Minutes of AA General Assembly (GA) of 4 Octob&0Z

. The President welcomed all participants and ashkewhtwhether they permitted him to give
immediately the floor to M. Uvalic to present theedsurer’s Report (point 2 of the agenda) as

she was to leave to Rome.

2. M. Uvalic presented the Treasurer’s Report.

. F. Torres gave some additional explanations, namelye Alumni Research Grant
administered directly by the EUI and on the way tha annual transfer of the EUI to the AA
was now retained by the EUI, which then pays diyeanty previously budgeted expenditures.
There were no questions or comments on the TredsReport and/or on the accounts and
financial situation of the AA.

. F. Torres presented the President’s Report — dlaind distributed to all participants — on the
activities of the AA.

. Judith Przyrowski, from the Academic Service, gadditional information on the alumni
survey launched on 27 April 2007. Lea Campos Beraeggested that the EC should
implement another questionnaire to ask alumni vz of activities the EC should organise.
The effectiveness of having another questionnaae aiscussed. For instance, in a previous
consultation on which logo to adopt for the AA ohlyo alumni had voiced their opinion. The
EC agreed to look at fostering ways of participatimcluding the possibility of launching a
guestionnaire on the preferences for future aetiwias it could be a good basis for attracting
fellow alumni to run for the EC in the next electiand implement their supported electoral
programmes.

. Lea Campos Boralevi expressed her appreciatioaffort and for the quality of the many
initiatives of the current EC but was unhappy wita fact that there were too many economists
in the EC and that most EC members (exceptiongbkiBongardt and V. Hayaert) had edited
conference proceedings and that those publicatiene mainly about economic topics. She
also expressed the opinion that the GA had lifleence because it had no influence on the EC
and could not propose any initiatives.

. V. Hayaert contested the criticism of Lea CamposaBwvi. She said that she had never thought
to become a member of the EC but that in the I&stu@on listening to the very same criticism
of Lea Campos Boralevi, which she thought in theuntiene to be unfair, she had decided to
candidate herself to the EC and she was electéldebfxssembly on the basis of her
suggestions. Also, she was no economist but aorizst like Carlo Spagnolo who had been an
EC member from 2002 to 2006. Therefore, if one wdnbne could participate actively in the

life of the AA namely as a member of the EC. Mommshe said she was most happy with the
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openness of the EC and with the opportunity to/fuiplement what she had stood for and
proposed to the Assembly which had elected hethitrvery reason.

P. Della Posta also contested Lea Campos Boralenisism on the grounds that it was not
appropriate. He had not been a member of the EQ Wwbagroposed in the General Assembly of
2005 to organise a conference on Globalisation. év@n the current EC members that were in
the previous EC took his proposal very seriously @#@ conference was organised with great
success. He also said that the current EC presidehattended and registered the proposal
made at the 2005 GA and the EC entrusted him (eB@member) with the responsibility of
editing the conference proceedings. After the asgdion of the conference (one year later) he
also became an EC member by having been electdteyA of 2006. In his opinion that
demonstrated that anybody who wanted to particigateinfluence the activities of the AA
could do so. He also mentioned that he was editiagproceedings of the globalisation
conference with A. Verdun (former EC member, SPI$o Wad also edited a previous volume)
and M. Uvalic because the proceedings were goodPatgiave wanted to edit them on their
own merit — it was not forced to do so nor wasaidto do so. He also added that C. Spagnolo,
a former EC member and also an historian, not anaruist, was editing the proceeding of a
conference he had organised as an EC member watbttver non EC members (from SPS and
Law) on the topic of Maastricht.

F. Torres added that when a conference is a su¢@edsn fact when there were conferences
and/or other interesting activities alumni did pp&te in in large numbers and even the GA
was very much participated) it would be a pityhootv away its proceedings. The organisers,
not to deceive the many alumni who had suggestepaped and presented their papers (a
rather interesting and productive form of partitipa in the life of the AA), should edit the
proceedings and actively try to find a good puldrsis for the fact that there were too many
economists, that was the choice of the GA who cbalk elected alumni from other
departments. He also noted that the Maastrichtetente ended up having a strong economics
content and many papers on Economic and Monetaignlbut that could hardly be attributed
to the previous or to the current EC. In fact, fagolo had proposed a history conference,
which he organised with S. Baroncelli (LAW) andT@lani (SPS), without any interference of
the EC.

In spite of the criticism on excessive weight gitereconomics and economists the only
suggestion that was voiced by the GA on the orgaiois of future conferences was the
suggestion to organise a conference on “finaneitin” by Domenica Tropeano. Its potential

interdisciplinarity and interest to a wide audien€@lumni from different departments was



guestioned. However, as the GA did not put forwaary other proposals for conferences, the
EC agreed to wait for a more detailed suggestanaft programme and discuss within the
programme for conferences already approved as dextach in the minutes of the Berlin EC
meeting of 9 June 2007 available online since A0 .

