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To honour our anniversaries, we continue our strong traditions based on
our values and proud history, while at the same time we are continuing to
implement innovations and new ideas.
It has been a privilege to feature high-profile contributors in recent editions,
and we continue this tradition with another stellar cast of European leaders.
They include former MP, Minister and Chair of ECCS/EDS, Ian Taylor
MBE, who presents an uplifting view on the heritage of our organisation,
as well as a strong vision for the future. We are also honoured to have an
interview with Dr. Andrey Kovatchev MEP, Vice-Chair of the EPP Group
in the European Parliament, who presents a number of concrete ideas,
projects and plans on the centre-right approach to tackle the social and
economic crisis resulting from the pandemic. With perfect timing we can
also hear from Gabor Berczeli, the Director of the Robert Schumann
Institute (many thanks to Charlie Crumpton for holding the interview), who
tells us of RSI’s mission, objectives and the celebration of their very own
30th anniversary!
To carry forward the work of these established politicians, we present
strong contributions from Europe’s future leaders. Sabine Hanger,
newly elected Chairwoman of the Federal Austrian Student Union, and
Chairwoman of EDS member AG Austria, presents an inspiring vision
for youth engagement in politics in an exclusive interview. In the field
of international affairs, we can read about the latest developments and
future prospects for Russia analysed by Victoria Olari, the future of the
Western Balkans and the centre-right reviewed by Vladimir Kljajic, the
importance of green conservatism to Europe and the world described
by Aurora Hårtveit, and Europe’s position globally during this digital era
covered by Martin Bergman.
On the topic of ideology and centre-right vision, we can read about
new ways to attract more young people with centre-right views to our
political family described by Marta Urgellés, the prospects of cooperation
between the centre-right and green parties analysed by Dimitrije Milic, as
well as “cancel culture” and its impact on society as seen by Alexandra
Zakova, the concept of a European certificate expertly described by Dr.
Fotis Fitsilis and Vasileios S. Kesidis, the impact of the neoliberalism as
seen by Krzysztof Kubon, as well as the danger of conspiracy theories
surrounding Covid-19 from the research and analysis of Eleni Koufali.
Special thanks to Chairman Angrisano, Secretary General Galea and
Executive Officer Sismondini for all their support, to Gustaf Reinfeldt and
Krzysztof Kubon for reviewing the articles and finding the images, as well
as to Andrea Marcet for the design of the magazine.
Please let us know your thoughts, ideas and feedback for BullsEye, and
always feel most encouraged to propose contributions for the upcoming
editions. Within the EDS Bureau as well as in the BullsEye team we are
always looking for ways to improve, to implement your ideas, and to
support the young generation of centre-right leaders across Europe and
beyond.
During this very special year
we are looking forward to
building on our traditions and
values, as well as to delivering
new projects and initiatives for
the future.
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Dear EDS Family,
Dear Friends,
Let me welcome you to this new edition of the EDS in house magazine, BullsEye. This is already the second edition
under the leadership of Gustaf Reinfeldt, Krzysztof Kuboń and Ivan Botoucharov. Through their effort, amidst the
pandemic, they have brought to life a new edition of BullsEye, keeping the magazine more alive than ever after 30 years
since the first edition.
During these days we have celebrated the first anniversary of the first lockdown that Europe and the world went through
in 2020. The tragic events that followed the lockdown have left a scar in our society that our generation will have to heal.
All levels of education were interrupted and switched to online education too fast and with great resource inequalities.
EDS stood by their side promoting in our EPP family better policies, more sensitive towards a generation that is fighting
hard not to be deprived from its future.
In that sense, I want to greet the whole EDS Team, Vice Chairs, Secretariat, working group co-chairs and the whole
editorial team. Thanks to our collective work the voice of millions of European students has been heard withing our EPP
family and beyond. Our organisation also lead the way in adapting itself to the new reality shaped by the pandemic. We
have met every statutory mandate thanks to the use of new technologies and to the devoted work of our staff.
In the coming months many of the mother parties of our member organisations
will face general elections. Let us be of help to ensure that our members voice
is heard and that the values we represent are well represented.
Stay tuned on our social and let us know your thoughts!

This issue will, in various ways, discuss one of the most pressing issues for the political centre right family. To be honest,
it is two questions, but they coincide. The theme of the issue is described as a New decade for Europe, but it is actually
more about the issues and problems that the centre right — conservative, liberal and christian democrat — will face, and
need to solve during the 2020s. The other question this issue of BullsEye Magazine touches upon is that of the situation
of the political centre right.
One of last years most discussed books was the author Anne Applebaum’s book Twilight of Democracy: The Seductive
Lure of Authoritarianism, which essentially describes a split of the political right. In the book Applebaum discusses
democratic decline and the rise of right-wing populist politics with authoritarian tendencies. FMSF Sweden’s vice
president emeritus Olof Ehrenkrona called the phenomenon ”the political right’s 1968” in an interview with a Swedish
newspaper in 2017. It was an analogy to the political happenings in the year 1968, when the political left was occupied
with ideological infighting.
It resulted in multiple splits of the political left and from the mainstream parties many fringe movements and organisations
broke out. Mr. Ehrenkrona meant in 2017 that we were living through ”the political right’s 1968” — clear signs of infighting
in political right can be seen during the 2010s, but we are still living through it. The latest example being the Hungarian
party Fidesz leaving the EPP. They will now eventually end up in one these fringe right-wing political groups that align
better with modern day Fidesz’s political views.

I hope that you will enjoy the reading.

Vice-Chair for
Publications

BullsEye

EDS Chairman

Dear Readers,

Questions about right-wing populism, nationalism and attacks against liberal
democracy will most certainly be subjects for political infighting in the centre
right during the 2020s.

Ivan
Botoucharov

Carlo
Angrisano

The official magazine of European Democrat Students

Gustaf
Reinfeldt
Editor-in-Chief,
BullsEye Magazine
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Passing the baton across
generations

4’
read

What instincts and ideas brought us together in the late 1960s? From several countries
with diﬀerent political systems and cultures we students somehow bonded to create
ECCS – the European Christian Democrat & Conservative Students, forerunner of EDS.
What was even more remarkable was that the membership came from countries both within the then EEC and
others for which membership of that body came much later. The German RCDS were inﬂuential, but as the first
British Chair we embraced sister organisations from Sweden, Finland and Denmark as well as reaching out to the
French Jeune Giscardiens. We even had two representatives from Italy attending a remote conference in the middle of Finland during which our multi-national gathering
literally broke the ice.
Many of us later entered our respective Parliaments. Carl
Bildt was one of my Vice-Chairmen and he has kept in
touch with EDS during his illustrious career. Norbert Lam-

mert was also active – well before he became a President
of the Bundestag. We all seemed to share a similar vision
– the importance of uniting Western Europe (still threatened by the Cold War) and creating open, liberal, compassionate societies.
We sought (in endless debates fuelled by beer) to understand how to benefit our citizens by sharing attitudes to our
common geography, history, political, artistic and scientific
culture, as well as strategic and security interests, investment and trade. To learn from each other’s experiences
and be respectful of varying political viewpoints for the
greater good.

“we should work to repair and
strengthen the relationships between
those of us who support the CEF’s
objectives and the mainstream
parties of the centre-right in other
European countries”
That seems to me still a valid and worthwhile objective –
even if so much has changed politically and institutionally
in the now 27-member EU. The UK entered and has just –
tragically – departed. In a sense, my generation of British
pro-Europeans succeeded and then failed. Did we take
our achievements for granted?
Those of us in Britain who remain keen to keep our personal links with EU allies must strive to rebuild alliances for
the future. Our driving force for this should be the Conservative European Forum (CEF). Crucially, CEF membership is a broad centre-right alliance and includes Conservative Party members as well as those (like me) who have
left the Party and are now independent.
We in the CEF have, as the Conservative Group for Europe, for more than 50 years (pre-, during and post-EU
membership) championed UK connections with European
partners. I have been proud to serve as a former Chair
and Patron and long-term member including whilst a Conservative MP and Government Minister.
This Conservative Government is in place for the foreseeable future, so CEF has a key role in supporting those
within the Party who still retain positive attitudes to the EU
and wish to find ways of re-engaging over time. It is important to hold Prime Minister Johnson to account when he
speaks about the United Kingdom as the EU’s “friend, ally
[and] supporter” that should stay “strategically” attached
to Europe. It was very good to hear Michael Gove’s description of the Brexit agreement as the first step towards
a “special relationship” (a phrase no British politician uses
lightly) between the UK and EU.
Let us build on that prospect. We can drive a closer relationship with European partners through the following key
objectives:
First, CEF can be an advocate within the Conservative
Party and among Conservative-minded voters for closer
strategic partnerships to strengthen political, economic,
social, environmental and security cooperation between
the UK and the democracies of Europe, partnerships that
include centre-right parties, national governments and the
institutions of the European Union. This effort should also
embrace closer connections with and between leaders in
business and commerce.

Third, we should work to repair and strengthen the relationships between those of us who support the Conservative European Forum’s objectives and the mainstream
parties of the centre-right in other European countries.
CEF members are keen to establish closer personal links
with like-minded politicians, especially in the EPP, to exchange ideas about tackling shared challenges. Even
though in each country the application of policies might
differ, we broadly all accept the principles of the social
market economy in which members of society have obligations towards each other, freedom as a central human
right, coupled with responsibility, respect for traditions and
associations and solidarity to help those in need. We can
learn from each other’s experience how best to embody
those principles in effective policies that change people’s
lives for the better.
The whole of Europe faces now common challenges in
tackling the Covid-19 pandemic which in addition to its
tragic human toll has disrupted and undermined the resilience of key services such as health, social care and education in ways which will have lasting impact on how they
are delivered in future. Other big policy debates will be
provoked by the ravages and social implications of climate change, the growing social and financial imbalances in
an ageing society, inadequate innovation and productivity
in our economies, adaptation to new digital technologies,
the rise of Asian economies, international security threats
both near and far, migrations, terrorism and many other
issues.
In response to all these issues, finding common ground
and enabling collective action whenever logical is important. Those of us in the UK who see our future still closely
aligned with our friends in the EU will strive to keep open
our channels for dialogue and exchange of views so that
we can improve the quality of our own policies by learning
from the experience of others. All this in the long-term interests of the wellbeing of our country and its citizens.
Yet, the main thrust of driving forward this vision now falls
on the current generation of young people, especially those in EDS. I have met many of you when addressing your
meetings in recent years, so I have no doubt about your
abilities, enthusiasm and readiness to engage in constant
effort over time. If what we launched in the late 1960s is
an inspiration, then I am optimistic. Keep the faith and be
ambitious!

