According to latest data, only 44% of 
Italians would vote remainin an eventual 
referendum on the EU, a shocking fact 
if we consider that 53 British out of 
100 has answered positively to the 
same question. It is now clear that, 
although Italy has been among the 
founding countries of this supranational 
institution, this country is now fully part 
of the Eurosceptics. During her speech, 
Professor Mariani keeps a lively tone, 
gives data only to emphasize concepts 
presented with the committed look of 
someone who deeply believes in what 
she’s saying. That same look will be held 
when later on the Professor appeals to 
her students and their critical sense in 
this period of never-ending propaganda. 
During the debate, the Professor does 
not hide her Europeanistic view, but I 
cannot disapprove of a firm standpoint 
when it is based on sound and logical 
reasoning and on years of in-depth 
studies. 

The word goes to Sergio Romano, 
probably the most celebrated guest of 
the event, not the one who held the 
highest office, but definitely the person 
who mostly contributed intellectually 
to the Italian public debate in the last 
decades. His speech is brief, incredibly 
clear and sharp. After outlining with few 
words the European history of the last 
fifty years, from the formation of the 
opposing political blocs during the Cold 
War to the collapse of the old ideas, it 
is crystal clear that the contemporary 
political tensions, that are spreading 
in the whole western world, are the 
direct consequence of the decline of 
representative democracy. The main 
point in the analysis of Romano focuses 
exactly on this last phenomenon. The 
battle of the sovereigntists, who before 
were on the edge of the political debate, 
has now gained so much relevance and 
popular acceptance that it has turned 
its basic mechanisms around. 



aspects, the defeat of the European 
constitutionalism and the retreat of 
its authority under the burden of the 
intergovernmental method. The legacy 
of a neoliberal culture has determined 
the prevalence of a rigor line in the 
Treaties, of an attention for monetary 
stability and balance in the national 
finances, thus restricting the growing 
policies and ignoring the discomfort of 
citizens, to the detriment of the values 
on which the EU was founded. 
Under the absorbed look the audience, 
the microphone goes to Mario Mauro. In 
contrast to the two previous speeches, 
this last focuses on the benefits of 
the EU. Among all, strong emphasis 
is placed on the rational achievement 
of the principle that prosperity, both 
economic and political, cannot be 
reached independently from the various 
states: when peace lacks for one, it lacks 
automatically for everybody else. For 
this very reason, only a balanced and 
proportional growth among nations 
can guarantee a steady development. 
There is a permanent reference to the 
necessity of unity and collaboration, 
even when Mauro states that without 
a common and validated political 
power the EU would be reduced to the 
biggest NGO in the world, with only 
reassigning functions but without the 
ability to respond clearly and jointly 
to pressing issues like environmental 
protections, strategic and infrastructural 
investments, justice administration and 
foreign policies. 

At the end of the last speech, we are 
invited to applaud and begin the debate. 
Some student from the audience dare 
ask some questions, the guests pass 
the microphone along to comment and 
reaffirm their positions. Mostly, they 
talk about the dreaded break-up of the 
EU, the past mistakes and how urgent 
reforms are. Apart from a couple of 
quick remarks, particularly by Romano 
on the inappropriate decision of the 
EU to open to states that didn’t share 

the same spirit and the intentions, it 
seems like the speakers are going along 
with contemporary politics, common to 
every party, of the necessity to remain 
in the EU, but “in a different EU”. A 
sentence that has become the strong 
suit of every deputy and representative, 
as effective as it is vague: what reforms 
are needed? What is the long-term 
purpose of the EU? And, above all, what 
will be the role of Italy? All questions 
that even in the best speeches, apart 
from high principles and historical 
memories, remain unanswered. 

The conference ends with an applauses 
and everybody gets up and leaves the 
hall. I pass beside group of students that 
are still arguing and debating. While 
I walk towards the exit, I cannot help 
but think of the forthcoming European 
elections.

I hope that in a few months, when 
the cameras will be turned off and 
the Parliament will convene, those 
questions will have found their answers.
 
Thanks to the student association Res 
Ethica for the collaboration.
 

Sarah Baracchini Caputi
Translated by Sofia Ivonne Mason

The anti-European fringes aim at 
getting elected in that same European 
Parliament they criticize so much, with 
the perspective of using it to destroy 
it from the inside. Just as Mussolini 
did in 1921 when Giolitti welcomed 
the fascists among the parliamentary 
groups. The final words of Romano are 
dreadful, without any rhetoric: “God 
forbid it happens the same when the 
sovereigntists get into the European 
Parliament”. 

