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Dear EDS Family and Friends,
As we are celebrating our 60th anniversary as the largest student
political organisation in Europe, it is my pleasure to welcome you to the
83d edition of our own in-house magazine.
Soon after I was elected as Chairman of EDS in our Summer University
2021 held in Malta, the newly elected Bureau met in Malta to plan
the year ahead and continue our work in representing students and
contributing to EPP policies.
In our first Bureau Meetings aII bureau members were present as well as
the secretariat led by our Secretary General and the Executive Director.
A wide range of objectives were established for the working year ahead
including both political and organisational areas of priority.
We have established an ad hoc Working Group which will focus on the
discussions taking place at the Conference on the Future of Europe.
Here we are inviting all our members to come forward and propose
ideas on how to make Europe a better place for us now and in the future.
This is your chance to shape the future of Europe.
The overall aim is to increase our external communications while
also keeping the already structured internal communications with our
member organisations. A challenge we will have this year will be the
organisation of in-person events after the pandemic. As we have seen
with the organisation of the Summer University, the technicalities and
sanitary requirements are exhaustive but with our strong will we will
be able to organise hybrid events, offering in-person events with a live
experience also online.
Our next event will be held in Rotterdam in November 2021 where a
strong delegation of EDS will participate in the EPP Congress which is
always a high- profile event where we will meet with all the EPP family.
We will then invite the whole Council to participate in the first Council
Meeting of this working year in December 2021 which will be held in
Vilnius, Lithuania. There we will discuss how the European Union can
boost its digital capabilities and make them resilient to foreign threats.
EDS intends to keep a watchful eye on the development in Europe’s
troubled spots, especially where student or basic human rights are
violated. In this issue, our editors analyse a broad set of issues that
affect the present and the future of Europe. In these times of uncertainty,
new challenges are shaping the views of the public and our institutions
need to bring certainty and answers.
As is already evident, this
working year will be a busy
one for EDS. We aim to make
the work of EDS ever more
productive, relevant, and fun.
On behalf of the Bureau, l
hereby invite you to join us in
our effort to make EDS an even
bigger and better organisation
in the year to come!
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Dear EDS Family and Friends,
It is an honour to launch the new edition of BullsEye, which continues the commemoration of this year’s 60th anniversary
of EDS and 30th anniversary of our magazine.
We celebrate by sharing the ideas of young people and established politicians and experts with a series of thoughprovoking articles and high-profile interviews.
During the past editions it has been a pleasure to feature renowned contributors, including Donald Tusk, Antonio LopezIsturiz, Manfred Weber, Sir David Lidington, Carl Bildt and many others.
We continue the tradition of high-profile interviews with Andrey Novakov MEP, who discusses the initiatives he has put
forward that benefit the health and safety of European citizens, as well as the upcoming elections in Bulgaria.
We are also thrilled to delve into the financial sector with a guest article by a strong expert in the field -Tim Skeet who is a
leading banker in The City and who discusses the future of the financial services sector and UK-EU relations, so important
for the future of Europe as a whole.
In addition, Editor-in-Chief Dimitrije Milic has interviewed Nemanja Starovic, State Secretary at the Serbian Ministry of
Foreign Relations on the Open Balkans initiative and its perspectives.
Our Editor Damjan Konjanovski has also arranged an interview with the leader of VMRO-DPMNE, Hristjan Mickoski,
on the challenges of the ongoing pandemic, the fight against corruption and the development of the rule of law in North
Macedonia.
While we have the opportunity to be inspired by Europe’s leaders, we are also fortunate to read the ideas of the up-andcoming generation.
In the field of international relations, we can see the latest on the Western Sahara, Algeria, Morocco and the EU, thanks to
Beji Mazin, as well as on Aegean peace and security in Chrysa Kazakou’s article on the topic, as well as to hear the views
of Anna Vorderwinkler on the history and future of South Tirol.
On the topic of European affairs we can read about the ‘Football diplomacy’ used by the regime in Transnistria as a soft
power instrument, expertly covered by Victoria Olari, about cooperation in the European Economic Area (EEA) thanks to
Håvard Rørtveit, as well as on the judiciary issues in Poland, thoroughly covered by Maciej Kowalczyk.
Many thanks to all Editors and external contributors and special thanks to Editor-in-Chief Dimitrije Milic and Deputy
Editor-in-Chief Charlie Crumpton. We are always grateful for the strong presentation of the magazine and hard work by
Andrea Marcet Senor on the design of the editions including this one. Huge kudos to Rayno D. Stoyanov, Vice-Chair for
Publications, for all his work, initiative, attention to detail and pro-active approach.
Please let us know your thoughts and ideas for BullsEye and EDS. We are looking forward to taking your feedback on board
and, with added momentum from this special anniversary year, to carrying it into the future with new ideas, projects and
initiatives.

Ivan
Botoucharov
Secretary
General
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Interview with Andrey
Novakov MEP

4’
read

Andrey Novakov is a Bulgarian Member of the European Parliament from the EPP
Group. He is coordinator in the Committee on Regional Development and part of
three other committees - the Committee on Budgets, the Committee on Transport &
Tourism and the Committee on Budgetary Control.
A lawyer by education, Andrey became the youngest member of the European
Parliament (2014-2019) upon taking up his duties. He was featured in the Politics
category of the Forbes 30 under 30 list of the most successful young people in 2016.
He is passionate about aviation and trains and is a proud father.
Mr Novakov MEP you are one of the initiators for
the creation of databases for vehicle mileage data so
that countries can exchange this data internationally.
What is its current stage of development and what benefits will there be from its implementation?
My team and I came to this idea for a shared information
platform back in 2018. We were working really hard trying
to figure out a solution to the long-term challenge related
to the sales of second-hand vehicles and the technical
condition of the cars on this market.
As you might be aware, independent research and analysis show that the average age of vehicles in Europe is
11 years and up to 50% of the used cars on sale suffer
frommanipulated mileage data. This is an issue, which I
believe directly affects the road safety and the frequency
of accidents.
As in many other cases, the solution for this challenge is
in the data collection and exchange through a sharing platform, accessible for all players in the process. Therefore,
we elaborated on the idea and submitted it as a pilot project financed by the European Union.
Today, almost three years later, the system is already in
place and ready for use. It is voluntary, easy and accessible for the national authorities from all Member States.
Moreover, it is completely free of charge. It is now open for
data from all EU countries in order to reveal the technical
condition of cars resold in the EU.
There are a few volunteer Member States that will soon
start exchanging data but we need as many Member States as possible. The more data, the better the platform.
We work in close cooperation with the European Commission and I hope that in the coming months the EU will have
an internal and trusted source of information, generated
by the Member States and in great use to them.

4

What is the eﬀectiveness of the Mobility Package
and does it coordinate well with ecological considerations?
The legislation, largely known as “Mobility Package I”, has
driven wide discussions, even if we acknowledge the good
reason for its existence in the first place – a way to fight
the so-called “social dumping” in the sector and the development of some disputable aspects in the process of its
elaboration.
It is not a secret that the Member States are divided, to put
it mildly, in their opinion regarding some rules that generate discrimination and show signs of protectionism. We are
expecting developments following the ruling of the Court
of Justice of the EU. This is a result of the claims of several
Member States against the obligatory return of the trucks
every eight weeks. Bulgaria and the like-minded countries
from Eastern Europe called on the Commission to produce an impact assessment.
The bottom line is that the movement of thousands of empty trucks across Europe is nonsense in light of the Green
Deal and the EU ambitions to reduce CO2 emissions. We
are politicians, not scientists but already two years ago,
we said two things: this regulation is harmful to the environment and it causes more problems than solutions. It is
definitely not in favour of the fair competition, EU climate
policy objectives and the single market.
Currently, after over a year of waiting, the impact assessment confirmed officially that “Mobility Package I” would
negatively affect citizens, the climate and the economy.
What is important now is to follow the next move of the
European Commission.
You recently invited colleagues from the EPP in
Bulgaria, what are their impressions from the visit?

BullsEye

It was a great pleasure to welcome my EPP Group colleague Sven Simon in Bulgaria and especially in my constituency, the South-West region, where I serve as a political
party coordinator for the region.
His presence in Bulgaria and the support to the party leader
and formal Prime Minister Boyko Borisov were very much
appreciated. It is not only a matter of good partnership between fellow colleagues, but also a great support in the runup to the election campaign in Bulgaria.
The year was quite hard in terms of internal political developments and all of us are now looking forward to the
November elections, to the next Bulgarian President and,
hopefully, to a stable government.
As there are Parliamentary elections in Bulgaria
for the third time this year, we must ask, what are your
views and expectations? How do you see the political
situation at the moment?
The political situation in Bulgaria is complicated. I know that
it might sound pessimistic. I am sure that each state has its
local political turbulences, but this is the currently ongoing
state of play in Bulgaria and I could give a few more details
about it.

elections, created a “toxic” political landscape. It is full of populist, unrealistic messages, promises made by opposition
and newly emerging players on the political scene.
In addition to that, the government had to prepare the institutions, business sector and communities for the challenges on an EU level, especially the transition to a carbon
neutral economy and all the measures required for the
achievement of the long-term European ambitions in reducing pollution and CO2 emissions.
A true democracy is when people elect the parties and players and mandate them to form a government that combines honest representation of the public views and a clear
perspective for reforms leading to growth. This goal seems
to be impossible and resulted in three rounds of general
elections within 7 months.
What we need the most, I believe, is political wisdom and
consensus. We live in tough times and we cannot afford to
lose precious time and public resources by arguing about
insignificant local and short-term challenges. Instead, we
should invest our efforts on solutions and concepts which
would enable politicians to set long-term objectives and
establish a predictable environment for business development and investments.

