Transcript
00:00:01 Intro jingle
Welcome to the People Power Politics podcast brought to you by CEDAR, the Centre for Elections, Democracy, Accountability and Representation at the University of Birmingham.
00:00:13 Licia Cianetti
Hi, everyone. Thank you for listening to another episode of the People Power Politics podcast. My name is Licia Cianetti. I am the deputy director of CEDAR and your host today. This is a special episode that we decided to record on the spur of the moment when the results from the elections in Serbia and Brazil came through in the early hours of the 26th of October. And as in both countries, it looked like the worst was avoided. We thought we would reach out to our CEDAR friends in Serbia and in Brazil to see what they think. And so, I'm so very happy to be joined by Aleksrandra Krstić, Professor at the Department of Journalism and Communication in the Faculty of Political Sciences at the University of Belgrade, and Deborah Monte, International Relations Professor at the Federal University da Grande Dourados in Brazil. Now, they've both been involved in the struggle for democracy in their respective country and have agreed to come on the podcast to have a conversation about their experiences, what has been happening in Serbia and in Brazil, and perhaps so we can learn if we look at it together. And as I said, they are both friends of CEDAR. So, Deborah was visiting fellow here with us for eight months between 2024 - 2025, and we miss her. And she also guest hosted one of our podcast episodes about the role of the military in Brazil. So, if you haven't listened to that, you can go back and listen to the episode that Deborah hosted. And Aleksrandra is embarking with us on a new research project called RESISTANCE, Resisting Interscalar Authoritarian Networks and Coalitions. So, she is in the CEDAR fold for at least the next three years and hopefully longer. Now, the project RESISTANCE is funded by the European Union and involves many partners from across Europe. And over the next three years, we will try to understand the new geographies of contemporary authoritarianism. So how local struggles, like the ones we will talk about today, are interconnected with wider authoritarian ecosystems through which authoritarian ideas, practices, technologies and policies are produced and spread in ways that go well beyond any single country and blur the lines between what is local, what is national and what is transnational. So, with this project, we want to understand how these interconnections work and what it means to do democratic resistance in this context. And we will devote one of our upcoming episodes to presenting and introducing the RESISTANCE Project, and over the next three years, we will produce regular episodes related to it. So, you'll hear about that more in the coming months and years. And today's episode is, in a way, a preview of some of the themes that we think will run through our episodes. So, first of all, thank you both so much for joining us, Aleksrandra and Deborah. 
00:02:36 Aleksrandra Krstić
Thank you for inviting us.
00:02:38 Deborah Monte
Hi, Aleksrandra. Hi, Licia. Thank you very much. I am so glad to be here talking to you.
00:02:43 Licia Cianetti
Most of our listeners, I think will know the basics or at least will have read something about the basics in the past week. They would have seen the news that the presidential elections in Brazil and the parliamentary elections in Serbia were held on the same weekend, 25th of October, and that in both cases, the candidates that have been associated with attacks to democracy lost. First of all, to expand on this generic context, I'd like you to tell us a little bit more about why these elections were so momentous and why everyone that wanted to defend democracy seem to have gotten involved.
00:03:16 Aleksrandra Krstić
Thank you so much again for the invitation. What a time to be alive, as one of our great friends from CEDAR, Nic Cheeseman, would say. So yes, I think that these elections, especially in Serbia, held on 25th of October, were particularly important because we have had the authoritarian rule of the Serbian Progressive Party and their regime in place for 14 years. And there were so many elections in the meantime that the opposition was so weak and all other forces were actually erased by the ruling party that the only way that people could actually erase this kind of regime and to start fighting for democracy for real was after the terrible tragedy that happened on the 1st of November 2024, when the canopy of the train station in Novi Sad collapsed and killed 16 people. So, it immediately raised questions of corruption, of corruptive government, of everything that was actually hidden from us as citizens, like who built this train station so it can kill 16 people and erase them from the earth. So, the protests immediately started and students led those protests and students blocked their faculties to try to fight for justice and to try to fight for accountability and transparency and for actually the responsibility of the government and of the people who they wanted to be held responsible for everything what has happened in Novi Sad. So actually two years after that, from the beginning of the movement, which was, you know, a student movement, it became and it evolved in a massive citizen movement that we have been present on streets. We took to streets for so many times since then, and it actually evolved as a huge political actor that actually stood up against the regime and said, okay, if you don't show who is responsible for this tragedy, now we want to take you to the parliamentary elections and to try to beat you there. So that happened on 25th of October. And I would say it's kind of not only a real win of the huge students and citizen movement, it is something that we fought for a long time, but we simply couldn't get that kind of power of the people to take down the regime. So, I would say this was a citizen movement that took down the regime of Serbian Progressive Party, who had an immense power in the past 14 years.
