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Olga Dziewulska is the Press Attachée of 
The European Parliament Liaison Office in 
the UK since 2015. She has a keen interest 
in the EU’s relations with mainstream media, 
Euroscepticism and the role of social media 
in public services. She accepted to meet 
Strand Magazine to give us her point of 
view on Brexit, “Europeanness” and the 
next European elections.

Can you describe the role of the European 
Parliament Liaison Office in the UK? How 
has this role evolved after Brexit? 

I t  is a double-sided role. The primary 
purpose of the European Parl iament Liaison 
Off ice is to provide European cit izens with 
information about what their Members at the 
European Parl iament (MEPs) are doing and 
this Parl iament’s role. We are, of course, most 
prominent at the t ime of European Elections. 
We are also a platform for al l  of MEPs in the 
UK: they mainly work in Brussels and act as 
faci l itators, as wel l  as a point of contact. We 
assist them in organising events and meetings. 

We hear very often that Brexit is the 
result of the population’s ignorance about 
the European Union, a common view in 
which the EU would be too bureaucratic and 
opaque. According to you, is there also an 
issue regarding the sense of belonging? 
How is it related to the idea of the “European 
culture”?

The opinion pol ls the EU commissions 
regularly show that contrary to some popular 
opinion, people do identify themselves with a 
sense of a common European identity. The EU 
and the European Parl iament are increasingly 

important in the view of cit izens and I frequently 
feel that the “European identity cr isis” might 
be more of a ghost than real data.

The debate is too often vulgarised: a sense 
of belonging to the European Union versus the 
sense of belonging to a given member-state 
national ity.  These are not opposing senses 
of identity – in fact,  they are complimentary. 
European cit izenship is a r ight that you have 
in addit ion to your national cit izenship. They 
cannot exist without one another. Europe 
bel ieves in being “united in diversity” ,  in 
embracing national differences. Culture is of 
course a big part of identity. In Europe, we 
al l  share classical and Christ ian roots – al l 
European cultures stem from similar origins. 
The concept of European cinema is the best 
example that people come across, I  think: as 
Europeans, we feel that our cinema is different 
from Bol lywood or Hol lywood.

The European Parl iament bel ieves culture 
is an important part of its work. There is the 
LUX Prize, an award given by the European 
Parl iament cultural committee to the best 
European cinema. LUX Prize winners have been 
awarded al l  the wel l-known awards in the f i lm 
industry in Europe and beyond from the Palme 
d’Or to the Venice Biennale or to the Foreign 
Language Oscar. Here, in our London off ice, we 
have an art space where we host fortnightly 
exhibit ions. An example is our 12 stars Gal lery, 
which gathers the best of European culture in 
visual arts.

Also, anyone who works in diplomacy wi l l 
tel l  you that cultural diplomacy is crucial in 
fostering an understanding between people. 
We focus on this too – rather than taking a 
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homogenised view of European culture, we 
would exhibit the best German art ist ,  we would 
invite a Portuguese opera singer to Europe 
Day celebrations. It  is about sharing other 
cultures within than our own. It shows people 
that, cultural ly speaking, Europe is incredibly 
r ich and interesting precisely because it is so 
varied.  

Can you tell  us more about the period of 
the Brexit referendum campaign? What role 
did you play during the campaign? How do 
you analyse it now?

My role was a very l imited one. A referendum 
in a Member State is always a national matter. 
Being a member of the EU does not l imit your 
sovereignty and, therefore, the EU played 
no part in the referendum. Of course, we 
continued to do our job, which is to provide 
cit izens information about it .  We also provided 
information to campaigns and pol it ic ians from 
both sides, whenever they requested it .  As 
the press off icer,  I  was responding to queries 
on factual matters involving the European 
Parl iament. The European Union did not stop 
because there was going to be a referendum 
in the UK, we al l  carr ied on. This has been true 

since – legislation keeps on being made, work 
continues on a myriad of topics. Today, for 
instance, the Parl iament has voted on a major 
clean energy package, and Angela Merkel is 
speaking to MEPs in Strasbourg about her 
vision of the future of the EU.

How do you analyse reasons for Brexit?

I t  is not for me to analyse reasons for 
Brexit .  The Parl iament’s role is to ensure 
that cooperation between the EU and the 
UK continues. For us, cit izens are f irst and 
their r ights must be protected. The European 
project continues.

So… Did you consider the “defence of the 
EU” in the Brexit campaign not one of your 
prerogatives? 