It is impossible to stay unresponsive 
to such a clear and gloomy analysis 
of the near future. As I wrote down 
the last sentences, I asked myself how 
many Italians today have made this 
comparison and, what worries me most, 
what conclusions they have come to. 

The speeches of Fini and D’Alema follow 
closely behind, both focusing on the 
factors that have led to the current 
European crisis.

The first speech highlights some key 
passages, potentially decisive moments 
that became wasted opportunities: 
first and foremost, the decision to 
hold the German mark as reference for 

the transition to the single currency. 
This choice inevitably influenced the 
economic and financial actions of 
the EU members, by restricting their 
possibility of expenses and deficit, and 
it has led to the dramatic adoption of 
the austerity policies, with the resulting 
closure of the northern states and the 
strong resentment of the southern 
ones. After the failure of the Treaty 
of Nice, whose most innovative and 
unitary propositions have never been 
definitively adopted, in 2007 came the 
emergence of the intergovernmental 
principle, according to which the most 
important decisions would be taken in 
agreement with every member state. 
This represented a crucial stop to the 
desired process of collaboration and 
integration of national policies, in 
contradiction to the task the EU should 
fulfill as a supranational institution.
The economic sides of the issue are the 
heart of D’Alema’s speech, introduced 
by a quote from Gramsci that focuses 
the attention on “the conflict between 
economics global nature and politics 
national one”. The former Minister 
identifies among the causes of 
the current collapse of the EU the 
reduction of its power to just monetary 



what are defined as ‘non-lethal weapons’ like 
grenades and flash-balls.” 
 
During the last demonstration, a friend of mine 
told me that a boy went to prison for two months 
with a subsequent ban on entering Toulouse for 
six months for being found guilty of having a 
stone in his backpack. Meanwhile, a guy missing 
half a finger marched near us. Essentially, these 
are the stories of people the authority treated 
extremely unfairly over the past few weeks. 
 
In Germany and England, the police engage 
in dialogue with protesters, as the European 
Parliament had hoped for in the resolution. 
France made the opposite choice. The weapons 
used against the gilets jaunes are prohibited in 
other European countries for these purposes. 
Certain producers consider them as weapons 
meant for war. As Specialist David Dufresne 
affirmed in an interview for the newspaper 
Le Monde, the so-called flash-ball and GLI-F4 
grenades, which contain a small dose of TNT, 
are among the more dangerous and lethal 
dispersion tools in widespread use by the 
French police. 
 
Meanwhile, Interior Minister Castaner, declared 
he did not know “any policemen who have ever 
attacked a gilet jaune.” David Dufresne added, 
“The media’s silence has the same impact as 
the demonstrated violence: the police allow 
themselves these blows because they know 
that there will be no media repercussions. This 
political and media denial is anti-republican.”  
 
The most worrisome aspects are the numbers 
the Interior Minister declared upon the recent 
demonstrations: 5,000 in whole France. 
According to the independent observer Le 
Nombre Jaune, last Saturday, the protest 
brought at least 95,000 people to the square. 
A shuddering ignorance about France’s choice 
to massively repress the gilets jaunes is 
political. The police act on political order via the 
prefects, the state. The prefects are the ones 
who decide, at the interior minister’s disposal, 
how to impose the work of the forces of order. 
Moreover, the Interior Minister responds to the 
Élysées’s requests.
 
In France, the state appeals to the police 
forces that were not formed to maintain 
order. For example, the BRI (brigades de 
recherche et d’intervention) and the BAC 

(brigade anticriminalité) are used to handling 
delinquents, not demonstrations. From here, 
entire masses of citizens are belittled simply to 
criminals who need to be arrested. It is felt and 
seen transparently in the streets, but it seems 
apparent that we live in a world of journalists 
who are blind, or, even worse, ignorant. 
 