The COVID-19 crisis caused many complications worldwide and affected crucial to the economy sectors and businesses on a local and EU level. Dealing with all the challenges related to the health crisis, which has rapidly turned to
an economic one, requires implementation of the so-called
“non-popular measures”, widely attacked by the community. This, happening just a few months before parliamentary
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Ivan
Botoucharov
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Open Balkan initiative. Interview
with Serbia’s State Secretary at
the Serbian Ministry of Foreign
Relations Nemanja Starovic
5’
read

Two years ago, Albania, North Macedonia and Serbia oﬃcially declared a plan to form
a new economic and political zone. This plan aimed to increase internal trade, improve
relations and lower barriers between the participating countries like the Schengen zone
a few decades earlier.
These countries declared to form a uniﬁed market of 12 million people by the end of 2020.
Furthermore, on 11 November 2019 at the 2019 Ohrid summit, the President of Serbia,
the Prime Ministers of Albania and North Macedonia, agreed to create an economic
zone that would further improve political and economic relations and strengthen cultural
ties between the nations. Thus, two years after the oﬃcial announcement, it is time to
evaluate the new ambitious initiative’s impact and future.
Nemanja Starovic is the State Secretary at the Serbian Ministry of Foreign Relations.
The government of Serbia, the most populous country and the biggest economy in the
Western Balkans region, is the crucial proponent of further economic integration. That
is why the Serbian point of view on Open Balkan is essential to analyze for the further
understanding of this new economic and political initiative.
What are the opportunities that the Open Balkan
initiative can oﬀer, and what are the risks?
The Open Balkan initiative presents an opportunity for the
nations in our region to overcome the burden of historical
grievances and concentrate on joint efforts to speed up
economic convergence with the rest of the European
continent. In that sense, Open Balkan envisions the
common European future for all of us living in this historically
troublesome region. Regarding the risks attached, frankly
speaking I do not see any, apart from some irrational
obstacles stemming from improper interpretations of the
idea. Yet, we are not particularly concerned about that,
because all valid and certified analyses prove that joining
Open Balkans brings plenty of benefits to participating
partners.
At time of writing, Albania, North Macedonia and
Serbia have taken part in the initiative, but can we
expect more countries from the Western Balkans
region to join Open Balkan soon?
As the name of the initiative implies, Open Balkan is open
for all partners from the Western Balkans region. Each
and every agreement within the initiative signed by The
Republic of North Macedonia, The Republic of Albania
and The Republic of Serbia is always open for our partners
in Sarajevo, Podgorica and Priština to join. Our aim is to
create a common space for the free flow of people, goods,
capital and services in the Western Balkans region, as
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well as a common labor market. We are aware of the fact
that not all of WB6 partners are ready for such high level
of economic integration at the moment, which is why we
decided to pursue with the “coalition of the willing”, thus
establishing the system of concentric circles of integration
with Skopje, Tirana and Belgrade in the center. That is the
very principle on which the European Union is based, with
some member states also being part of the Eurozone and
Schengen area and some not, or not yet.
How compatible is the Open Balkan integration
with European integration? There is some skepticism,
especially in Montenegro, about Open Balkan being
an inadequate alternative to EU membership.
I can agree that some of our neighbors are concerned
with the slow pace of the accession to the EU, to the
certain extent caused by the phenomenon of the so-called
“enlargement fatigue” in several important EU member
states. With such an outlook, they tend to perceive Open
Balkans as a consolation prize for countries who will not
be admitted to the European club. We cannot agree with
that, because applying the same rules of conduct in our
region that already exist in the EU can only be beneficial
to our aspirations to join the European family. So, with that
in mind, we always face our reluctant friends with different
kinds of reasoning – even though membership in the EU
may seem like a moving target for various reasons, regional
economic integration will surely not be a disadvantage for
anyone involved in the process of EU enlargement.
BullsEye

What are the main future challenges for Western
Balkans countries, and in which areas can Open
Balkan be helpful?
I sincerely believe that the future of Western Balkans is
indeed bright. We have all the prerequisites to become
an economic engine of Europe, with sustainable long-term
growth rates exceeding 5% annually. The only thing that
can hinder such prospects is reverting to past grievances
and resorting to futile nationalism. With that in mind, there
is an added value of Open Balkan, because through
this initiative we will strengthen ties between people in
our region, thus effectively giving a great contribution to
the process of reconciliation. Once we abolish border
crossings,our plan is to achieve that between the three
initial parties in 2023, the sense of freedom and unity
among common people will naturally emerge. The main
quality of Open Balkan in comparison with other similar
projects aimed at regional cooperation lies in the fact
that it is the only real grass-roots initiative, started by
the countries of the region and not by someone from the
outside. Who could imagine just several years ago that
e.g. Serbs and Albanians, being involved in a vicious circle
of conflicts for centuries, can commit to the same vision
of the region? If our two great and proud nations could
overcome all differences, aware of the clear benefits that
economic cooperation will bring us, there is no reason
anyone else in the region would hesitate.
Do you expect more support from the United
States, United Kingdom and the European Union for
this form of economic integration?
We are really appreciative of the support the USA is giving
to Open Balkan and believe it will be even stronger in
the months and years to come. Furthermore, loud and
clear messages from Washington have already started
resonating throughout the region and I believe they
can greatly contribute to repelling hesitance to joining
Open Balkan in some neighboring capitals. We hope
that the support from the EU will be equally strong and
unequivocal. Although nobody from Brussels opposed the
initiative, we perceive that there are still unequal levels of
support in different bodies of the EU and among member
states. The main issues that some skeptics in the EU
are raising is their preference for a Common regional
market, an initiative born out of the Berlin process which
involves all six Western Balkans partners, as opposed to
Open Balkans which was started by North Macedonia,
Albania and Serbia. However, I really believe that kind
of reluctance in certain EU capitals will fade away once
our three countries convince them that we can develop a
Common regional market and Open Balkans hand in hand,
by showing our commitment to carrying out everything
that can be agreed among the six partners through the
Berlin process, but also diving a bit deeper into economic
integration with the Open Balkan initiative.
Coronavirus caused exceptionally severe economic
damage to many European countries, but Serbia was
the country with one of the best results in GDP growth
during the last year in Europe. Moreover, IMF projections
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for 2021 are also optimistic. So, do you expect stable
economic growth in the next few years, and can Open
Balkan boost that growth even further?
Yes, you are right. The Republic of Serbia has endured the
economic impact of the pandemics with a negative growth
rate of just -0.9% last year and although we have practically
preserved levels of our production, we are aiming at very
high +7.5% GDP growth this year. Observed cumulatively
for 2020 and 2021, which is the only proper way bearing
in mind the huge recession that many European countries
fell into last year, we will be topping the Old Continent with
6% growth rate. We achieved all that while still keeping the
public debt to GDP ratio below the 60% threshold. Without
false modesty, we are aware of countries of the region
looking up to us in terms of economic policies and we
encourage them to do so. Yet, no matter how successful
we may have been in recent years, we know that we can
do even better if we combine efforts with our neighbors.
To give you just a small glimpse, take into account the
World Bank’s projections claiming that Western Balkans
economies can count on added +1% GDP growth just by
abolishing existing trade barriers among themselves. Or
the crazy fact that our truck drivers are spending 26 million
work hours each year waiting at border crossings inside
the region. So, I will conclude with one argument for the
Open Balkan that is in essence self-explanatory – if border
crossings are good for the economy, then the EU states
would have them between each other.

Dimitrije
Milic
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Interview with the leader of VMRO
- DPMNE, Hristijan Mickoski

5’
read

Since the fall of the iron curtain one of the biggest ambitions of post-communist
states has been accession to the European Union and achieving the standards of
Western European countries. One of the regions that has found accession to the
EU a challenge has been the Western Balkans, with the pandemic adding additional
hurdles along the long way. One man who has been at the forefront of this process
since his involvement in politics is Hristijan Mickoski, the leader of VMRO-DPMNE,
the largest centre-right political party in the country. Follow as he expands on the
struggles of leading the country to the European Union in a just manner, while ﬁghting
against the pandemic as leader of the opposition.
How have the challenges sparked by the ongoing
pandemic aﬀected the euro-integrative aspirations of
your country?
The Covid-19 pandemic has hit my country hard, but more
importantly, the institutional system is poorly coping with
its health and economic consequences. In a situation
in which the Macedonian European integration path is
blocked by unprincipled demands of an EU member
state, the difficulties with travel bans, meetings, further
complicated the already challenging international situation
in which we find ourselves.
My firm conviction is that the member states of the
European Union should find strength and understanding
for all countries in the wider Balkan region and open the
door to further European integration. That would lead, in
my opinion, to a double positive effect. On the one hand,
the countries of the region will receive an incentive to
further reform their societies - from economic, political,
and legal aspects. On the other hand, the European Union
will again position itself as the most relevant international
factor in these areas, which naturally belong to the same
family. That is, in the words of European Commission
President Ursula von der Leyen, “The European Union
is not complete without the countries of the Western
Balkans”.

modular infrastructure, the prefabricated hospital in Tetovo
burned down with 14 victims, who instead of healthcare,
received non-functional hospitals from the health
authorities that burn in less than 5 minutes. Additionally,
the Government was late in procuring vaccines, and the
vaccination process began in late spring 2021, solely due
to the goodwill of some of the neighbors and EU member
states who sent donations. We are immensely grateful for
that solidarity and help, but the Government did not bear
any responsibility for the delays and failures in these
processes.
Looking at the current situation, it is obvious that the
corrupt intentions of the government leadership, as well
as the inability to anticipate further trends and necessary
actions, make this government completely incompetent to
deal with the medium and long-term consequences of the
post-pandemic. In my opinion, completely new approaches
are needed - zero tolerance for corrupt practices in health
management, long-term planning of activities in the area
of financial stability, a strategic plan for dealing with the
challenges in the area of electricity supply, and a broader
regional plan for assistance and support in dealing with
these complex supranational issues.