As I said, during the campaign our hands 
were t ied for al l  the r ight reasons, though not 
al l  would agree. In more general terms, I  think 
we can al l  agree that the EU can do better 
when it comes to communicating its own work. 
I  know there is room for improvement in my 
work, in the Parl iament’s work and in the whole 
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of the EU’s work but I  think there has already 
been great progress, even in the last few 
years. I  also think social media has helped us 
greatly.  The European Parl iament’s Facebook 
page is one of the most fol lowed government 
page and it receives a very high engagement. 
That is a clear sign of recovery!

What about your future in London? Wil l 
the office close? 

I f  only Brexit was this clear!  Nothing is 
certain here, but for now our work continues. 
I  hope that for the sake of EU cit izens l iv ing 
in the UK, when the agreement is reached, 
there wi l l  be some presence of the European 
Parl iament here. Everything else depends 
on the withdrawal agreement, which is sti l l 
undecided.

Thank you very much. On a last note, 
can you tell  us more about your current 
campaign, “thistimeimvoting.eu”?

The campaign, which is our Election 
campaign, is now our main focus. Of course, 
we fol low news on Brexit but the European 

Parl iament elections, which are taking place on 
the 23 to the 26 of May 2019, are the name of 
the game. We need to tel l  everyone l iv ing in the 
UK with a EU passport that they sti l l  have the 
r ight to vote in the European elections, even if 
there is not going to be an election here, in the 
UK. There are 3.5 mil l ion European cit izens in 
the UK and most of the EU Member States give 
you the r ight to vote when you l ive outside the 
European Union. I f  your readers would l ike to 
f ind out more, we would encourage them to go 
to the thistimeimvoting.eu website to sign up. 
I f  you think your democratic r ight to vote is 
an important one, please help us spread the 
word. We are the best source of information 
about how to vote and where to do it ,  so if 
you sign up we wi l l  make sure you know what 
to do to make your voice matter in next year’s 
European Elections.
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w r i t t e n _ M É A B H  M A G E EWith less than five months remaining 
before the UK is due to leave the EU, the 
Democratic Unionist Party has announced 
that it wil l  not support the Prime Minister’s 
latest proposal of a backstop (keeping 
open borders on the Irish Island), to avoid 
a custom border between Northern-
Ireland and the UK. If things continue as 
they are, May’s already shaky government 
could well fall  apart and we wil l  sti l l  be no 
closer to a solution on the border dispute. 
Being Northern Irish myself, it is hard for 
me to respond to the disaster unfolding 
in Westminster with anything other than 
frustration. From my perspective, Brexit 
and the resulting border issues are the 
latest in a long l ine of problems in the 
North, dilemmas that have been allowed to 
fester through British negligence. 

	 That may sound harsh, but the 
situation we have been left with is the result 
of Westminster dodging its responsibi l it ies 
in Northern Ireland for years. It  has been 
nearly two years since we have not had a 
functioning devolved government. Since 
the assembly col lapsed in January 2017, the 
Brit ish government has made almost no effort 
to mediate between the DUP and the left-
wing Sinn Féin party. I f  anything, the Tory-
DUP confidence and supply deal has only 
increased tensions at home, echoing the 
kind of pro-unionist bias that was supposed 
to end in Westminster with the Good Friday 
Agreement. It  would be ludicrous to accuse 
May’s government of itching a return of 
violence. However, by the same token, I  would 
argue that any government truly concerned 
with protecting the peace process would 
not have shown so l itt le regard for the Good 
Friday Agreement (GFA, the cornerstone of 
the Ir ish peace process) or waited this long to 
meaningful ly address the issue of the border. 

	 This is why it is so diff icult not to get 
frustrated: the current government behaves 
as though NI was an afterthought. Karen 
Bradley (The Secretary of State for Northern 
Ireland) ,  with astonishing candor, admits that 
before taking her post she was unaware of the 

sectarian tensions that remain a basic fact 
of Northern Ir ish pol it ics. Al l  the whi le, Jacob 
Rees-Mogg, almost a parody of himself at this 
point,  suggests a return of inspections at 
the border, “as we had during the Troubles.” 
It  is easy to mock this kind of ignorance, but 
these incidents typify the tone with which 
the government discusses Northern Ireland. 
Apathetic at best, outr ight colonial at worst. 

	 Publ ic opinion on the mainland can be 
just as cal lous. Lord Ashcroft ’s pol l  in June 
found that two thirds of Conservative and 
Leave voters would rather leave the customs 
union than avoid a hard border in Ireland. In 
Northern Ireland, the same fraction agreed 
in the pol l  that a hard border “would be l ikely 
to create division and provoke paramil itary 
activity,  threatening peace and security” .  This 
may seem hyperbol ic to an Engl ish reader, 
but from an Ir ish perspective, to reintroduce a 
hard border would be inextr icably associated 
with the Troubles.