00:05:57 Deborah Monte
Excellent. Thank you very much again for the invitation, Licia. Aleksrandra, it's so nice to meet you and to learn a little bit more about Serbia. And it is amazing that both movements have happened in the same time frame in really different contexts but sharing also a lot of similarities. These were elections of many first times in Brazil, so for the first time, the president will have a fourth government of course not in sequence. So, Lula has been president in the past and he has been the president over the four last years and because he has also defeated Bolsonaro, the father of Flavio Bolsonaro, the other candidate in this election of this month. It was the first time also that a candidate that has finished the first round of the presidential election in the second place has won in the final round, has won in the second round. So, we saw a huge increase of Lula popularity and support over these three weeks between the first round and the second round. So, Lula has received 4.4 million votes more than Flavio Bolsonaro in the end of the second round achieving a share of 51.8% of the vote and when we compare the first round and the second round, we see a remarkable increase of votes for Lula and so 10 million votes more in the second round has been received for Lula when comparing the same election. Also, Lula has increased his constituency. When we compare 2022 elections and this year's elections, we see that Lula has increased the numbers of voters when he first defeated Bolsonaro, the father. So, it's worth saying that Flávio Bolsonaro is the son of Jair Bolsonaro, who is under house arrest for plot in a coup d'etat. He was the president who has undertaken the most severe autocratic measures and actions during his term. So, Bolsonaro was the voice of Bolsonarismo in this election. So, the victory of Lula is held not only by his most vocal supporters, but also by those who do not agree with Bolsonaro and his far-right strategies for the country.
00:08:02 Licia Cianetti
Thank you both. And this gives us a sense of how important these elections were. And talking about the elections with friends and colleagues both in Serbia and Brazil before the elections happened, there was a lot at stake. And there seemed to be one of those elections where what's at stake is not just the results of the elections, but what happens to democratic institutions afterwards. Now that we have this context, I'd like to go straight to the question that many have been asking, which is where Bolsonaro, which is actually defeated. So, you've given some little bit of previews there. But how did you manage to have these results against the odds? What were the strategies that you point to with the work on the ground that you think was most important? And maybe Deborah, want to go first and then Aleksrandra?
00:08:49 Deborah Monte
First of all, it was a victory of mobilisation against abstention. So that's the reason why Lula had been elected a week ago. So, the abstention rate has been between in the same election between the first round and the second round, the abstention rate has been decreased by 2%. So more than 3 million people who didn't vote in the first round went to the ballots, went to vote in the second one. So, it was a national movement to convince people who are not obliged to vote, who vote is not mandatory like elderly people, that your vote matters. We count on your vote and your support. So, this comeback has been to do with intense three weeks of mobilisation in the streets and in social media. So, we see two levels or two spaces where we won this battle against anti-democratic forces. And when we look at the street side, we must give credit to the youth, especially the students, and more specifically to the students of Universidade Federal Fluminense in Niterói City, the state of Rio de Janeiro, that right after the results of the first round, when Lula was in the second place, they called for an act and said, We need to take the streets, we need to mobilize against this autocratic threat. Nothing's normal anymore. So, they sparkled and initiated a series of street protests, street manifestations across the country, led mostly by the students, of course, political parties and union, they were all together, but the students were the main actors in this case. And we could see tense three weeks of the streets covered by people doing the yellow, like as a symbol for support for Lula, taking the colours of the nation back because the green and yellow were like captured by Bolsonaristo's fourth. And we could see protests in all over the country, in big cities like Sao Paulo, in Avenida Paulista, Rio de Janeiro, Belo Horizonte, but also in smaller cities like the one living in the countryside of a very Bolsonarista state. My students and I, we were there like every Saturday talking to the people in bus stops and talking to the people in stores saying your rights are endangered and making public lectures about democracy, about autocracy, and to raise awareness of what was at stake in this election. Among these strategies, Lula supporters have shown the risk of a Flávio government, considering his party has achieved a big share of seats in both houses of parliament so he could have like a better environment than his father to destroy democracy from the inside out. And also, Lula's supporters exposed a lot of corruption scandals and crimes that Flavio Bolsonaro is allegedly involved in. So, we talked to people to show who Flavio Bolsonaro was and all the things he was involved in. As a plus to the street side, we also had the mobilisation in the social media and a congressman, like a left-winger congressman called Janonis, and I must say his name because he's getting famous now, and he literally coordinated a series of actions to take the social media for the Lula side. He literally ordered posts at the same moment in a day to subvert the logic of the algorithm and to boost the range of publications in support of Lula. And we cannot understand this come back without looking to the street side or taking over the streets and also taking over the virtual streets of social media.