Ian
Taylor MBE
MP 1987-2010, Minister 1994-97 and
Chair of ECCS/EDS 1968-70

Second, we can establish the Forum as a thought leader
in the debate that will develop over the months and years
ahead about the best form and structure of cooperation
between the UK, the EU and the rest of Europe.
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Dr. Andrey Kovatchev MEP on the
centre-right approach to overcome
the social and economic crisis in
cooperation with key partners.

“In the centre-right we have proven over
the last decade that we stand for eﬃcient
governance, managing the economy,
supporting the most vulnerable and
supporting companies and job creation.
With these policies we can start to
overcome the current situation, this is
why the EPP is also at the core of the
initiative to set up a recovery instrument
which the EU is now adopting.”
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Parliament at the moment. Especially key are the conditions
under which the EP will give consent to close the deal
between the EU and China. There is a lot of discussion
particularly around the convention against forced labour
and the introduction of a mechanism on human rights - the
European Magnitsky Act.

In the Western Balkans the enlargement process must
continue and this is the best way to motivate local
governments there to continue with the reforms and to
overcome the problems from the past. The EU is based
on the understanding that in Europe it is much better to
cooperate, to trade and to benefit from the free movement
of goods, persons, services and capital. The legacies of the
communist regimes need to be overcome, in the Republic
of North Macedonia for example they need to take steps to
overcome the propaganda from Tito’s Yugoslavia. Bosnia
and Herzegovina have their own problems, with the
Croatian community feeling they are not participating fairly
in the electoral process and there needs to be a solution
for this.

Which are the most important countries or regions
in the European neighborhood where we need to
focus more attention?

What do you see as the best steps forward in
the EU’s cooperation with the Republic of North
Macedonia?

There are three key areas, all of which are very important,
these are the Eastern Partnership, the Southern
Neighborhood and the Western Balkans.

North Macedonia needs more support from the EU to
make a very brave step forward and overcome the legacy
of Tito’s Yugoslavia. They need to make these reforms in
order to gain full membership of the EU. The main idea
since the establishment of the first European cooperation
after WW2 is that on our continent we will not tolerate any
more animosity among neighbors. Therefore the issue
is very fundamental, the national doctrine of the current
government and the educational programs are formulating
animosity against their neighbor which is something
deeply un-European and is against the European spirit
and values.

Dr. Andrey Kovatchev MEP is Vice-Chair of the EPP Group in the European Parliament
responsible for Enlargement, Western Balkans, Southern Neighbourhood and Euromed
and Head of the Bulgarian delegation in the EPP Group.
How do you see the near and mid-term future for
the centre-right in terms of supporting restoration of
social and economic life in Europe?
After many crises including economic and financial ones
in recent years, we now have the added pressure of a
healthcare crisis caused by the pandemic. In the centreright we have proven over the last decade that we stand for
efficient governance, managing the economy, supporting
the most vulnerable and supporting companies and job
creation. With these policies we can start to overcome the
current situation, this is why the EPP is also at the core
of the initiative to set up a recovery instrument which the
EU is now adopting. These additional resources will be
disbursed from the middle of this year to support national
governments to overcome the crisis and to support the
European economy.
We need to continue establishing trade agreements and
centre-right parties have always been in favour of free and
fair trade. We as the EU need to set the standards in the
trade policy toward different global players. This is why we
have 25-30 Free Trade Agreements which we have either
closed or are currently being negotiated. We believe that
through trade and through the setting of high social and
environmental standards in our trade agreements we can
shape the rules of global trade and also defend human
rights and our values. Our negotiating partners have to
meet these standards if they want to be part of the global
trade community. There is a particularly big focus at the
moment on developing agreements on renewable energy
and environmentally friendly technologies.
Which of these trade agreements do you consider
to be particularly crucial at this point in time?
First of all we should work with countries that share our
views on democracy, human rights and rule of law. Some
of the best examples are Canada, Australia, New Zealand,
Singapore and South American countries among others.
In addition we are working on a business investment
agreement which we will start to negotiate with Taiwan.
On the other hand, the most difficult is the close deal
with China which is under discussion at the European
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In the Eastern Partnership some of the key countries
at moment include Belarus, where we don’t recognize
Lukashenko as President anymore, so there is pressure
to generate significant democratic reforms. We are also
encouraging reforms in Ukraine and monitoring the
situation in Georgia very closely. In Moldova we support
President Maia Sandu, as she is a democrat, a reformer
and an EPP member.
In the Southern Neighborhood Morocco is a key country to
focus on at the moment with the question around Western
Sahara. We know the administration of President Trump
unilaterally recognized a large part of Western Sahara as
a territory of Morocco, but this is still not internationally
recognized. However, the EU extended the trade
agreement to this region as well, as it is of benefit to the
people there, as well as to the people of the EU. Libya
is also a big concern and we hope the EU can appoint a
special envoy for the country.
In general in North Africa and the Middle East we also need
to cooperate very closely with the new administration in
Washington D.C., especially on reducing human trafficking,
illegal migration and the creation of safe zones to support
these countries. We also welcomed the Abraham Accords,
the normalization of relations between Israel and some
Islamic countries, and we hope more countries will join
the Accords.
BullsEye

We understand it is very difficult because there have
been many decades of indoctrination in this direction.
This is why the EU also needs to incorporate the goodneighbourly relations and historical reconciliation issue
within the framework of the negotiation process.
It is important to understand that the current identity and
language is not questioned in any way, the problem is
the historical interpretation. Basic human rights allow
everybody to identify themselves in any way they like,
however none of us can change the identification of
people from previous centuries who are no longer with us.
The problem is that the young generation are educated in
an interpretation of the history which leads to animosity
towards their neighbor and potential fellow EU member
state.

history. This is why Bulgaria is very disappointed as North
Macedonia currently do not follow or fulfill the treaty.
There are Parliamentary Elections taking place in
Bulgaria, on Sunday 4th April, at a time when we are
starting to see the eﬀects of the coronavirus crisis and
so perhaps these are one of the ﬁrst elections when
we are witnessing some of the new topics, concerns
and debates coming up. What are they key issues in
these elections?
The most important topic in the social debate is when and
how are we going to return to some kind of normality and
a restoration of the economy.
Furthermore, in this context, a key question is how fast
the vaccines will be delivered and when people will be
vaccinated.
Now we are in the third wave of the pandemic and the
numbers are increasing which is a significant concern.
Other key topics are financial recovery and job creation,
as well as judicial reform and the fight against corruption,
where we have taken strong steps and where all
relevant authorities are called upon to continue with the
implementation of the reforms.
Dr. Kovatchev, thank you very much for your time
and attention to EDS and BullsEye.
Thank you very much for having me and good luck with
your work.

There is no issue with having a common history, this is
written in the treaty from 2017 between Bulgaria and North
Macedonia, which states clearly that we have a common
The official magazine of European Democrat Students

Ivan
Botoucharov
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“We trained the full spectrum of
political workers, from the ﬁgurehead
politicians to the advisers and also
regular party workers. It is still our
objective to train the next generation
of political leaders and activists.”

Gabor Berczeli, Director of the
Robert Schuman Institute, on
the history and future plans
for supporting the centre-right
through training, development
and youth engagement.

We are also open to hearing about what EDS might want
to do together and would be happy to work with you on
that.
We are always interested in further collaboration, for
example in the past we worked together on a project
with the youth and the European Seniors Union
about intergenerational dialogue, and this as seminar
discussed different policy topics we found that there was
considerable common ground and crossover. This helped
us to understand the mutually acceptable solutions going
forward.

5’
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Gabor Berczeli is Director of the Robert Schuman Institute (RSI) and has over ﬁfteen
years of experience with political organisation development, youth engagement and
political education. Gabor has been at the centre of educating the next generation of
political leaders and party activists. Taking lead from the EPP, the RSI has helped to
develop centre-right political parties across Europe and beyond.
What are the main activities of the Robert Schuman
Institute?
The Schuman Institute was setup in 1991 – the same age
as BullsEye, we could have a birthday party together!
The RSI was set up in the wake of the fall of the Iron Curtain
and during this time the EPP was pretty special from the
political families, because they thought of supporting the
country transformation processes as well as the political
transformation. The EPP had the idea that to make a
country work you need the right kind of politicians and
democrats. It is not difficult to write a new constitution,
this is something that could be done in a couple of weeks,
and in months you could set up a new parliament and
institutions, however if it is the same people from the past
it is not going to work and deliver on meaningful change.
The EPP, together with the Schuman Foundation
(Luxembourg) and a number of member parties set up the
RSI and initially focused on Central European countries
such as Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia and later on
in the Baltic states once they got independence, as well
as many others since then. Together they would also be
trained for the new tasks and to help make connections for
eastern partners. This was an exciting and new opportunity
for the opposition to the Communists as the opposition
could now freely network with each other, which is a very
important aspect of politics. The process of training from
the RSI was very much different than how it is done today,
for example not many people spoke Western languages
and so it was a challenge with interpreters and non-English
speakers. People also had different expectations on what
the education of the Institute should look like.
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It can now look funny to see pictures of the old trainings
taking place as they are quite different from today! For
example, sometimes there would be a lecture delivered
by a politician with very little open discussion but many
people would be taking notes and listening intently.
And so the original mission was to train this new inﬂux
of politicians and democrats and also to set up the new
centre-right political parties and to give them the new
tools and knowledge to bring forward their vision for
their countries. We trained the full spectrum of people in
politics, from the figurehead politicians to the advisers and
also regular party workers. It is still our objective to train
the next generation of political leaders and activists.
We are now changing the geographical focus and have
moved on to the neighbours of the European Union and
have links all the way to the Caucasus. We have also
recently expanded to the Middle East and North Africa
(MENA) region, which is related to the statutory objectives
of the EPP and so we follow the political objectives of the
EPP.
The first partnerships made in MENA were in Lebanon,
in particular the Christian parties. We have also had
two political parties from Morocco where we have built
connections and there is a scouting and fact finding
mission around Tunisia, so we are expecting in the future
that relationships can be made there.
The countries in MENA are a little bit complicated in terms
of ideology. In Lebanon for example there is an already
existing synergy and understanding of aligned political
objectives, in the other countries it will be more of a
challenge to forge ideological common ground.
BullsEye