	 For al l  my complaining, I  struggle to 
explain the gravity of what is happening in my 
wee country. This isn’t because the problems 
we are facing in the l ight of Brexit are very 
hard to understand, it  is just that the majority 
of people in England knows very l itt le about 
our history and pol it ics, and it is hard to 
explain one without the other. Most people 
wi l l  have heard of the Troubles or know what 
the DUP is,  but usual ly not much beyond that. 
This isn’t an offence; we al l  pay more attention 
to the news that affects us directly.  It  is only 
when I ’m asked to provide cheap and cheerful 
explanations of Northern Ireland for strangers’ 
benefit that my patience runs thin. It ’s hard 
( i f  not awkward) to try to condense almost 40 
years’ worth of violence into a conversation at 
the Pret. 

	 I  wi l l  try to give useful context here. 
When the Troubles ended at last in 1998, it  was 
the end of an absolutely gruel ing confl ict in 
which over 3,500 people died, more than half of 

whom were civi l ians. The confl ict saw not only 
paramil itary terrorism from both republ ican and 
loyal ist forces, but also a considerable amount 
of state violence from the Brit ish Army and 
Royal Ulster Constabulary pol ice force. When 
this nightmare f inal ly ended, it  left Northern 
Ireland a strongly t ight and guarded society. 
Communit ies were largely segregated into 
Cathol ic National ists and Protestant Unionists 
and it took eight years after the GFA in 1998 to 
have a power-sharing executive formed.

	 This coal it ion between the DUP and 
Sinn Féin in 2007 was far from perfect,  but 
it was certainly preferable to the horror that 
preceded it .  It  was not a government that 
was ever going to run smoothly. Sinn Féin 
was considered by many to be synonymous 
with the Provisional IRA and the DUP had for 
decades been vehemently opposed to any 
kind of pol it ical compromise (or even basic civi l 
r ights) for Cathol ics in the North. Despite al l 
that, this unl ikely l itt le government rumbled 
along for ten years and I  am very fortunate to 
have grown up in a Northern Ireland far more 
stable than that of my parents. In my l i fetime 
our confl icts have been pol it ical and conceptual 
rather than physical ly violent, and whi le we can 
sti l l  observe a Protestant/Cathol ic division, the 
l ines have blurred more than would have been 
considered possible only twenty years ago. 

	 It  is this progress that makes our current 
problems al l  the more worrying. In the past two 
years we have seen far too much backsl iding 
for comfort,  both in our institutions and in 
publ ic debate. The more t ime passes without 
a functioning Assembly, the more resentment 
between the parties grow and the more I  worry 
that the Stormont parl iament bui ldings won’t 
be restored.

	 I  am not trying to be hysterical here. 
When I say that I  am genuinely afraid of a 
return of paramil itary violence in Northern 
Ireland, I  am not claiming that the Troubles 
2.0 wi l l  erupt tomorrow. My concern is that 
the situation at home is already quite tense. 
We have no devolved government and rather 
than attempting to f ix the problems, which 
essential ly amount to petty disagreements over 

an Ir ish Language Act and legacy enquires, the 
Tories have ignored their obl igation to mediate 
NI pol it ical part ies in favor of using the DUP to 
prop up May’s ai l ing government. With the share 
of power and the GFA already undermined, as 
wel l  as no plans to restore Stormont in sight, 
the last thing we need is uncertainty over our 
historical ly fraught border. 

	 The Brit ish government has, for the 
past few years, al lowed a dangerous situation 
in Northern Ireland to get worse and worse. 
It  continual ly behaves as though Northern 
Ir ish interests are somehow fundamental ly 
separate to the rest of Britain, as though we 
are not their cit izens too. My fear is that if 
this government does not real ise soon how 
reductive and harmful an attitude that is,  i f 
something is not done to address the current 
constitutional problems in the North, then the 
l ikel ihood that Brexit and a hard border wi l l 
lead to civi l  unrest is signif icantly greater.
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Is it just me or is western civilization gravely 
i l l? Most would agree with Graeme Garrard’s 
assertion that ‘the West today is a legacy 
of… the Enlightenment’.  Yet, Enlightenment 
values - rationalism, tolerance, l iberty, 
universality and science - have seemingly 
fallen into disregard in recent years. Could 
we be experiencing the twil ight of the West, 
the age of de-enlightenment? Civil izations 
ebb and flow, grow and decay. The stories 
of Mesopotamia, Egypt, Greece, Rome, the 
Caliphate, the Mayas, and China tell  us 
that the West wil l  one day join them in the 
graveyard of Civil izations. One need only 
browse the news to see that the day may 
have already knocked on our door.