00:12:26 Aleksrandra Krstić
This experience from Brazil resonates also with the Serbian experience to an extent. I would like to highlight that first of all, in Serbia, this is a leaderless movement. So, this is what is very interesting from a political science point of view, from scientific point of view is that actually you don't need a man to fight a man, like a personalized kind of politics. You need a leaderless movement, a student movement, a citizen movement, people to actually fight one very powerful man. His ruling party, as I already said, they had been in power for 14 years. So actually, the mobilisation came from inside of the student movement. First, it was the educational kind of new movement because it first involved blockages of the universities because students said, there is no justice, we are going to block universities. So as soon as professors and all other educators supported the students, it actually took the education again into focus and said we should focus on the aspect of education and the power of students in our country. On the second stance, it became a citizen movement as soon as the police forces got so violent and the excessive use of police force. They were beating our citizens and then all students actually gathered together to invite people to fight in solidarity. So first it was justice and then the second one is the solidarity of all people. I would like to extend not only the way that they mobilized, not only through social media, but what students did is something really historical and something that media and communication scholars should look into it, is that they override the captured media system, a heavily captured media system in the mainstream domain, that they actually not only use digital platforms and social media to spread their word but they physically walked from one part of the country to the other. They were walking for days and days. They were bicycling throughout the country from east to west, from north to south. They actually knocked on people's doors to tell them, hey, look, we are the students. The terrible tragedy happened. Nobody was held responsible. Join us and we are going to fight this regime. So actually, older people who are all watching the TV like, you know, five hours per day, like very heavy watchers of TV, they actually had the first time experience to get to talk to young people, the Generation Z, who is telling them what are you looking on TV is not true. Come join us and then we will tell you what is going on and what we want to achieve. So, their strategy was basically a new communication infrastructure that worked very well, not only in the two years from now, because it all started after the 1st of November 2024, and then actually continued until just a couple of days ago, but it was also their pre-elections strategy. During campaigning they were physically walking because the mainstream media were closed for them as for many critical voices for years. I would also like to highlight their very simple slogan of the campaign. It was three words Serbia or Mafia. So, Serbia is all of us people, you know, everybody and Mafia is the regime very tied to criminal and everything that was going on in this shady grey area that you cannot know what is going on because we are not part of that, of course. But the regime was actually associated with the mafia kind of structure, hierarchy, and everything else what is going on. So, it's so powerful slogan in only three words, Serbia, or mafia. You are choosing between this and that. And this is what on a basic level, as you talk, when I talked with a lot of ordinary people these years, that common people get this slogan. They don't need very complicated slogans and messages to try to think what does that mean? When you talk to them in this very simple way, you know that who is Serbia and who is associated with this very heavy word mafia. The results show that the students, I mean the students list, and I have to say for your listeners that the students list is comprised of the greatest experts in this country, like a lot of PhDs, a lot of university professors, great experts, and they are going to get 140 seats in the parliament out of 250 in total. So, 140 seats for the students list, 104 for the former regime. And I think that some of those minority parties are going to get one, two or three or something like that. This is saying that the ruling party, the Serbian Progressive Party was completely defeated. Now they are basically trying to say that it cannot be that this is a leaderless movement, that somebody was financing from this from outside, that a lot of Russian or pro-West or this and that, these forces have been pumping up a lot of money into the student’s movement. Of course, a huge smear campaign that not only my students, but also us as university professors went through a lot of threats, a lot of smear campaigns, a lot of fake news and disinformation on in many tabloid media. But when you have a movement based on rooted in solidarity and that we never forgot