What are the key objectives of your activities?
We have a programme called “Young Leaders”, which
explores democracy and political leadership. It is a longterm programme that discusses social and economic
topics, as well as security and international issues. We
find that a leader needs to know a bit of everything. This
is one part of the trainings and we also have a focus on
getting women into leadership positions, or supporting firsttime elected councillors to deliver well in their mandate.
Meanwhile we are also looking at policies as sustainable
development in a way that it is not just about fancy power
point presentations but also about highlighting and working
in regions of deprivation. For example, a region in the north
of Hungary where we have identified some interesting
example projects to visit. We find this helps to highlight the
benefits and mechanisms of these projects and also gives
our trainees a useful perspective on projects that can work
in similar economically deprived regions. We encourage
our trainees to build up firstly their local communities for
sustainable long-term projects. We also do other field
trips, such as to campaign offices and we find this to be
really exciting for younger people who don’t benefit from
the opportunities existing on senior levels.
Both EDS and RSI aim to connect, educate and
develop the political experience and careers of young
people with centre-right views. In what ways could we
cooperate to achieve these aims?

At the beginning of the pandemic, when schools and
students were the first affected, we had a common
roundtable with you on how student organizations are
coping with the circumstances. One year on, maybe it
would be interesting to draw conclusions and see the best
practices for student interest representation and shaping
the new normal of education.
We are proud that EDS is a strong bridge and the
only organisation that makes a connection between
British Conservatives and other centre-right people
and parties. In what way could we connect this to
RSI’s work?
Brexit means that the Conservative Party is no longer a
direct political competitor to the EPP in terms of European
Institutions and parliamentary groups so this eliminates
potential barriers for work with the UK. I also believe that
the Conservative Party has paid a lot of attention to the
neighbouring countries of the European Union and they
have been one of the drivers of enlargement, so there is
considerable common ground especially in relation to a
geographical focus. We have been providing support to the
same parties as the Conservatives and so there is definitely
scope for synergy and collaboration. Future work together
could involve a sharing of speakers on relevant topics,
we find these quite useful as it also allows for relationship
building as well as a broader spectrum of views on topics. I
believe that experts from the Conservatives would be very
welcome to join us in policy discussions and joint-events.

Of course, we do have a lot of aligned working goals with
EDS as a member of the union of RSI and in the past we
have tried to match up EDS speakers with the topics they
are most interested in. We could apply for joint projects
and their funding together while also working towards
training and engaging the next generation of activists.
The official magazine of European Democrat Students

Charlie
Crumpton
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The need to keep it “real“ – How
politics can reach “generation Z”.
An interview with Sabine Hanger,
Chairwoman of the Federal Austrian
Student Union.
4’
read

“You don’t need to reinvent the wheel, just to realign yourself”. According to the
newly elected chairwoman of the Federal Austrian Student Union (“ÖH”), appealing
to a predominantly young target audience in their early to mid-twenties does not
necessarily require expensive campaigns, but merely intuition and an open mind.
In 2020, a time of crisis, waves of bad news kept crawling ashore and our political
leaders tried to keep the economy and public health systems aﬂoat. Understandably,
less vulnerable groups - such as University students - and their needs were put on
hold, Sabine Hanger remembers. It was a time when students were in desperate need
of real representation (as is legally established in Austria by federal election every two
years). The Federal Student Union at that point, however, was run by a coalition of leftwing student organizations that cracked under the pressure. After being an opposition
fraction for over a decade, AG (“AktionsGemeinschaft”) and its chairwoman became
responsible for the well-being of Austria’s 300,000 students practically overnight.
This makes Sabine the direct link between the
Ministry of Higher Education and her primarily young
voters. With its long history and perception as a more
traditional student organization, do you feel like you
can still connect to the ‘typical’ University student?

party to successfully reach the youth, it is essential that
every member of that party - also the more established
generation - feels strongly about that topic and is an
advocate for the youth. However, in order to reach the
youth they also need to let the youth speak.

Politics needs to come from within the group that you are
representing. In order to define political positions that
are appealing to the youth, all you need to do is open
your eyes and ears, take their concerns seriously and
make sure that you really understand and relate. Setting
positions in a small elite group of “experts” and then trying
to sell them to a broader public in a “fresh” way, as is still
done by many political parties across the EU, is the wrong
approach. In my experience, the younger audience is not
receptive to mimicking their behavior and language, if that
is merely a charade. Most importantly, in order to be well
received by the youth, spokespeople of political parties
need to stay true to themselves (even if their true self is
not as “hip” as they themselves might think it should be)
and just be authentic.

Does this approach also translate to political
positions? Should traditional parties revise some
standpoints to stay appealing for generations to
come?

Does it follow that only young people are in a
position to make politics for the younger generation?

How does that relate to historically more leftwinged positions?

You do not need to be a member of a group in order to
feel strongly about their wellbeing. In fact, in order for any

It is important to let the youth dream. The older we get the
more serious life’s issues become and the more realistic
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In my opinion, parties that have more traditional values
are defined by the people. If society undergoes a natural
change in value and opinion that should be reﬂected
by politicians. That does not mean that parties should
alienate their core values whenever they yearn for more
popularity. However, they need to always be close enough
to the people in order to sense when time has come for
certain views to be discussed and maybe dismissed or
revised. Traditional values can and should be interpreted
in a timely manner.

BullsEye

we must be. The younger generation, however, deserves
to be idealistic. They can and should make high demands.
That does not mean that parties should simply take on
demands that have proven to be successful with the youth.
Instead, they should evaluate current issues and apply
their own set of values and make them “their own”. You
can also always find a new twist in an already established
political demand. In order to appeal to the youth, parties
need to be visionaries, but within their own set of values.
What is the most valuable lesson that you have
learned in terms of communication with your target
group since you have taken over the position as
chairwoman of the Federal Student Union?
We live in complicated times. Even though many students
and young people in general do not show it, most have
been hit hard by the current crisis. While in fact most of the
questions we face every day are actually highly complex;
the art of reaching the younger audience lies within
simplicity.
What are your team’s biggest assets in your daily
work, representing Austria’s students?

as representative body for every single student in Austria
and therefore I think it is important to reﬂect this diversity
within our team. I believe that approach applies to every
sector, whether it is a representative body, a corporation or
a political party/institution; the key for a successful future
is diversity.

Ivan
Botoucharov

Sabine
Hanger
Federal Chairwoman of AG Austria
and 1st ÖH Chairwoman

I think one of our biggest assets is diversity. We are a group
from a broad range of different backgrounds, belief systems
and (non-)political views, I see the Federal Student Union
The official magazine of European Democrat Students
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The future of the centre-right
in the Western Balkans

6’
read

Now let’s dive into some of them. Since 2012 Serbia is
run by the Serbian Progressive Party (hereinafter: SNS).
Today it holds all levels of government across the country.
The last parliamentary elections were held in mid-2020,
which resulted in a landslide win for the ruling party. The
SNS holds 157 out of 250 seats in the National Assembly,
while their ruling coalition holds 188 seats. We should
note that some small opposition parties boycotted the
elections, under the pretense, there was a lack of media
freedom to present their program to the electorate. The
SNS’s popularity doesn’t look to have faded despite the
crisis caused by COVID-19. The party, run by President
Aleksandar Vucic, has been successful in rolling out one
of the fastest and most effective vaccination programs
in the world, with Serbia topping global charts based on
the number of people immunized with both a single and
double dose per one million people. The President also
donated some vaccines to neighboring countries, which
has shown to be a smart political move.
A negative trend for central right parties is evident in
North Macedonia and Albania. In Skopje, the once ruling
party, VMRO-DPMNE, still shows no signs of recovery.
After being defeated in the 2016 elections, followed by
its leader Nikola Gruevski ﬂeeing to Hungary, the party is
still losing voters. Its new president, Hristijan Mickoski, is
taking a hardline nationalistic narrative, obstructing NATO
and European Union membership.

The twenties have started oﬀ unpredictably. The pandemic is still around us, the
economic downfall is self-evident and expected to continue, many businesses can’t
reopen and people are getting sick and tired of measures and lockdowns being
implemented by governments, which lack a coherent approach in tackling the global
health emergency.
In addition, the vaccination process is slow and uncertain
because there is a lack of jabs on a global scale, while
a notable number of people are against inoculations.
On the other hand, politics are getting complicated.
Most of the Western Balkan states still haven’t begun
mass immunization. The Covax system has so far been
ineffective. From the Balkans’ perspective, it looks as if
they have been left out of the European club. Serbia, as
one of the largest countries in the region, donated a small
number of its vaccines to North Macedonia, Montenegro,
and Bosnia and Herzegovina, in order for these countries
to at least begin their immunization process, however
small.
These days, recovery plans do not differ significantly
between the left and right in Europe. The main focus is
how to minimize the medical crisis that has spilled over
onto the economy. Once again, nature has shown its
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dominance and superiority over our collective social
construct and something we call borders.
Nationalism plays a significant role in all Western Balkan
countries, and all center-right parties exploit it to their
advantage. Most of them are catch-all players. The future
of the center-right is the future of nationalism. Even before
the pandemic, the EU put enlargement as a third or fourth
priority, and now it has slipped even farther away. Keeping
in mind that the new American administration has a
different perspective from the previous one, we can expect
more pressure over the next four years on the region to
reform Bosnia and Herzegovina and for relations between
Serbia and Kosovo to be normalized. All these sensitive
topics are being confronted by conservative voters and
center-right parties are mostly either associate or observer
members of the EPP.