	 We now l ive in the era of ‘ fake news’ 
and ‘alternatives facts’ ,  an era where, as Rudy 
Giul iani crudely puts it ,  ‘ truth isn’t truth’ .  It ’s 
a far cry indeed from the ‘age of reason’ . 
The internet has largely made information 
abundant, which is beneficial ,  but it has also 
been used by countries l ike Russia to undermine 
the faith that western populaces have in their 
institutions. Cyber warfare has been raging for 
years: armies internet trol ls spread ‘alternative 
facts’  al l  over the web. Many bel ieve that this 
del ivered Trump and Brexit .  But we needn’t 
look abroad for people keen to break down 

our trust in our institutions. Britain’s media 
barons are doing a good job of it  themselves. 
The Dai ly Mai l ,  who’s att itude to truth is 
somewhat f l imsy, responded to a court rul ing 
in 2016 (that restr icted Theresa May’s abi l ity 
to tr igger Article 50 without parl iamentary 
consent) by publ ishing the faces of the judges 
who made the rul ing on their front page, under 
the headl ine of ‘Enemies of the People’ .  In a 
simi lar l ine of attack, ‘The Judges Versus the 
People’ ,  was found on the front page of the 
Dai ly Telegraph. An attack on the judiciary 
power by a corrupt press? How very Orwel l ian.

	 This exemplif ies a return of 
superstit ious rel igion into the publ ic domain 
that was typical of pre-enl ightenment Europe. 
But the rel igion I  refer to is not Christ ianity, 
nor Islam, but National ism: because, as Frank 
Wright puts it ,  ‘national isms are not merely 
“ l ike” rel igions - they are rel igions’ .  National ism 
has always been a useful tool for the el ite to 
garner obedience from the working classes, 
as Benjamin Disrael i  understood wel l .  But 
in recent years, due to the combination of 
economic discontentment and a poisonous 
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media, national ism has become so enthral l ing 
as to no longer require factual evidence. Brexit 
is the obvious example. As an older lady once 
said to me regarding her decision to support 
Brexit ,  ‘we remember when Britain was great! ’ . 
This nonsense is endorsed and perpetuated 
by the el ites. Jacob Rees-Mogg and Boris 
Johnson, the products of Britain’s twisted 
publ ic school system, have become standard-
bearers for irrational ism in publ ic discourse. 
Let’s focus on the Commonwealth rather than 
Europe, they argue, completely disregarding 
the fact that Britain lacks any commodity, 
service or even a consumer market that the 
Commonwealth would be more interested in 
than, for instance, those offered by China or 
the United States.

	 The same irrational ism is rampant 
across the Atlantic Ocean. In 2016, a prankster 
read out Trump quotes to Trump supporters 
and asked whether they supported them or 
not. When it is revealed that the statement 
was in fact made by Hit ler,  one reply was 
that ‘ i f  Trump (had) said em’ I ’d support em’! ’ . 
National ism aside, tradit ional expressions of 

irrational rel igion are al ive and wel l  among 
evangel ists. According to some reports, 40% of 
U.S Cit izens bel ieve that the second coming of 
Christ wi l l  happen by 2050. Is it  any surprise 
that they vote for a cl imate change denier 
when they bel ieve the end of the world is near 
anyway?

	 Cl imate change denial ism is not the 
only expression of a rejection of science in 
the west. Vaccine denial ism is also largely 
subscribed to by the educated middle-
classes. It  is extraordinari ly sentimental that 
some parents have more faith in a disgraced 
former Doctor than they do in the scientif ic 
community. Reports show that the proportion 
of chi ldren in England getting the MMR jab has 
fal len for the fourth year in a row: in 2017-18, 
only 91.2% of chi ldren received it .  The parents 
of the remaining 8.8% are not just endangering 
the l ives of their chi ldren; but of al l  other 
chi ldren too. The OEDC warns that antibiotic-
resistant superbug infections wi l l  k i l l  90,000 
people in Britain over the next thirty years. I f 
humanity survives the threats of nuclear war 
and cl imate change, we may very wel l  st i l l 
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be wiped out by treatment-resistant viruses, 
aided and abetted by a curious loss of faith in 
rational science among the western populace. 
Aren’t we sl ipping, in some way, into a new era 
of superstit ion? 