what actually triggered this is the extreme violence against the people who got killed for the corruption, then you have this kind of pure way to fight the regime, not for political odds, but for something that you think democracy should be, that democracy should stand for, and that these years that are left on this earth, that we want to live in democracy. And if you allow me, I will want to say that I have seen this twice in my lifetime, which is maybe good or bad, I'm not sure. I'm 47 years old, but on the 5th of October of 2000, we have defeated Milošević’s regime, Slobodan Milošević was a former authoritarian president who held our country isolated for 10 years during the 1990s. I spent my childhood in a very conflict area, in a very turbulent country, which was once called Yugoslavia, as you might remember it. But then Milosevic was defeated on the 5th of October, and this is very kind of a symbolic way, this was 5th and this was 25th of October, that we have only seen a small window of opportunity for democratic transition in just a couple of years before our firstly democratically elected Prime Minister was killed and assassinated in front of the government building in 2003. And then practically everything stopped. And then you have seen the collapse of democracy ever since. So, what we are seeing now, my generation, Generation X or generations who grew up after that, is that they see what we once failed to do as a generation, our students and our kids are now doing this. So, this from a kind of also a human point of view, I'm also at the same time excited, but at the same time, I'm terrified. If we lose this kind of opportunity to make our country better and to really put ourselves in a position to try to contribute to this change, then I don't know what would happen. But yes, what a time to be alive. And I have to say, people in Serbia these days are smiling differently, walking even differently. People are not afraid of anything anymore. And I mean, this is one of the biggest changes we have seen is that students put everyone on one side through a very simple slogan, knew how the media functioned and said, we are going overide this and we are going to do this different because the country deserves that.
00:19:56 Licia Cianetti
Thank you both. And I could see that Deborah was nodding along at every point Aleksrandra was making, which maybe shouldn't be surprising. But it's also worth noting that these are two very different countries, right? If nothing else, even at the sheer size of Brazil with more than 200 million people and Serbia with six and a half million people and very different histories. But it's very interesting to see how some of the things that you highlighted is managing to overcome a very bias, media system and communication system, bias in multiple ways, right? Like in Serbia because of government control, but also the role of the algorithm. In Brazil, as Deborah put it, people had to think about how do we subvert the logic of the algorithm favors. Bolsonaro, but not only the logic. I mean, there's been strong allegations that there were direct interventions by Meta to favor Bolsonaro with Lula. So the media environment was stacked against this movement. So very interesting to see how also being on the ground, the students in every village or talk to your students to people that you don't talk usually with this diffuse campaigning helped. And also, how corruption and people being tired of that also played a big role in both cases. I wanted maybe to bring this to the lesson. But I know that when we try to draw lessons from events, there's always the risk of suggesting, well, there's an easy solution, just do whatever, this kind of thing when you mobilize online and this kind of thing on the ground. But what strikes me is that in both cases, the kind of civic infrastructure that was needed to make that mobilisation possible could not just appear out of the blue, right? Couldn't just be made-up for the purpose of the election. So Aleksrandra really talked a little bit about the fact that in Serbia there is a tradition in a way, experiences of mobilizing against authoritarian governments, but also maybe I want you to say a little bit more about the plenums, so the assemblies the students organized that seem to reach back to this kind of longer traditions of self-government that may be specific to Serbia, but that seemed to again build a certain infrastructure that might be useful in the future. And Deborah, again, the mobilisation that was possible seemed to also build on an existing tradition of participatory democracy, for example. I know that you were studying participatory budgeting and how that has been both undermined by Bolsonaro father, but also how that might have been one of the places where resilience was stored then to be used around these elections. I want you to say a little bit more about how do we build but also maintain and protect a civic infrastructure that allows resistance and to happen when needed. And Aleksrandra, do you want to go first?
