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Who, in the last 15 years, has happened to deal with development and cohesion policies in any of 

the European countries (or in any country progressively integrated in the European Union), surely 

must have had to confront himself with a widespread, very strong vision: the prosperous future of 

Europe will be based on its ability to enhance its resources, starting from regional ones. This is 

because Europe finds its greatest strength in its large social capital, that should be integrated and 

linked, rather than founded again. 

 

Some implicit assumptions have enriched this economic, political and social vision. For example, 

the internal freedom of the common market, on the one hand, and the protection of the same 

market from foreign competition, on the other; moreover, the sound attractiveness of the 

European Union towards its European neighbours and, consequently, towards the near 

communities outside the continent. Finally, mechanisms of social compensation that have 

favoured redistributive policies rather than policies aiming at the optimisation of production factors, 

ensuring a slow, but basically safe, growth. 

 

The action of the European political community, from the construction of the Union until the 

budget and cohesion policies debate of 2007-2013, has tended to orient the establishment of the 

Community system respecting this vision.  At the same time, the EU has supported the gradual 

decentralisation of the competences of development and cohesion policies towards the regional 

level. This action, essentially, has not been questioned, notwithstanding the lack of coherence and 

the inevitable consent losses when the intervention affected privileges, or tried to correct its 

shortcomings in implementation (e.g. the Common Agricultural Policy). Neither this action, finally, 

always managed to  guarantee  the qualification of EU expenditure (as the Court of Auditors of the 

European Union recalls every year). 

 

Within the framework of this vision, policies of territorial cohesion at the European level, that did 

not see the administrative and national borders as a constraint, have been devised. This vision – 

albeit wavering in the Balkans and basically irrelevant in the Southern area of the Atlantic shore of 

Europe – certainly created an image of possible construction of cross-border and transnational 

territorial identities, based on the sharing, in the most relevant cases, of physical and geographical 

common spaces (Baltic, Danube, Rhine, Alps, Mediterranean). Surely, this image forgot that there 

was an economic and regional cohesion structure that went beyond the territorial identities, 

extended and physically connoted. No EU initiative aimed at the general, overall cohesion of 

Northern Italy, Southern industrial Germany, Northern and Central industrial France, the 

Netherlands, London, the real engines of European development. However, through TEN 

investments, and spontaneous drives from these very engines of European development, this 

cohesion was born and developed anyway, without the need for additional support at the EU level. 

 

Moreover, the seemingly inevitable and formidable success of adhesion policies to the European 

Union by the former Iron Curtain countries has made many people think that the acquis 

communautaire method (namely, the adaptation of a country system to a series of rules and 

qualitative principles typical of the European Union) would allow  the development of a “universal” 

model of cohesion with the EU area, to be applied (with varying intensity) even in those countries 

that were at the boundaries of the enlarged New Europe. The presentation speech by Romano 

Prodi of the Neighbourhood Strategy represented this strong and decisive point of view, based on 

the certain belief that Europe was and remained attractive for its neighbours, and that  its civil and 

social model would – inevitably – contaminate the future of the countries closer to its territory. 

 

Summarising: regions, homogeneous transnational areas, open internal market protected from the 

outside by a strongly cohesive social system and a selective structure of trade agreements. 

 

 
 

EDITORIAL -The Manifesto 

EDITORIAL 

The possible 

construction of 

territorial 

identities 
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Although we find this more and more difficult every day, it is necessary to quickly abandon this 

fruitful doctrine, in the sense that the need to profoundly revise it in light of a new economic, social 

and political reality should be noted. 

 

Plural European Study Centre was born in 2008 precisely to reflect and deepen the profiles of this 

new economic, social and institutional European reality, that, in any case, does not lose, or deny, 

its objectives of cohesion, development, competitiveness and social and civil values. 

 

There are three elements that characterise its action and reflections: 

• the reference to the territorial and regional identity system, as the still active basis of the 

process of cohesion and competitiveness, but trying to overcome some of the limitations of 

the past paradigm; 

• the in-depth geostrategic and economic examination of euro-mediterranean cohesion 

perspectives, as the main prospect of building a new area of prosperity, democracy, peace 

and competitiveness, able to go beyond the image of the old European Union and of its 

ancient nations, and qualifying it at a global level in a pluri-decennial perspective; 

• the overcoming of the contradiction between the local legitimation (be it national, regional or 

subregional) of the European ruling classes, and the actual geographical area of 

effectiveness of policies and investments for the enhancement and exploitation of resources. 

 

The issues are not new, but they do not appear at the centre of the European political debate nor 

of the continental regions and countries one. The impression is that the shock of the 2008-2010 

crisis has made everyone more oriented to the defence of the positions already gained, without 

the ability to look beyond a short-term horizon, deceivingly convincing oneself that a national or 

regional perspective can be sufficient to address to and solve social and economic structural 

problems of the European system. Truthfully, alongside this somewhat regressive vision, another 

one is appearing, perhaps optimistic and perhaps enlightened, linked to the belief that the strength 

of globalisation and the potential of EU integration are such that sooner or later the watchwords of 

integration and cohesion will come back at the heart of the action and of the policies, and that the 

construction of Europe as a Union will continue, and will end positively. 

 

Plural will move with its tools, and with the collaboration of scholars and intellectuals, in the belief 

that the slogans of integration and cohesion will be central again in policy choices. Plural will seek 

to explore the issues related to this scenario, and, therefore, it will set up a working methodology 

that allows it to use the tools of contemporary critical essays and of essays supporting the 

definition of policies. The examples, in this sense, do not only come from the academy, its 

magazines and think tanks, but also from the most heterodox and communicative essays, typical 

of the Anglo-Saxon publishing and political and economic research universe. Essays that are 

characterised by communicative styles and a willingness to effectively support the development of 

policies. 

 

The instruments of this action will thus be those of every action of reflection and contemporary 

cultural in-depth examination: 

• internet space for promotion and publication 

• internet space for discussion 

• promotion and participation in community discussion and sharing of ideas 

• electronic and print publications 

• organisation of events and seminars, mainly at the international level 

• promotion, via appropriate call for papers, of a widespread and diverse collection of opinions 

on key issues. 

 
 

Paolo Parrini 

EDITORIAL 

Congedo a Lei, 

dottore, 

e alla sua  

faconda dottrina 
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SCENARIOS 

The forging of terri-
torial pacts for the 
implementation of 
Europe 2020 

The CoR position 
on a possible  
Western  
Mediterranean 
macroregion 

�

Europe 2020 must provide joint frameworks for policy implementation. The EU must take the 

competences of the various players into account, and define the levels at which each action 

should be carried out, within a framework of multi-level governance. The Committee of the 

Regions is gaining support for its idea of forging "territorial pacts" to facilitate the implementa-

tion of the 'Europe 2020' strategy at regional and local level. A Territorial Pact for Europe 2020 

is an agreement between a country tiers of government (local, regional, national). Parties sign-

ing up to a Territorial Pact commit to coordinate and synchronize their policy agendas in order 

to focus their actions and financial resources on the Europe 2020 Strategy’s  goals and tar-

gets. A Territorial Pact should allow a country’s national, regional and local governments to 

draft and implement the Europe 2020 National Reform Programme in partnership, and to 

monitor its progress. To this end, a Territorial Pact should aim at: 

• setting national and possibly regional targets, with recourse, when necessary, to indicators 

and targets other than GDP; 

• implementing one or several flagship initiatives; 

• identifying obstacles to the achievement of the targets at national level. 

Q-Some regions such as Tuscany, Andalucia, Lazio, Piedmont, PACA and Catalonia 

have initiated a common path in the context of the CPMR. This process began in 2001 

with the creation of the RIM (Network of Institutes of the Mediterranean) and it contin-

ued in 2007 with the development of PARM (Regional Action Plan for the Mediterra-

nean). What is the position of the CoR about the creation of a macro-region in the West-

ern Mediterranean area? 

The area of the Western Mediterranean is really vast and involves many different realities. The 

support, at this moment, of an initiative of this kind, could remove oxygen to the nascent Union 

for the Mediterranean. Currently, the Committee of the Regions is closely following the path of 

Ionio-Adriatica macro region. President Bresso has recently accepted an invitation from the 

President of the Istria region, Ivan Jakovčić, to meet with the Prefects of the Croatian Adriatic 

Counties in order to discuss the way forward for the EU strategy for the Danube region.   

For further information about territorial pacts, CoR Web site 

http://portal.cor.europa.eu/europe2020/news/Pages/TerritorialPacts2011.aspx 

Flavia Cori 

Filippo Terruso is a Member of the Committee of the Regions, Secretariat-General, Cabinet of the 

President. The Committee of the Regions is the political assembly that provides the regional and local 

levels with a voice in EU policy developments and EU legislation. It is an advisory body, and it was 

created in 1992, by the Treaty of Maastricht.  

Regions promote "Territorial pacts" 

for Europe 2020 strategy 
Mercedes Bresso, President of the Committee of the Regions, has recently stated  

that the economic crisis might result in a slow  and jobless economic recovery, under-

mining social cohesion. In  order to avoid such an outcome and to achieve the  aims of 

the Europe 2020 Strategy, Member States should learn from the failure of the Lisbon 

strategy,  which was due to the fact that local authorities were not involved in its imple-

mentation. We have talked about the forging of Territorial Pacts with  Filippo Ter-

ruso, Member of the Secretariat-General within the Committee of the Regions. 

Q - What is the role of the regions in Europe 2020 strategy, and which are the CoR     
initiatives to support regional actors in this challenge? 



Plural Magazine, July 2011  

 6 

 

SCENARIOS 

European and Mediterranean Area 

Current and Future Perspectives 

Founded in 1985, CeSPI is one of the most important Italian research centres. CeSPI has 20 years 

experience in researching, training activities and dissemination about international relationships and 

it is an important reference for the Italian and European policy-makers. In particular, it contributes to 

the discussion about emerging issues both in Italy and in Europe. The work of CeSPI concerns 

different global scenarios (Sub-Saharan Africa, Latin America, Balkan area, Mediterranean area); 

nevertheless, as a consequence of the increasing geopolitical importance of the Mediterranean area, 

CeSPI has recently concentrated its attention on this area. The scope of the present interview is to 

know  CeSPI's opinion about the most important learnt lesson and perspectives on the 

Mediterranean area. 