On Saturday, March 2nd, I attended one of 
the gilets jaunes’ many demonstrations. We 
marched disruptively for hours under a burning 
sun that reeked of climate change (Friday, 
March 15th World Strike for the Future) until 
the police started interrupting us again with all 
the previously discussed instruments. It is not 
nice. Think of a baby playing happily in the park 
and, at a certain point, a man smacks him out 
of the blue for no reason. The gilets jaunes are 
babies who yell angrily and give the arrogant 
man a forceful kick in the nuts. 
I swam in tear gas and the odor of the chemical 
water the police throw during demonstrations. I 
felt my lungs fill with smoke, my eyes teared up, 
the sweat toxically burned my skin, and I found 
myself coughing like a fool. The simple pleasures 
of a Saturday afternoon. Then, the police ran 
towards us. With a small face mask, I began to 
run, along the bypass. What damage had I done? 
Then, I saw a man looking like a robot running 
towards me and cut me off from the street. It 
was one of the BAC, easily recognizable by the 
small orange face around his arm. He grabbed 
me by my jacket and brought me to a corner 
where about six or seven others came, and the 
guy screamed to me, “Nous t’arrêtons! Tu es 
arrêté!” They began touching me everywhere 
like maniacs and yelled like barbarians. I begged 
them to calm down. “I am Italian,” I said, “a 
European citizen,” trying to arouse the acute 
European sensitiveness that they should have 
received by osmosis. 
In the meantime, the members of the 
Observatoire des pratiques policières kept 
watch, and someone with a helmet was taking 
photos. They finished their ridiculous inspection 
by finding a dangerous notebook and pencil in 
my pockets. Embarrassed at the time they had 
just wasted, they pushed me and yelled, “Go 
home!” 
Well, at least the French speak English now!
We were on the Boulevard de Strasbourg.
 
Giorgio Michalopoulos
giorgio.michalopoulos@studbocconi.it
Translated by Carly Cornell

O 
n February 14th, the European Parliament 
published the resolution “on the 

directive to demonstrate peacefully and on the 
proportionate use of force” on their website. 
Under pressure from the Alliance of Socialists 
and Democrats, the only institution directly 
elected by the European citizens observes “that 
the member states have different thresholds for 
the use of force and weapons” and deplores “the 
fact that E.U. citizens are treated so differently 
from the authority and the inequality in the 
way law enforcement go about protecting the 
citizens’ fundamental rights.” 
 
On February 26th, during a memorandum on the 
gilets jaunes, Dunja Mijatovic, Commissioner 
for Human Rights of the European Council, 
invited the French authority to show greater 
respect for human rights during the operations 
of maintenance of the public order. She also 
urged them to keep from excessively restricting 
the freedom of peaceful assembly through 
legal projects that prohibit the demonstrations, 
imposing more rigid controls on the people, 
and enforcing heavy sanctions on the 
demonstrations.  
 
An arrow of fire that burns the consciences of 
the powerful inhabitants of the Eliseo. Who 
knows if Emmanuel Macron’s blue European 

heart still burns. 
 
Cerebral hemorrhage of a 47-year-old man in 
Bordeaux, facial trauma for a demonstration 
in Toulouse, and a forehead fracture for a 
high schooler in Orléans. European Union 
treaties, Charter of Fundamental Rights, ECHR, 
International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights, basic principles of the United Nations 
on the use of force and weapons – unknown 
to the French government. Who knows what 
Macron had in mind when he proposed a “real 
European army.” 
 
Among the various complaints towards the 
French authority received in the most recent 
months is the concern on using less lethal 
weapons, like the ‘flash-ball’ projectile launch 
defense devices, and the LBD40 and GLI-F4 
grenades that have increased the number 
of casualties in the past few months to a 
quota of 2,000. The criticism arrived February 
14thfrom Geneva. A group of experts in 
human rights studied France’s use of force 
the Organization of the United Nations. The 
result is clear: “restrictions on human rights 
have been demonstrated also with the large 
number of arrests, controls, and seizures of 
the goods belonging to protestors; many have 
been injured due to a disproportionate use of 

VIOLATED TERRITORY



‘A 
rtistic isolation’ is a term many would 
find to be odd. For the very crux of arts 

and culture lies in the sharing and exchanging 
of different ideas and inspirations with those 
from other parts of the world. And so it is little 
wonder that the UK’s impending departure 
from the EU has many in the industry up in 
arms about the future of the region. Coupled 
with the perpetual uncertainty surrounding 
the question of a deal or no-deal Brexit, most, 
if not all, sectors in the UK are starting to 
buckle up for what’s to come – British arts and 
culture institutions included.

The industry now is shaking in its boots, 
gripped by fear that an exit from the EU will 
cause massive harm to its cultural sector – so 
much so that British musical heavyweights, 
including Ed Sheeran and Rita Ora, penned 
an open letter to the prime minister urging 
a second look at Brexit. The letter warns that 
the ‘vast voice’ and reach of British music will 
be silenced in a ‘self-built cultural jail’. 