00:22:24 Aleksrandra Krstić
Thank you. I would also talk a bit about this, everything what was also very new to us, looking from this point of view, not only as a professor and somebody who supported students from the beginning, but as somebody who lived in Serbia, we have had so many protests in the past 20, 25 years, but we have never seen this kind of alignment that people actually showed up every time students called because you Licia said one very important thing is that people in Serbia were just fed up with everything. So, for example, in contrast to the previous protests, which actually fell apart, maybe after nine months or a year, you have had very huge protests, more than 100,000 people gathering every time students called. So, this was like what is happening? I mean, why are we always showing up? Because we want to see, we want to say goodbye to this regime in one way. The other very interesting thing is that students distance themselves from the politics and political party from the very beginning. Something which was rooted in this anti-politics actually became the main political actor two years after that. So, this is a very interesting thing to research also from the political science point of view. Like how are you dissociating and disconnecting yourself from politics because you think that politics itself is something dirty, is something that is criminal and two years after that you are building the whole movement and you are running for the parliament yourself as a huge political actor. So, this is something very, very interesting to talk about also. Think about plenums, how students made decisions is that they had plenums and each faculty and then each university or like a rooftop of something. So, it was a leaderless movement, but a very hierarchical one. So, you are talking about hierarchy, like there was a group for security, group for media, group for this and that. So, it was perfectly organized. Even looking at the election day, I know I have a lot of students who volunteered and I actually have people from my family who volunteered to drive students from this part of the town to another. They had more than, I think that 100,000 people were volunteering only on that day. So, this was the first time that they actually asked people, do you want to volunteer to control the election day on the polling station? Do you want to do this or that? Do you want to drive students around for free? And many people said yes because it is a movement based on the solidarity kind of thing. And I would say that what attracted people to support this kind of movement is that it was built on this politics. We are not politicians, we are students who fight for justice, and we want to gather citizens around us. So, we want to build a better society. So, this kind of a civic movement and this kind of societal force that actually won over the political one was that brought by the students. And when they announced, everybody was asking who is going to be on their list? Are they going to be students? I remember the former regime and the ex-president, he said, this is the students list and there is no student in that list. This was very also interesting to see because students actually recommended 250 people on their list who are going to be experts in areas that they thought it would be the most significant one to get involved with. It is not only the education, it is not only the media, but it is like agriculture and all the other fields that they can contribute to. I would say this is all interesting from different levels. But what was the most dominant thing is that people showed up on every protest that this kind of power people gathering in the main squares of Belgrade and throughout the city and throughout the country actually showed up the former regime that this is the power, very serious one, that they are going to find new ways how to defeat because the student movement is built on completely different energies and different postulates than any movement before. Distancing from politics actually erased opposition, the political opposition from any parliamentary game, erased political opposition as political power. You have only had two kind of political opposition parties that run for parliamentary elections. And now they had less than 1%. They had 0.3 and 0.9, I think. So, this was like the movement is such a force, erasing not only the former regime and beating them up, but also destroying opposition parties and everybody else because people actually do not want this kind of old politics anymore. They voted for students because they see them as the real driving force of future change. But now I have to say that I think the hardest part is yet to come. We are free. We are excited. We are super happy. But at the same time, we are very concerned of how the government is going to be formed, who will form the government, who is going to be the prime minister, who is going to run for the president. Because when you have the leaderless movement, you have so many unknown things that are hiding there. But I think that despite of that, we have great trust in students and in the whole movement who got us to this point for months after 14 years, we can say that there is still hope for democracy in Serbia.
00:27:33 Licia Cianetti
Thank you. Deborah.
00:27:35 Deborah Monte
Well, it's amazing to listen to Aleksrandra and I can see so many similarities because when we see this movement, we see a leaderless street movement, we see a liberalized movement, but we don't see the exclusion of some forces that are used to protest and to go to the streets alongside with the students. So, in the recent years, the streets have been taken by more illiberal forces than the liberal progressive ones. So, we could see big, big manifestations, mobilisations in support of Bolsonaro during his government. So, for the first time, during Lula's government, we didn't see much of street mobilisation because I kind of could sense the feeling that we already won, so we don't need to engage as much. But when the threat comes to the door, we could see the students saying for the first time, okay, I have to do something. And there are some students that have never been to the street, they are so young, and her parents maybe have been, but it was the first time they organized themselves and went there to make a noise and to raise awareness for what was happening, but without excluding the formal and more traditional groups that have been involved in protests in defending democracy over the years. And among the strategies used about the threats of Flávio for the welfare state in Brazil and some social rights that could be endangered if he was elected and it is really related to all this welfare state and system is really related to a participatory set of institutions like embedded in the country in the state level and also in local level so we could see the same people that works for example in a public council of health like advocating for the national public health system and how it can be endangered in case of Flavio being elected so this system of participation that Bolsonaro tried so hard to dismantle like not survived without any danger or without any harm but survived and it has boosted people alongside with students to take the streets over again and to say how this beautiful welfare state we have with a lot of problems of course but how education how health how social security can be in danger in case of another Bolsonaro term not the father this time but the son.