BullsEye

On the other hand, Albania’s situation is more complicated.
The leader of the Democratic Party of Albania and ex-mayor
of Tirana, Lulzim Basha, formed a big tent that boycotted
municipal elections and withdrew from parliament in
February 2019, asking for free and fair elections. His
center-right party lost more than ten percent in the last
ten years, and its main rival - the Socialist Party of Albania
- gained more than seven percent. The current socialist
government broke its pledge to ensure that a diaspora
of around 1.2 million could vote in the April election. It
moved Albania further away from the political consensus.
According to the NDI report from 2020, around 70 percent
of people are dissatisfied with opposition outside of
parliament, and around 59 percent with the government.
NDI public opinion research reveals that two-thirds of
Albanians are dissatisfied with both the government
and opposition, so it’s hard to predict the future level of
democracy, not only the future of the center-right. These
stats are not unique to Albania. Across the region, trust in
institutions is declining, which is an additional challenge
for European integration.
The downfall of a “hybrid regime” in Montenegro, as it was
once called by The Economist Intelligence Unit, began last
year. The 2020 parliamentary elections had the highest
voter turnout ever recorded in Montenegro at 75.90% and
after almost thirty years, the Democratic Party of Socialists
of Montenegro lost. EPP affiliate member Democratic
Montenegro won little more than twelve percent and is
now part of the new government. Their main partner is a
catch-all, mainly cultural conservative and populist political
coalition For the Future of Montenegro. Having in mind a
big tent coalition that had a single task of overthrowing
one of the most enduring regimes in Europe, it’s hard to
predict their future. They are mixing parties with opposing
ideologies.
From
Serbian-Montenegrin
unionism,
Russophilia to Pro-Europeanism, and pro-NATO.

predict. EPP observer member Democratic League of
Kosovo lost more than 50 percent in the last two years.
Currently, the party doesn’t have its leader because of its
poor election result. Nationalism as an ideology is very
much present in most of the Kosovar parties, as well as
the idea of unification with Albania. In 2021, Vetëvendosje
(English: Self-determination Movement) won more than 50
percent of the vote, allowing them to form a government.
They have almost doubled their support from the previous
elections. According to the leader of Vetëvendosje, Albin
Kurti, Kosovo should be allowed to unify with Albania if
the people express this will through a referendum. Such a
development would put Albania well into diplomatic conﬂict
with Serbia, which regards Kosovo as its de jure territory.
One poll from 2019 found 64% of Albanians in Kosovo
and 75% of Albanians in Albania would vote in favour of
national unification in any referendum on the matter. What
will happen is hard to predict, the economy and the way
out of the current crisis will definitely have an inﬂuence on
the final outcome. Nationalism is here to stay and it will be
on the rise if the economy deteriorates.
On the other hand, in Bosnia and Herzegovina, several
different sides are interested in its future. Sarajevo, Banja
Luka, Belgrade, and Zagreb all have their own perceptive.
On top of that, there is Brussels and Washington that
have shown less interest. Centre-right politics is closer
to the far-right, as is the case in Kosovo. Ethnicity and
policies relating to cultural identity are the main driving
force of politics in Bosnia and Herzegovina. We can
expect that the Republic of Srpska and Serbia will forge
even closer ties as dialogue with Kosovo is not an option
for the new right-wing Kosovo government. Party of
Democratic Action (EPP observer member) is much closer
to Erdoğanism with a particular interest in representing
Bosniaks’ interest than the classic European centre-right
party. The Republika Srpska, one of the two entities that
together make up Bosnia and Herzegovina, has the Serb
Democratic Party that is now trying to move away from
the far-right and has adopted more modest right-wing
national-conservative views. Still, it hasn’t gained new
support among voters. Ethnic politics and nationalism in
both entities will stay around until the foreseeable future
as talks about reforming Bosnia and Herzegovina begins
to play a more prominent role in the European integration
process. Gallup polled tendencies of national unification
in 2010, and according to them, about 88% of Republika
Srpska citizens would vote in a referendum to secede
from Bosnia and Herzegovina.
The future of the centre-right in the Western Balkans is in
close correlation with the reform of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Serbia’s path to the EU, and the normalization of Serbian
- Kosovo relations. Unfortunately, the next couple of years
of recovery in the EU and its focus on itself will leave
the region on its own, which can be very dangerous.
Nationalism is something centre-right parties exploit to
their advantage. The future of the centre-right is the future
of nationalism in the Western Balkans.

Vladimir
Kljajic

Kosovo and Bosnia and Herzegovina are the hardest to
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The seeds of democracy brought
by Navalny. Is Russia ready for it?
5’
read

The poisoning of Alexey Navalny, the foremost Russian opposition activist, at
the end of August 2020 shocked the world. Tests conducted in a German military
lab had found unequivocal proof of a chemical nerve agent from the Novichok
group. The same chemical weapon that was used by Russia’s GRU (military
intelligence) to poison Sergei Skripal and his daughter in Salisbury in March 2018.
Although no one has any illusions about the state of
democracy in Russia, the incident drew the attention of the
international community to the reprisals to which Kremlin
opposition is subjected. In response to allegations,
the Russian authorities reacted in a very characteristic
manner “Admit nothing, deny everything, make counteraccusations”, trying to reduce the overall impact of this
story. But the incident took on a new dimension earlier
this year, after Navalny published a series of evidence
demonstrating the Kremlin’s involvement in his poisoning.
Furthermore, two days after his arrest on return to
Moscow, Navalny’s team released an in-depth YouTube
investigation that contains allegations of vast corruption
schemes related to what they say is Putin’s property
estimated to be worth around $ 1.4 billion. According to
a poll issued by the independent Levada Center, 1 in 4
Russians have watched this investigation.
Following this, Russia has been shaken by a wave of
protests throughout January. The wide geography of
those street movements, right up to Yakutia, where rallies
were held at a temperature of -50 degrees, represent an
important difference from the protests in the past years.
The current protests were held in at least 125 cities, the
most numerous being in Moscow and St. Petersburg and
based on estimations, there were about 300 thousand
people.
Experts have divided opinions about the reasons why
the Russians took to the streets. Some believe that the
poisoning of Navalny, his unjustified arrest and the FBK’s
investigation of “Putin’s palace” without a transparent
response from authorities, all these create a feeling of
reigning injustice, which pushes people to the streets.
The other reasons for the scale of these protests could be
linked to the economic uncertainties brought by COVID-19
and the continuous lack of structural reforms that the
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country requires. The pandemic, the deteriorating state
of the economy, social problems and the severe fatigue
of different social groups regarding the current political
agenda have had increased the mood for protests.
Despite the fact that the Russian authorities are
constantly trying to enhance Putin’s domestic legitimacy
by demonstrating Russia’s status as a global superpower
through promoting specific Russian commercial, military,
and energy interests, the economic situation on the ground
looks a little different from what they try to portray.

All these elements help us to paint a picture of the
modern Russian society, crushed by social and economic
discrepancy. What Navalny is trying to do is to expose
Putin and his entourage as the main culprits for this state
of affairs, using for this purpose the most powerful and
available tool of our times, the internet. This is what makes
Navalny a problem for the existing regime. Even with all the
propaganda machinery in place, it is practically impossible
to stop his voice widely spread via internet.
Another concern for the regime is the fight for the
“mindset” of the younger generation. According to the
polls, the average age of participants in the latest rally is
31. The main contingent of those participating is educated,
working people - the “economically active population” or
the middle class. Of course, many of those protesting did
not do so to stand up for Navalny specifically, but rather
to speak out against a regime that censors, poisons, and
steals from its people. They understand the power of mass
media, and social platforms which enable them to connect
with the world beyond Russia in ways that were difficult to
reach before.

have been convinced that, however imperfect, what they
have is about the best for which they could hope. “
But with all the effort to undermine the political opposition,
in fact, Navalny’s biggest promoter is the Kremlin regime
itself. The way the Kremlin regime treats the Navalny case,
does nothing but help him gain even more popularity and
heroic image, both inside the country and abroad.
Navalny’s main role at this moment is to implant a seed
of distrust in the regime and undermine Putin’s own claim
that he is working for the interest of his people. The
truth is, Navalny is the only one who was able to build a
political infrastructure capable of challenging the current
system. This is the beginning of a long journey towards
real democracy in Russia. It only remains to see if he
succeeds in this mission.

It would be naive to believe that at this stage Alexey
Navalny can overthrow power in Russia. His political
reputation and level of trust among the population is still
quite low. In general, the Russians are rather apathetic
to the political elite, and do not see an alternative to the
current establishment. A well-known expert on Russian
politics, Mark Galeotti mentioned in one of his recent
articles, “Putin’s regime has to a large extent maintained
itself not through fear and force, but apathy. Russians

Victoria
Olari

According to official statistics half of working Russians earn
less than $550 a month. From 2014 (after the imposition
of EU economic sanctions triggered by the annexation of
Crimea) the real income of the population in Russia has
been steadily declining. This trend was further accentuated
by the COVID-19 pandemic crisis. According to Rosstat
data, they are now more than 10% behind the 2013 level,
with 19.6 million Russians living below the poverty line.
In practice, the issue of social inequality in Russia remains
pressing in the public consciousness and has become
even more acute. The further we get from big cities such
as Moscow and St. Petersburg, the deeper these social
inequalities are. One of the reasons for this is the growing
gap between the rich aka the elite at the top and the rest of
the population. The golden toilet brush, one of the symbols
of the protests, perfectly describes this phenomenon.
While most citizens worry about the well-being of their
families, the Russian elite is full of opulence.
Far from eliminating corruption, Putin’s era has merely
changed the shape of corruption, integrating it into the
“power vertical” through which Putin governs. In recent
years, corruption has played an ever-larger role in the
regime’s stability. It serves as a force to co-opt and control
the political elite.