11.C. Spagnolo started saying that he had read aththates of all EC meetings on the AA
website. He suggested that the EC had been losprgsentativity because the number of
alumni was growing and that a committee of wise stevuld be created to control the EC. He
also suggested that alumni residing in Florencellshioe given a special status and/or role in
the AA, that EUI researchers should be assuredaepiaces in the committee and that national
chapters should be given more responsibilitiesraadurces.

12.1n the opinion of the various members of the EQ tha idea of having a wise men committee
and/or special rights for particular groups witttie AA was not a good idea in terms of
democracy. In their opinion, the EC should remaityfaccountable to the GA and not to any
committee of wise men. Also all alumni, withouttdistion between where they reside, should
have the right to be elected to the EC. F. Torméstpd out that the proposals put forward by C.
Spagnolo, who had been a member of the EC betw@@hdhd 2006 and also a member of the
statute revision subcommittee, would require auggatevision for implementation and so that
had to be proposed to the GA, not to the EC, atithe of a statute revision.

13.Lea Campos Boralevi and Carlo Spagnolo critici$edAA history booklet. L. Campos
Boralevi thought that as someone who had partiegpat the first committees of the AA and
who was specialist in history she could have be#edto participate more actively in its
making.

14.P. Della Posta pointed out that he rememberedthetilat the 2006 GA L. Boralevi had been
asked to send any photos and documents she mighftathe Booklet and that she had said
that she had to look a bit for them but that sheld/send them to the EC.

15.C. Spagnolo criticised the fact that the AA Histbgoklet had been edited by the current EC
committee.

16.F. Torres said that that was a decision of this-HR his opinion the right decision — and that in
any case the EUI would not publish anything inriaene of the AA without the EC taking the
responsibility for it. That had been made very claathe EUI administration (Barbara Ciomei,
EUI Publications Officer).

17.L. Boralevi and C. Spagnolo also expressed the tietvthere should be more activities to

motivate the participation of both alumni and cotneesearchers and their interaction.



18.F. Torres, P. Della Posta and V. Hayaert saidphetisely that had happened during the job
event that very day: 10 alumni, including formemniers of the first Executive Committees
and several members of the EC had been talkingetoniny researchers about what was of
utmost interest to them at the moment — their futareers. Judith Przyrowski also gave some
more information on the interest and response dfrfekkarchers to that initiative. F. Torres
took the opportunity to publicly thank, on behdltloe EC, the Academic Service and Judith
Przyrowski for the realisation of that valuabléiative to which the AA had been associated.

19.When questioned by Lea Campos Boralevi why thaseai participating in the Career event
were not participating in the GA, F. Torres saidttbf course he could not know but that they
were certainly doing something very useful (stilking to the researchers after the seminar) on
fostering the aims of the AA and the link betweesearchers and alumni. Participation was
very high in the career event and was expectedtalbe significant in the Chianti walk (social
event) and academic participation in the organtsederences had outstripped any
expectations. He added that he could understarf@théhat alumni in general might like better
to participate in a conference or in a social dgtiand possibly less so in more procedural-type
meetings such as a GA.

20.Gianna Giannelli asked whether it was not possibkerther strengthen the communication
between the EC and the alumni in response to theecos mentioned in the Assembly.

21.F. Torres said that he thought that it was possibtethat the EC was very open to concrete
proposals and was already trying to implement ckffie strategies to improve communication
and participation. V. Hayaert informed the GA abbet initiatives, as member of the EC with
that particular task, to that end.

22.L. Boralevi said that in the past there was a fqiasticipation and only recently people did not
participate because they thought it was useleige@sopinion was disregarded.

23.V. Hayaert and P. Della Posta strongly contestatlittea, giving again their personal examples
as proof of the contrary. They made proposals ass@-members that were implemented by
the EC. Also, when they wanted to more activelylengent what they thought were good
initiatives they stood for election and they welected by the GA. F. Torres added that in 2002,
2003, 2004 and, to a lesser extent in 2006, wittiazences and other initiatives organised,
there was a strong participation — as illustratgddme of the group photos of those GA
published in the booklet and available on the websi

24.The President thanked all participants for thegspnce and welcomed all comments, critiques
and suggestions made by the Assembly. He told #sebly that the EC would pursue the

implementation of its programme on the basis ofchlii had been elected. He also added that



the various suggestions by the General Assemblg ai@rays discussed within the EC and that
all alumni are encouraged to stand for electionarticipate actively in the life of the AA.
Finally, he said that the current EC was alreadgulising ways of increasing the participation
by as many alumni as possible in the next election.