A cultural jail indeed, and one that does not 
stop at just the British music scene alone – 
for Brexit doom and gloom has a finger firmly 
and stubbornly lodged in every other cultural 
pie. British flagship museums as well are likely 

to be subject to a huge blow. To name just 
some of the issues they would presumably 
face following their exit include a fall in visitor 
numbers, an absence of EU cultural funding, 
and staff shortages. Additionally, exhibits 
would thereafter be subject to huge import 
taxes; the Victoria and Albert Museum in 
London foresee a hefty bill of £25 million on 
this alone.

The end of free movement in particular 
brings about a general sense of unease. For 
it is patently the case that this industry rides 
on the ability to look out of the box and to 
reach even further beyond it. Access to talent 
outside of the UK would start to become 
complex and tedious, and lengthy immigration 
processes are likely to become a hindrance to 
bringing in fresh, rich talent from beyond the 
UK’s four walls.

On that note, without a solid plan aimed at 
increasing the UK’s cultural mobility as a 
whole, the region’s sector therefore runs the 
risk of becoming bland and diluted.
 
Sabrina Shahnaz
sabrina.shahnaz@studbocconi.it

W 
hile the US is torn between the 
recurring climate-skeptical tweets of 

their President and a more than concerned 
elite that worries and does its best to raise 
awareness about climate change, Europe 
might have a rare opportunity to take the 
lead and embody modernity and wisdom into 
international policy. 

Although European Union represents ‘only’ 
10% of the greenhouse gases emissions, they 
could take full advantage of this niche and 
appear as an innovating and powerful actor, 
finding a new sense in European integration 
after the damages incurred from the Brexit. 
 
According to the European Court of Auditors, 
it would require at least 1000 billion euros 
for the EU to fulfil its own objectives fixed 
voluntarily during the Paris Agreements and 
that hence appear as a minimum to reach. In 
the other hands, the EU rolled out more than 
two times this amount in order to help the 
bank and exit the financial crisis in 2008. 
It brought a group of French experts to wonder 
if Europe was be able to finally fast forward 
the path of the ecological transition while 
massively creating jobs - considering that 
the US justified their withdrawal of the Paris 
agreement “in the name of US employment”. 
 
The French economist Pierre Larrouturou 
and the climatologist Jean Jouzel proposed 
the ‘Climate-Finance Pact’. It consists in the 
creation of new subpart of the European Bank 
of Investment, called the European Bank of 
Climate that would to allocate 2% of the total 

European to member countries, letting them 
borrow with a 0% rate to meet the COP21 
goal of keeping global warming below 2°C. 
Concretely, it would pay for projects such 
as the isolation of public buildings, clean 
transportation networks or subventions to 
private sector.  

They also want to create a ‘European Fund 
for Climate and Biodiversity’ financed by a 
5% corporate income tax (excluding SMEs and 
artisans) that would cover donations of about 
100 billion euros per year to sustainable 
project in Europe and Africa. Moreover, they 
expect the creation of more than 6 million 
new jobs in the EU area. 
 
“We want the monetary creation of the ECB 
to be put at the service of the fight against 
climate change and unemployment”
 
Various fields’ top experts support the 
proposition. They are scholars, mayors of 
Barcelona or Bordeaux, CEOs, jurists, former 
ministers, unions representatives or NGOs 
and claim to represent the people. Unluckily, 
they all have in common that - despite their 
influence – they don’t manage yet to access 
the top of the legislative and executive powers 
at a European level, thus they are calling the 
heads of the states to read their treaty draft 
and to ratified it before 2020. 
 
Till then, the next concrete steps are the 
International Strike for the Climate on March 
the 15th and the European parliament 
elections on May the 26th.
 
 
Sophie Béquet 
sophie.bequet@studbocconi.it

‘FINANCE-CLIMATE PACT’
PROPOSAL FOR A STRONGER AND GREENER EUROPE 

BREXIT AND THE CULTURAL ECONOMY



THE NEW EUROPEAN METAL SCENE

H 
eavy Metal has spread all over the 
world, gaining a great success despite 

the typical aggressiveness of the genre, 
which set it apart from any other one. 
After about forty years, it has had multiple 
ramifications and brand new proposals, 
which all came up only a few years ago. 