BullsEye
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I am Young and I am Centre-Right
5’
read

Being young and right-wing is an act of bravery and
courage. Being centre-right is demanding, it is not easy.
It is that balance between understanding social changes
to grow with them and not being dragged down by them.
It is that harmony between advancing and preserving. It is
to believe in a stable political system, not immobile, that
uses evolution instead of revolution as the driving force. It
is that symmetry between heart and reason in front of the
disordered emotionality that suffocates us. It is to defend
freedom and work to preserve it. It is to understand that
a free society is only free if it is plural; if the ideologically
contrary has a place. It is to defend individuality against
collectivism. It is to defend the dignity of the person and
his fundamental rights. To be right wing is to respect the
law and to be loyal to the community. It is to have principles
and to live with values. Being centre-right implies effort
and work. It is not the most comfortable political conviction
but it as an act of justice, political maturity and personal
responsibility.
The centre-right is more necessary than ever before
because it understands the root of current problems and
presents solutions backed by experience and results. But
we are much more than management results.
Our ﬂagship area, which is supported by evidence, is
management expertise. It is the ability to create wherever
it is, free societies that grow through the free market.
Where education, talent and effort are rewarded and help
everyone start with the same opportunities. It creates
a prosperous and competitive economic system. As a
young person, I can only belong to the centre-right where
I know I will have access to the education I want, the best
quality education possible and where my hard work and
perseverance will be rewarded. Where I know that we
have more opportunities to develop as people and future
entrepreneurs or workers. The centre-right is the only
political space capable of creating our runways.

It is not frequent to hear young people aﬃrming that they are centre-right. What does it
mean to be centre-right? There are many young people who do not feel attracted to this
political family but they nevertheless have centre-right views. It is generally a communication
problem which can only be solved by knowledge. This article is not an academic one, but
it is accurate for many young people who want to serve its society and to defend freedom.
In the midst of the 21st century, we as a society are
experiencing a series of accelerated changes in the
economy, in society, in culture and, above all, in politics as
we have never seen before. Far from the political stability
we have enjoyed in the Western World since the defeat of
communism in 1989, we are now seeing how the political
arena is increasingly reduced to shorter electoral cycles
and to more fragile balances of power that are difficult to
maintain.
Perhaps, before explaining why a young person should be
centre-right wing, it is also important to know what it would
mean not to be part of it, that is, what the current left is.
Especially in Europe, in the eighties the social-democracy
exhausted its political program to respond to the real
problems and found itself empty of ideological content, so
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it had to reinvent itself and to find new market niches. It
skilfully understood that every victim needs a saviour, so
it decided to rebuild the discourse of political victimhood
and championed the radical feminist speech, the social
confrontation of collectives, the hyperbolic discourse of
inequality and even confronted the identity emotion with
the reason. All from the moral superiority of which they
boast. But apart from their messianic message, the
only thing they have is propaganda and the permanent
campaigning.
Without following the prevailing binary and exclusionary
logic of “good and bad” that is increasingly absorbing
more and more electoral ground, it is necessary to know
the reality. So, let us see what it means to be centre-right
and the dangers we must face.
BullsEye

Politically, it understands that it is the people, individually,
who must lead their lives in freedom. It distrusts power
and divides it. It believes in the government of laws and
not in the government of men. It respects the rule of law.
As for the state, it defends a structure capable of serving
all, with a stable and solid structure limited to what is
necessary. The centre-right is also capable of building
bridges between different political sensitivities and knows
how to recognize what many of us have in common.
A society under a centre-right government is plural, open
and is a place of encounter and coexistence between
different people. Different convictions meet and share
the public space. The centre right guarantees individuals
the maximum freedom they can enjoy in the political
community, always defending the fundamental and
deniable rights of every person, such as life, property,
freedom of religion and thought, freedom of expression,
etc. It is well aware of human dignity and puts it before
anything else. It keeps men equal before the law.

On the ideological level, however, what is happening is
somewhat different. It seems as if the centre-right is
ideologically disoriented. Throughout Europe we find
ourselves more divided than ever and the old reactionary
right has woken up to this ideological vacuum. Although it
is true that the centre-right has lately focused its discourse
on its management capacity, those of us who stand firm
on our principles and values cannot fall into political
opportunism, into populism. The calm right- wing must
prevail. We need a firm but serene leadership. Attitudes
cannot replace ideological dialectics.
This is why being centre-right is not easy. To be so
requires the constant questioning of our beliefs in order
to turn them into convictions. It requires a more complex,
more formed and rested morality. Where the identity
and victimhood narrative of the left ends, the work of the
centre-right begins.
In short, the left is victimization, the right is courage. The
left is collective emotionality and the right is individual
rationalism. The left is division caused by the toxicity
of identity politics while the right is unity, plurality and
concord. The left is dependence and the right is freedom.
As a young person, I trust and will work with those who
have freedom as an essential principle of action and apply
it in all areas: legality, privacy, defence of fundamental
rights, property, etc.
We can also be proud that it is our political family that in
many moments of history has put an end to the evils that
beset us and in others, has been the one who has led
solutions that we still enjoy. Let us remember with pride
that it was Conservatives and Christian Democrats who
founded the European Union, let us remember that it
was we who, with Churchill and De Gaulle, put a stop to
fascism. We were the ones who managed to bring down
the Berlin Wall. We put an end to communism in Europe,
to poverty and totalitarianism. Let us not forget either that
the first liberal trade union in Eastern Europe came from
the hand of a conservative. Our political family has played
a leading role in the most crucial moments for our Europe.
It is nothing but pride to belong to this family.
As young people let us have the responsibility to work for
freedom and defend what is just. We are the future and
therefore we have a crucial role in the present. We need
effort, maturity and responsibility to bring light and serenity
where they are lacking. Because, as Alexander the Great
said, the destiny of all depends on the conduct of each
one of us.

Marta
Urgellés

Any young person today is clear about the importance of
taking care of what we have received and what we will
have to leave to our children. Caring for the environment is
a matter of intergenerational responsibility. Both liberalism
and conservatism understand that this is an important
issue and approach it by wanting to preserve it in its
best state and leaving freedom to find the best solutions
through competitiveness.
The official magazine of European Democrat Students
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Will Europe maintain its position
in the world in the digital era?

3’
read

Technological development has, in the past few years, fundamentally changed the way
people live their lives. In the midst of this transition it might be diﬃcult to comprehend
the speed of the change currently aﬀecting society and the impacts they will have in
the long run.
The COVID-19 pandemic has increased the usage of existing technology, as most of us
have learnt to spend large amounts of time in video meetings with colleagues, lecturers
and friends. As corporations understand the potential savings of the digitalisation of
processes and business models, digital infrastructure becomes more valuable and
strategically important.
Europe is lagging behind in the digital economy with most of the world’s unicorn
companies being placed on the US west coast and the Chinese east coast, followed
up by an emerging India. It is time for the EU to properly address this problem by
creating possibilities for innovative entrepreneurs and the innovative companies to
ﬂourish.
Regulatory leadership
The European Commission has as one of its six overarching
priorities to create a Europe fit for the digital age. A key
component of this strategy is to take regulatory leadership
over digital services, something that is well needed after
the Laissezfaire approach that has made the market for
platforms an oligopoly.
Donald Trump showed with clear distinction the power
of platforms, and how their algorithms that promote
emotionally driven content can be utilised to divide a society.
The attempted coup that took place in Washington Capitol
on the 6th of January and the following censorship of Mr.
Trump and others has brought the question of balancing
between the fundamental human right of free speech and
the risks of giving agitators powerful megaphones to the
fore.
It is by no means an easy question for Christian democrats,
Conservatives and Liberals. Ideologically respecting the
basic rights of a liberal democracy while acknowledging
the effects of a digitalised world is not a straightforward
combination. It is clear that the regulatory leadership
needs to be taken.
The need for innovation
Even though Europe aims to become the regulatory leader
of the world in the digital area, there is still a lack of innovative
companies in the Union. Will regulatory leadership make it
easier or harder for innovative companies to thrive within
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Europe? It is impossible to know yet depending on how
the policies will shape. There is however a significant
risk that regulation aimed at digital companies will punish
innovation instead of making it thrive.
Already in 2010, the European Commission declared in
the Horizon 2020-strategy that Europe had a “innovation
emergency”. In a recent report published by the Swedish
foreign policy thinktank Stockholm FreeWorld Forum the
authors elevate six areas important for innovation. These
are,
Strong legal certainty and rights of ownership,
A straightforward taxation system,
Efficient savings through functioning capital markets,
Low barriers for entry and exit in markets,
Entrepreneurial human capital.
Innovation policy needs to be more efficient in Europe in
order to for the Union keep up with global competition.
Geopolitical implications
In order to maintain economic and political power between
the US and China in the future, Europe need to up its
innovation power. In a digital landscape that is based on
private infrastructure controlled by powerful firms, and
BullsEye

ultimately in the case of China, hostile foreign powers,
large digital companies are strategic assets for global
actors.
If Europe continues its lacklustre approach to innovation, it
will, in the long term, erode its inﬂuence in the global arena.
In a podcast by Harvard Business Review from 2020 Ian
Bremmer, an American political scientist, declared the
geopolitical situation in the digital arena as becoming
bipolar between China and the US rather than multipolar.

position completely slip away. With dictatorships having
control over an ever-increasing number of technological
platforms and thereby inﬂuence, the liberal and rulebased world order is threatened. The consequences are
for Europeans to fear.

That Europe is vacillating on its stance towards China,
does not put the continent in a strong position. By not
tackling a Chinese dictatorship that aims to use the
inﬂuence of new technology and data in order to shape
a Beijing lead world order, the clouds over the European
continent are darkening.

Martin
Bergman

If the European Union and its Member States do not
regain their innovative power, it might see its world leading
The official magazine of European Democrat Students
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Cancel Culture: a threat to a free
speech debate?

4’
read

One term that has recently been dominating the political and academic debate is “cancel culture”. This phenomenon however is not novel, based on the Google Trends data, it has become increasingly more common on social media
mainly since the beginning of 2020. As the world turns more online, social media users pay greater attention to what is happening on the internet. But what
does the term cancel culture exactly mean, and what does it mean to get cancelled? Has it gone too far? What are the consequences of this phenomenon?
A double-edged sword

Cancel culture on University campuses

The notion of cancel culture does not have a shared
definition. However, it can be generally characterized
as a situation where an individual, mostly a public
figure, is being objectified on social media by something
controversial or possibly offending they said or did a year,
hour, or a minute ago. They become rejected and mocked
for their wrongdoing. On the one hand, social media allows
to hold those who are responsible, accountable for their
actions. A great example would be the #metoo movement
and the scandal surrounding Harvey Weinstein, who was
righteously “cancelled” after numerous allegations of
sexual harassment. However, on the other hand, public
shaming and boycott can be misused, for instance, when
the opinion of an individual does not fit into a political
viewpoint of a particular group of people.