 

The level of democracy of the Southern shore countries of the Mediterranean is an extremely 

actual  topic. In particular, a perspective of lasting peace is difficult to achieve. Can Europe be 

an influential actor in the development of a common future with the Southern shore 

countries? 

Considering recent events, it seems difficult for  Europe to be  a decisive actor in the development of 

a common future with the countries of the Southern shore of the Mediterranean. The last events 

show that the European Union is not able to express itself with a homogeneous voice about common 

topics like, for example, immigration. In the current moments, the national interests resurface and 

Europe appears weak and divided to the eyes of the external viewers. For these reasons, I think that 

the European Union couldn’t be a  major leader in pursuing shared objectives with the Southern  

Shore countries of Mediterranean. 

The Med area: 
peace cohesion 
and religius 
conflicts 
 

"In my opinion, it is important to consider that the Southern shore countries and the Northern shore 

countries share the same geographical area and are involved in a common process which requires 

a great territorial autonomy, a great proximity of  power, a great decentralization; both the Southern 

and Northern shores  face the same problems. Together we must learn the best ways to achieve 

the decentralization."  

This is one of the most 

important considerations of 

the interview with Andrea 

Stocchiero, economist who 

coordinated and carried out 

several research projects on 

migration, economic and 

ter r i to r ia l  development , 

decentralized cooperation, 

regional policies. With 20 

yea rs  o f  p ro fes s i ona l 

experience in research and 

technical support in assisting 

programs of multilateral 

(United Nations, European 

Commission) and national 

organisms, Stocchiero is the 

CeSPI (Centro Studi di 

Po l i t ica In te rnazionale) 

Executive Director. 

Interview  
with Andrea 
Stocchiero 
(Centro Studi 
Politica 
Internazionale) 
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Which role can European policy (of welfare, socio-cultural politics, etc..) play in promoting 

internal policies of some countries located in the Southern shore of the Mediterranean? 

 In spite of the limits previously highlighted , the European Community has always been interested 

in supporting the countries and peoples of the South shore  of the Mediterranean Sea. In January, 

before the recent political upheavals, the European Union had described  its own engagement in 

favour of  the countries of the Southern Mediterranean coasts using the formula “MORE FOR 

MORE”. With these words  it declared that it would effectively sustain  the above mentioned 

countries in the moment in which they could grant  more in terms of political reforms  and 

processes of democratization .Even we have to  verify the effective solidity of this process of 

democratization, this process is  being carried out . In my opinion,  great political novelties aren’t 

necessary . If we look at  the  plans of action elaborated by the single countries of the Southern 

Mediterranean shores, we can see that reforms and changes have been already taken into 

consideration to improve the process of democratization and devolution. But till now the 

implementation of such reforms is going slowly, owing to the presence of governs unwilling to 

grant such concessions. For this reason, The European Union should quicken the time of 

realization of those reforms, taking advantage of the revolutions characterizing those countries, 

more than to elaborate new political instruments in support of the Southern shore countries. 

 

The initiatives of cooperation developed during the last years are centred on the administrative 

decentralization and the multilevel governance, that is the involvement of several political and 

administrative levels in the decisional process. The administrative decentralization is now an 

essential tool to increase the effectiveness of the policies. 

 

What is the “governance”? Why is the multilevel approach important? What could the 

contribution of regional and local authorities be? 

We have to avoid the Eurocentric point of view, affirming that the countries of the Southern shore 

of Mediterranean have to copy our models of development, because we are involved in a 

federalist process too, with many difficulties. For me, it is important to consider that the Southern 

shore countries and the Northern shore countries share the same geographical area and are 

involved in a common process which requires a great territorial autonomy, a great proximity of the 

power, a great decentralization; both of them face the same problems. We must find together the 

best ways to realize the decentralization 

 

One of the problems of the regional planning is to identify the potentialities of the regional system. 

This is often inserted in a geographical and strategic context which goes beyond the regional 

border. For that reason, the European Union promotes macro-regional aggregations that can 

contribute to innovation and local competitiveness thanks to its transnational and interregional 

dimension. However, the elaboration of a macro-region perspective can strengthen the European 

process or, on the other hand, it can create new divisions and tensions. At this moment, the 

elaboration of a Mediterranean macro-region isn’t possible. However, an exception is the Adriatic 

experience, that can become a South-East and Balkan macroregion. 

 

How much is the dialogue among states, local actors and local populations developed in 

the South-East Europe? 

The Adriatic experience is a very important experience in the European setting. It testifies the 

increasing importance of regions at the European level. The Adriatic experience, in particular, is 

the result of regions initiative: the regions have engaged to promote this experience and they have 

lobbied to national level to make this experience concrete. At the same time, the national 

government has supported this initiative because it considers the Adriatic macroregion a 

strengthening of the Adriatic-Ionic experience already existing. The next important steps of the 

creation of an Adriatic macroregion is to obtain the approval of all the Member States of the 

European Union. Next June the European Council will discuss (and will approve) the creation of 

the Danubian macroregion. This will be the occasion to discuss concretely the possibility of an 

Adriatic macroregion too. 

 

The 
Mediterranean 
area: a 
multilevel 
governance 

The Macrore-
gion: Mediterra-
nean area and 
Southest 
europe 

SCENARIOS 
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Are there any  common elements between the Euro-Mediterranean area and the South-East 

European area? 

The Adriatic experience wants to connect itself to the existing experiences (the Danubian and Baltic 

ones). This is the reason of the Adriatic experience success. In my opinion, the European Union 

has to look at the whole European territory, coordinating the territorial and transnational cooperation 

programs. This allows to pursue common objectives and to reduce the waste of resources. If the 

European Union doesn’t adopt this overall overview, there is the possibility to create a new gap 

between the Centre-Northern Europe and the Southern Europe, deprived of appropriate tools and 

capacities.   

 

Are there other experiences of decentralized cooperation (for example to favour the social 

an territorial cohesion) in the world? Are they useful to create an exchange with the 

countries of the South Shore of Mediterranean?  

There are some initiatives of decentralized cooperation but they are less developed than the 

European and Mediterranean ones. In particular, in Latin America there are some sub-regional 

cooperation areas (for example, the MERCOSUR) and cooperation initiative between States (e.g. 

Bolivia-Argentina agreement). These initiatives are very similar to the cross-border cooperation 

initiatives developed in Europe and in the Mediterranean area. However, they lack a macroregional 

approach.  

Cecilia Luppichini 

ANDREA STOCCHIERO - Graduated  in 1986 in Economy at University of Venice, from 1990 

to 1995 he was expert in international economic for the Economic Commission for Latin America 

and Caribbean of the UN and he has coordinated and carried out research projects on 

sustainable development for  ICEP (Istituto per la Cooperazione Economica e i Problemi dello 

Sviluppo). From 1995 to 1997 he coordinated economic cooperation programs with Latin 

America. 

As Executive Director of CeSPI (Centro Studi di Politica Internazionale), he has been 

coordinating  research programs on diasporas, migrations and integration, internationalisation of 

territorial systems, cooperation policies  since 1998,  with a focus on Sub-Saharian Africa, Latin 

America and Mediterranean. He has been Director of MERCOSUR Group and Brazil Group,  and 

he is coordinator of Maghreb Group of the Laboratorio di economia politica internazionale of the 

Istituto Affari Internazionali. 

SCENARIOS 
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The “Union of the Baltic Cities”, founded in 1991 in 

Gdansk, is a constantly growing regional cooperation or-

ganisation, and a policy actor, which now counts 106 

Member Cities in all ten countries surrounding the Baltic 

Sea (Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithua-

nia, Norway, Poland, Russia and Sweden), as well as the 

cities of Grodno and Slonim, in Belarus, which have the 

status of observers. 

 

According to the Statute of the “Union”, its overall, global 

aim is to promote and strengthen cooperation and ex-

change of experiences among the cities in the Baltic Sea, 

to act for common interests of the local authorities in the 

region, be a spokesman for its Members in the common issues, and support and foster the 

achievement of a sustainable democratic, economic, social and environmental development. 

 

In fact, as Wolfgang Schmidt (Chairman of the Commission for Business Cooperation of the UBC) 

suggests, globalisation leads to an inevitable competition between Countries and regions, thereby 

making the visibility of the regions on world markets an absolute priority, and, as a consequence, 

rendering regional cooperation of paramount importance. Today, the UBC has twelve different 

commissions on: business cooperation, culture, education, energy, environment, gender equality, 

health and social affairs, sport, tourism, transportation, urban planning and youth issues, and a 

number of successful projects already completed in a variety of issues. For example, the Commis-

sion on Environment has been one of the most active during  recent years, becoming a partner 

of many projects, and, among the others, of the BaltCICA project (Climate Change: Impacts, 

Costs and Adaptation in the Baltic Sea Region), that prepares regions and municipalities to cope 

with a changing climate, focusing on the most imminent problems that climate change is likely to 

cause in the Baltic Sea Region, and calling for cooperation and integrated approaches. 

 

Another successful project has been  the development of a Good Practice Database, created to 

answer the need of local authorities to find practical examples, experiences and inspiration of 

what other cities and municipalities have done, and how they have succeeded to speed up sus-

tainable development in their area,  a  database that has now reached more than 500 good prac-

tices in English, and 400 in Russian. At the tenth UBC General Conference, held in Kristiansand 

in September2009, the new “UBC Strategy 2010-2015” was adopted, with the vision of a 

“dynamic, prosperous, democratic and stable European Baltic Sea Region, in a successful and 

sustainable economic, social, political, environmental and cultural development process, moving 

towards closer cooperation and integration”.  

 

A particular attention was devoted to the links between the UBC and the “European Union Strat-

egy for the Baltic Sea Region”: the latter was adopted in June 2009, and aims at coordinating ac-

tion by Member States, regions, the European Union, pan-baltic organisations, financing institu-

tions and non-governmental bodies, to promote a more balanced development of the Region, and 

make this part of Europe more environmentally sustainable, more prosperous, more accessible 

and attractive, and, finally, safer and more secure .  The UBC has the potential to become a major 

stakeholder in the process, and wants to be an active participant in the governance of the Strat-

egy itself, offering an effective platform for its implementation, and even influencing it. 