Given the current situation, what are your country’s
prospects in the post-pandemic world?

Given a large number of new cases of the fourth
wave of the COVID 19 pandemic in your country, what
are the measures that have not been taken, and as
a result, allowed the situation to get out of control
again?

The Macedonian government handled the situation with
the pandemic caused by Covid 19 extremely badly. And
I do not say that as the president of the largest political
party in the country and leader of the opposition, but as
a person who trusts the statistics. In October 2021, there
were approximately 7,000 deaths from the virus in the
country, making it one of the worst numbers in the wider
European region, for a country of around 1.8 million
citizens. On September 8, as a result of poorly installed

Unlike other countries that felt some relaxation of the
situation, in our country, the waves were often connected,
without any feeling that the pressure from the pandemic
was significantly reduced. As an opposition party, in
direct contact with the media, but also in the Macedonian
Parliament, we proposed several groups of health and
economic measures which, unfortunately, were either
accepted with delay or were not accepted at all by the
central authorities.
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The most important I can mention: professionalisation
of the Commission for dealing with pandemics, with the
participation of top experts without political affiliation;
immediate procurement of vaccines in October 2020 and
participation in global vaccine production chains as done
by some countries in the region; economic measures in
the banking and insurance sectors, which would have
allowed the state to raise a larger fund of fresh capital
needed by small and medium-sized enterprises to survive
the imposed lockdown period and retain employees; but
also many measures related to health treatment protocols,
vaccination priorities, our engagement in lobbying
for donations for medical supplies and vaccines, etc.
Simply put, the opposition in the country behaved like a
government, while the government used the period of the
pandemic for PR domination in the media, corrupt deals
with dubious intermediary companies from the Far East,

as well as complete irresponsibility in the management of
the system.
What has been your role as a political actor in your
country in the fight against corruption and the rule
of law, given that the European Union has very high
standards regarding corruption and the rule of law for
the candidate and aspirant countries?
The European Union’s position on the issue of the rule of
law and the fight against corruption greatly helps candidate
countries in building a domestic rule of law system capable
of tackling these challenges.
Unfortunately, in recent years my country has significantly
deteriorated in terms of corruption. According to the latest
analysis of Transparency International, my country is
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ranked 111th, which is a drop by more than 40 positions
in the last 4 years, since the Social Democrats have full
control of the local and central government. This state of
affairs, some analyses such as that of The Economist,
define it as a state of hybrid regime. In practice, this
means completely suppressed judicial institutions that
act to meet the daily political needs of the government,
persecution of opponents, evident corruption at all
levels of government, involvement in the production
and trafficking of narcotics, as well as administrative
pressures during the election process.
In that sense, our task these 4 years has been and
remains public disclosure of the numerous corruption
scandals of the government. As the opposition, we have
revealed more than 300 cases of direct abuse of office
by top government officials, including the Prime Minister,
the Secretary-General of the Government (currently in
custody), ministers, directors, and heads of the local
and central government. We also informed our EuroAtlantic friends about the bad situation and how it can be
prevented.
At the same time, as the largest parliamentary party, we
actively participated in the adoption of laws that mean
approximation of Macedonian legislation to European
access, with a particular focus on laws that ensure the
fight against corruption. Of course, in the Parliament, we
actively blocked laws that meant increased government
domination and corrupt behavior, especially the Law on
Narcotic Drugs which provides factory production and
distribution of marijuana leaves, a law that allows the
sale of state agricultural land, the law bypassing public
procurement procedures for suspicious construction of a
clinical center, etc.
In the future, VMRO-DPMNE is actively working on the
delegitimisation of the current government through a
program for local elections, in which essence is specific
projects and bringing victories for the country as a whole.

As such, SDSM inherited the entire property and all
the benefits from its parent party. Unfortunately, in the
past period, they have invested serious funds in their
rebranding, but also international lobbying with related
organizations from the European left and their supporters
in the non-governmental sector.
In this way, they were portrayed as great friends of our
European and Euro-Atlantic friends. The fact that at the
same time with this marketing rebranding, as I said, the
state-led by SDSM dropped 40 places in the ranking for
the perception of corruption, speaks enough about the
hypocrisy of such an approach. At the same time, my
country has become “world-famous” for printing original
state passports with false identities for representatives
of the global drug, arms, and human trafficking
organizations in both Europe and Latin America. This
hypocritical approach is supported by the attempt for
complete domination in the media sector, through
blackmail, threats, opening of court proceedings, direct
and indirect financing, and control of the editorial policy
of the media in the country. All this shows an extremely
visible connection of the Social Democrats with their
historical predecessors - the Communists and much less
of course with the values of modern European processes.

Damjan
Konjanovski

Todor
Koneski

As the leader of an organization that has historically
been associated with the pro-Western agenda in your
country, how would you comment on your political
opponents who have presented themselves as
leaders of the pro-European agendas in your country
and what their political activity shows?
Exactly like that, VMRO-DPMNE was formed as a
result of the anti-communist movements and the
organizations for Macedonian national liberation from
the constraints of the Yugoslav socialist matrix, which
had their headquarters in Germany, Sweden, the United
States of America, Canada, and Australia. In addition,
the historical organization VMRO has its roots in the
ideals of the French Republic for national liberation from
the hegemonic powers of the Ottoman Empire, and the
founders of the historic VMRO were students at numerous
prestigious universities in Paris and Zurich.
For its part, SDSM is the direct successor of the
Communist Party of Macedonia, an organization under
the umbrella of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia.
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Future of the City, Shadows of
the Past

7’
read

There have been a few papers published in recent months addressing the question
for the City of London of “What’s next”? It’s a reasonable question. “Europe is littered
with cities that were once the leading international centre of their day,” intoned Miles
Celic, Chief Executive Oﬃcer of The CityUK in a recent interview by way of warning.
Brexit was inevitably a watershed moment for a mighty industry which under other
conditions and in other times might have expected to have ﬁgured prominently in the
ﬁnal negotiations over the future intra-European arrangements. In the event, they
barely ﬁgured at all. Indeed, the British government drew red lines in the sand over the
economically irrelevant, but more emotionally charged, ﬁshing industry. Reactions in
the City to this apparent snub were conditioned in part by how people voted in 2016,
ranging from the Brexiters’ view that the City would ﬂourish whatever happens, to the
Remainers’ lament that much would be lost. The truth might well be somewhere in
between, but Celic’s admonition hangs over this debate.
The entire debate is also bound up with much irony. A
substantial element of the funding for the Leave campaign
came from some of the Hedge Fund community and
crustier elements in the British City ranks, many of whom
will continue to enjoy their places in the south of France
well into retirement. The Remain side in the City was very
quiet during and after that fateful day in 2016, in part, it
should be remembered, because much of the City is
neither British controlled nor British staffed. The City has
long been a welcoming and accommodating place to do
business and flourished accordingly. Has this changed, or
will it simply be business as usual for the coming decades?
For many substantial multi-national organisations and
people, Brexit and its consequences are but an expensive
and odd dislocation of business. It entailed a restructuring
of operations to conform to a new dislocated regulatory
environment. As Celic accurately noted, the City had been
seen as a convenient and efficient place from where to run
a business, the names of its now lost merchant banks - the
Warburgs, Schroders and others evidence of a tradition
going back two centuries at least. Nationality was not an
issue, business acumen and ideas were. But suddenly
today, the City potentially becomes a much less convenient
place. Nationality suddenly matters, with a restrictive visa
policy giving rise to much concern and threatening to
send the City down the league tables of globally dominant
financial centres.