	 Another aspect of the de-
Enl ightenment has been the decl ine of the 
Publ ic Sphere. Some may say that the publ ic 
sphere has never been more robust or al ive, 
thanks to the internet. I  disagree: I  bel ieve 
that smartphones and Wi-Fi have done more 
in the atomization of society than in bringing 
it together. Pol it ical engagement, for most 
people, has been reduced to sharing memes 
rather than going out and demonstrating. 
History tel ls us that only mass movements in 
the physical space can enact real change. I 
think there was a sinister motive behind the 
coal it ion government’s introduction of onl ine 
petit ion debates: one of its purpose was 
also to convince people that they are being 
pol it ical ly active by staying indoors rather 
than protesting outside, in force. Moreover, the 
publ ic sphere today is increasingly dominated 
by the el ite. Fewer and fewer working class’ 
voices are heard. The education reforms of the 
coal it ion government, part icularly with regards 
to funding in higher education, have erected 
considerable barr iers for the non-privi leged to 
pursue further education. The publ ic sphere 
wi l l  unequivocal ly suffer from it .  Our journal ists 
and pol it ic ians already exist in an echo 
chamber. With less and less engagement from 
ordinary people in the publ ic sphere, can’t we 
say that western civic society is in terminal 
decl ine?

	 Now, let ’s move away from pessimism 
and fatal ism. How do we get out of this 
conundrum? Inequal ity in the west has 
reached levels that have historical ly caused 
social col lapse and catastrophe. This is not 
the sign of a healthy society, and people 
are turning to extreme alternatives. These 
ones, who have been winning late elections - 
Trump, Bolsonaro, Orban, etc - are the wrong 
answers to the r ight questions. Perhaps this 
is symptomatic of a natural Western decl ine. 
Perhaps the r ise of China wi l l  br ing about a 
new Sino-centric civi l ization, one that draws 
more from the teachings of Confucius than of 
Locke and Voltaire, to replace what appears 
to be our terminal ly i l l  model .  Perhaps this is 
for the best. China may be ruled by a ruthless, 
authoritarian regime, but Xi Jinping is at least 
taking seriously the threat of humanity’s 
col lective suicide by way of cl imate change. 
Which leads me to my last point.  We must start 
by ditching our economic model.  Because of 
our obsession with inf inite GDP growth in a 
f inite world, we are marching cheerful ly towards 
extinction. Perhaps our woeful response to 
cl imate change is the ult imate expression of 
de-enl ightenment; the west having col lectively 
concluded, as Socrates spins in his grave, that 
it is better to be ‘ ignorantly happy’ than to be 
‘unhappily enl ightened’ .
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w r i t t e n _ V I C T O R  C H A I X
‘ I  was wrong about the unidirectional ity 

of history’ :  Francis Fukuyama responds to 
a question raised by the publ ic during a 
conference in London, in mid-October. How 
this is interesting, that the same man that 
once declared man’s ideological evolution 
to be over, now turns his vests and cal ls for 
urgent historical change. Because of r is ing 
national ism, popul ism and identity pol it ics at 
the global scale, with Trump’s election and the 
Brexit referendum as especial ly reveal ing, the 
famous author of The end of History and the 
Last Man has had no choice but to backtrack 
on his 1989 posit ion, to admit the resurgence 
of major historical turmoil .  As he observed in 
his new book, Identity, l iberal democracy does 
not suff ice to cit izens which also crave a sense 
of community and an institutional recognit ion 
of their identity. Yet, this latter desire could 
be said to represent a mere antithesis to 
the former imperfection, bringing in its 
baggage if not more l imits and divisiveness. 
It  may be t ime, I  bel ieve, to think about a third 
alternative, or synthesis: the sovereignty of 
particulars inscribed in a universal framework 
of individual freedom, an equi l ibr ium which 
most of today’s pol it ical issues cal ls for in a 
t ime of systemic malaise and paralysis.  Beyond 
Fukuyama’s grand narratives, we need to re-
invent a pol it ical model that wi l l  do without 
the inconveniences of both ful l  l iberal ism and 
isolationist national ism. 