The Union of Baltic Cities:  
a successful example of regional cooperation 

SCENARIOS 

UBC  
Commissions  
and activities 

UBC  
Commission  
strategy 
2010-2015 
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The “EU Strategy” is therefore the key framework for the years to come, but obviously UBC's 

tasks do not revolve exclusively around it. Other objectives include increasing UBC membership 

and partnership (UBC has more than tripled its membership from 1991, but there is still potential 

to include new Member cities – and in fact, according to article 3 of the Statute, any coastal city of 

the Baltic Sea and its gulfs, as well as any other city interested in the development of the Baltic 

Sea region may become a Member city of the Union); promoting expert exchanges between 

Member cities, by organizing a platform for a more systematic exchange programme; enhancing 

lobbying capacity, to get the voice of local authorities of the Baltic Sea Region heard; and promot-

ing a systematic cooperation with partners in the Baltic Sea Region, at the European level and 

internationally.  

 

Regarding this last point, UBC is already maintaining a series of cooperative efforts with many 

organisations of this type (for example the Baltic Development Forum, the Baltic Sea States 

Subregional Cooperation, the Council of Baltic Sea States (CBSS), the Forum of Adriatic and 

Ionian Cities and Town, the Conference of Atlantic Arc Cities, and, in the Mediterranean area, 

Arco Latino), and means to continue, and further develop these collaborations. Besides, the Union 

has the intention to establish connections with other organisations, and systematically contact 

them. To name just a few, common objectives could be pursued together with the “Union pour la 

Méditerranée” in the field of environment, energy, trade, and construction of trans-national roads; 

a particularly fruitful cooperation to promote a common eco-political interest in Europe could be 

carried out with “Medcities”; the “Assembly of European Regions” would prove to be an important 

forum for the discussion of many issues that also the UBC covers in its activities, therefore mem-

bership would definitely be an advantage, as it would provide the Union with the possibility of hav-

ing a say in their most important topics; also, the similarities between the Union  and the “Baltic 

Metropoles Network (BaltMet)”' aims and activities should be coordinated and used actively in 

cooperation. Lastly, raising public profiles and visibility of UBC is a priority, as well, because, de-

spite its successful activities since 1991, the Union is still little known, especially among the gen-

eral public. 

 

Cooperative  
efforts with  
partner in the  
Baltic sea region 

UBC EVENTS CALENDAR 
 

61st meeting of the UBC executive board, 17th  June 2011, Karlstad,  Sweden. 

XI UBC General conference, 4th-7th October 2011, Liepāja, Latvia. 

5th UBC Youth Conference,   , 4th-7th October 2011,  Liepāja, Latvia. 
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INTERVIEW WITH WOLFGANG SCHMIDT 

�
Wolfgang Schmidt, Chairman of the Commission for Business Cooperation. Union of the Baltic Cities, 
August 2010 

�

Is regionalization  a process  well developed in the Northern Europe area, or are the 
States  currently playing the main role in the designing of policies?  
 
Still, states are the most important bodies in creating policies. The national policies are more 
and more influenced by EU guidelines and strategies. For example, the Baltic Sea Region is 
the only macro region in the EU, an own strategy was defined for.   
 
Globalisation leads to an ongoing competition between countries and regions. This forces the 
need to make regions visible on world markets, to do an effective lobbying and to look for Euro-
pean Fundings. Therefore, regional cooperation is an absolute need.   
 
Are there relevant experiences  of common or joint actions? 
 
You can find common actions and projects in all fields of interest (business, social, environment 
etc.). We are mainly involved in questions of “International location marketing”, “Development 
and Managing of Science & Technology Parks” and “International transfer of knowledge”.  
 
Is the culture of the Mediterranean basin area ( historical roots, cultural and natural heri-
tage, etc. ) seen as a common point of origin, or is Europe identified like a developed 
space instead of less developed countries?  
 
The Med Basin area is an interesting macro region with great potential in the future. The USP 
should be defined and communicated internationally.  

SCENARIOS 
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The aim of the exhibition is to emphasize the biodiversity, but 
also the vulnerability of the Mediterranean Sea, and to provide 
ideas for getting involved with simple actions to preserve it as 
a living, life-enhancing environment. 
 
Start: 20 November 2010 End: 20 May 2012 
Location: Musée océanographique de Monaco, Principauté 
de Monaco 
Info: http://expo.oceano.org/ 

 
The “Fundación Tres Culturas del Mediterráneo” and the Mo-
roccan Ministry in charge of communities abroad, will renew 
their collaboration for the second edition of “Marruecos en 
Andalhucia”, and present a program that will include multidis-
ciplinary activities and will run from May to November 2011.  
This year, the events will not only take place in Seville, but 
also in Almeria, Algeciras, Cordoba, Granada and Malaga. 
 
Start: 11 May 2011 End: 18 November 2011 
Location: Seville, Cordoba, Granada, Malaga, Algeciras and 
Almeria, Spain. 
Info: http://www.tresculturas.org/actividadesDetalles.asp?
f3cc=-985419389&month=5&year=2011  
 

The Beiteddine Art Festival is an annual art festival that takes 
place in Beiteddine, Lebanon. It was established in 1984 with 
local artistic performances, and then it gradually started hav-
ing national, and also international relevance. Over the years 
it has included concerts or performances related to classical 
music, dance, theatre, opera, jazz and modern world music. 
 
Start: 24 June 2011 End: 5 August 2011 
Location: Beiteddine, Lebanon 
Info: http://www.beiteddine.org/ 
  
 
 
 
 
 

Mèdit, the festival of Mediterranean Cinema, which has now 
reached its third edition, wants to bring citizens closer to the 
Mediterranean audiovisual culture. In this new edition, there 
will be two important news: the introduction of a “Nouvelle 
Vague” section, and of a section with movies devoted to 
women, chosen by the “Instituto de la Mujer”.  
 
Start: 21 July 2011 End: 25 July 2011 
Location: Ciutadella de Menorca, Isle of Menorca, Balearic 
Islands, Spain. 
Info: http://www.medit.es/  
 

The workshop on “apprenticeship” is organized in partnership 
with London Metropolitan University and the Académie Liba-
naise des Beaux Arts, partners of Mare Nostrum project, 
which will be hosting the activity. Apprenticeship is somehow 
devalued on both shores of the Mediterranean, with the result 
that many skills have disappeared, or are fast disappearing. 
The workshop will tackle the issues of apprenticeship from the 
perspective of traditional skills, but it will also explore how it 
links with socio-economic development. 
 
Start: 28 June 2011 End: 30 June 2011 
Location: Beirut, Lebanon 
Info:http://www.euromedheritage.net/intern.cfm?
menuID=9&submenuID=7&idnews=526 
 

This forum of the Medgovernance project will tackle different 
themes, the most important of which are: the modernisation of 
administrative structures and public powers; administrative 
and political decentralisation to better develop the potentiali-
ties of the different territories; territorial cooperation and re-
gional development; bringing the administration closer to citi-
zens.  
Start: 7 July 2011 End: 8 July 2011 
Location: Barcelona, Spain 
Info: http://www.medgov.net/news/multilevel-governance-
changing-world-bringing-regions-mediterranean-closer-citizen 

MEDITERRANEAN AGENDA 

The Mediterranean Agenda 

Exhibition: “Méditerranée splendide, fragile, vivante” 

Marruecos en Andalhucia (II edition) 

Beiteddine Art Festival 2011  

MEDIT, Festival de Cinema Mediterrani de Ciutadella de 
Menorca (III edition) 

Learning by doing: is there a future? Euromed Heritage 4 
– Workshop on “Apprenticeship” 

Multilevel governance in a changing world. Bringing the 
regions of the Mediterranean closer to citizens 
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What could the utility of creating a Mediterra-

nean macroregion be today, and what are the 

difficulties ahead in its implementation? 

 

Now more than before, we find ourselves in a phase 

of great political difficulty. In the past three years, 

the Union for the Mediterranean has not started to 

act; quite the opposite, it has been de facto closed 

down, and we now assist to a neo-nationalist with-

drawal in the policies of the European States, that 

find it very hard to read, precisely, a Mediterranean 

policy. And this is a political and cultural element 

that, today, has a lot of weight.  

 

All the known proposals by Prodi, for example (the 

Mediterranean Bank, the links between universities 

of the Northern and Southern shores, with equal exchanges of students and teachers, the possi-

bility of creating proximity ties between the European Union and the Southern shore) have not 

been put forward; not only, but, as I was mentioning, neo-nationalist policies have re-emerged in 

many States, that do not care about the Mediterranean at all. 

 

As always, then, history amuses itself, and suddenly the Mediterranean has changed its quality: 

let's think about the story of Ben Ali, the story of Mubarak – actually, Mubarak more than Ben Ali, 

because Tunisia is certainly an important country, but it is a country that has 7 million inhabitants, 

compared to Egypt, which has 80 million inhabitants, and also has a different political role, as it is 

the centre of a balance. 

 

Starting precisely from the Mediterranean, from North Africa, a push, a drive, has started, a drive 

that, beginning in Tunisia and involving Maghreb countries, although with different forms, has ar-

rived until the borders of Iran (because this is what Syria is), surprising all of us. Who would have 

ever thought that Mubarak would have been swept away in a week, and Ben Ali in an even 

shorter period of time? The West thought that, despite the authoritarian nature of these regimes, a 

stable authoritarian regime, with which one could interject, was still better than supporting move-

ments of a different nature. In reality, then, young Muslims became non-violent – and this is an-

other interesting element – and, without denying their being Muslims, they started demanding 

freedom and democracy, and they have, undoubtedly, changed history. 