It is instructive to consider the British political
establishment’s reaction to this, which ranges from
scepticism that there will be any negative impact on the
City to indifference to an industry that is socially not always
easy to defend and wins them no votes. For such a major
source of UK tax revenue and high-end employment, this
is not a good state of affairs. In addition, the employment
restrictions make it more challenging to get a drink in the
City as many of the barmen appear also to have ‘gone
home’ as a result of Covid coupled with Brexit.
In reality the outlook for the City is probably at best
cloudy. It might be one of slow decay, where its past lustre
fades. Businesses realigned their business models and
organograms ahead of the Brexit break and shuﬄed around
people and assets. Some decline in various functions and
staff levels has certainly been recorded, but definitive data
is hard to track down as there is little incentive to make
public what has really happened. Political downsides are
a good reason to leave it to unattributed anecdote or third
party surveys and reports to evaluate the situation. The
medium term signs of decline will show up in tax receipts,
employment returns and other indicators.
This whole subject has been so intensely politically
fraught that most rational business leaders, besides the
fact that their nationality, might well have been deterred
from commenting. Most have simply opted to steer clear,
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leaving the way open to political pontificators, a bunch
of uninformed pundits and external observers, including
the media. Financial services are still misunderstood and
distrusted, an accusation that might well now extend well
beyond the confines of the City and financial services to
apply to whole swathes of British business, as evidenced
by the recent Conservative Party Conference and its well
reported keynote speeches.
What further confuses the overall picture for the City,
however, is the lack of clarity over any corresponding
EU strategy for financial services. For all the lack of
support on this side of the Channel, the EUhas been a
curious mix of political rumblings and regulatory rulings
combined with threats and very nationally motivated
sales pitches to attract business. The result has been
an exotic patchwork of pieces of businesses that have
migrated from London to an assortment of different EU
centres. EU financial services have remained subject
to local regulatory oversight, notwithstanding the
mechanisms set up to centralise overall supervision of
banks in particular.
The EU has claimed the need geographically to fix and
define businesses which exist and operate globally at a
time when global alignment of regulations and mutual
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recognition of many important services is the natural
and safest direction of travel. At the time of writing it
remains to be seen what comes to pass in respect of
clearing in derivatives etc. It appears clear that messing
with the smooth running of existing arrangements is only
likely to push up costs and cause inconvenience for EU
based users. There are signs that some sense of rational
economic judgement is returning to what has been an
uncomfortably non-technical and un-pragmatic debate.
We should however ignore the headlines suggesting
victory or defeat for different sides of the Channel, some
making reference to the ebbing and flowing of nominal
trading volumes on exchanges. Many headlines seem
inspired by the spirit of a hard fought football match with
frantic fans cheering goals. It is still too early to draw hard
and fast conclusions - this game will go well into overtime
and as for injury time…. that’s another question.
Nevertheless, the sad fact (depending on where you
sit of course!) remains that the City is likely to lose out,
although maybe not quite as much as might have been
feared. Still, the impact is likely to be longer term and
pernicious. For all that, it is not clear that any EU centre
can claim a huge win either. The result overall is likely to
be that Europe itself is diminished as a financial centre.

BullsEye

This all comes at a time when there is a significant
realignment of financial expertise and firepower in other
centres, particularly in Asia and specifically China.
Moreover, the US has re-emerged post-financial crisis
as a powerful, well-positioned force to be reckoned with.
Curiously, European regulators, oblivious to this, still
seem more minded to grant the US specific equivalence
on some areas, rights which span the Atlantic but don’t
apparently reach across the Channel.
Admittedly the poor state of overall financial services
coordination and cooperation is a function of the
lamentable current state of the relationship between the
EU and the UK. Business including financial services is
very much caught in the middle of all this. The current
stand-off over Northern Ireland (did no one in the British
government read the protocol before they signed it?!)
overshadows much of the debate, with fishery problems
promising to ruin Christmas with an old-fashioned French
fishermen’s blockade sailing into view. For those that
remember the Icelandic ‘Cod Wars’, stand by for painfully
jingoistic headlines on both sides of the Channel, with real
business and mutual economic ties held to ransom.
What is really needed is a re-setting of the relationship
between the UK and EU and indeed UK and France. It
should be back to basics with a clear assessment of the
overall needs of our region, not a cherry picking approach
or confrontational stand-off over headline grabbing fishing
rights or sausage exports. For Brexiters to make sense of
their policy, there needs to be a plan, part of which should
involve rebuilding trust and understanding in a way that
allows business to continue to function. Such sentiments
are not just idealism - they represent the practical needs
of business. The Western world, elections or not, urgently
needs to move away from the media-hugging soundbite
culture of today’s politics. The City and the financial
services needs of the European Union will be better
served by a clearer focus on mutual interests and analysis
of the competitive threats to our continent that will require
a pooling of local expertise.
Somewhere amongst all those fish rights and sausage
exports, there is talk of regional European security
arrangements where the UK would have to be included on
the pragmatic basis that it has a relevant regional military
capability and assets at a time when major EU nations,
especially Germany, appear reluctant to splash the cash
on such non-productive ‘investment’. Financial services
should in time prove to be similar - the acknowledged
expertise and concentration of financial firepower in the
City is still an asset for all the region, even after Brexit.
This will, however, take time to be accepted, as, unlike
defence spending, financial services assets are viewed
as potential plunder, the spoils of Britain’s self-imposed
isolation.

of regulations has not turned to action and, indeed, the
financial services sector does not like change that comes
with yet more cost and adjustment. A bonfire would not be
welcome, particularly as much of the regulatory framework
was of British design in the first place. However, some
changes around tax and the visa terms in the industry
would be welcome.
Here I have not tried to even raise the multiple challenges
and questions around the future of work, the meaning
of work clusters, post-pandemic, the rise of Fintech, the
looming reach of ‘crypto’ or a host of other known and
unknown changes to how we do and plan business in
financial services. Nevertheless, peering into the future in
this industry is akin to playing three dimensional chess.
What is clear is that the City of London retains for now
a deep and vibrant pool of talent and ideas, and many
excellent pubs.
One thing is certain, as we all slowly return to our offices
after the period of lockdown and hybrid working. The City
and its many specialisations remains an exciting, innovative
and dynamic place. Whatever the marginal impact of the
political movement of the tectonic plates, the character
of the City and its unique combination of expert clusters,
easy networking, international spirit and imagination is not
about to disappear. The career opportunities and learning
possibilities, the start-up culture, and the entrepreneurial
traditions combine to make The City still the stand-out
place to be for many ambitious people. Add to the mix the
colour and pageantry of 800 years of tradition in the form
of the City’s governance and guilds, and there is no place
that yet rivals its uniqueness.
To conclude, the future for the City and indeed the overall
EU financial services sector appears somewhat uncertain.
Some will voice wild optimism, others dire pessimism
depending on their political standpoints. The sober
assessment is somewhere in between. The continued
antagonism between the two sides of the Channel over a
variety of post-Brexit adjustments is damaging - mostly no
doubt to the UK side, but frankly also to the EU side also
in the finance sector. Europe needs a financial centre. We
must look forward to a time, hopefully not far off, when the
economic and social interests of the region can be calmly
promoted inclusively and we can finally put this dismal
period of political upheaval and faulty analysis behind us.
Regrettably, that time is not now.

Moving beyond the realms of cross-Channel relations,
the post Brexit City landscape is still taking shape, under
domestic influences as well. The urge to conduct a ‘bonfire’
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Highjacking Judiciary –
Constitutional Court in Poland
6’
read

“Poland’s ‘Russian roulette’ with the EU”, “Warsaw must face costs of its transgressions”, “Why is Poland Fighting the Supremacy of European Union Courts?”. These
are only a few titles of the world leading journals trying to explain the conﬂict between
Warsaw and Brussels. The conﬂict gained its full momentum after the Polish Constitutional Court ruled on October 7 about the supremacy of the Polish Constitution over
European Treaties.
The ruling came after Mateusz Morawiecki, Polish Prime
Minister, asked whether EU institutions can prevent
Poland from restructuring the judiciary system and after
the European Court of Justice ordered Poland to suspend
new regulations for appointing Supreme Court justices.
From the perspective of the EU-Polish relations, this is
the farthest reaching step in the conflict since the rightwing government took power in 2015. It gains international
attention not only because of the arising concerns that
Poland might be the next country to leave the EU, but
also because it creates a dangerous precedent which
undermines fundamental EU legal order. This article looks
closer at the Polish Constitutional Court, the institution that
put Poland on the front pages of most reputable journals
and examines how the current Polish government took
over and instrumentalized it after gaining power in 2015.

Which message of Mr. Morawiecki should be taken as the
official position of the Polish government? Given these
circumstances, rather than analysing assurances and
statements on EU values, it is more beneficial to take
a closer look at the anatomy of appropriation of public
institutions by the Polish government on the example
of the Constitutional Court. Let it be a warning against
people who perceive democracy as an obstacle, not as
an opportunity. Let it be the warning against populists who
break democratic fuses if these are not strong enough
and are not perceived as a common good. Finally, let it
be the warning against disinformation used as a political
tool which leads to erosion of trust in public institutions –
whether this is trust in the EU, civil society or judiciary.

One Prime Minister, Two Messages

To understand the process of hijacking the Court we have
to go back to 2015 – a few months before PiS (Law and
Justice) won the parliamentary elections and was able to
single-handedly form a majority government.