Cancel Culture may have originated in the United States,
but it now has also become a force of social change in
Europe. As a recent report by the Policy Exchange thinktank,
published in August 2020, concluded, UK universities face
a rapid growth of threats concerning academic freedom.
Professors and scientists are being uninvited from lectures
and organized protests are disrupting the lectures that
discuss sensitive social themes.

In response to the spreading events of misuse, at the
beginning of July 2020, a group of 150 intellectuals from
different backgrounds decided to send an open letter
to Harper’s Magazine with the title ,,A Letter on Justice
and Open Debate.” Academics, writers, journalists and
activists across differing ideological spectrums, including
prominent figures such as Noam Chomsky, J.K. Rowling,
Anne Applebaum and Salman Rushdie, signed this letter,
concerned about the significant weakening of free speech
voice debate in favour of ideological conformity and the
potential threat of censorship in society.
Many of those listed in the letter have themselves been
victims of this phenomenon. The open letter also mentions
journalists who have lost their jobs due to having a different
socio-political viewpoint than most other people. Indeed,
every single case of “cancelling someone” is individual
and overly complex. However, public shaming and
boycotting other people’s opinions can lead to offensive
online behaviour and harm someone else’s reputation and
career. More recently, the social movement has started to
be present in academic life too.
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developed specifically for the digital age and is growing
in popularity. While the intentions may have started with
legitimate criticism, as with the #metoo movement, one
should know where the line should be drawn.
In addition to this, however, freedom of expression
guaranteed by law comes with an implied responsibility for
what is said or done with impunity. In December last year,
the European Commission proposed a new legislation,
the Digital Services Act (DSA), which will address hate
speech online. Indeed, if we want to make social media a
safer and equal space, persevering freedom of speech and
avoiding censorship should be at the core of the proposed
initiative. Vera Jourova, the Commissioner for values and
transparency highlighted: ,,What is illegal oﬄine remains
illegal online’’.

accountable for spreading hate speech on the internet. In
conclusion, we are humans, and we commit mistakes but
taking something that a person said maybe even a long
time ago out of context and then boycotting them should
not be the adequate way how to deal with other opinions.
As one famous philosopher Sir Roger Scruton once said:
“Free speech is not the cause of the tensions that are
growing around us, but the only possible solution to them.”

Alexandra
Zakova

Conclusion
The letter, signed by all the 150 intellectuals and
prominent figures, addressed the open debate in the
pluralistic society yet failed to mention the need to be held

The same problem also occurred in Germany, where
around 70 academics, mostly from German universities,
have founded the “Network for Academic Freedom”. Their
aim is to defend the freedom of research and stand against
ideologically motivated restrictions.
Limiting the exchange of ideas, whether by a government
or an intolerant society, must not be accepted. Freedom
of expression is enshrined as a fundamental human right
under Article 10 of the European Convention on Human
Rights and must be preserved online and oﬄine, as it is
the very lifeblood of our liberal democracies. The famous
Orwellian phrase goes: ,,If liberty means anything at all,
it means the right to tell people what they do not want to
hear’’.
George Orwell in some way predicted the future in his
famous dystopian novel “1984”, which tells the story of
Winston Smith, who worked as a history rewriter for the
so-called Ministry of Truth. He was closely watched by the
,,Big Brother’’ and the ,,Thought Police’’, who controlled
everything people said. Even the critical thoughts of the
individual were replaced by groupthink.
Yet a few decades later, the thought police bear a
resemblance to the cancel culture that has “political
correctness” at its core. Publicly shaming and boycotting
people for their opinions or misconduct is not new; it
has existed for centuries. However, this term has been
BullsEye
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Vaccination certiﬁcate: a European
idea
7’
read

One of the pillars of the European construct is undoubtedly the free movement of
goods and ideas; and people. Primarily people. Students just need to resemble the
Erasmus program, the European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System (ECTS),
even seasonal work opportunities for students and multiple other notions of student
mobility that would simply not be possible without the very existence of the European
Union (EU). And it is exactly this expression of the European identity the Covid-19
pandemic has disrupted. Within weeks, one after the other, all European countries
closed their borders or imposed severe entry restrictions to individuals originating
from high-risk regions. The vision of an interconnected, accessible and hospitable
European continent that took decades to become reality was reduced to EU member
states competing on how eﬃciently they singlehandedly manage the situation instead
of working together to combat the pandemic. Facing an unprecedented challenge,
governance institutions often resorted to emergency regulations and turned to crisis
management modus to maintain a functional economy and prevent societal structures
from falling apart. Nevertheless, it has to be taken into consideration that this did not
just aﬀect the economic and educational sectors but had a remarkable impact in the
psyche of people who are seeking a return ticket to normality.
State of play
For almost a year, a vaccine was expected like a deus
ex machina that would instantly normalize the situation.
When it finally arrived, in December 2020, it soon became
clear that this was far from true. The main reason is that
an uncertain period of time is needed until the vaccine is
provided to a sufficient number of people to achieve ‘herd
immunity’ conditions. This is the case when the chain of
transmission in a population is disrupted to such a degree
that the virus cannot find enough unprotected individuals
to create new chains of infection - a process that generates
an effective barrier to the uncontrolled spread of the
coronavirus. Nonetheless, even when this milestone is
reached, an additional yet unknown time interval will be
necessary until the coronavirus gradually comes to terms
with the host population. As a consequence, societal and
financial uncertainties about returning to (a new) normality
continue to exist; and uncertainty is an -if not the mostsignificant barrier to progress, innovation and ultimately
economic growth.
Within this distorted and uncertain global environment, the
idea of some sort of ‘heath certificate’ was born. In the
span of the past months, it has been given many names,
such as vaccination or health certificate or passport. One
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or another, it is an official (digital) document that proves
that a given individual is disease-free. It needs to be taken
into account that such documents are not a novelty and
possibly constitute one of the oldest (and most credible)
legal arguments to be denied entrance in a country,
territory and area on health safety grounds. The World
Health Organisation (WHO) regularly publishes a relevant
list with vaccination requirements and recommendations
for international travel. In principle, the nature of such a
certificate can be twofold. To indicate that a given individual
has been recently tested negative and can therefore be
allowed to travel or, alternatively, and what matters here
most, to provide proof of vaccination. Such proof, usually
with a yet to be scientifically specified additional period
without symptoms, may provide sufficient safety margins
for whole countries to allow vaccinated individuals to enter
their borders.
Materialization and ﬁrst response
In general, the introduction of a trustworthy vaccination
certificate makes sense, for instance against forged
documents, but at the same time it is of limited added value
when used within the borders of a single country. The real
benefits start to materialize when a conglomeration of
states agree on its use. Hence, the EU builds an excellent
BullsEye
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base to prove the usefulness of the vaccination certificate.
On 12 January 2021, the Prime Minister of the Hellenic
Republic Kyriakos Mitsotakis sent a letter to the President
of the European Commission Ursula von der Leyen and the
EU leaders on ‘the establishment of a common European
certificate for people vaccinated against Covid-19’. The
move sparked a multitude of reactions at all levels of
European governance including among major societal
stakeholders and citizens of Europe.
Initial careful reaction and scepticism from Brussels
was followed by a majority of positive responses, which
resulted in open public support. Precisely, the Coronavirus
vaccination certificate is a proposal to establish a common
ground for the utilization of the aforementioned certificate
for people vaccinated against Covid-19. The certificate
aims at facilitating cross-border transport and a gradual
return to normality, while simultaneously providing an
additional incentive for the vaccination of European
citizens. Proof of vaccination could help countries open up
faster, say Europe’s airlines, hoteliers and the continent’s

hard-struck travel agencies. Recently, the Secretary
General of the United Nations World Tourism Organisation
Zurab Pololikashvili, called for countries to adopt digital
vaccination passports which he said would get the world
traveling again.

sectors of economy, such as tourism, higher education and
science, where the ability to travel is a critical parameter
for efficient service provision. Most likely, such certificates
will have a much wider impact as people want to feel again
able to live their previous lives.

Traditional lines in European politics have been particularly
visible in this proposal. The countries of the European
South, i.e. Italy, Malta, Spain, and Cyprus, which have a
strong tourism industry, but also Scandinavian countries,
appear to have found a common stance on the adoption of
a vaccination certificate. Outside Europe, as governments
and companies around the world explore how certificates
and passports could help re-open economies by indicating
those protected by the coronavirus, Bahrain is one of the
first countries to introduce the digital vaccination passport.
Naturally, the transport sector, particularly air carriers,
greeted the idea of a vaccination certificate, which can be
legally enabled when incorporated into existing service
contracts as a precondition to boarding.

However, besides the purely economic arguments for
adopting a vaccination certificate, there are multiple
other factors that need to be taken into account, if one
wants to examine the issue from a holistic perspective.
The latter include the investigation on possible breaches
of human and personal rights. In particular, there have
been expressed considerations that such certificates
constitute obstacles to free movement or that they may
be discriminatory against the unvaccinated. A potential
breach of the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR)
needs also to be avoided.
It must be underlined though that, in general, and subject
to safety guarantees, GDPR allows for the processing
of medical data for reasons of public health protection.
Regardless if such concerns are overrated or not, they
need to be tackled one by one, according to the legal and
human-centric tradition of Europe. At the same time, while
the legality issue is still debated, there are also ethical
aspects that need to be taken into account, for instance,
inexpensive, equitable and easy access to vaccination and
testing. It is only when these have been ensured that such
a measure can be imposed with broad societal support.   

Moreover, it can be regarded as a truly European measure
as it has an inherent potential to re-establish the European
way of life that generations after WWII and the collapse of
the socialist East, have enjoyed. There are both legal and
ethical considerations that need to be taken into account
in the design and implementation of a relevant panEuropean system. Even so, the EU has a long tradition
to reach significant decisions by consensus and this is a
precedent that can prove decisive in the general adoption
of the vaccination certificate.
The EU member states have to consulate with the
European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control
(ECDC), the Health Security Committee (HSC), the
European Medicines Agency (EMA) and the WHO to
reach an agreement on the matter for the benefit of all
European citizens and to define a specific roadmap for
tackling vaccination scepticism and disinformation. We
have no doubt that the Union of Europeans will bring
back solidarity and unity to our continent and attempt the
necessary innovative steps to lead society into the future;
a future that European society is ready to take on.