 

Today, we find ourselves dealing with an absence of real policies, with the Mediterranean experi-

encing a transition phase of extraordinary importance, and, within all this, with a war, because the 

war in Libya is going on; the only thing that Europe has been able to do is a war, rather than a 

policy, and, incidentally, with more modest results: in fact, while in Tunisia Ben Ali was ousted, in 

Egypt Mubarak was ousted, and the non-violent movement has spread, where the West has facili-

tated an opening to a military initiative, it was a disaster, and we are now, essentially, stuck. Then 

we can certainly say that, had we not intervened, Gheddafi would have killed millions of people, 

however, as of today, we do not know what we'll be able to do tomorrow. 

 

 

The Macroregion:  

An idea dictated by the speed of history  

Interview with 
Massimo  
Toschi - 
 
Councillor of the 
President of the 
Region of Tus-
cany for Peace, 
Cooperation and 
Human Rights 

The extraordi-
narly important 
Mediterranean 
transitory phase 
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This is the picture. Within this framework, the responsibilities of the Mediterranean regions be-

come, in some ways, even greater, because we have realised   that a Mediterranean policy will 

not be bestowed on us, and it is as necessary as the European States are unprepared to put it in 

place, especially in light of the failure of the Union for the Mediterranean. 

 

And a Mediterranean policy needs to be done in many ways, there is not just one keyboard: on 

the one hand, we have the European Union keyboard, then there is the keyboard of the regions, 

of the Mediterranean territories, not only of national governments. We must therefore, a fortiori in 

this context, (which has enormous potential, but is also a context of dramatic crisis) construct a 

strategy that allows even States to find again a way of realising a Mediterranean policy. 

 

Thus, a double responsibility exists today: there is not only the responsibility of implementing a 

policy established by the European Union, but also  the responsibility of building, of helping the 

European Union to rebuild a Mediterranean policy. 

 

It is clear that the regions are located in the States, and the States are part of the European Un-

ion, and the macroregion, today, is one more challenge, namely the challenge to build, to serve as 

a bridge for a new Mediterranean policy that also involves the territory of the Southern shore. We 

cannot imagine a Western Mediterranean macroregion without imagining an initiative involving the 

Southern shore, we cannot think about these two things separately: firstly, because the sea com-

pels us to think of them in an integrated way, we can also build logistic projects, or environmental 

projects (which are the common themes of a territory as, for example, the Western Mediterranean 

is), but we cannot do this without thinking about Algeria, Morocco, Tunisia, and therefore we must 

build a policy that unites. 

 

This is undoubtedly a difficulty, because, in itself, the macroregion is not this, but we have to think 

about the macroregion in new terms, and with new responsibilities, with nets not only between the 

regions bordering the Western Mediterranean: an effective policy which does not include the re-

gions and the territories of the Southern shore is, today, unthinkable. 

 

All this obviously entails a set of problems, because then there is the aspect of institutional bal-

ance, which is not easily tractable. Tuscany, for example, is a region of Italy, which is an EU coun-

try: let's say that Tuscany wants to create a macroregion with Liguria, Catalunya and PACA, for 

example: evidently, you create an area where regional, national and EU laws all apply, and in this 

framework you must add a new relationship with the regions of the Southern coast, which have 

very different institutional settings compared to ours (perhaps only Morocco has something that 

may look similar), certainly in Tunisia the game is being played now, and the same goes for 

Egypt, because, depending on the constitutional arrangement that Egypt will give itself, the rela-

tionships will be more or less simple. 

 

So, we have a responsibility even in this game: the idea of participating in the electoral process, 

and in the process of institutional reform, in Tunisia (and we have discussed this also with the 

Italian ambassador in Tunisia) was born from this fact, because, if at the end of the path a new 

centralised State comes out, this will weaken the macroregion, and will weaken the framework of 

unity in the Mediterranean as well.  

 

This is what is on the agenda: we can do it or not, we can be ready or not, but, if we abandon the 

Southern shore, also our work (although in itself the macroregion is an European macroregion, 

and not a macroregion including these countries) will be affected from this, because depending on 

the institutional outcomes of this process, the very possibility of building a macroregion will be-

come stronger or weaker. 

 

 

The challenge to 
build a new Medi-
terranean policy 

European  
responsibilities 
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How can the creation of a wider culture of the Mediterranean be helped? What can the re-

gions do about it? 

 

The Regions can respond to everything. If certain events occur, we can stand still, wait for the 

wave to pass, and hope that after its passage something will remain. But the tsunami shows that 

this policy does not work, because when the wave passes, it sweeps you away as well. So at this 

moment, what we to do is resuming a leading role. Of course the funds are scarce, and rarely 

things get done at no cost, it may also be that right now there is even less money than yesterday, 

but truthfully, if today the situation is this, it is because yesterday we did not think. 

 

Now it is necessary to start from policies, and it seems to me that Enrico Rossi, President of the 

Region of Tuscany, is pushing in this direction, the very idea of the creation of the Office for the 

Mediterranean is the idea that an issue exists, and it is important to invest people and resources 

on this issue, because that is a crucial matter. 

 

But everyone has to do their part: entrepreneurs should travel the world a little more, and also 

politics must play their game. The macroregion is a political and cultural response of the European 

regions, of part of the European Union, to an issue that concerns all of the European Union, be-

cause, even from an economic perspective, if the oil price increases, it increases in Lucca but it 

increases in Berlin as well; so Chancellor Merkel may well think about the Baltic Sea region, but 

the Mediterranean is more delicate than the Baltic, because in the Baltic there is no war going on, 

and the Mediterranean is a very complicated setting. 

 

Either you bomb, or you pursue policies, tertium non datur, you cannot find a stand-by position 

(and Libya is surely a parable on this, but not only Libya, because in the Mediterranean, if we look 

at the situation from 1956 onwards, there have been countless wars, and of course the epicentre 

is the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, but let's also think about Lebanon, Syria, Iran, Iraq). 

There's either war, or politics. I think there should be politics. 

 

 

Martina Selmi and Flavia Cori 

 

The choice  
between war  
and politics 

MASSIMO TOSCHI 

 

Massimo Toschi, Councillor of the President of the Region of Tuscany for Peace, Cooperation 

and Human Rights, was born in Porcari, Lucca, in 1944. Graduated at the Cattolica University 

in Milan, in 1987 he acquired a Ph.D. in religious history, and he taught for many years. His 

activity of study and research has always been linked to civil and social commitment, and in 

1998 this commitment broadened to the severe crises that has devastated  the Southern 

hemisphere. In 1998 he went to Algeria, at the height of civil war, at the invitation of the 

Archbishop of Algiers, and in 2000 he was in Sierra Leone, where he witnessed not only the 

scandal of war, but also the obscenity of child soldiers.  

 

In 2000 he was nominated Councillor for Peace, Cooperation and Human Rights of the Presi-

dent of the Region Tuscany Claudio Martini, and he accomplished over forty trips in many “hot 

spots” of the world, from Iraq to Burkina Faso, from Israel to Palestine, from Eritrea to the 

Balkans, where he promoted and supported the activities of cooperation and peace of the 

Region of Tuscany. 
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As a deliverable of the MEDGOV project, this document attempts to 

contribute to the accomplishment of the discussion about the realisation 

of the Mediterranean macro region, approaching it in a new way. In fact, 

considering the complex political situation of the Southern and Eastern 

shores of the Mediterranean, and the limits of the current debate about 

EU cohesion policy, it looks likely that  the financial patterns and the 

available future tools for the Mediterranean sea and its regions will not 

undergo any revolutionary change, and therefore we should wonder 

what we could do from tomorrow, with those resources and with those 

tools. 

 

This document tries precisely to answer these questions, avoiding to 

confuse the macroregion with currently ongoing transnational coopera-

tion and cross-border cooperation programmes, using the resources 

already available in the 2007-2013 programming period for cohesion 

policies, and referring to the ideas contained in the “Barca Report” and 

in the conclusions of the “Fifth Cohesion Report” . Due to  the profound 

fragmentation of available resources for the Mediterranean basin in the 

EU programming, very often the actors that manage those resources 

often lose the general dimension of them, and since a unique, real place 

of individualisation of the priorities of the basin (not even only in its European shore) does not ex-

ist, we have to consider all resources from the cohesion policies, and which interest the Mediterra-

nean basin and its sub-areas, and we have to analyse and integrate these resources in the vari-

ous possible scenarios. 

 

Negotiations involving the Mediterranean basin are often characterised by a specific request for 

additional resources devoted to this important macro regional area of cohesion, but in fact, in this 

area, the lines of expenditure are numerous, and the amount of available resources related to 

programmes strategically linked to the objectives of cohesion and development of the Mediterra-

nean as a whole exceeds 61 billion € (a figure significantly higher than that concerning other sea 

basins of the European Union). And if we consider the mesoregional areas (Western Mediterra-

nean, Adriatic and Eastern Mediterranean) it becomes clear how the allocation of operational pro-

grammes' resources undoubtedly favours the Western Mediterranean mesoregion. 

 

The financial resources spent in the Mediterranean, and ascribable to EU cohesion policy, are, 

substantially, managed with the essential contribution of the regions, that participate in different 

forms to the definition of national development strategies, and that also manage a substantial por-

tion of regional cohesion policies. Although the regions play a less prominent role in the effective 

management of the Mediterranean multilateral cross-border cooperation programmes, for obvious 

problems of institutional balance (the low development of political and administrative decentralisa-

tion in the countries of the Southern and Eastern shores of the Mediterranean prevents the crea-

tion of effective forums that could include, on the one hand, regional institutions, and on the other, 

national representatives) the regional system holds the actual strategic and operational govern-

ance of most of the resources devoted to the Mediterranean basin, and that are related to EU 

cohesion policies. Moreover, thanks to a decision shared at the interstate level, one region 

(Sardinia) plays the role of Managing Authority of the multi-lateral, cross-border Mediterranean 

programme.  

SCENARIOS 

Money isn’t a problem 

 The current financial framework for Mediterra-

nean Regions in a macroregional perspective 

The registribu-
tion of resources 
in the Mediterra-
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The potential of 
the current  
situation 

if we want to analyse how resources are actually redistributed, we see that the main priorities of 

the operational programmes are Accessibility, Cultural and Environmental Resources, Energy and 

Sustainable Development, as well as, to a lesser extent, Urban Development. Going into further 

details at these priorities, we realise that they are very similar, and, paradoxically, suggest that, in 

different parts of the Mediterranean, very similar projects are being financed, and this evidence is 

even more apparent if we analyse specifically cross-border programmes, because their territorial 

coverage is wide, but they concern homogeneous areas in the Mediterranean mesoregions.  

