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Dear Colleagues, 

first of all a big thank you to ASEM, which is a vital organization that foster   the deepening of the relationship between Asia and Europe at all levels; a process that is necessary to achieve a more balanced world order, both politically and economically. A big thanks also to the Shanghai Institutes for International Studies, which is hosting us in this important academic event. 

This is my first participation to an ASEM summit. Our research center in Italy – CESEM – has dealt for several years with international cooperation from a geopolitical point of view, in the belief that the essential political conditions for the development of proper relationships between the individual nation states are respect for national sovereignty, peace and cooperation on a voluntary basis, according to the theory of a multiple development of the international actors. 

The topics covered in this conference are of particular interest; 

First of all, the theme of connectivity: this word - connectivity - includes several fields of application; although the technological modernity suggests more frequent occasions of connectivity in the sense of computer networks and data access, which involve opportunities of information exchange through shared networks, connectivity should see a wider application in the overall relation between the international actors. 

Connectivity should be understood as a relationship between equal nations that respect the principle of non-interference and mutual cooperation; 

Economic connectivity that could increasingly provide sophisticated tools to link producers and consumers of different nations or continents.

Commercial connectivity, able to act on customs agreements as widely as possible in order to facilitate the processes of import/export of materials, goods and services. 

The issue of trade agreements is, in some ways, inclusive. On this issue there are two different approaches, which deal with various economic theories. 

On the one hand the supporters of free trade, who trust in the ability of self-regulation of markets, according to which individual countries can only "endure" economic, financial and business flows.

 On the other hand the protectionists, who would erect new barriers and borders, protecting local production but certainly precluding the possibility of imports. 

Then there is a third position, which could be called hypocrite, but which unfortunately still concerns important business areas (to some extent also the Euro area); a position that requires maximum flexibility in output (export) and the maximum rigidity in incoming (import). 

We’ve already seen this attitude several times in trade relations between the Eurozone and Asia, for what concerns artifacts, technology and raw materials.

 This type of attitude must be avoided, and should be promoted processes of free trade on an equal basis.

 One is reminded of the wisdom of the Greek philosopher Aristotle, about trade “when there is an economic transaction must be met both the seller and the buyer satisfaction, otherwise you cannot talk about economy but only about fraud.” 

I think it is important to clarify the terms; if it is wrong to understand globalization as a unilateral extension of assets, goods and culture of some civilizations on others, if it is wrong a globalization with a neo-colonialist impact of some civilization on others, is a sustainable internationalization  (diplomatic, economic and commercial) that draws more and more peoples, nations, cultures and different political experiences open to comparison in a logic of equality according to a win to win strategy. 

We can see many examples of how this strategy can be put in practice today. Let’s consider for instance the attitude that in recent years the Chinese government has adopted in a strategic region as sub-Saharan Africa: major investments in infrastructure have been implemented in exchange for raw materials, according to an approach of mutual benefit. 

But I also think of other small examples, which concern my country, Italy. While the Chinese community has made ​​large investments in the textile and manufacturing industry in some of our regions, it has also created the opportunity to import many typical Italian products, especially in the food, fashion and automotive industries. 

Coming to the second topic dealt with, that of the infrastructural connectivity.   Certainly investment in telecommunications networks, roads, air and sea links are essential to bring nations closer. 

As important today as in ancient times, a good infrastructure system is a sine qua non of development. Let’s just think about the Silk Road in ancient Rome and in medieval Europe, linking the Mediterranean with the East. 

 However, infrastructure alone is not enough if the countries interested are not linked by mutual understanding. Infrastructure certainly can approach the markets and economies, but to bring people together you need further investment, which is essentially a cultural investment. 

In addition, we Europeans cannot claim a homogeneity of thought in our continent. If Europe has reached a uniform currency (the Euro), it still suffers vast differences in the overall strategic approach, foreign policy, tax policies, laws relating to welfare and labor and infrastructure investments. 

A Europe that has not yet found the right balance between the role of states and the role of markets, a Europe where the boundaries of individual national sovereignty are not yet well defined. We have, in a sense, a large economic space that is not yet a political container.

 We undertook this project in the worst possible way, creating a Europe governed by the banks that has not yet become a Europe of the federated peoples. 

Coming to conclusions, I think meetings like this today are particularly important for many reasons; first of all creating a common basis for discussion, creating a sharing platform for many different points of view, smoothing distances and enriching the cultural debate between two continents - Asia and Europe – which are getting increasingly closer. 

I will conclude with an old teaching of Confucius which is summed up in the word “reciprocity”. He said, "What you do not want done to yourself, do not do to others." I think this is still a current and useful teaching to deal with the relations and diplomatic disputes between nations today, from a financial and from a political point of view. This teaching can help to walk the path of harmony and cooperation in a multipolar world, where there shouldn’t be any new forms of colonialism, imperialism and abuse of power, but where peoples can - as equals - develop in the common interest.