Apart from legal-ethical issues, the role of digital
technology is critical in combating the virus. Mobile
applications (apps), secure communication protocols and
data anonymization belong to the weaponry against the
coronavirus. From the early days of the pandemic, multiple
mobile contact tracing and warning apps have been
developed and utilized in EU member states. So many that
the EU came forth with a relevant decision, a toolbox and
guiding principles for these apps, among others, to ensure
cross-border user’s personal data protection. Currently,
several companies are at an advanced stage of creating
smartphone apps that utilize vaccination data, according
to different implementation scenarios for the vaccination
certificate and national, regional or European (see GDPR)
laws and regulations.

Vasileios S.
Kesidis

Dr. Fotis Fitsilis
Scientific Service,
Hellenic Parliament

Conclusions

Greece already started to issue secure Covid-19
vaccination certificates through its central government
portal gov.gr. Depending on the type of vaccine, the
certificate can be issued the day after the last dose. Social
Security number and access codes to online taxation
services are necessary to enter the relevant application.
The issued certificate has a unique QR verification code
and an advanced digital stamp. Information about the
vaccine and the timing of the doses are also provided.
Precisely, this project has taken a leap forward with the
publication, on January 18, of a Joint Ministerial Decision
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(1163/18.1.2021) that establishes the relevant procedure
and document format, which refers the name and surname
of the vaccinated citizen, the Social Security number, the
date of vaccination (first and second dose), the vaccination
centre and the vaccine type.
Pros and cons
Vaccination Certificates, along with scientific proof that
vaccinated individuals are not (or not likely, at least) able
to transmit the disease, are likely to open up again whole
BullsEye

A vaccination certificate is an official document providing
proof that an individual has gotten all necessary doses
of a vaccine. In case of Covid-19, it may accelerate the
path to post-pandemic reality and re-ignite basic societal
functions. The importance of a centralized approach to
the Covid-19 challenge, such as the vital necessity of a
common vaccination certificate, has to be recognised.
In this regard, the concrete proposal of the Hellenic
Prime Minister Kyriakos Mitsotakis needs to be taken
into consideration, as it holds the potential to jump-start
European economies.
Τhere is general consensus that it is a measure compatible
with the protection of public health and is therefore
positively considered to support the public interest.
The official magazine of European Democrat Students
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Green conservatism: sustainable
growth for generations to come
4’
read

Climate and environmental change are an existential threat to Europe and to the
world, where the atmosphere is warming, and the climate changing, with each passing
year. As a result of our overconsumption, one million of the eight million species on
the planet are at risk of becoming extinct, forests and oceans are being polluted and
destroyed and more people are now seeking refuge as a result of climate change than
war and conﬂict. Mankind’s livelihood depends on the climate on Earth. The decisions
we make today will thus have major consequences for generations to come.
Climate change is our responsibility and we have an
opportunity to make a difference, but we must act
urgently. There is thus a need to transform the European
Union into a modern, resource-efficient and competitive
economy, where tackling environmental challenges is its
defining task.
The importance of climate change has already been put on
the agenda through the Paris Agreement. The agreement,
which was a major global breakthrough, states that global
warming must be kept well below two degrees Celsius.
This goal is set to avoid serious, lasting and irreversible
climate change. The agreement further seeks to limit the
temperature increase to 1.5 degrees in 2100, compared
to pre-industrial times. Failure to meet this goal may result
in higher sea levels and an increase in extreme weather,
leading to altered living conditions in affected areas, for
example, reduced access to food and water and damage
to infrastructure.
Although the Paris agreement is clear, it does not contain
any specific requirements for emission reductions. It
is therefore crucial that the European Union takes on
a leading role in the fight against climate change and
commits to drive progress towards a low-carbon economy
to achieve the goals of the Paris agreement.
The EU has a collective ability to transform society and put
it on a more sustainable path. However, to achieve this,
the union faces a double challenge: the need to meet the
market’s energy demands while at the same time reducing
global emissions.
Energy is therefore one of the key elements of the issue.
Solutions must ensure a steady and sustainable supply
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Conservatism is further fundamentally oriented towards
the generational perspective and the responsibility we
have for the lives of future generations. Conservatives
should therefore take a precautionary stance when it
comes to the environment. Ideologically, it therefore
makes sense for the conservatives to be the most
staunchly environmental party. Managerial responsibility,
the precautionary principle and the idea of change in order
to preserve, are all basic ideological ideas that speak in
favour of a strong environmental policy. Conservatism
is poor in dogmas, but rich in values. The left should
therefore not have a monopoly on the fight against climate

change, when conservatives for years have stood up to
preserve society, and deliver a better world to our children
than the one we were given.

Aurora
Hårtveit

to businesses and households, with a focus on the
diversification of energy sources, boosting renewable
energy production, and the integration of the EU’s energy
market, so that there is a free ﬂow of energy across
borders. Considering the possibilities that come with clean
energy sources, the choices to be made around climate
and environmental problems may become among the
most defining of our time. There is a potential for a green
shift in the world economy and this is something that
Europe must cultivate further.
The development of our modern society must be seen
in connection with the solutions to the climate and
environmental problems. Climate and environmental
policy is about finding alternative solutions - not about
making life more difficult. The ideal environmental policy
should increase prosperity, stimulate economic growth
and create more jobs.
The environment is already an increasingly important
focus area for the EU. The union has taken on a leading
role in the global fight against climate change with the
“European Green Deal”. The plan proposes an ambitious
goal of becoming the world’s first climate-neutral continent
by 2050; greenhouse gas emissions will be reduced by at
least 40 percent from 1990 levels and the EU will increase
the proportion of energy production from renewable
sources to at least 32 percent. The European Green Deal
is a significant step in the right direction, but the ambition
of the Green Deal will not be achieved by Europe acting
alone. The drivers of climate change are global and are
not limited by national borders. However, the EU has the
opportunity to use its inﬂuence and financial resources
to mobilise its neighbours and partners to join it on a
sustainable path.
BullsEye
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Can the centre-right cooperate
with the green parties?
4’
read

During the last ten years, two political forces gained ground in the European Union.
One political group came as a danger for the whole European post-WW2 order. That
group is the reactionary far-right. It thrived on culture wars and populist anti-elite
discourse that came up in the last decade. On the other side, another political group
gained ground with a relatively low proﬁle, especially in Western Europe. That group
is the group of reformed green parties.
The President of Austria is from the Green Party and they are also a junior partner
to Sebastian Kurz’s centre-right ruling party. They were successful in the European
Parliament elections in 2019 in Germany and France. In both countries, they were the
most popular parties for voters under 30. Greens are now polling very well in Germany,
and they gained ground in French local elections in large urban areas. Similar parties
are showing up in Central and Eastern Europe in some protoforms.
The central question is the nature of these green parties and if they pose a danger
or an opportunity for the centre-right? Can the Austrian experiment with the coalition
between centre-right and the greens succeed and replicate around European Union?
Who are the greens now?
A few decades ago mentioning green parties to the general
public probably raised eyebrows. These parties had an
image as not that serious, associated with the hippies
and the radical environmental activists. Climate change
was not one of the central topics in public discourse.

New green parties struggled to establish themselves as
serious political contenders. It was hard to imagine radical
environmentalists, hardcore pacifists, and degrowth
economists as the ruling political force.
Since then, Greens in Western Europe have reformed
themselves. They learned the game of politics and effective

political communication. More focus on climate change
and integration of ecological worldview in the public school
curriculums gave them cultural and political capital. Today
they are not that different than any established political
party in Western Europe in their political pragmatism. In
Germany, for example, they are part of the ruling majority
in 11 of 16 regional Parliaments. There is no mass rebel
of auto-industry or any part of the manufacturing sector
because of that trend.
Reformed green parties in Germany, France, Netherlands,
Austria, and other EU countries successfully eat in
the urban base of social democrats. They are the most
successful with highly-educated, urban, relatively well-off,
and young people. Their mix of progressive social views
and vague left-wing economy agenda with a noble aim
of green environment successfully pandered to one part
of the social democratic voter base. The postindustrial
metropolitan area with the knowledge-based economy is
the hub where green parties ﬂourish.

unpopular in the centre-right voter base. That form of
rhetoric and left-wing identity-based policies can plummet
the support of conservative low-income and middle-class
white voters.

The major challenge for centre-right parties in Europe is to
predict the risks and gains if the greens continue their rise.
This emerging political force will not disappear that easily,
especially with the current trends in popular culture and
media that implicitly embrace their major political cause.

Green parties now are the more moderate, Pro-European,
and pragmatic political force. They cannot be perceived
by the centre-right as a threat to the political system and
European stability. That role is still reserved for the far-right
and the various populist forces. They are still an atypical
pro-European political force that attracts a few more
narrow groups of voters. Green parties in their moderate
forms can be a political partner to established Christian
democratic, liberal-conservative and conservative parties,
but not the central and the most preferable one.

Opportunities and risks for centre-right
Analysing the voter base of the greens and the centreright can give an easy direct answer. Green parties are
not the most significant threat for centre-right parties in
the European Union. Their rise proved to be disastrous for
social-democratic and other left-wing parties. In some of
their more soft appearances, they can attract some centrist
voters that periodically vote for centre-right parties. But,
in general, their political rise benefits the established proEuropean right in the short-term.
Partition of the left-wing vote gives the relative advantage
to stronger Christian democratic, liberal-conservative, and
conservative political parties in the European union. The
major threats for centre-right parties are still right-wing
populists and liberal centrist parties, because each of
them eats in a different part of the traditional voter base of
the centre-right.
On the other side, contemporary established Christian
democratic, liberal-conservative, and conservative parties
can’t just ignore the greens as an emerging political force.
Electoral mathematics can naturally push these two political
forces in governing coalition. Post-electoral majority
mathematics in parliaments can be very unpredictable.
In that scenario, the centre-right must be ready to govern
with this unusual political force. The most difficult task in
that circumstance can be to meet the expectations that
voters of these two different party groups have.