 

The overall picture, therefore, appears to be full of potential (abundant resources, consistent pri-

orities, territories having to deal with similar problems), even though integrate policies struggle to 

emerge, as shown by the very poor use of the potential for interregional cooperation among the 

regional programmes ERDF and ESF. 

 

Moreover, as we’ve already seen, excluding CBC programmes, co-financed  by IPA or ENPI re-

sources, States are fundamentally absent, both in the path of programming and during the setting 

of priorities, and they are little present during the managing phase as well. So one could basically 

maintain that the amount of resources devoted to cohesion in the area of the Mediterranean basin 

is under the governance of the regions. 

 

In addition, the program framework is the same, in terms of EU guidelines and strategic direction, 

and priorities and planning choices in the design of the operational programmes strategically con-

verge, and have, on paper, a strong potential to develop projects that can be integrated. 

 

Having outlined the current situation, it is possible to try to design a planning hypothesis of gov-

ernance of the cohesion policies for the Mediterranean, taking into account the planning and regu-

lations of the programming period 2007-2013. 

 

The resources that are actually available comprehend transnational cooperation programmes, 

CBC regional programmes, ENPI CBC programmes, IPA  Adriatic programmes, and part of the 

resources (4%) resulting from regional operational programmes, as prescribed in existing regula-

tions.  

 

Even focusing solely on this last amount of money, if 4% of every regional ERDF programme were 

aimed at a joint Mediterranean planning, around 2,2 billion € could be mobilised.  

 

This figure corresponds to about 50% of the potential financial framework, and the remaining 50% 

could come from a coordinated management – through agreement on priorities, projects and ob-

jectives – of territorial cooperation programmes that involve the Mediterranean basin. 

 

Trying to look at the experiment at the meso regional level, namely in the area of the Western 

Mediterranean, some sort of integrated operational programme could be built: the priorities and 

the resources of a new operational programme could be designed, a programme resulting from 

the integration between the Operational Programmes that are already operating in the common 

basin, and that could finance integrated cohesion projects (this programme, however, would look 

especially at the cohesion objectives of the Northern shore, and at the integrated competitiveness 

of the regions involved).  

 

Obviously, this could be done without modifying neither regulations nor the principles for the terri-

torial eligibility of resources, but, simply, acting on the integrated design of projects.  

 

The hypothetical priority axes of this potential operational programme would be: Innovation, Envi-

ronment and Promotion of a Sustainable Territorial Development, Improvement of Mobility and 

Territorial Accessibility, Promotion of a Polycentric and Integrated Development in the Med Space, 

and Technical Assistance. 

An hypothetical 
integrated  
operational  
programme 
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If, instead, one wanted to integrate all the instruments and all the tools, and try to imagine a com-

mon framework for the Mediterranean, the potential would be even greater, and might also involve 

the Southern and Eastern shores. 

 

Taking into account also the state of the art about possible Med strategies promoted by the re-

gional system, namely most of all the ARLEM proposals and recommendations, highlighted in the 

“ARLEM report on the territorial dimension of the Union for the Mediterranean – recommendations 

for the future”, presented in Agadir on January 29, 2011, and the “CPRM Integrated Mediterranean 

Strategy”, submitted by the General Assembly of the CIM on March 2011, that describes the posi-

tion of Med Regions, the legal and institutional structure of the strategy, and the Action Plan for an 

Integrated Mediterranean Strategy, some proposals for the future Mediterranean region could be 

carried out. 

 

First of all, as we have seen , the issues that this area has to tackle are substantially the same, 

and the variables (administrative, technological, organisational, and institutional) demonstrate that 

the projects are not very different one from the other. Also the administrative and organisational 

cultures are very similar, therefore the knowledge of the projects could allow to highlight the poten-

tial for spontaneous integration, which arises from the nature of the issues and of the problems 

faced, and from the organisational and technological optimisation.  

Medgov – a European territorial project whose objective is to carry out common regional policies 

at the Mediterranean level in four key sectors of development, namely innovation, environment, 

transport and migration and culture –  aims at investing  in a first experiment of common data-

bases, which ranges over the various operational programmes, trying to highlight the potential of 

integration and common capitalisation of territorial cooperation programmes, that are those that 

use the biggest part of the resources.  This knowledge, moreover, could facilitate the attainment of 

a result that today is unexpected: the elaboration of integrated Mediterranean projects, that could 

be born spontaneously from the simple exploitation of the investments. 

 

Another proposal could regard the creation of a Euromed Agenda, since, although various at-

tempts have been made, on every level of European planning a clear, simple and identifiable 

European regional agenda for the Mediterranean does not appear.  

 

However, keeping in mind the experience at the origin of the project Medgov, a group of regions 

strongly committed, and with a certain authority, imitating the suggestion of the “Fifth Cohesion 

Report”, may be able to propose a Euromed Agenda of reference, and to set it at the basis of a 

wide discussion, but with the objective to do it inside the regional planning which has been defined 

from themselves. The Agenda could be a collective product, within the CPRM framework, and 

may be disclosed by the same regional network, through its ordinary and institutional activity. This 

exemplary action would tend to build a model of excellence, a guideline, that would strengthen 

even more the authority of the regions which are adopting this Euromed Agenda, and that would 

make them stronger inside the national and the European levels. 

 

Another concept to bear in mind could be that of “virtual”, that, even if it is often associated with 

the concept of evanescent and of ephemeral, considered from an etymological point of view actu-

ally identifies the moment in which a thing has the power to be something more, but it is not com-

pletely that something yet, something that already has the strength in itself, but still doesn’t ex-

press it.  

 

For this reason, starting from the “Barca Report”, the “Fifth Cohesion Report” and the “Green Book 

on Territorial Cohesion”, we think that the building of a serious project and plan of action of a Eu-

romediterranean macroregion could be something more than a simple experimentation. If the Eu-

romed macroregion were duly built (even if limited to a small but committed number of actors, 

Operational Programmes and projects), starting from the existing planning and priorities, and re-

ferring to projects and initiatives to integrate it or to strengthen it, it could become a virtual 

macroregion, a macroregion that already, in itself, has the strength to be political of cohesion.  

 

A common 
framework for 
the Mediterra-
nean 
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tackle and the 
potential for 
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In order to make the characteristic of “virtual” a coherent future strength, the macroregion should 

have three fundamental features:  

• at least a common infrastructure,  

• at least a common project devoted to the stable coordination of the decision system of the 

implicated politics, in order to make them effectively feasible at the administrative level,  

• at least a project or a tool designed to favour the relationship among the SMEs (Small and 

Medium Enterprises) of different regions. 

 

In a time of heavy decisions and loss of responsibilities, with many negative effects such as the 

predominance of low profile agreements, and the diffusion of covered interests, a possible solution 

could also be represented by a Leader’s Network, because by enlarging and sharing the network 

of those responsible, the weight of responsibilities themselves seem to decrease.  

A leading group could be established and charged of start-up activities, testing the initial positive 

effects (this group would tend to be identified by its personal leaders – Leader’s Network –), and 

at least one action able to mobilise, under certain conditions, an appropriate quantity of resources 

to change the social and economic context towards the proposed orientation should be individu-

ated.  

So, generally, the leading group should individuate the action that could generate the critical 

mass, trying to change the context according to new proposed orientations. In order to have posi-

tive and lasting effects, adequate resources must be mobilised, and concentrated on well-

specified initiatives, able to influence social behaviours and attitudes in a positive way. 

Starting from the Barcelona Global Forum, Medgov project could promote a leader’s network 

through the regional authorities involved. 

 

In conclusion, in all the operational programmes that act in the Mediterranean border regions and 

systems, the potentialities of the area of the basin are emphasised.  

 

But, as the “Barca Report” shows, in order to build the future development of the European sys-

tem, it is necessary to invest on a series of “place based” investments, or rather on a sum of col-

lective goods open to be used that enable the territorial system to make the most of  the re-

sources that, in perspective, are not adequately exploited. 

 

If this key concept is applied to an interregional and transnational basin system, it could let people  

identify a series of "collective public goods" on which we could invest to make the territories in-

volved (the basin) more competitive. If we experience this “place based” approach starting from 

the current planning period, following the indications of the Barca Report, we could identify, among 

the operational programmes of the same level (regional policies, cross-border policies), at least a 

common project, a public collective good on which the investments could be integrated. 

 

This action of the Mediterranean regional systems, forcing the Mediterranean multilevel govern-

ance, could allow involved actors to verify the conclusions of the Eurobarometer report "European 

Cultural Values" (both 2006 and 2007). In particular, it locates the strength of the European iden-

tity and of its history  in the regions and in the nations of the Mediterranean Basin. 

Paolo Parrini 
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Dr. Nader Al Sayed,  as Program 

Manager of NSCE, could you please 

indicate  to us some relevant best 

practices you were involved in be-

yond the Euro-Mediterranean part-

nership, in particular among subjects 

from the Southern shore of Mediter-

ranean Sea ?  Which kind of collabo-

ration (in terms of governance, trans-

ferability, main outputs & results, 

etc), has been developed? What have 

the limits been?  

North South Consultants Exchange 

(NSCE) has been involved for over 

twenty years now as a local develop-

mental consultancy firm in the Middle 

East and North Africa. NSCE has al-

ready implemented various developmental endeavors in some South Mediterranean countries 

such as Egypt, Morocco, Mauritania and Lebanon. Our thematic focus lies in the fields of microfi-

nance (and Islamic microfinance), water and wastewater management, governance and capacity 

building to local ministries and authorities, eco-tourism and socio-economic research.  

 

The most prominent best practice NSCE has contributed to achieve and transfer is the design of 

Islamic microfinance products and services in Senegal. Funded by the Islamic Development Bank 

(IDB), the still ongoing project has succeeded in identifying new segments of microfinance benefi-

ciaries interested in alternative and non-traditional types of microcredit.    

 

How do you think that the burden of the past, in particular the colonial condition, has influ-

enced the relations between Europe and Mediterranean?  