During the European Parliament’s plenary session in
October, the Polish PM arrived in Strasburg where he
participated in the debate that sparked after the Court’s
ruling. For someone who does not follow politics closely,
his 30-minute speech (although he was allocated 5
minutes)could have sounded like just another speech
of a European leader about common EU challenges,
opportunities and values. Mr Morawiecki based his
speech on generalized statements about EU values that
were stark in high contrast with everything that the rightwing government has done to the Polish judiciary system.
Giving voice to the Prime Minister:
“[…] Most of us will agree that there can be no talk of
the rule of law without several conditions. Without the
principle of separation of powers, without independent
courts, without respecting the principle that each power
has limited competences, and without respecting the
hierarchy of sources of law.”
A different message was coined for the internal use of
Polish politics. Speaking in the Polish Parliament on
October 14, Mr Morawiecki said:
“If the EU is to remain democratic, the peoples must
decide, not the judges. Not the judges of the CJEU [Court
of Justice of the European Union], but the people!”
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The Case Of the Constitutional Court

The Parliament of the 7th parliamentary term (20112015) worked on the reform of the Constitutional Court. It
started as early as 2013. However, a few months before
elections in October 2015, the Parliament, using POPSL votes (Civic Platform and Polish People’s Party),
decided to add a transitional provision to the legislative
act which stated that the 7th Parliamentary Term will not
only appoint three new judges of the Constitutional Court
whose term expires before elections – that is in October
2015, but also two new judges, whose term expires after
parliamentary elections – in December 2015. Officially,
this was motivated by willingness to maintain continuity of
the Court when the potential new government would still
be forming after elections. Unofficially, many speculated
that after PiS nominee Andrzej Duda won presidential
elections, the government sensed the upcoming loss in
the parliamentary elections and wanted to prevent the
future government from appointing judges.
As soon as PiS won elections, it invalidated the previous
legislative act and decided to choose all five judges. This
created a precedent as never before, the Parliament passed
a resolution that overturned a resolution adopted by the
Parliament of the former term. Although the Constitutional
BullsEye

Court later ruled that the previous transitional provision
was unconstitutional and ordered three judges elected by
the previous parliaments to stay and two new judges to be
elected by the present Parliament, the new Prime Minister
Ms Beata Szydło (now MEP in the European Conservatives
and Reformists group) decided to not publish the ruling in
the official state journal.
At the same time, the government and the parliamentary
majority started to implement a series of legislative
amendments that were subjecting the Court to the
executive power. The legislative path in the most striking
cases took 7 days from the first reading in the Parliament
to the President’s signature. MPs were unable to not only
consult propositions with specialists, but were not given
enough time to properly read documents.
Amendments proposed destructive changes such as the
introduction of terms on the position of the President of The
Constitutional Court with no vacation legis period and the
growing power of the Minister of Justice. All this happened
within a month after the 8th Parliament was assembled for
the first time after elections.
After two months, the government had already amended
legislation regarding state owned media and in the
same manner was able to appoint new and politically
loyal management. Moreover, it amended legislation
regarding civil servants by dropping requirements for open
competitions for top positions and conditions for the Head
of the Civil Service to be apolitical.
In December 2016, the mandate of the President of the
Constitutional Court expired. President Duda appointed to
this position Ms Julia Przyłębska whose loyalty to the ruling
party was widely known. This date marks the total subjection
of the Constitutional Tribular to the ruling majority. In 2019,
Jarosław Kaczyński, the chairman of PiS and de facto
person leading the country described Ms Julia Przyłębska
as his “recent social discovery”.

that were illegally appointed by the PiS government in
December 2015, the composition of the Court is illegitimate
and that is not a court established by law. The ECHR stated
that Poland breached art. 6 of the European Convention of
Human Rights which guarantees the right to a fair trial.
In October 2020, the Constitutional Court ruled out that
allowing abortion in the case of a high probability of severe
and irreversible fetal disability is unconstitutional. The ruling
caused mass protests across Poland with the largest taking
place in Warsaw that gathered around 100,000protesters.
In October 2021, the Constitutional Court ruled that the
Court of Justice of the European Union has no power to
interfere with Polish changes to the judiciary.
What comes next?
The European Commission has proposed a compromise
for the Polish government in which it is given a chance to
roll back its harmful judiciary reforms. Does Poland want
to leave the EU? Timothy Garton Ash, British historian and
commentator, accurately wrote that “the immediate threat
to the EU is not that Hungary and Poland will follow Britain
out of the door, but that they will remain full members of
the club while continuing to violate its most important rules”.
Guy Verhofstadt MEP, in his speech during the plenary in
Strasburg, talked about the domino effect in which shortsighted political decisions may in the longer term lead to
Polexit, even if they were not initially planned. Contrary
to this, Donald Tusk, President of the EPP andleader of
the largest opposition party and former Prime Minister of
Poland, warned that Polexit is the current government’s
conscious strategy and ultimate goal. So far Poland left the
EU understood as a community of values. The aim of this
article was to show how determined the government has
been to achieve this goal.

In May 2021 the European Court of Human Rights in
Strasbourg ruled out in the case of the XERO FLOR
company against Poland, that because of three judges
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The European Economic Area
Cooperation - A Sustainable Model For EU-Relations?
3’
read

In Europe and its surrounding neighbourhood, it is necessary to cooperate with the
European Union. There are several models of cooperation, one of them is regulated
through the European Economic Area agreement (EEA-agreement). This agreement
secures the EEA countries access to the EU-inner markets. This has historically been
a great boost for the diﬀerent countries’ economies. Even though the agreement
secures market access to the worlds biggest integrated market it also comes with
some issues, for example the glaring democratic deﬁcit for the non-EU EEA-countries.
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The history of European integration is long and complex,
and it has spawned many different models for international
cooperation. The most successful example of European
integration is of course the European Union (EU). The
development of the EU has been long, and it has historically
had its fair share of alternatives or competitors. One of
these has been the European Free Trade Association
(EFTA), this association emerged in 1960 as an alternative
trade association to the EU.
As the EU in the period from the 70s to the 90s developed
and enlarged EFTA countries were increasingly looking to
join the EU. In 1992 this led to the creation of the European
Economic Area agreement which was signed between EU
and EFTA countries. The EEA created an inner market
between the EU and the EFTA countries. The process
of integration between the EU and EFTA culminated with
the enlargement in 1994/1995 when Austria, Finland and
Sweden left EFTA in favour of EU-membership. This left
Norway, Iceland, Switzerland and Liechtenstein as sole
members of EFTA, a small block compared to the original
association.
Norway was together with Sweden, Austria and Finland
also supposed to use the EEA as a stepping stone ahead
of joining the EU in 1995. That did not happen as the
Norwegian people said no to membership in the 94’ EUmembership referendum. When it comes to Switzerland,
although they signed the EEA agreement, they never
ratified it and remained outside the European inner market
and instead use sectoral agreements to trade with the EUtrading bloc.
This history of integration, or lack thereof, has left us in
the present situation over 25 years later, where Norway,
Iceland, and Liechtenstein all still use the EEA-agreement
as their model for EU-cooperation. They remain members
of the European integrated inner markets with certain
exceptions. The EEA-agreement covers almost all EUpolicies, with the exceptions of most notably common
agriculture and fisheries policies but also excludes policies
like the European customs union, trade and foreign policy,
justice and home affairs and economic and monetary
union.
The EEA-cooperation is essentially EU-membership with
a few exceptions but without democratic representation.
The EEA-countries cooperate in most EU-programs, they
are subject to EU-law and the European courts, and they
indirectly must “pay” for “membership” through the EEAgrants. This de facto EU-membership cooperation has
been extremely favourable for the EEA-countries, as for
example in Norway where the EEA account for almost
80 percent of the country’s total export. They are granted
access to the European inner markets and massive EUprogrammes such as Erasmus+ which allows students
from the EEA countries to study abroad or Horizon
Europa, the massive funding programme for research
and innovations, which allow companies to develop the
technology needed to fight the climate crisis. The EEA
countries are also exempted from the customs union and
EU-policies in agriculture and fisheries. This allows them
to protect national farmers by avoiding competition on

goods in that sector by imposing tolls on goods from other
European countries.
Now this may sound like a good deal for the EEA-countries,
but the cooperation also comes with several issues.
One of the main problems is the democratic deficit that
the agreement creates. The EEA-countries must follow
European law and policies created by the EU-institutions.
They have no democratically elected officials in the
European Parliament, the Council, or the Commission.
This in a sense creates a situation where huge amounts
of policies and laws that the countries are mandated to
follow and implement, are created without the possibility
of democratically influencing them. This takes power away
from the people and can create massive opposition.
This can, and traditionally has, created situations where
the people or at least big parts of the political spectrum
oppose different upcoming EU-policies. An example of
this is the Norwegian popular opposition to The European
Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators
(ACER). The opposition gained popularity because of
fears among the populace that joining ACER would let EUregulators be able to rule over Norwegian energy policy
and that joining would raise power prices. This was of
course just populist agitation and irrational fears and the
opposition to ACER did not have a parliamentary majority.
There have also been similar situations of opposition to
for example European labour policies and railway policies.
The EEA-agreement may also not be ideal for the European
Union. They harvest the goods of European integration
without the duties of membership. The EEA-grants
somewhat work as a temporary cover for membershipfees, but they are grants for projects in lesser wealthy
member-states, and not contributions to the EU-budgets.
In a certain way the EEA-countries are free riding on the
European project and the programmes that follow with it.
The EEA-cooperation between the EFTA countries
(excluding Switzerland) and the EU is one of the many
models for EU-cooperation with non-member states. The
question is whether this is a sustainable model or if the
EEA-agreement is a stepping stone and a relic of the past
that no longer serves its original intention.
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Chessboard of the Aegean peace
and security
4’
read