In the meantime, the extreme European 
music scene has not just been watching. 
In recent years, much has been absorbed 
from U.S. bands, but just as much has been 
created: Norwegian black metal, Swedish 
Prog Death and Melodic Death, as well as 
the British Doom have been real vehicles 
of musical renewal. These genres are now 
the basis of the so-called modern metal: 
a macro-label useful to define a series of 
bands such as All But One, The Stranded 
and many others that are not directly 
identifiable with a specific kind of metal. 
Unlike in the United States, where the 
polyrhythms and progressive structures 

borrowed from the Swedish Meshuggah’s 
albums, at first mixed with metalcore, have 
become established, in Europe they ended 
up creating a very unique new genre: 
progressive metalcore.  

In Europe,  we have witnessed a 
radicalisation of the sound, now devoted 
to an elegant and complex representation 
of emotions, rather than to melody and 
compositional perfection. In this, the work 
of the Norwegian and Swedish bands - the 
first are the creators of Black Metal, the 
second the coders of Melodic Death Metal 
- was a key factor for the renewal and 
rejuvenation of a scene still  too dependent 
on the  powerful structures set up by Iron 
Maiden, the first after  Black Sabbath to 
innovate this kind of music so deeply. 
Over the years, there has been a progressive 
rejection of the neoclassical perfection 
typical of British and German power metal 
bands. 

However, the stylistic refinement of that 
season has been applied in the evolution 
of the dark, brutal and without-any-
compromise sound born in the cold and 
foggy Scandinavian lands.
Today, in Europe, extreme kinds of metal 
(and not only them) have become less 
instinctive, more diversified and above all 
more elegant. The emotions that European 
bands put into music are finally authentic 
and not self-referential, compared, for 
example to the first black scene, in which 
the lack of technique and experience had 
produced an aseptic representation of evil, 
although there are pleasant exceptions 
like: Burzum’s “Dunkelheit”, “Tormentor of 
Christian Souls” by Dimmu Borgir , Opeth’s 
“The Twilight Is My Robe” or “Punish My 
Heaven” by Dark Tranquillity, are already 
ground-breaking of some of the deep 
renewals mentioned in the article.

Today, therefore, the Scandinavians 
continue to dominate the European scene: 
it is impossible, or almost impossible, to 
reproduce the perfect alchemy between 
the violence of metal and the yearning 
melancholy typical of the emotions that 
these groups want to create. Stockholm 
inspires the  reflection on existence and 
people of Opeth, among the firsts to 
combine Death Metal and Progressive 
Metal, but also the  roar from hell of 
Dark Funeral and Grà, while from the 
southern coast of Gothenburg emerges 
the sad melancholy of  Dark Tranquillity, 
the sound of viking axes of Amon Amarth, 
the powerful melodic-death raids of At 
The Gates, Soilwork and In Flames. The 
faded and lonely whisper of the poignant 
Anekdoten. The cold Oslo, on the other 
hand hides the devilish and impenetrable 
sound barrier of 1349, the strange Black 
Metal adventures of Satyricon and the 
satanic orchestra of Dimmu Borgir. From 
the remote and grey lake of Notodden, 
locked up in the wild county of Telemark, 
emerges the desperate scream of the 
eclectic Ihsahn. In the constant beat of 
Bergen’s rain one can hear the ruthless 
and icy notes created by the Taakes. 

However, an important challenger emerges 
from Poland: Behemoth, with their passion 
for the occult and the bizarre, always flirt 
with the Darkness of the human soul. On 
the other hand, from Iceland come the 
crepuscular, poetic Solstafir.

England too has changed, delivering to 
Europe the costant weeping of the funeral 
My Dying Bride, the delicate arpeggios of 
the Anathema’s elegies or the hopeless 
fatalism of Paradise Lost. The British Doom 
to which these groups belong is another 
trend being defined, since the lesson of 
Black Sabbath and Pentagram - the main 
inspirers of this genre - has created several 
groups that sound very good. The acidic 
visions of Uncle Acid & The Deadbeats from 
England, the instrumental strings of the 
Norwegian Astrosaur, the fast and vintage 
creations of Kadavar in Germany, the dark 
psychotropic marches of Dirge from France 
are all welcome. Not forgetting as well the 
powerful and poignant progressive metal 
of the russian Shokran.

The European landscape is finally 
competitive: the challenge to the 
Americans is on. 