While the colonial burden influenced the relationship between colonial European powers (most 

notably France and Great Britain) and freshly independent South Mediterranean nations in the 

1960s and 1970s right into the 1980s, the relationship between South Mediterranean countries 

and the EU is relatively stable now (of course a generalization is not perfectly correct here, there 

are differences between these countries in their relationship to the EU and individual European 

countries). However, “neocolonial resentments” emerge from time to time as a reaction to certain 

European policies, e.g. when it comes to restricting immigration to Europe or with regard to subsi-

dizing European agricultural products, thus limiting the access for agricultural products from the 

South to be exported to Europe. Such practices contribute to drawing a picture that colonialism is 

returning through the back door.  

 

The aforementioned negative images of Europe can be gradually removed only with more trans-

parency and by following a political path that acknowledges South Mediterranean countries as 

equal partners, and not merely as beneficiaries of development aid that –in many cases- fosters 

autocratic structures. 

 

Nowadays, when dealing with geopolitical relations, the reciprocal impression between 

partners is important. How do the Southern Mediterranean countries see their European 

neighbors and EU, and how does the latter view the former?  
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Despite the "neocolonial resentments" that might arise from time to time on the South Mediterra-

nean side vis-à-vis European politics, an overall positive impression dominates the perception of 

Europe in the South Mediterranean countries. Europe is generally admired for its democratic po-

litical systems, for its fair elections and for sticking to a relatively high standard of human and citi-

zen rights. Although the economies of almost all European countries (especially countries like 

Greece, Spain, Italy or Ireland) have severely suffered from the negative consequences of the 

most recent financial crisis, the EU is still perceived by the populations in Southern Mediterranean 

countries as a heaven for employment and a good quality of life. Furthermore, the EU is valued for 

its technological advance in the various fields of science.  

 

On the other side, South Mediterranean countries are viewed by the EU as a natural extension of 

an integration process that started more than forty years ago with a handful of European countries 

and that has reached 27 countries so far (with Bulgaria and Romania being the newest members 

in the European club). Although an expansion of the EU to the South and South-East cannot be 

expected in the coming few years, it does play a role in the strategic considerations of European 

politicians (the debate on Turkey's access to the EU stands as a good example). Of course eco-

nomic aspects play a vital role in this respect: a tax-free zone including the EU and its South 

Mediterranean neighbors would have benefits for both sides. The EU would have greater access 

to export their native products to large emerging markets in Egypt, Morocco, Turkey etc. and 

South Mediterranean countries would also benefit from greater access to promote and export their 

own products.  

 

Considering the importance of cultural dialogue, from which common values could a part-

nership between North and South countries be built on?  

Although involved in many brutal conflicts that lasted for many years, the East and the West share 

a common and rich history of cultural and humanistic achievements. The "West" has profited from 

characters like Averroes, Avicenna or Ibn Kaldun while ancient and modern European philosophy 

and science has for sure influenced the Middle East up until now. It is exactly this joint humanistic 

heritage that should be the fundament for cultural exchange based on shared human values: free-

dom, equality, fairness and the belief that both Europe and its non-European Southern neighbors 

have much more similarities than differences. The belief in a common vision and future where 

both regions are treated as equal partners will do the rest in bridging separating differences. 

 

In the framework traced by the latter two questions, could migration have a role? And, how 

could the EU policy of “selective immigration” and the problem of “brain drain” that South-

ern countries have to face with be compatible ?   

I do believe that it is legitimate for the European countries to select the “types” of immigrants they 

need in their local markets. Most recent trend analysis have shown that there is an increasing 

demand in Europe for highly skilled and educated workers and technicians: physicians, engineers, 

graduates from natural science faculties and others. At the same time, no one can deny that the 

influx of highly educated and experienced immigrants to Europe corresponds with a decline of 

qualified and well-established personnel in Southern Mediterranean countries. Some kind of 

“scientific compensation” has to be negotiated between the EU and its Southern neighbors, e.g. in 

form of more intensive scientific exchange between the EU and other Mediterranean countries, 

through the provision of capacity building programs to local universities and research centers or 

by increasing the amount of scholarships provided to extraordinary students and researchers from 

non-EU Mediterranean countries.  

 

What does the Mediterranean Area represent for the external borders of Southern Coun-

tries (for example African countries, the others Arab countries, and so on)?  

The Mediterranean Area is, maybe, the most important trade region for almost all South Mediter-

ranean countries ranging from Morocco in the West to Croatia in the South-East of Europe. Fur-

thermore and referring to some Arab countries like Lebanon or Iraq, the Mediterranean Area 

stands for peace, stability and normality.  

Common  
values for a  
renewed  
partnership 
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Although many EU countries do not have ethnically and socially uniform societies, they suc-

ceeded in establishing strong political systems that integrate all ethnic groups and social strata 

under the umbrella of democracy. This experience is still missing to a large extent in countries like 

Iraq and Lebanon. For them, the EU represents the hope for a better political (and thus better 

social and economic) reality.   

 

It’s a shared opinion that the results of the Barcelona process haven’t been satisfactory. 

Do you agree? If not, could you tell me why? On the contrary, if so, could you tell me 

please what the limits have been?  

According to the Barcelona Declaration, the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership should achieve the 

following objectives: 

• The definition of a common area of peace and stability through the reinforcement of political 

and security dialogue. 

• The construction of a zone of shared prosperity through an economic and financial partnership 

and gradual establishment of a free trade area by 2010. 

• The rapprochement between people through a social, cultural and human partnership aimed at 

encouraging understanding between cultures and exchanges between civil societies. 

 

In all aspects there is still room for improvement in terms of political, economic and socio-cultural 

integration. In terms of economic integration, the free trade agreement has to get its final shape, 

subsidies have to be removed on both sides gradually, and local agricultural producers from the 

South have to be trained and supported to export their products to the EU. On a cultural level, it 

would be great to see much more initiatives like the Anna Lindh Foundation bringing together 

young people from both sides to exchange their experiences and hopes.     

 

Considering the three pillars of Euro-Mediterranean partnership: political, economic and 

socio-cultural; if you had to decide where to start, what would you concentrate on first? 

Why?  

The reconciliation of Europe, a continent that witnessed an extensive number of brutalities and 

rivalries, especially between Germany and France, started as a European Economic Community 

in 1957 after the Treaties of Rome were signed (before that the European Steal and Coal Com-

munity was established). The process of economic integration went hand in hand with the socio-

cultural interpenetration. The European Political Cooperation was introduced in 1970 after the 

economic and socio-cultural integration had started, and until now, political integration has  not 

been completely finalized. In the supranational system of the European Union, there are still many 

policy fields that are regulated by national governments themselves and not by the EU Commis-

sion or Parliament, such as Foreign and Security Policy. Thus, the integration of the Mediterra-

nean Area should follow the same successful and gradual path: economic integration in parallel 

with socio-cultural integration, followed by political integration.   

Francesco Barilli and Alessandra Trimarchi  

The Barcelona 
process 

The path to a 
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Dr. Nader Al Sayed is Program Manager of Environmental Management Projects for NSCE, North 

South Consultants Exchange International. NSCE International was established mid 2002, a 

sister company to NSCE Egypt, in order to strengthen NSCE capacity for international networking 

and thereby broaden the range of specialists, clients and countries of operation. It has 

established new networks in several African countries, and it is putting into practice the NSCE 

ethos of North-South linking for professional programme management services. 

In addition to a focus on sustainable development, NSCE International has an excellent network 

of associated experts in the fields of conflict analysis, peace building and rehabilitation in post-

conflict zones, particularly in the Horn of Africa, and it is working towards an expanded 

cooperation with a wider range of European based donor agencies, development groups, 

academic institutions and consulting companies. 
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RELATIONS 

In Borgo Allegri, an ancient street in the centre of 

Florence, in the heart of Tuscany, full of the fra-

grances and the vitality of the nearby historic market 

of Saint Ambrogio, we meet, on June 2nd 2011, Izze-

din Elzir, President of the Union of the Islamic Com-

munities in Italy. Blue eyes, warm and reassuring 

smile: the young Imam of Florence welcomes us into 

his office, while, outside, the voices of the street 

blend Tuscan dialectal expressions with exclama-

tions and words in the Arabic language. Near the 

small Florentine mosque, there is a garden, where 

men of all ages, coming  from different parts of the 

world, meet every day. 

 

  

In the Mediterranean, the historical and cultural wealth of the Muslim religious heritage has 

been regarded, for decades, by Western public opinion, as a lasting threat to the peace and 

stability of the area, rather than as a great opportunity for living together, and for a com-

mon growth; namely, the paradox of an important coexistence of Muslims, Christians and 

Jews, that constitutes, in itself, an insurmountable obstacle to brotherhood and common 

prosperity. A dramatic and mocking contradiction with what is professed on the subject of 

peace by the various religious doctrines, don’t you think? 

 

It is true, this is indeed a paradox: the Islamic faith aims at  peoples’ peace and  freedom.  This 

faith has major common roots with the other religious cultures that coexist in the Mediterranean, 

and, in this sense, the path that we can embark on together leaves large positive openings for a 

common course. We must not renounce to be positive, on this point. If a distrust of the role played 

by religion exists, this is in part due to historical reasons, as well as to the fact that religion is too 

often used by those holding the power to keep people calm. In any case, one has to be very care-

ful, and avoid the identification of Islam, Islamism and fundamentalism: every day, theories that 

have nothing to do with, and in fact do not even know the history of, Islam and of the Mediterra-

nean, are being repeated,  To say that, in the future, we will have to live conflicts of civilisations, of 

cultures, is a fundamental mistake. Cultures do not clash, it is the ideologies that disguise them-

selves as cultures that do. Our time has certainly the merit of having pointed out the right to differ-

ence, but one has to remember that values do not identify themselves with difference as such, but 

are determined by the relationships between differences. And it is here, and only here, in this rela-

tionship between differences, that a new laity, and a State that is not left to theocracy, but allows 

individuals to live their faith, can be born.  All this can coexist only on the basis of respect. Re-

spect for men, for populations, for their faiths.  