00:30:03 Licia Cianetti
So, we're coming to the end of the episode. Before we close, I just wanted to ask a very, very last question to know what you see as the risks and maybe their hopes going forward. Aleksrandra already said a little bit that this is the moment where the work actually starts, and I'm sure that is in many ways the same in Brazil. But is there something that particularly worries you or inspires you in this moment that you want to leave our listeners with? Deb, do you want to go first?
00:30:28 Deborah Monte
[bookmark: _Int_Qv8gHgRf][bookmark: _Int_WsV4MXNM][bookmark: _Int_a9Q8YMwC]Well, a lot of concerns at this moment, as I said, Lula is not facing a very friendly environment in the national level or in the state level. So, a big share of the seats in both houses of parliament has been occupied by Flavio's party and his party's supporters. So, it won't be easy for governability in general. And many, many, in many central, crucial states like Sao Paulo and Parana and Mato Grosso do Sul and Minas Gerais, the governors elected are not particularly supporters of Lula. In some cases, they are Bolsonaristas. So, it won't be easy. It won't be an easy government. It will be a big coalition government because that's the electoral side. So, the vice president is a central right-wing man. So, it won't be easy to govern, especially because of the national scale game of power. And also, there is also a big concern of the interference of the United States in our politics. So, two days after the election, Flávio flew to the United States, claiming himself in one version of a letter, the official elected president of Brazil. He changed this version over the week, but he's not accepting the defeat. And we are really concerned of what this means to Brazil's politics because we are in a region of big influence of the United States, especially under Trump administration. So, his lead was sponsored or at least supported by the Argentinian government of Javier Mile and there are big concerns that also some agents of the United States have been helped him to go to the United States. So, we have bigger concerns of stronger and more direct influence of the United States during the election. It didn't happen explicitly, but we don't know what's about to come. Trump at this time is trying to be neutral, like saying, oh, it wasn't like a very fair election, but I won't say much. He's trying to distance himself a little bit from Flavio because of the midterm elections. But we also have this concern that what's going to be next in terms of the transnational scale. And Bolsonarismo has strong ties with some sectors of Trump government, especially the MAGA movement, and also with a special relationship with Marco Rubio, the Secretary of State. So, we are not completely sure that no retirement or any kind of stronger influence are not going to happen, but by this moment, the international community is openly recognizing Lula's victory, Lula's win, and so we are a little bit more chilled about it, but we are never chilled when it comes to international influence, especially to the US. And also, we have to think about what's next in terms of succession for the liberal forces in Brazil, or for the democratic forces in Brazil, because in the last election, the indeed election, the only one that could defeat Bolsonarismo was Lula. And he's an 81-year-old man, a very strong leader, but we need succession, because the only person that could stop and help autocratisation in the ballot is a very elderly man, and who I admire, of course, but we need to think about what's next and to build other leadership in the youth. So, I look with eyes of hope to this whole mobilisation because maybe a new leader is coming to defend this democratic side of the force. It doesn't come without fear, but we at least defeated autocratisation in the ballots. But the governability issues are really concerning everyone in Brazil right now.