	 In his 1989 essay, not long before 
Berl iners would destroy and cross a wal l  that 
separated the world in two, Francis Fukuyama 
thought he observed the ‘unabashed victory 
of economic and pol it ical l iberal ism’ .  From a 
Hegel ian historicist framework, which bel ieves 
in the progress of history as taking place 
predominantly and antecedently in the realm 
of ideas, he contended the ‘tr iumph of the 
West, of the Western idea’ ,  or democratic and 
l iberal capital ism. His narrative charmed many 
intel lectuals at the t ime, with the idea that, in 
a way, history has reached an end: ‘what we 
may be witnessing – he argued - is not just 
the end of the Cold War, or the passing of a 

particular period of post-war history, but the 
end of history as such: that is,  the end point 
of mankind’s ideological evolution and the 
universal ization of Western l iberal democracy 
as the f inal form of human government’ .  What 
an embarrassing situation is he in now. The 
world has quite changed since 1989. 

	 In a New Statesman interview, a 
journal ist observes that ‘History is having its 
revenge on Francis Fukuyama’.  This one is 
indeed compelled to admit that ‘this extended 
period, which started with Reagan and 
Thatcher, in which a certain set of ideas about 
the benefits of unregulated markets took hold, 
in many ways it ’s had a disastrous effect ’ . 
Once the messiah of neo-l iberals,  Fukuyama 
appears more l ike a revolutionary dissident 
of the capital ist status quo nowadays: in this 
interesting interview, he not only argues that 
social ism or at least redistr ibutive programs 
‘ought to come back’ ,  but also that ‘certain 
things Karl  Marx said are turning out to be 
true’ ,  such as the cr isis of overproduction 
and the lack of demand to support it .  People 
change, as we say. Nevertheless, his ideological 
backfl ip comes with an interesting diagnosis 
of contemporary issues: The main chal lenge in 
today’s pol it ics, he argues, is identity pol it ics; 
a phenomenon in which he visibly has a point. 

	 Liberal democracy and the unequal 
global order it has created has left a lot of 
losers. Instead of providing abundance and 
contentment, the once very confident system 
of global ized, free-marketed society has 
signif icantly wounded the social-cohesion 
and cultural- identity of nations, a gap that 
popul ist pol it ic ians were but happy to f i l l .  With 
their ‘pol it ics of authenticity ’ ,  popul ists took 
hold of the cr isis as an opportunity to offer a 
supposed existential remedy to confused and 
angry cit izens: national ism and isolationism. 
In the view King’s Col lege professor John Bew, 
contemporary identity pol it ics is but a result 
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of our previous unrestrained global ism: ‘As 
the cracks have appeared in the edif ice of 
international ism, so more atavistic forms of 
identity have bubbled up to the surface and 
seeped through the cracks’ .  His opinion piece 
in the New Statesman, ‘Revenge of the Nation 
State’ ,  argues current pol it ical national ism 
to be a reaction to the population’s loss of 
landmarks. 

The coming Brexit ,  hence, is but a symptom 
of this historical trend, in this perspective.

Beyond an economic argument, the issue 
at hand was one of culture, of how was the 
Brit ish population to keep its identity in face 
of an aggressive global ization. It  is in that that 
Remainers misunderstood issues at stake, 
according to Fukuyama, by f ixating most of 
their campaign on economic questions. But 
even for those latter,  Brexiteers had reason 
to protest: f inancial de-regulation operated 
by institutions l ike the EU were, in his words, 
‘el ite-driven pol ic ies that turned out to be 
pretty disastrous’ .  As observed by the New 
Statesman, ‘For many of those who backed 
Brexit ,  including a signif icant number of 
Labor voters, the referendum was a chance 
to reject both a discredited Brit ish pol it ical 

establ ishment, a fai l ing economic model and a 
profoundly f lawed EU’ .  Rather than an ignorant 
vote, Brexit was thus a lucid protest against 
a pretentious but fai l ing world order, it  was 
‘a ref lection of profound economic and social 
discontent’ .  Brexiteers were the avant-gardist 
revolutionaries of today’s geopol it ics: in John 
Bew’s words, ‘they have inspired a revolution 
for which no one was prepared’ .

	 Undeniably, then, we are in the midst 
of a new historical dynamic, an inevitable step 
of history’s sociopol it ical progress. Liberal 
democracy could not stand as the end point 
of History, i f  ever there is one, but rather is 
an imperfect historical artefact of our heritage. 
The backlash we now face is,  admittedly, quite 
violent: a repressed facet of our nature and 
pol it ical organization that came back in ful l 
force as the el ite did al l  it  could to keep it deep 
underground. As John Bew points out, ‘ future 
historians are l ikely to place great emphasis 
on the 2007-2008 f inancial cr isis as the 
moment at which the clouds began to form’, 
a turning point in which started a truthful 
systemic questioning of the pol it ical status 
quo. This questioning, in turn, had for effect 

1 3



1 4

of bringing to the r ise the very antinomic 
force of democratic l iberal ism: national ist ic 
and isolationist authoritarianism. For a big 
part of the intel l igentsia, this came as a major 
hangover: as John Bew observes, ‘To those 
who saw the future in terms of increasing 
integration and supranational governance, the 
events of the last few years have been hard to 
accept’ .