 

Matvejević wrote that “every Mediterranean city has a great identity: different languages, 

different ways of understanding, different ways of saying, different ways of living. This is 

an identity of being, with respect to which there is a weak identity of doing. One cannot 

design this strength of the Mediterranean identity. And that is true for all the Mediterra-

nean; it is true for Southern Europe, overlooking the Mediterranean, and it is true for the 

opposite shore as well”. In short, there is a complexity that often the Western mass media 

capture in a rather confused way: to quote T. Todorov, a large amount of information, but, 

as usual, a great difficulty to understand.  

From the clash of civilisations to the  

common Mediterranean Identity 
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I agree. We are bombarded with information, but we struggle to find syntheses, in-depth examina-

tions. This is a problem that concerns especially us Europeans: nobody in the Northern shore of 

the Mediterranean expected the events of the Arab Spring to develop at this speed, even though  

the American media, in this sense, were more prepared than we were. The end of Tunisian dicta-

torship of Ben Ali evolved in a few weeks, the same happened with the fall of the regime of Hosni 

Mubarak in Egypt; various protest movements threaten to undermine authoritarian regimes in the 

Arab world, in Libya, but also in Syria, in Yemen.  The common element of these events comes 

from the younger generations, from their demands for freedom. About the distorted image that is 

provided to us by the media, how many times we had heard someone say that “those people are 

not ready for democracy, dictatorship is the necessary solution in order to avoid chaos”. This is 

not the case. The young people of the Arab Spring want freedom, they ask for a perspective that 

will allow them to live a future of peace and security. They ask for the same things we ask for. 

This Arab Spring, I believe, closes the prospect of a clash of civilisations, and opens that of a new 

interaction between civilisations.  

 

This is undoubtedly difficult, but people who have lived under dictatorship are searching for free-

dom. The trend is towards democracy, all parties present in the various realities of the Arab world 

have realised that they have to work together in that direction, and the first steps have been sig-

nificant of this path. I think that this will also help the Europeans to talk to them in a respectful 

manner. To everyone, not just to those who share their thoughts. Moreover, the model of the 

European Union is seen as very positive in the Arab world, and it constitutes a stimulus for several 

cooperative processes present in the Arab countries. I believe that, at this time, Italy, which could 

play a leading role, is losing a great opportunity. Italy is the most loved European country, its cul-

ture and its popular identity are viewed with respect and admiration. Yet the Italian institutions are 

proving to be more vulnerable and uncertain than their citizens: let’s just think about what hap-

pened in Sicily, with a major reception effort from the citizens of the island to help the immigrants 

coming from the sea, and to establish relationships with them. Positive dialogue, mutual ex-

change, do not arise when one wants to choose its interlocutor; instead, they arise when one is 

willing to accept the other, to help him if in need, but also to receive from him, to respect what he 

carries within himself. In this way, I believe, we will build our common Mediterranean identity.  

 

Francesco Barilli 

RELATIONS 

IZZEDIN ELZIR  

 

Izzedin Elzir was born in Hebron, Palestine, and has been living in Italy for 18 years. He is the 

Imam of Florence and the President of UCOII, the Union of Islam Communities in Italy, that was 

created in Ancona in 1990 and has the responsibility of uniting mosques, associations, groups 

and Islamic cultural centres active in our country, for a coordination of the Islamic reality at the 

national level, and whose main purpose is to reach a real and effective agreement with the Ital-

ian State. Usually defined as a determined but calm man, he is a convinced advocate of interre-

ligious dialogue. Freedom and dignity of the people are the concepts that guide his actions in 

his leading role in the most representative association of organised Islam in Italy. 
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Med In the World, published in 2010 by PLURAL European Study 

Centre in the framework of Medgovernance project, represents a 

short but significant attempt to consider the Euro Mediterranean 

Basin in a global overview, comparing the Med area with other 

relevant basins in  different continents. In fact, the risk of a 

Eurocentric vision of problems is a traditional tendency to over-

estimate the European qualitative issues, with a lack of compre-

hension of the overall world dimension.  

 

Conceived as a follow up to the 2007 larger survey “Europe in the 

world”, the analysis starts from the dimension of EU territorial coopera-

tion, making a brief catalogue of the Basin macro region concerned by transnational and cross 

border instruments:  i.e., the first comparison is between the Mediterranean and Baltic and North 

Sea Programmes, also referring to ENPI instruments in the Black sea and transnational initiatives 

as Interreg IVB Caribbean and Indian Ocean Programme. This section reflects, for the most part, 

the EU indication about the efficiency and the concrete approach to cohesion and support to com-

petitiveness given by Lisbon and Gothenburg goals and agenda. 

 

Individuating comparable basin Areas in a global context could appear just more than exercise; 

nevertheless some processes developed in the different histories of coordinated initiatives might 

show some key elements of reflection. Anyway, the geopolitical representation of each Area must 

take into account some crucial dimensions. The first dimension is the regionalization, intended as 

“regional economic integration” at macro or regional levels, within the globalization process. This 

level of survey puts the stress on the increase of trade and financial flows between States all situ-

ated in the same region (clusters of States). This process can develop itself on a legal basis (free 

trade agreements, customs unions, common marketsB), or without any legal basis, as it is the 

case in Eastern Asia, where there is no such agreement at macro regional level yet (between Ja-

pan and China for instance).   

 

A second dimension is defined within cases of spatial integration, where places are connected by 

functional economic, demographical, informational, cultural links, eventually without any institu-

tional support.  This kind of integration involves contiguous portions of space belonging to different 

countries. An example of this approach is given by P. Mehlbye (2000) with the definition of Euro-

pean Global Integration Zones (GIZs). The GIZs are clusters of metropolitan urban Areas linked 

by strategic cooperation programs. This kind of zone offers “high quality global economic func-

tions and services, which enable a high-income level and a well-developed infrastructure”. The 

core Area is characterized by “a denser and more  dynamic territorial structure both in terms of its 

node (metropolitan regions, cities and towns) and links (external and internal communication net-

work)”. 

 

A third dimension, strictly linked to the second one (for some aspects, on the opposite point of 

view) is given by territorial integration, which implies several countries in a project set up in order 

to face the process of globalization. In other words, the necessity to face globalization and, conse-

quently, to reach a relevant size (for example, United States or China) encourages numerous 

countries to be part of regional integration zones. As institutional infrastructure, the European Un-

ion may constitute an appropriate model.  

COMPARISONS 

Med in the world: global short overview 

for a Euro Mediterranean vision 
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The process of integration could  also be based on lighter ties and fewer cooperation programs, 

involving only a few key sectors, economic and financial for instance, like trade agreements or 

customs unions, or in an EU cooperation framework, Medgovernance project is intended as a pilot 

experimentation. Territorial cooperation is supposed to contribute to balanced regional develop-

ment, European competitiveness and sustainable development, and to facilitate new urban-rural 

partnerships. 

 

A fourth dimension is represented by urban relations of polycentric systems. These relations can 

be identified as a) institutional or b) based on voluntary co-operation; Institutional polycentricism 

relies on political co-operation, and on the willingness of territorial agencies to work together on 

joint projects and strategies.  

 

The cities may, or may not, be complementary with regard to urban functions. The Union of the 

Baltic Cities represents one of the most advantaged models of this approach. The key aspect is 

given by the fact that two or more cities develop common projects in order to build thematic and 

joint projects, actions and strategies, to exchange knowledge, best practices etc. and to share 

equipment and upgrade infrastructure (cultural, social, transport, etc.). Within 2007-2013 Italy 

France Maritime Program, the Union of Tyrrhenian Cities (UCAT) project follows the same logical 

framework. On the other hand, the b) structural polycentricism is related to the organization of a 

territory via spatial patterns of economic or functional relations and flows. Structural relations and 

flows are not necessarily nested in urban strategies. Rather, they are “spontaneous” products of 

overlapping housing or labor markets, of specialized networking between urban located actors or 

simply historically established cultural, economic or social relations. Thus, structural polycentri-

cism may be identified as road, rail and air traffic, financial flows, information flows, etc. The fifth 

dimension is neighborhood, defined as designating  places which are next to each other and 

eventually form a contiguous ensemble, that is adjoining regions or also territories that are close 

to each other, but which  are not necessarily adjoining, if interactions exist between them. 

 

In the second and the third section of survey the vision becomes wider, taking in  consideration 

the   Association Of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), the South Asian Association For Regional 

Cooperation (SAARC), the Caribbean Community (CARICOM),  the Southern Common Market 

(MERCOSUR) and finally the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA).  

 

Some key elements of the potentials of the initiatives are given by several factual examples de-

scribed in the survey. in particular, an example may be  the Caribbean Renewable Energy Devel-

opment Programme (CREDP), devoted to reduce barriers to the increased use of renewable en-

ergy, thus reducing the dependence on fossil fuels while contributing to the reduction of green-

house gas emissions, or the Immigration and residency Programs in Mercosur. In conclusion, 

MED IN THE WORLD’s attempt is to go beyond the traditional approaches focused on the risks 

that the Mediterranean area represents for the European countries, trying to transfer the interre-

gional cooperation approach based on the individuation and exchange of best practices as oppor-

tunity for Euromediterranean of a cultural and economical regeneration, activating dialogue and  

promoting collaboration with its own neighbours. Have been is a condition to be, as Braudel said, 

but also: will be is the destination to be. 

(MED IN THE WORLD is currently available on medgov.net) 

 

Francesco Barilli  and Alessandra Trimarchi 

 

A wider vision 
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The last 26th of March, MERCOSUR turned twenty 

years old, in the anniversary of the signing of the 

Treaty of Asunción, in Paraguay, that provided it 

with the necessary legal framework. His gestation, 

assures Oscar Laborde, Representative of the 

Foreign Ministry of Argentina, was an act of institu-

tional engineering by Brazil and Argentina, in order 

to process their contradictions in the economic and 

commercial field. 

 

Today, twenty years after the signing of the Treaty, 

some people claim that there already is a model of 

integration, and effective structures and accom-

plishments.  