“Peace is not merely the absence of war; it is the presence of justice”. Achieving lasting peace in the Aegean Sea is a project to be worked with the existing mechanisms
or EU-sponsored dispute settlement. Legal disputes are known for their complexity
and weighed in accordance with the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
(UNCLOS). DespiteTurkey’s absence as a signatory when it was ratiﬁed in 1982, the
legal community unanimously believe that the treaty’s rules reﬂect standing international law and bind all nations to abide by them.
Greece and Turkey are good neighbors, sharing a long
and turbulent history of contention over the maritime zones
of the Aegean Sea. The staggering complexity of the issue
has led to crises coming close to the outbreak of military
hostilities, showing that the peace divide is great, but still
missing. In particular, disputes regarding the continental
shelf delimitation and the territorial sea breadth continually
spark tension between the two nations. “Peace is not
merely the absence of war; it is the presence of justice”.
Achieving lasting peace in the Aegean Sea, is a project to
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be worked with the existing mechanisms or EU-sponsored
dispute settlement.
The long standing continental dispute between Greece and
Turkey stemmed from oil exploration in the early 1960s.
On November 1, 1973, Turkey granted twenty- seven
exploration permits in the Aegean to the Turkish Petroleum
Company. On the other hand, in a diplomatic note Greece
claimed that the Turkish delimitation disregarded the
continental shelves of the eastern Greek islands. At the
BullsEye

1975 NATO summit in Brussels, the Greek and Turkish
Prime Ministers finally issued a joint communiqué stating
that the two nations should employ the International Court
of Justice (ICJ) to settle the seabed dispute and utilize
negotiation to solve other problems.
In August 1976, Turkey sent its research vessel Hora
into disputed waters to collect seismic data. Greece
replied with reference to the dispute at the United Nations
Security Council. At the same time, Greece submitted
a unilateral application to the ICJ to settle the dispute
and provide interim measures of protection. Neither the
Security Council nor the ICJ gave a solution to the Aegean
continental shelf problem. Since the ICJ decision, the
Aegean continental shelf problem remains unresolved.
Since 1936, Greece has claimed a 6 nautical-mile (nm)
territorial sea. Turkey also claims a 6-nm territorial sea
in the Aegean. However, the United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea 1982 (UNCLOS) allows States to
extend their territorial sea up to 12 nm from the shore.
Greece has adopted the Convention but Turkey has not,
holding different approaches in different regions. Even
though Turkey claims a 12-nm territorial sea in the Black
Sea and parts of the Mediterranean, it argues that the
expansion of the Greek territorial sea to 12 nm constitutes
casus belli. The rational behind these arguments is that
it would disproportionately affect Turkey’s interests in the
eastern Aegean.
The ongoing refugee crisis will trigger again the maritime
issues between Greece and Turkey, raising significant
concerns about the peace and security of the region.
Greece, a traditional maritime nation has not concluded
a maritime delamination agreement with Turkey. Although
there is one legal dispute to be solved, namely the
delimitation of the continental shelf and the Exclusive
Economic Zone [EEZ], Turkey opened wide the agenda of
the existing disputes. In particular, the demilitarization of
the islands in the Eastern Aegean grey zones (hundreds
of uninhabited Aegean islets and rocks not explicitly
mentioned in international treaties) and airspace were
added as disputes by their side.

signatory when it was ratified in 1982, the legal community
unanimously believe that the treaty’s rules reflect standing
international law and bind all nations to abide by them.
Last year Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan
sparked tension by his declaration that he had “opened
the gates to Europe,” and the EU had threatened to
impose sanctions. Hundreds of refugees amassed at
Turkey’s border with Greece and Prime Minister Kyriakos
Mitsotakis highlighted Turkey’s conscious attempt to
weaponise refugees in pursuit of its own policy goals.
In the current conflict between Greece and Turkey in
the eastern Mediterranean, the law is on Athens’ side. A
judicial settlement of those disputes will benefit both the
countries and the Mediterranean as a whole. Turkey is
reluctant to accept the International Court of Justice as a
part of the solution for the Aegean issue. A cherry-picking
strategy versus a well-established international legal
system is not very efficient. International law is a tool that
should be pursued further. Ideally, the International Court
of Justice (ICJ) would mediate between the conflicting
parties, provided both recognize the court’s jurisdiction
and declare themselves willing to accept its decision.
A diplomatic breakthrough will not resolve all the problems
between the neighbors. Migrants and refugees are not
“pawns” in this chessboard. The Aegean issue is a legal
matter with conceptual gaps that can be arbitrated with
an ICJ decision and will enjoy legal certainty. The political
methods like negotiations may lead to deviations from the
implementation of international law regulations. Romania
brought a case against Ukraine to the International Court
of Justice (ICJ) in a dispute concerning the maritime
boundary between the two States in the Black Sea. Greece
and Turkey may consider the same, which would work
towards ending this long running dispute and rebuilding
trust.

Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan doesn’t
recognize the Lausanne treaty that sets borders between
the countries and openly covets the return of some Greek
islands. In the early 1990s, Turkish officials began to
develop the novel theory of grey zones reinterpreting
international agreements. More specifically, Turkey
maintains that Greek sovereignty extends only to those
islands of the Aegean that are mentioned by name in the
texts of the agreements under which these islands were
ceded to Greece. The international legal framework which
settled the issues of sovereignty in the region after the
World Wars (1923 Treaty of Lausanne and 1947 Paris
Peace Treaty), is conclusive and crystal clear about the
sovereignty of Greece over the islands of the Eastern
Mediterranean.

Chrysa K.
Kazakou

Legal disputes are known for their complexity and weighed
in accordance with the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). Despite Turkey’s absence as a
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Football diplomacy: unifying factor
or soft power instrument of the
Transnistrian separatist regime
3’
read

Recently, Sheriﬀ Tiraspol,a small and almost unknown Moldovan team, pulled oﬀ one
of the biggest shocks on the international football arena by beating Real Madrid in the
Champions League on 28th September. The Moldovan champion based in Tiraspol,
Transnistria, achieved the greatest result in their history by winning against the club
with 13 Champions League titles.
Their achievement left an echo not only in the international press, but also aroused a
heated debate in the Republic of Moldova: Should Moldova celebrate Sheriﬀ’s victory?
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Background
Transnistria — is a self-proclaimed and internationally
unrecognised breakaway region inside Moldova. Since
declaring its independence from Moldova following the
collapse of the Soviet Union in 1990 and a short, armed
conflict in 1992, the self-proclaimed “republic” is leading an
isolated existence with its own government, constitution,
military, currency and bank system.
Sheriff is the centrepiece of the private economy in
Transnistria, founded by two former KGB agents in the
chaotic days of the 1990s, after the collapse of the Soviet
Union. It is considered that Sheriff is de facto the “owner”
of Transnistria, owning almost everything: supermarkets,
petrol stations, Transnistria’s mobile network, KVINT
brandy, and… the football team.

or language, have no issues living together and enjoying
common success.
But in Moldova, amid applause and congratulations, there
were also voices that questioned Sheriff’s victory. How
legal and morally correct is it to celebrate the victory of a
club financed by the separatist regime and from corrupt
money? Besides the political aspect, the problem is also
in the total lack of transparency in the club’s funding.
Both Chisinau and the international media have reported
that money comes from smuggling schemes, money
laundering and the black market.

Sheriff is also considered to control all of the main leadership
posts in the breakaway region, from the Parliament to the
Prime Minister’s seat and the Presidency. In fact, Sheriff
is the main beneficiary from Transnistria, being the most
interested in consolidating the separatist regime.

Sheriff, whose team is valued at roughly $13.6 million, will
receive €21.2 million for its performance in the Champions
Leagues, and the amount would increase depending on
results from their upcoming matches. Moreover, if Sheriff
manages to qualify for the next phase, it would receive
another €9.6 million. Given that the club does not pay any
taxes to the Moldovan state budget, this money offered
by UEFA will bypass the Moldovan authorities and will go
directly to those who run the Transnistrian region. Thus,
further strengthening the position of the separatist regime.

Returning to football

The cost of inaction

Despite almost 30 years of frozen conflict, Moldova and
its Transnistrian region do have one thing in common — a
shared football league.

Once FC Sheriff gains notoriety in the international arena
following their recent successes, it is obvious that the
Transnistrian separatist authorities will gain more visibility
and hence, a degree of “social legitimacy”. Football used
as a “soft power” tool is a perfect way to put Tiraspol on
the map of Europe. What they did not succeed through
regular public diplomacy, Tiraspol succeeds today through
football. Despite many refuting this idea, football and
politics very often go hand-in-hand.