	 In this way, the entity that came back 
from the depth, aff irming itself as the sole 
source of pol it ical sovereignty and control , 
is the good old nation-state. Very resistant, 
this modern-born institution survived when 
a common-view not so long ago was to see 
it progressively fade in profit of the rule of 
markets. The reason, for Bew, is the intr icate l ink 
the nation-state has with modern democracy: 
it  is a ‘relatively recent creation, bound up with 
modernity, democracy and self-determination’ . 
This inevitable comeback nevertheless aff irms 
itself in its harshest Machiavel l ianism, bringing 
us to ‘a new era of realpol it ik ’  in which reigns 
a strong ‘disregard for the rules-based 
international order as human r ights are eroded, 
sovereignty f louted and red l ines traversed 
on a whim’ .  This surprise resurgence also 
brings back to l i fe the shadow of war, a worry 
suggested by the same pattern of escalating 
tensions between Nations that European ones 
faced prior to World War One. The eventual 
Thucydides trap raised by tensions between 
China and the United States, for instance. 

	 It  seems, for the moment, that a new 
model struggles to make its way through beyond 
the classic opposit ion between national ism 
and international ism. Between human r ights 
and realpol it ik .  Between uni lateral ism and 
mult i lateral ism. Between Democracy and 
authoritarianism. Recent pol it ical str ife, in my 
view, is but a step in History’s natural course. 
And, instead of remaining trapped in its 
violence, we could indeed start to re-envision 
our desired system. One based on equi l ibr ium 
and sanity. There is no need for a grand 
master narrative as Fukuyama’s, but solely a 
refreshed pol it ical basis from which we would 
not stand powerless. We are, as John Bew 
sees it ,  in ‘the midst of a historical cycle’ :  the 
original Hegel ian historical dialectic of thesis 
( l iberal democracy) ,  antithesis (national ist 
authoritarianism);  now, with some wil l  force, 
we could reach its synthesis, which myself 
alone cannot predict but in which we wi l l  al l 
have to participate. In his new book Identity, 
Fukuyama gives a hint of solutions at hand: 
‘there is a larger agenda of integrating smaller 
groups into larger wholes on which trust and 
cit izenship can be based’ ;  resolving the confl ict 
between the particulars and the general .  In his 
words: ‘ identity can be used to divide, but it 
can also be used to integrate. That in the end 
wi l l  be the remedy for the popul ist pol it ics of 
the present’ .  Integrating national sovereignty 
inside a larger frame of international sol idarity 
also belongs, in my view, to today’s l ist of 
necessit ies. 

	 With chance, I  manage to get a 
few words from Fukuyama at the end of his 
conference. His talk raised a lot of concerns 
for Brit ish identity after Brexit ,  so I  ask him to 
develop on this.  His response is confident: the 
mult icultural ist ,  tolerant and open identity that 
Britain has held as a tradit ion, ‘so ingrained 
in the population’s national myth’ ,  wi l l  endure, 
wel l  after Brexit .  Could the United Kingdom 
hold to Fukuyama’s optimism? This, in turn, is 
our responsibi l ity,  as students of King’s Col lege 
London, Europe.

( r i g h t )
‘ L i b e r t y  L e a d i n g  t h e  P e o p l e ’ _ 1 8 3 0
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“Art, Freedom and Creativity wil l  change 
society faster than politics” – Victor Pinchuk

	
Art’s power, in a large part, derives 

from its abil ity to transcend l inguistic 
and cultural frontiers. To admire Picasso’s 
work, for example, one does not require 
a knowledge of the Spanish language. 
Likewise, bands l ike Pink Floyd have attained 
fame worldwide, despite 80% of the world’s 
population having l imited or no knowledge 
of the world’s l ingua franca. Naturally, one 
may consider l iterature and fi lms as art 
forms fall ing victim to language barriers, 
however this may also be overcome through 
the use of translators and subtitles.