Another risk for cooperation between centre-right and
green parties can be too much pandering to socialism by
the greens. Centre-right voters are in general more akin
to a market economy, low taxes, and smaller government.
Greens also use a “catastrophism” in their rhetoric. They
are extending their critiques of the market economy and
climate policy to claims that the end is near and only a
sharp turn to the left can save the world. Centre-right
voters don’t respond well to that type of threat. There is a
European political consensus that climate change is real
and caused by human activities, but not all group of voters
are ready to vote for the radical change in climate policy.
Is cooperation possible?

There are a clear set of risks that can show up when
governing with them. Their worldview is still very left-wing
and their vision of human nature is unconstrained, which
in government naturally inclines to overregulation and big
government. Electorally these two groups of parties don’t
compete for a similar group of voters, but if impatient in
governing coalition, they can cause disaffection in many
voter blocks.
That is why the centre-right probably needs to find a most
preferable partner in some other political family. Green
parties can have a role in some political circumstances,
especially on the European level, but the risks that
this cooperation can produce may be larger than the
benefits for the established Christian democratic, liberalconservative, and conservative parties.

Dimitrije
Milic

Cooperation with the greens in government poses a
few risks that have to be acknowledged. First, the green
parties periodically show signs of left-wing identity politics.
The obsession with grouping voters into a hierarchy of
social oppression based on innate characteristics is very
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Conspiracy theories on the Covid-19
vaccine can be as deadly as the
virus itself
4’
read

Long before the ﬁrst needle pierced the skin to deliver Pﬁzer/BioNTech’s highly
anticipated COVID-19 vaccine, social media was rife with speculation and
fearmongering. Alongside with pertinent questions about safety, eﬃcacy and the
historic rapidity of the vaccine’s production there were conspiracy theories. The main
idea was that the vaccine was unsafe, unhealthy and itself the product of a conspiracy.
Some claimed that the vaccine would alter our DNA or give us the disease itself.
Others stated that it contained a microchip, perhaps placed there by Bill Gates, that
linked to cell towers via 5G technology to allow for population surveillance. All over
social media there has been growing anger over revelations of governments and
corporations spying on private citizens and of course some people are asserting that
the virus itself was engineered by the Chinese.
These narratives are persistent and are intruding on the
real world. Last spring dozens of cell phone towers were
set a ﬂame across Europe. In January a pharmacist in
Wisconsin purposely sabotaged 57 vials over the holidays
because he thought the vaccine would change people’s
DNA while the Italian doctors’ association was recently
forced to discipline 10 members for spreading Covid
conspiracies and anti-vaccine propaganda.

Research has shown that there is a clear association
between believing COVID-19 conspiracies and
being reluctant to take a COVID-19 vaccine. A key
factor associated with vaccine hesitancy is the belief
in the conspiracy theory that the coronavirus was
artificially created. This reinforces previously found
associations between holding a conspiratorial worldview
and being vaccine hesitant.

During this pandemic the unstoppable rise of health
disinformation, conspiracy theories and fake news has
been haunting us. Social media, television, and even
conversations with friends and loved ones seem saturated
with misinformation. Those worst affected come from all
walks of life and can even include healthcare professionals
and scientists who should know better.

It is well-known that conspiracy theories thrive in uncertain
times like a pandemic. As Daniel Jolley, a psychologist,
puts it: “Everyone is susceptible to conspiracy theorising.
Where feelings of anxiety and uncertainty bloom and when
people feel threatened and out of control, conspiracy
theory may be quite appealing”. When something
major happens, people naturally want to know why that
happened. They want an explanation and they want to
know the truth but they also want to feel certain of that
truth. In order to feel more in control and to bring order to
the randomness they resort to conspiracy theories which
fulfill their need for truth and certainty.

The truth is conspiracy theories themselves are nothing
new. Soon after the 1969 moon landing, theories began
circulating that the whole thing was staged. There is
an abundance of conspiracy theories over all the major
events in the world like the death of former President
John F. Kennedy, the death of Princess Diana etc.
Their defining trait is the tendency to attribute events to
secret manipulations by clandestine groups. Events are
engineered by a nebulous “them”, pantomime villains with
sinister intent. Conspiracy theories pivot on the idea that
nefarious groups are responsible for events, even when
other explanations are far more probable.
The conspiracy theories developed over the last year
concern both the coronavirus itself and the vaccine.
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Much conspiracy theory is replete with contempt for
expertise. Conspiracy theorists pride themselves on
being too special to be duped and have a sense of being
elevated above other people. It is the idea of “I am in the
know, and you are not in the know”. Their unifying feature
is rejection of authority and an image of themselves as
“free-thinkers”. Psychological studies consistently show
a significant proportion motivated by an egotistical drive
to be different and to feel unique by knowing “scarce
information”.
BullsEye

It has also been noted that lower levels of education
correlate to a greater likelihood of believing in conspiracy
theories. This is not because those people are not
intelligent. It is simply because they have not been
allowed to have or have not been given access to the tools
to allow them to discern trustworthy from untrustworthy
information, credible sources from non-credible sources.
So, they are looking for information but not necessarily in
the right places. On the ﬂip side, people with postgraduate
degrees believe and push conspiracy theories too. They
may even be harder to reason with because they are
overconfident in their position.
While conspiracy theories are not new, it may feel like they
are everywhere right now. This is due to the expansion
of social media and Internet. More and more people of
all ages seek out information online. The Internet allows
them to go to particular sources and disregard other
sources that contradict their views. This way people limit
themselves to channels which reﬂect their views creating
an echo chamber which leads to stronger attitudes and
polarization.

individual “what information would help you accept a Covid
vaccine?” is a more fruitful strategy than admonishment.
Rather than making conspiracy theorists feel attacked,
this gives them impetus to reﬂect on things they may
have accepted on a purely emotional level and freedom to
change their mind under their own agency.
Τhousands are infected daily and it is crucial to understand
that spreading conspiracy theories about Covid-19
vaccines can be as deadly as the virus itself. While the
vaccines probably will not bring an immediate end to the
pandemic, it is clear that things cannot begin to return to
normal without them and anything that reduces a future
vaccine’s effectiveness is a problem. This includes vaccine
hesitancy which goes hand in hand with believing in
conspiracy theories.

Eleni
Koufali

As vaccines roll out all over the world combatting vaccine
skepticism and debunking misinformation is essential.
A Socratic approach, based on asking and answering
questions, could be extremely effective at inducing a
change of mind. Rather than an adversarial engagement,
the aim is to stimulate critical thinking. Asking a hesitant
The official magazine of European Democrat Students
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Dominated by the Neoliberal
Narrative

Neoliberalism has pierced our minds, merging with our
basic intuitions about the world. When we think of freedom,
entrepreneurship, creativity, the market, responsibility - we
think in terms of neoliberalism. Neoliberalism has become
identified as the common-sense view of our realities. The
ability to shape what is considered common sense in
society is one of the most effective tools of power.

3’
read

Neoliberalism is now the dominant political economic philosophy which has seeped
into our psyche and has merged with our basic intuitions about the world. When we
think of freedom, entrepreneurship, creativity, the market and responsibility - we think
within the prism of neoliberalism.

the future of our planet and our societies. If we want to
change this, we need to unleash our political imagination.
This will be extremely important as we emerge from the
post-pandemic crisis.

One of the effects of neoliberalism is to block our
political imagination. We are still stuck within the same
patterns, the same ideas about the market, freedom or
entrepreneurship, and we do not believe in real change.
We do not believe that we have the freedom to shape

Krzysztof
Kubon

Neoliberalism has inﬂuenced us so that we believe that the market impartially and
objectively decides our ability as individuals. Neoliberalism has also inﬂuenced us
to believe that the struggle for decent working conditions is a claim not a right, and
that our earnings are a matter of our individual choice - that it is ultimately up to us to
decide whether we want to work for a paltry wage on a rubbish contract or prosper as
entrepreneurs. We are familiar with this way of thinking and whether we agree with
this attitude or not we often ﬁnd it pointless to challenge it. We have accepted it as fact
and now adopt it as our own.
Entrepreneurship is in our blood
The liberal parties proclaim that ‘Entrepreneurship is in
our blood. All we have to do is not interfere’. The liberals
would have us believe that entrepreneurship is in us, it is
an individual characteristic of each person. Therefore, all
the state should do is remove itself to the shadows and
allow the brightest and most hardworking individuals to
become entrepreneurs.
It is not often the case that high taxes or extensive
bureaucracy discourage people from becoming
entrepreneurs. A far more important factor is the fear of
bankruptcy, which leads to long-term problems in life.
Mitigating the costs of failure may be more effective in
encouraging new business creation than cutting tax rates.
One argument, for example, is the findings of a recent
Canadian report on guaranteed income (UBI), which
indicated that people who received UBI increased their
self-confidence. Thus, the state can assist entrepreneurs
not by retreating but by actively helping; as in the
Scandinavian countries where various social programmes
make the spectre of failure less frightening for the citizens.
Society too easily forgets that entrepreneurship is a
‘collective effort’; no one achieves success purely by the
work of their own hands and without the participation of
the state. There is a scientific infrastructure for acquiring
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knowledge and experimenting within it, company law
and other commercial legislation on the basis of which
companies can be built, an education system that has
ensured a supply of well-educated scientists, engineers,
managers - the employees of companies, a financial
system that has made it possible to acquire large amounts
of capital for the development of companies, patent and
intellectual property rights that protect inventions, an
easily accessible market for products, and so on.
Entrepreneurship should not be reduced to an individual trait
inherent in our bodies. It is amazing how firmly entrenched
in our minds the opposition between entrepreneurship and
the state is. How deeply we are attached to an individualistic
vision of success. How seldom we show the obvious links
between entrepreneurship and state institutions.
Why are we stuck in this narrative?
Colin Crouch wrote a book a few years ago called The
Strange Non-Death of Neoliberalism. In the book, he
wondered why the doctrine is still doing relatively well
despite its increasingly visible ﬂaws - not even the financial
crisis of 2008 led to its collapse. The simplest answer,
which Crouch himself gives, comes down to the fact that
the neoliberal system favours powerful people who have
enough power to stop major changes.
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