FC Sheriff entered the Moldovan league in 1998, one year
after its founding, since then it has become the multiple
champion of Moldova, winning 20 titles in 22 attempts
andthus obtaining access to international championships.
Even though it is officially part of the National Football
Division, Sheriff has never identified themselves with
Moldova. Moreover, on September 2, when Transnistria
celebrates each year of the so-called “Republic Day”, a
congratulatory message was posted on their Facebook
page, congratulating the region on their “independence”
from Moldova. Although seemingly harmless,football
proved to be a perfect political tool for the secessionist
regime to promote Transnistria in the international arena,
using Moldova as an access door.
However, when it comes to football, Moldovan society
seems to be less affected by these political issues.
Sheriff’s access to the Champions League, as well as the
win over Real Madrid aroused a huge wave of joy among
Moldovans. The reactions could be seen anywhere, on
the streets, in crowded pubs or on social media. The vast
majority perceived this success as Moldova’s success. In
Moldova, the division is less felt among ordinary people.
Especially when it comes to sports or music (for example,
in recent years, artists from the Transnistrian region have
represented Moldova several times at Eurovision). This
contradicts the theory that the Transnistrian conflict was
an ethnic-based conflict. People, regardless of ethnicity

As this topic progresses and becomes relevant, it may be
time for the Moldovan authorities to finally regulate this
area. The participation of the football teams in the national
and international championship under the Moldovan
flag, but also the transparency of their financing should
be brought back into discussion. This seemingly “non
politicized” subject may represent a serious security risk.
Sheriff is the “elephant in the room” that the Moldovan
authorities pretend not to notice. It remains to be seen
what the long-term effect of these events will be.
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Morocco, Algeria, Western
Sahara and the EU: Untangling
the Western Mediterranean

4’
read

The Spanish Minister of Foreign Aﬀairs, Arancha González Laya, was dismissed
from her position in July 2021, after the decision to allow a 72-year-old man into
Spain from Algeria to receive urgent medical treatment for Covid-19 led to the
biggest bilateral crisis between Morocco and Spain in decades. The man was
Brahim Gali, leader of the Polisario Front, the armed movement ﬁghting for Sahrawi
self-determination in Western Sahara. His presence in Spain disturbed Moroccan
oﬃcials so much that they responded by encouraging and allowing eight thousand
immigrants to enter Spanish territory illegally through the border in Ceuta, one of
two Spanish enclaves in North Africa and part of the EU’s territory. The tension was
reduced in the following days, returning to a situation of relative normality, but the
crisis highlighted the importance of a healthy EU-Morocco relationship. The areas
of shared interests are many, as are the potential threats, including in matters such
as energy, immigration, security and trade.
Former minister González Laya is being investigated by a
Spanish judge for her actions to aid the access of Brahim
Gali into Spain. His entry was requested by the Algerian
government, which flew Gali to Spain in its presidential
plane after the Spanish government approved his arrival.
But he entered the country in a potentially illegal manner,
with fake documentation and an anonymous identity. At the
time, he was also being investigated by Spain’s National
Court for allegations of human rights violations. The
Moroccan government, for which Gali and his Polisario
Front are public enemy number one, was vocally outraged
by the Spanish government’s actions. But the Polisario
Front counts with the support of the Algerian government,
which partly explains the historic and current animosity
between Morocco and Algeria. Spain, for its part, also has
a role to play in the outcome of the conflict in Western
Sahara, as the territory’s administrator until 1976.
The conflict in Western Sahara, which is de facto largely
under Moroccan control, is crucial to understand Morocco’s
foreign policy priorities. The Moroccan government seeks
international recognition of its sovereignty over the mostly
deserted territory. It got just that in December 2020,
when the United States, at the time led by Donald Trump,
recognized Moroccan sovereignty over Western Sahara.
In exchange, Morocco established official relations with
Israel, as part of the historic Abraham Accords. In fact,
Morocco’s growing confidence to act forcefully in the
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international stage is largely stimulated by its ever-closer
partnership with the United States. Morocco’s relationship
with the U.S. has been friendly for decades, including
during the Cold War, but it has recently grown stronger,
as the U.S. has found in the North African country a useful
ally in the region, arming it heavily and with advanced
technology.
The EU’s position towards Western Sahara and its
international standing is more complex. Of course,
recognizing Moroccan autonomy over the territory would
do much to reduce the biggest source of potential tension
between the EU and its North African neighbour. In
September 2021, the General Court of the European Union
ruled that EU-Morocco trade deals covering farm products
and fish were not valid because they were reached
without the consent of the people of Western Sahara,
recognizing the Polisario Front’s role in representing the
Sahrawi people. Progress in reaching a solution to the
Western Sahara problem would do much to reduce such
impediments to deeper EU-Morocco collaboration, but
the UN decades-old process to hold an independence
referendum in Western Sahara is stalled. Morocco
proposes a solution based on autonomy for Western
Sahara but under Moroccan sovereignty. Spain, as the
former colonial power in Western Sahara and still de jure
administrator of the territory according to the UN, officially
supports the UN process, but it has little force behind it.
BullsEye

The status of Western Sahara is clearly an obstacle to
optimal relations with Morocco; the EU should proactively
mediate to encourage all sides in the conflict to reach an
agreement which guarantees the rights and autonomy of
the Sahrawi people while overcoming a conflict that is an
impediment to regional progress, even if that means doing
away with the UN process.
A necessary actor in such a breakthrough would be Algeria,
which currently hosts the Polisario Front’s operations base
and actively supports the movement. Algeria and Morocco
have been regional rivals since the Cold War, during which
Algeria was in the Soviet sphere of influence and Morocco
pro-Western. Their antipathy still lasts, to the point that in
August 2021 Algeria broke diplomatic ties with Morocco,
following recent disagreements over Western Sahara and
Israel. To make things even more complicated, in October
2021 Algeria and France entered a diplomatic dispute,
sparked by President Macron’s comments about France’s
colonial past in Algeria and a row over visas. The Algerian
government closed its airspace to French military jets.
Current bad relations between Algeria and Morocco, as
well as irregular tensions between Spain and Morocco
and between France and Algeria, are detrimental for
EU interests, as both North-African countries should
be important partners. There are shared challenges in
counterterrorism, immigration and energy. For example,
Algeria is the third biggest natural gas exporter to the EU.
For Spain, over 45% of imported gas comes from Algeria,
its biggest provider. The Maghreb-Europe pipeline, which
transports much of that gas from Algeria to Spain through
Morocco, is under threat. The pipeline’s contract expires
at the end of October, with current tensions between
Morocco and Algeria making the renewal of the contract
unlikely. This represents a serious risk for Spain, as well
as for Portugal, during a period with soaring energy prices
in Europe.
Furthermore, the Maghreb region, which includes Libya,
Tunisia, Mauritania, Algeria and Morocco, is essential for
the EU in the spheres of security and immigration. With
Libya a failed state, Morocco and Algeria are important
partners in EU counterterrorism and security operations to
combat jihadist groups in the Sahel, led by France with the
support of several EU countries. As the recent border crisis
in Ceuta shows, as well as the 2015 immigration crisis in
the Mediterranean and the Libyan experience, counting
with the cooperation of EU neighbourhood countries is
crucial to control illegal immigration. By sending eight
thousand immigrants into Ceuta, which has a population
of just 83,500, Morocco emphasized its leverage, showing
the chaos it could potentially inflict if its interests were
challenged.
On the economic side, there are also strong arguments
to foster closer EU relations with Morocco (and Algeria),
building more deep-rooted ties between the countries
and peoples of the Western Mediterranean. Morocco’s
population is significant, nearly 37 million people,
and growing. It is the EU’s 20th biggest trade partner,
representing 1% of the EU’s total trade in goods in 2020.
For Morocco, the EU is by far its biggest trade partner,

accounting for over 50% of trade. Algeria, with a population
of nearly 44 million, is the EU’s 28th biggest trade partner.
These numbers can and should improve, which is the
intent of the EU Commission as it has vowed to protect
EU-Morocco trade agreements after the recent ruling
by the General Court of the European Union. Southern
European countries would benefit from the creation of
an area of shared prosperity and trade in the Western
Mediterranean.
Political, territorial and historical disputes have proven an
impediment not only to greater trade integration, but also
to regional collaboration in other key areas. If the EU wants
to project global influence and stand as a superpower at
the level of China and the United States, it needs to show
it can foster stability and effective diplomacy in its own
backyard. The EU should focus on promoting a resolution
to Morocco’s intertwined political disputes in the region,
both in Western Sahara and with Algeria, recognizing
that Morocco is an increasingly important player on the
global stage, with growing ties to the U.S. and Israel,
both European allies. Achieving a breakthrough to find
durable solutions to Morocco’s frozen conflicts would
greatly facilitate a deeper and more coordinated regional
response to common challenges, benefiting the Western
Mediterranean as a whole.
agreement which guarantees the rights and autonomy of
the Sahrawi people while overcoming a conflict that is an
impediment to regional progress, even if that means doing
away with the UN process.
A necessary actor in such a breakthrough would be Algeria,
which currently hosts the Polisario Front’s operations base
and actively supports the movement. Algeria and Morocco
have been regional rivals since the Cold War, during which
Algeria was in the Soviet sphere of influence and Morocco
pro-Western. Their antipathy still lasts, to the point that in
August 2021 Algeria broke diplomatic ties with Morocco,
following recent disagreements over Western Sahara and
Israel. To make things even more complicated, in October
2021 Algeria and France entered a diplomatic dispute,
sparked by President Macron’s comments about France’s
colonial past in Algeria and a row over visas. The Algerian
government closed its airspace to French military jets.
Current bad relations between Algeria and Morocco, as
well as irregular tensions between Spain and Morocco
and between France and Algeria, are detrimental for
EU interests, as both North-African countries should
be important partners. There are shared challenges in
counterterrorism, immigration and energy. For example,
Algeria is the third biggest natural gas exporter to the EU.
For Spain, over 45% of imported gas comes from Algeria,
its biggest provider. The Maghreb-Europe pipeline, which
transports much of that gas from Algeria to Spain through
Morocco, is under threat. The pipeline’s contract expires
at the end of October, with current tensions between
Morocco and Algeria making the renewal of the contract
unlikely. This represents a serious risk for Spain, as well
as for Portugal, during a period with soaring energy prices
in Europe.
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Furthermore, the Maghreb region, which includes Libya,
Tunisia, Mauritania, Algeria and Morocco, is essential for
the EU in the spheres of security and immigration. With
Libya a failed state, Morocco and Algeria are important
partners in EU counterterrorism and security operations to
combat jihadist groups in the Sahel, led by France with the
support of several EU countries. As the recent border crisis
in Ceuta shows, as well as the 2015 immigration crisis in
the Mediterranean and the Libyan experience, counting
with the cooperation of EU neighbourhood countries is
crucial to control illegal immigration. By sending eight
thousand immigrants into Ceuta, which has a population
of just 83,500, Morocco emphasized its leverage, showing
the chaos it could potentially inflict if its interests were
challenged.
On the economic side, there are also strong arguments
to foster closer EU relations with Morocco (and Algeria),
building more deep-rooted ties between the countries
and peoples of the Western Mediterranean. Morocco’s
population is significant, nearly 37 million people,
and growing. It is the EU’s 20th biggest trade partner,
representing 1% of the EU’s total trade in goods in 2020.
For Morocco, the EU is by far its biggest trade partner,
accounting for over 50% of trade. Algeria, with a population
of nearly 44 million, is the EU’s 28th biggest trade partner.
These numbers can and should improve, which is the
intent of the EU Commission as it has vowed to protect
EU-Morocco trade agreements after the recent ruling
by the General Court of the European Union. Southern
European countries would benefit from the creation of
an area of shared prosperity and trade in the Western
Mediterranean.