Ignazio Boccia
igno97.ib@gmail.com
Translation by Caterina Santagati



R 
ue Cambon, Paris: Chanel’s 
headquarters are crowded as usual, 

dresses and drafts are going in and out, 
but something is missing, something very 
important: since the 19th of February 
there has been no white pony tail behind 
the most important desk in the office, 
there are no big sunglasses analyzing every 
drawing, no leather gloves touching the 
newest dresses.

The world of fashion is composed by 
thousands of people from photographers 
to models; even millions, if we include all 
the testimonials and consumers, but very 
few of them make it into the restricted 
circle of timeless fashion icons. 

Karl Lagerfeld was undoubtedly one of 
them, probably THE most iconic figure 
in the whole fashion business since Coco 
Chanel. Together with Giorgio Armani, 
Valentino Garavani, Ralph Lauren and 
Miuccia Prada he was one of the legends 
that characterized our era.

Born in Hamburg on 10th  September, the 
German designer was always extremely 
private about both his childhood and his 
intimate life, so private that the only way 
newspapers found out about his birthday 
was through journal archives in his 
hometown.

Son of the entrepreneur Otto Lagerfeld, in 
an interview for Rolling Stones, he admitted 
it was his very strict mother Elisabeth who 
influenced him the most: one time, she 
closed the piano on his hands and told 
him he should stop playing and continue 
to draw to avoid to make such horrible 
noises. The German designer added also 
that she gave him the idea of elegance 
and feminism that would characterize his 
whole personality later on.
After moving to Paris in 1953, he started 

his career in fashion as an illustrator and 
won a drawing championship that gave 
him a job at Balmain’s in 1954. Ten years 
later, he started working for Fendi, in what 
became the longest partnership in fashion 
history for more than 50 years until his 
recent death. 

In 1983 he was appointed as creative 
director of Chanel and managed to bring 
the brand back to the levels of Coco 
Chanel’s times, inventing the famous “CC” 
logo and bringing the brand to a $1.79bn 
profit in 2019 , and one year later he 
launched his own brand.

Often described as an extremely hard 
worker, he never saw his job as stressful 
but as a personal pleasure and refused to 
take long vacations as “ideas do not come 
laying on the beach”.

His attitude did not change outside of 
work, as he always tried to gain new 

KARL LAGERFELD knowledge (rumor has it he owned as 
much as 300.000 books) and the first thing 
he always did in his mornings was to read 
German, French and English newspapers: in 
an era of disinformation, his motto “I want 
to discover things before everybody gets 
to know them, that’s why I get informed” 
sounds like a pleasant exception. 

Karl Lagerfeld, however, was also a truly 
European excellence: he spoke 4 languages 
(English, German and French since he was 
6, Italian came later), was born in Germany, 
worked in France and had a special love for 
Italy, where he also lived in Rome.
Italy, the same country he loved so much 
he chose to host his first “Métiers d’Art” 
show in 2015, a huge event that went on 
to compete with the haute couture and 
prêt-à-porter shows, and about which he 
said “I love Italy because it always remains 
true to itself”.

But the main reason why Karl Lagerfeld will 
always be remembered is his character, 
with his extravagance and directness.
He is reported to be the most famous 
German on earth, but he never lost the 

chance to be critical about himself and 
laugh about his personality, which he 
defined as the one of a “spoiled, old child”. 
With his cat Choupette being his dearest 
companion, he loved loneliness but was at 
the same time always in contact with the 
younger generations in, what was for him, 
a way for not losing contact with change.
His love for beauty has been transmitted 
into his designs and the sets for his 
fashion shows, and his eclectic talent has 
expressed itself as a designer, creative 
director, photographer and even publicist.
What we will miss the most (and probably 
caused him most problems), however, 
is probably his unique ability to directly 
speak about difficult topics. 

From his fight with PETA about fur usage 
to his open admission of his anorexia to 
fit in designer Hedi Slimane’s clothes, he 
was always very frank and openly criticized 
Germany’s open borders agenda with 
Syrian refugees.

Lagerfeld was always controversial and 
even had ideas that sometimes collided 
with his personal background:  despite 
being homosexual, he preferred the 
classical idea of family and even if he was 
a convinced feminist, he despised the “Me 
Too” movement. Although sometimes over 
the lines, his directness and cynicism helped 
raise discussions about important topics 
and made him the icon he has become. 
As he once said “luxury is intelligence, the 
freedom of spirit, the independence; to say 
it briefly, the politically incorrect”.

Alessandro Derchi
alederchi@virgilio.it

A EUROPEAN FASHION ICON
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