	 In recent history, there are numerable 
examples whereby art ists have explored 
foreign countries, engaging with unfamil iar 
cultures in order to develop their art .  Ravi 
Shankar, an Indian classical musician, 
introduced George Harr ison to the sitar,  a 
plucked str ing instrument originating from 
South Asia, result ing in Collaborations ,  an 
eclectic fusion of Jazz and classical Indian 
music. Likewise, George Orwel l ,  in his quest to 
understand destitution and the l ives of those 
l iv ing on the fr inges of society, spent nearly 
two years in Paris,  creating content for Down 
and Out in Paris and London .  For centuries, it 
is known, art ists have escaped the constraints 
of their borders, seeking inspiration from the 
exotic and the unknown.

	 Britain itself has a thriving creative 
industry, which as of 2017, was worth over £92 
bi l l ion to the country’s GDP: signif icantly larger 
than its contributions to the scientif ic industry. 

Home to the world’s f inest art schools, including 
Central Saint Martins and London Col lege of 
Fashion, it  is evident that Britain is a leading 
provider of creative arts education. Coupled 
with its l iterary heritage, thriving music scene 
and a world-famous fashion week, the arts are 
intr insic to Brit ish culture.

	 Unfortunately, the coming of Brexit , 
coupled with an increasing anti- immigrant 
rhetoric,  threatens the world art ists’  r ight to 
cultural freedom and exposure to a diverse 
range of art forms, otherwise unavai lable in 
one’s native country. A pol l  conducted by the 
Creative Industr ies Federation (CIF) revealed 
that 96% of its members voted for remain, a 
signif icantly higher number than the rest of 
the country, and they have good reasons for 
doing so, given the posit ive impact of the EU 
on arts funding and on the free movement of 
creatives.

	 Art ists, part icularly musicians and 
theatre performers, may face diff icult ies touring 
across Europe. The majority of Brit ish bands 
tour Europe regularly,  holding concerts and 
performing in festivals such as FIB and Sziget. 
However, the impl ications of a hard Brexit would 
be that art ists and their crew require visas and 
carnets for their equipment. Brexit would have 
a profound impact on up-and-coming art ists, 
as it is l ikely that touring Europe would no 
longer be f inancial ly viable: extending their 
fame would be more chal lenging.

	 The Brit ish Fi lm and Television industry 
is blossoming. Brit ish TV is increasing in 
popularity,  due to the l ikes of Doctor Who and 
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Downton Abbey. Hol lywood itself has chosen to 
f i lm blockbusters here, such as Jurassic World: 
A Fal len Kingdom  in the UK. With Brexit looming, 
however, f i lm-producers are concerned about 
their abi l ity to recruit European actors and 
f i lm-makers, as wel l  as about their access to 
grants from Creative Europe. With a lack of 
funding, production companies may f ind f i lming 
in Britain arduous, and shift their locations 
elsewhere.

	 It  is estimated that there are currently 
over 130,000 EU nationals that are employed 
within the creative industr ies, with architecture 
and visual arts particularly rel iant on EU 
talent. Creative industr ies are concerned that 
they wi l l  struggle to this latter due to anti-EU 
xenophobia, as wel l  as potential diff icult ies 
in obtaining work permits and visas. Martin 
Roth, the German-born former director of the 
V&A, claimed that his job would have been 
less attractive in a post-Brexit era, and that 
it was unl ikely that he would have taken up 
the role. Increasing uncertainty regarding 
Britain’s future adversely impacts our creative 
industr ies, as talented individuals may have 
second thoughts about studying and working 
in the UK.

	 Over £345 mil l ion has been received by 
Brit ish arts organisations between 2007 and 
2016. This money has helped revive gal ler ies, 
al lowed indie f i lmmakers to practise their art 
and encouraged the Brit ish publ ic to have a 
greater appreciation of l iterature and poetry. 
Already, funding for arts has been cut in 
schools, many of them offering l imited access 
to creative and performing arts. A lack of 
funding would moreover have a detr imental 
impact upon Britain’s thriving arts scene, with, 
potential ly,  fewer Brit ish students start ing 
their careers in creative arts. Coupled with the 
uncertainty regarding EU nationals and their 
abi l ity to work in the UK, the arts industry 
could potential ly miss out on hundreds of 
talented individuals and their contributions to 
the country’s creative industry.

	 Unfortunately, a Brexit deal is yet to be 
confirmed, and it is unl ikely to be completed 
anytime soon. Creative industr ies can only 
hope that the UK wi l l  do its best not to prevent 
EU-based art ists to work in the UK, keeping 
as much as it can the, very precious, free 
movement of talent. Currently,  only Britain’s 
spot in Eurovision remains safe in a post-Brexit 
era.
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