 

“UNASUR is perhaps the most important realization of this process, for the achievements ful-

filled: a common front towards the attempted coup in Ecuador, mediation between Colombia 

and Venezuela, and the stopping of secessionist attitudes in Bolivia; that is to say tangible is-

sues, that the citizens can verify, and that point directly to the consolidation of democracy and 

the consolidation of human rights”, assures Laborde. 

 

On the other hand, there are people who criticize the Southern Common Market (Mercado 

Común del Sur, MERCOSUR), on the grounds of not being able to overcome the continuing 

internal conflicts, and not managing to expand itself, for the obstacles posed to the acceptance 

of Venezuela with the same status of its founding members, Brazil, Argentina, Paraguay and 

Uruguay.  

 

During those two decades, episodes of commercial crises between Argentina and Brazil have 

repeated themselves, and so have requests from Paraguay and Uruguay to correct the asym-

metries existing with the economies of their larger partners.  

 

Moreover, the partners of the bloc have not succeeded in exiting from the crisis that shook them 

in the nineties, nor could they realize the awaited, and hoped for,  free trade agreement with the 

European Union. Notwithstanding all of this, the regional mechanism was able to increase inter-

nal trade from 4.500 million $ in 1991 to 45.000 million $ in 2010. 

 

Along the way there have also remained issues like the adoption  of a single currency, following 

the example of the European Union, or the better functioning of entities like the Court of the 

MERCOSUR.  

 

Twenty years after the beginning of an ambitious path called MERCOSUR, some people claim 

that it is possible, and also necessary, to maintain an optimistic vision, and attitude. “A very 

positive step between the countries of the region from the political and social standpoint”; af-

firms Aldo Ferrer, former Minister for the Economy of Argentina. We have to take into account 

that, unlike the European Union, MERCOSUR is and therefore, not fully mature industrial 

economies. This is obviously a very complex reality, in which, to some extent, the national 

transformation and the project of integration  are converging. 

 

Flavia Cori 

Twenty years after a  

path called MERCOSUR 
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MERCOSUR 
Mercosur  is an economic and political agreement between Argentina, Brazil,Paraguay and 

Uruguay. Founded in 1991 by the Treaty of Asunción, which was later amended and updated 

by the 1994 Treaty of Ouro Preto. Its purpose is to promote free trade and the fluid movement 

of goods, people, and currency.  

Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador and Peru currently have associate member status. Vene-

zuela signed a membership agreement on 17 June 2006.[3] The founding of the Mercosur Par-

liament was agreed at the December 2004 presidential summit. It should have 18 representa-

tives from each country by 2010, regardless of population. 

The Southern Common Market promotes: 

• The free transit of produced goods, services and factors between the member states. Among 

other things, this includes the elimination of customs rights and lifting of nontariff restrictions 

on the transit of goods or any other measures with similar effects; 

• Fixing of a common external tariff (CET) and adopting of a common trade policy with regard 

to nonmember states or groups of states, and the coordination of positions in regional and 

international commercial and economic meetings; 

• Coordination of macroeconomic and sectorial policies of member states relating to foreign 

trade, agriculture, industry,taxes, monetary system, exchange and capital, services, cus-

toms, transport and communications, and any others they may agree on, in order to ensure 

free competition between member states; 

• The commitment by the member states to make the necessary adjustments to their laws in 

pertinent areas to allow for the strengthening of the integration process.  

 

MERCOSUR official web site http://www.mercosur.int/msweb 

 

UNASUR 
UNASUR is a Community of four countries (Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador and Perú and associ-

ated members (Chile, Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay) that voluntarily decided to join 

together for the purpose of achieving more rapid, better balanced and more autonomous devel-

opment through Andean, South American and Latin American integration.  

UNASUR objectives are:  

• promoting the Member Countries balanced and harmonious development under equitable 

conditions through integration and economic and social cooperation;  

• facilitating their participation in the regional integration process, with a view to the gradual 

formation of a Latin American common market; 

• stepping-up their growth and job creation; 

• reducing the Member Countries’ external vulnerability and improving their position in the 

international economy;  

• reinforcing  subregional solidarity and reducing differences in development among the Mem-

ber Countries; and  

• seeking the continuing improvement of the living standards of the subregion’s inhabitants. 

  

UNASUR official web site http://www.comunidadandina.org  
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Blue Desert Tower 

An artistic reflection about Europe 

THINKINGS 

The symbolic 
value of blue  
desert tower 

Interview with An-
drea Ferrara 
- Contemporary 
artist 

"Europe is like an imaginary desert, an incomplete entity, made of a plu-

rality of ideas, expectations, experiences which make it incomplete." With 

these words begins the interview to Andrea Ferrara, contemporary artist 

and author of the “BLUE DESERT TOWER”, contemporary installation 

displayed for the first time at the Convitto della Calza (Florence) on the 

occasion of the event "Europe 2020: innovation of the Mediterranean" 

organized by the Tuscany Region. Over the century, Art has expressed 

the complexity and the critical aspects of the world, giving advices and 

indications to overcome the difficulties that we had to face off. Contempo-

rary art, particularly, often in a transgressive way, gives us an image of the 

present, of what happens and what should be.  

 

Andrea Ferrara's work of art gathers perfectly these objectives, mixing in 

an single installation (a three meters tower made of transparent material) 

lights and sounds which, thanks to a complex system of sensors,  involve 

the audience in an unique poetic experience, creating a suggestive effect.  

This interactive work of art has an important symbolic value for the culture 

of the Mediterranean cooperation, expressing the reflection of the artist 

about Europe and its relationships with the external world and particularly 

with the Mediterranean. In 1980, Belgian artist Jean Verame came to the 

Sinai to paint a line of peace: with the permission of Anwar Sadat and a grant of ten tons of paint 

from the UN, the artist managed to paint four miles of the Sinai. One year later, the area between 

Dahab and Saint Caterina became the Blue Desert.  

How was the Blue Desert Tower idea born? 

With this work of art I would like  to make a reflection about Europe. Actually, Europe, on one side, 

is an Eden, a promised earth for all those people which search for an opportunity for the present 

and the future; on the other side, it is like an inaccessible fortress, symbolically represented by the 

tower of glass. On the inside, Europe is like an imaginary desert, an incomplete entity, made of a 

multiplicity of ideas, expectations, experiences which make it incomplete. This multiplicity of ele-

ments is represented, in the work of art, by the mix of languages (23 European languages) which 

mix together in a symposium that become more intense as we approach  to the Tower. 

 

“Today we live in an electric world; our dreams, to be activated and thus  be visible to the others, 

become electric” these are the words that Philip K. Dick wrote 40 years ago. Your artistic career 

often is an interaction between visual and technological elements, where multimediality is inte-

grated in sceneries and settings, creating a dialogue and a synergy between the audience and the 

reality around it. The arts interact in a context where reality and fiction overlap, almost in a sublimi-

nal way. 

 

How is this type of work created? Which artists have influenced you the most? 

In my artistic work, I am influenced by a multiplicity of artists and by very different forms of art.  

Personally I am a musician, so the sound is always at the core of my works and, in many cases, it 

is really functional for the work of art. This is particularly true in the case of the Blue Desert Tower 

where I inserted a sequence of 23 European languages which follow an imaginary path which, 

departing from Malta (the centre of the Wind Rose), ideally crosses all the European States, show-

ing the complexity and the heterogeneity of Europe. 

 

This year 2011 has started with a serious political and social crisis in the South shore of the Medi-

terranean. The European national governments look unable to act and, first of all, to understand 

what it is happening. In this sense, the interactive work of art has a dramatic symbolic value for 

the Mediterranean culture. 

 

 

 

The importance 
of culture for a 
Mediterranean 
common identity 
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ANDREA FERRARA   

After the Diploma in Classical Guitar, Andrea Ferrara approached electronic music at the be-

ginning of the nineties by attending the Summer Courses at the Centro di Sonologia Compu-

tazionale in Padova.  In 2005 he obtained the Diploma in Electronic Music at the Conservato-

rio A. Boito in Parma.  

He is a member of the AIMI (Associazione di Informatica Musicale Italiana) and of IXEM 

(Italian EXperimental Music), for which he has contributed to a compilation of emerging Italian 

composers.  

He is currently collaborating with the Centro Tempo Reale, founded by Luciano Berio in Flor-

ence, where he lectures on digital sound and is a guest composer, and the MARTLab at the 

Conservatorio L. Cherubini in Florence. 

He works and composes at the Ongaku Studios in Florence, teaches the Musical Acoustics 

course at the Conservatorio G.B. Martini in Bologna, and he is a Cosmology Professor at the 

Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa.  

He has written several electro-acoustic compositions for magnetic tape, traditional instruments 

and live electronics, some of which have received awards at electronic music competitions; 

among them the environmental soundscape for the video Offerta Immaginaria of the Russian 

director A. Tarkovskij.  

He has also written music for performances, dance and installations (a major installation work 

is Nomadic Time, an interactive multimedia installation in which a cavy/performer locked in a 

cage is forced to watch a series of projected images and, through a EEG machine, his emo-

tions are expressed in cerebral wave emission; this installation has been exhibited at the 

Centro di Cultura Contemporanea in Palazzo Strozzi, Florence) 

  
Website: www.ongakuaw.eu. 

Can the different inputs and the different languages find a common identity, at least in 

the emotional sphere, through suggestions and meditative spaces?  

 

I think so. we can't forget that we share common origins with the countries of the south shore of 

the Mediterranean. this is true despite the fact that , at the present moment, Europe is growing 

away from its origin and from this common line. for me, in particular, the decadence and the 

difficulties of the south shore countries is a precursory event of what could happen in Europe if 

we don't give importance to culture and its promotion (because of the economic crisis or the 

political indifference). for me, culture has loosened its role as element for cohesion and union of  

Europe and the Mediterranean. 

I have programmed different works of art. Actually I’m working  at the elaboration of a dance 

performance in collaboration with a Belgian dance company, a biotic dance performance for 4 

dancers and live electronics, where dancers wear an helmet that transforms their brain waves in 

sounds, expressing the altered consciousness states of the dancers. The first exhibition took 

place in Bruxelles, the 28th April and a second performance took place in Florence the 6th and 

7th May 2011. 

 
Cecilia Luppichini 

THINKINGS 

 Which works of art are you actually carrying out? 
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