24

Political, territorial and historical disputes have proven an
impediment not only to greater trade integration, but also
to regional collaboration in other key areas. If the EU wants
to project global influence and stand as a superpower at
the level of China and the United States, it needs to show
it can foster stability and effective diplomacy in its own
backyard. The EU should focus on promoting a resolution
to Morocco’s intertwined political disputes in the region,
both in Western Sahara and with Algeria, recognizing
that Morocco is an increasingly important player on the
global stage, with growing ties to the U.S. and Israel,
both European allies. Achieving a breakthrough to find
durable solutions to Morocco’s frozen conflicts would
greatly facilitate a deeper and more coordinated regional
response to common challenges, benefiting the Western
Mediterranean as a whole.
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South Tyrol – the reuniﬁcation of
a divided nation

5’
read

South Tyrol – where high-alpine mountain backdrops meet Mediterranean ambiance.
It truly combines the best of both worlds: Austrian charm and the Italian way of
life. But the region has not always been known for its magniﬁcent cities, amazing
food, and challenging via ferratas. Its history is marked by betrayal, oppression and
acts of terrorism, which resulted in a longstanding ﬁght for identity and acceptance.
Since the First World War the highly controversial issue of the aﬃliation of South
Tyrol continued to be a driving factor in the division of Italy and Austria. Only after
years of diplomatic negotiations, concessions and dedication to democracy and the
European spirit was the calm ﬁnally restored.
South Tyrol’s history with Austria
Due to its geopolitical relevance in the Holy Roman Empire
(mainly as connection to the Kingdom of Italy), South
Tyrol’s territory has been fiercely contested for centuries
and was consequently ruled by numerous noble families.
But neither the Luxemburger nor the Wittelsbacher could
securely establish their power for more than a few decades.
The German sounding name already suggests South Tyrol’s
long-standing history as part of the Austrian empire: 1363,
when Duke Rudolph the 4th of Austria was announced as
the sole heir to the widowed Margarethe von Maultasch,
South Tyrol became part of what was later known as the
Austrian empire under the House of Habsburg, where it
remained for more than half a millennium. During these
next 500 years South Tyrol scored numerous relevant
territorial expansions like Lienz and Kufstein, as well as
political continuity.
The division: South Tyrol became Italian
Contrary to popular belief, South Tyrol’s fate was already
sealed in 1914, long before the Treaty of London was
signed a year later: Italy’s default on the Tripe Alliance was
a mere strategic move. The kingdom under Victor Emanuel
III conducted negotiations with both sides before declaring
war on its former allies: Whereas Austria-Hungary was
willing to surrender the highly desired Trentino-area, the
Entende promised Italy control over the entire territory,
which is today known as South Tyrol.
After the end of the war in 1918, South Tyrol was
mandated to an Italian military rule. The area was almost
completely sealed off from Tyrol as the former free
movement of persons and goods was suspended, with

letters and telegraphs simply not delivered. The Entende
followed through on their promise: The Treaty of SaintGermain-en-Laye officially moved the Italian border up
to the Brenner pass – South Tyrol was now Italian. With
the rise of fascist Mussolini, the oppression of German
speaking residents began. The area of Italianization was
characterized by forceful cultural and ethnic assimilation,
partly through strategic relocation of Italians into South
Tirol. The German language was gradually suppressed
in the public sector and went as far as replacing German
city names, forbidding German in daycares, schools and
in court as well as outlawing the private alternatives South
Tyroleans established to keep their mother tongue alive.
After the ban and censorship of German newspapers
and the replacement of German administrative staff even
German surnames were forcefully replaced by their Italian
pendants.
On the long track of reconciliation
With the peace negotiations after the Second World War
the question of the affiliation of South Tyrol arose once
again. Hopes of reunification were fueled by the first British
peace-treaty drafts, which originally included several
border readjustments in favor of Austria. But Britain’s
foreign minister Anthony Eden managed to change this
stance drastically: Since Italy already lost Istria, it was
crucial to spare the countryfurther humiliation. The Allies
agreed: the border should remain the same.
In 1946, Austrian foreign minister Karl Gruber and Italian
prime minister Alcide De Gasperi, passed the Paris
agreement, which later went down in history as the
foundation for South Tyrol’s autonomy and minority rights.
Article 1 guaranteed German speaking residents complete
equality with their Italian counterparts, whereas Article
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2 granting “excessive sovereignty rights” and hence
weakening Italy’s international standing. Although neither
country was truly pleased with the outcome, the treaty
was the first step to the long road of reconciliation.
Due to the broad language and the numerous possible
ways of interpretation the successful application of the
agreement required continued dedication from both
sides. Instead of the autonomous province South Tyrol,
Italy established the autonomous region TrentinoAlto Adige, and thus granted rights to an area, where
South Tyroleans were clearly in minority. This rightfully
raised doubts about Italy’s dedication to the cause.
The suspicions were consolidated once heavily statesubsidized flats for Italian workers led to a strong
increase in migration. More than 60.000 Italians moved
to South Tyrol in the span of 5 years. The promises of the
Gruber-de Gasperi agreement were barely fulfilled and
due to new legislation self-governing became virtually
impossible.
The dissatisfaction in South Tyrol grew continuously
over the next couple years. After peaceful protests the
discontent finally culminated in multiple terror attacks,
carried out by the BAS–Committee for the liberation
of South Tyrol. On 12 June 1961, in the so-called
“Night of fire” numerous power pylons were blown up.
Unfortunately, in the coming years the fight also claimed
more than a dozen human victims.
The situation in South Tyrol became intolerable for both
sides: In 1960 Austrian foreign minister Bruno Kreisky
brought the issue in front of the United Nations’ General
Assembly and hence to the fore of international politics.
The following resolution acknowledged the Gruberde Gasperi agreement and ordered the two parties to
resolve their issues bilaterally, in a diplomatic manner.
Since all previous negotiations failed, this outcome might
seem meaningless. But it wasn’t at all: the ongoing
conflict in the heart of Europe suddenly was in the center
of the global eye and forced both parties to eventually
reach a compromise. Although in 1961 the “Commission
of Nineteen“ (consisting of eleven Italian and eight South
Tyrolese delegates) started drawing up proposals for
the better implementation of the Gruber-De-Gasperi
agreement, it took another 30 years for the conflict to be
finally resolved: Italy’s veto regarding Austria’s planned
association with the European Economic Community
further dampened the relations. Only after the Second
Statute of autonomy in 1972 and its full implementation in
1992, did Austria officially declare the UN dispute settled.

initiatives that aim at furthering the European integration
process, and consequently improving the quality of life in
the region. It remains of the utmost importance to further
protect and promote the cultural and social heritage of
the area.
Conclusion
Today, South Tyroleans are one of the best protected
minorities worldwide: The constitutional reform in 2001
further extended South Tyrol’s legislative rights to all
sectors, which are not explicitly reserved for the national
government. Besides that, complete bilingualism and
proportional representation in public services, as well
as special financial privileges secure their autonomous
position.
Since the First World War, South Tyrol has been used
as a piece in the game of power, but after more than
80 years, the involved countries finally managed to put
their national pride aside and focus on the welfare of
the people concerned. The South Tyrolean model might
not be entirely perfect, but it can be seen as a pioneer
for minority rights and transnational cooperation. In the
time of globalization many of the most pressing problems
don’t simply stop at state borders. In order for Europe to
remain a crucial leader and a trusted partner on the world
stage we have to act in unity and solidarity rather than
letting borderlines get in the way of progress.

Anna
Vorderwinkler

Austria’s accession to the European Union in 1995
brought a previously unprecedented level of cooperation
between the two neighboring countries. The free
movement of goods, persons, services and capital did
not only reunite the “two Tyrols“, but also brought Austria
and Italy closer together than they ever were before. Only
a few months later, the Representation of the European
Region Tyrol - South Tyrol - Trentino was inaugurated. It
is consequently the first cross-border cooperation bureau
established on a European level. The Euregio academy or
the EuregioFamilyPass are only a few of the transnational
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