00:34:16 Aleksrandra Krstić
Thank you, Deborah. I would say that we share also some risks and of course hopes. I would start with the risks. For example, everybody is asking themselves, will this movement and people who are on the list and who are getting into the parliament, going to have enough capacity to make institutions work for once. So, when I say that, the biggest job is getting media sector into order after so many years. And when I'm talking about the completely captured media system and not only media system, but all the supporting institutions that should have been supporting the independent media sector, instead they became captured from within, for example, captured the regulatory body for electronic media and other important institutions that were supposed to be independent, but they worked very close with the former regime in the past 10 years. So how are those people going to dismantle this? How are we going to try to put the media sector working after so many years? Will they also have the capacity to deal with the corruptive behavior which is detected in so many different fields like judiciary, prosecution, public institutions, health institutions, and everything that you can imagine that has been going on for more than a decade. Also, there is a there is a concern is this movement pro-EU or not? Is it pro-EU enough to make conversations with the EU leaders? Or are they showing up some associations with other very powerful states, for example, as Russia? Or is this movement too diversified from within that it gathers pro-left, pro-right, I don't know, so many different forces? When we talk about this, we talk about the movement, but when we talk about the people on the list who are getting into the parliament and maybe the people who are going to form the government to be the ministers, then we have to and I have to read through their statements in the media that they have already said that they are going to be the pro-EU government with, you know, fighting for the EU agenda that Serbia only declaratively was during the previous regime. Also, a concern among people is that now the country is practically going to be led by people who have had no previous political experience. So, this is kind of a completely new thing that you always have had politicians running the country, these politicians, those politicians, bad, worse, good, and better. But this is the first time that you are going to have, I don't know, a university professor not associated with any kind of a political party running the ministry. And we have never seen that before. You have had some experts like advisors and everything else, like a normal in every government. But now this is not a concern for me because I know what the university education means, but this is what people on the streets talk about, like, you know, and those concerns because I would say that it is completely normal for yourself to ask this kind of question. But when I talk about hope, I have a big hope, and I have a big hope for our society because the biggest step is taken. It was last Sunday and now the former government, we can call it former, regime. But I would say that this transitional period is very important, this transitional period between 25th of October and the date when the new government is going to be formed and when the new parliament is going to be called. So, this is the most sensitive period. So now these days in Serbian media, you can read and you can hear about arrests of people, about putting people who were found guilty for this and that in prison. So, arrests are going on, people associated with shady businesses and banks associated to the former regime, people who were in charge of, I don't know, in some police forces and everything else. So, this is like a grey area of when the new government is not formed and the former regime is still in power because they have like a technical mandate and we have a technical mandate of the former government. So, this month is the crucial one. We have hopes that the new people who are going to be people in the government and in the ministries and in the parliament know that the institutions didn't work. They were completely captured by the regime. And we have this lesson, like, let us never allow this to happen again. We have the worst examples of the captured media system and the pro-regime media who actually behaved as transients of the regime instead of being a non-biased, very transparent media, public media, who informed the public for their sake. Instead, they behaved like bats of the regime, spreading so many smear campaigns, very biased information and a lot of disinformation that actually tried to convince people that they are living in a great country, economically build up, they have a great salaries, which of course was not true. Just take into account where Serbia is today. And of course, I would say that especially a lot of concerns are going on because the students are young people. They are aged between 18 and 25 and whom to trust if you don't trust your own children. My son is the first-year student. He enrolled just the faculty at the University of Belgrade this year, and I trust him the most. I think that they, him, and his generation led our country and are going to lead our country to the better future, and we have high hopes.
00:39:48 Licia Cianetti
Thank you both. We had to close here, but thank you so much again for joining us, Aleksrandra and Deborah. This was an illuminating conversation. I was so happy that you could make it on such a short notice. Thank you.
00:39:58 Aleksrandra Krstić
Thank you so much, Licia. Thanks.
00:39:59 Deborah Monte
Thank you, Licia. Thank you, Aleksrandra.
00:40:01 Licia Cianetti
And thanks also to our I am Licia Cianetti, the Deputy Director of CEDAR and the host of these People Power Politics podcast episode. And I've been talking to Aleksrandra Krstić and Deborah Monte about the recent elections in Serbia and Brazil. 
00:40:15 Outro jingle
Thank you for listening to the People Power Politics podcast brought to you by CEDAR, the Centre for Elections, Democracy, Accountability and Representation at the University of Birmingham. To learn more about our centre and the exciting work we do on these issues around the world, please follow us on Twitter at @CEDAR_Bham and visit our website using the link in the podcast description.




