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“I wish to re-
call the Sar-
dinia of my 
childhood — 
but above all, 
the deep and 
genuine wis-
dom, the al-
most religious 
way of think-
ing and liv-
ing of certain 
old Sardinian 
shepherds and 
farmers. De-
spite their 
complete lack 
of formal ed-
ucation, they 
seemed guided 
by an ances-
tral habit of 
thought and a 
superior con-
t e m p l a t i o n 
of life and 
of the things 
beyond life. 
From some of 
these old 
men I learned 
truths and in-
sights that no 
book has ever 
revealed to 
me with such 
clarity and 
comfort. They 
are the great 
f u n d a m e n t a l 
truths that 
the first in-
habitants of 
the earth must 
have drawn from 
within them-
selves, teach-
ers and pupils 
at once, in 
the presence 
of the grand 
mysteries of 
nature and 
of the human 

heart...”
G. Deledda

[Discoteca di 
Stato]
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Baia  di Nido d’Aquila (Bay of the Eagle’s Nest), La Maddalena, Sardinia.

The Bay of the 
Eagle’s Nest.
a situated preface

Every year, I go back to sit on that rock. All of a sudden, after squeamish 
anticipation, I am sitting there, on that pinkish stone at the center of a quiet 
bay held in place by the rockish arms around it and the soft lingering sounds of 
the sea, penetrating with joy. The boats sway above the surface, the air slows 
down and so does the heart, and the curved line of the bay feels like an em-
brace. Through my breath, it whispers, welcome home.

This moment returns each year. I wait for it, and often I feel as if part 
of me never fully leaves, as though I knew that my phantasm still sits on that 
same stone where I rested as a child, suspended in time, waiting for my return. 
That same stone where I looked at stars and where my brother and I learned about 
our cosmic insignificance. Every milestone of my life, every ending and begin-
ning, every knot of tension of growing older and messier and stupider, it all 
eventually leads me back to this ritual. This bay knows me. She understands. She 
smiles. 

If life is a dream, a videogame, or a fiction whose edges we only half-per-
ceive, then I can say I am one of the lucky fews who know their spawning point, 
the coordinate where I reappear, over and over again.

I always thought this attachment was a romantic indulgence, something I al-
lowed myself to believe in before returning to the “real world.” But with each 
passing year, I know it to be truer than I ever admitted. Often, when I sit si-
lently by the water, my mother joins me. She sits beside me in the same silence, 
and after a while she says: “here is where we find our soul again.”

In these small moments of (in)sanity, she teaches me to trust the intangi-
ble, to descend inward.

Years ago, while I was trying to choose what to study (torn between philos-
ophy, engineering, political science, architecture, psychology…) it was in the 
stillness of that bay that I found my answer. As I asked myself what lies at the 
beginning of a person’s soul, what connects everything we experience, I let my-
self consider: maybe it is places.

Places hold everything: the joy of returning to something that remembers us, 
the stories of those who walked before us, the work of those who built here, as 
well as the pain of those untold or untellable tales and the cravings of unex-
plored futures.

This is where the seed of this work was planted.
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«A volte penso che l’Italia in fondo sia 
un’astrazione. Incollata male dai Savoia e Ca-
vour. Riempita di retorica. E con il peccato 
originale di un Nord che ha depredato il Sud. E 
non paghe, le élite risorgimentali e postrisorg-
imentali hanno pure descritto questo Sud come 
irredimìbile, da civilizzare, insomma usando lo 
stesso lessico e le stesse pratiche che poi sa-
ranno messe in atto nelle colonie (…)».

«Sometimes I think that Italy deep down 
is basically an abstraction. Badly glued to-
gether by the Savoy and Cavour. Stuffed wiht 
rhetoric. And with the original sin of a North 
who plundered the South. And not innocent, the 
elites of the renissance and post-renissance 
have even described this South as irredeemable, 
to be civilized, essentially using the same lex-
icon and the same practices that will then be 
enacted in the colonies (…)».

_Igiaba Scego, italo-somalian writer
 > 2019. Future: Il Domani Narrato Dalle 

Voci di Oggi. Firenze: Efequ
   or “Future [female plural]: tomorrow 

narrated by the voices of today.”

abstract

This thesis is situated within debates on critical urbanism, decolonial theo-
ry, and feminist spatial praxis, addressing how contemporary planning and design 
practices in Europe continue to reproduce colonial, extractive, and epistemical-
ly exclusionary logics. Focusing on Sardinia, a region marked by historical sub-
alternity, militarization, uneven development, and persistent center–periphery 
tensions, the research examines how processes commonly framed as modern develop-
ment have shaped both material landscapes and dominant spatial imaginaries.

The central problem addressed by this study is the persistent invisibilization 
of extractive practices, social and environmental inequalities, and alternative 
ways of inhabiting space within ostensibly “developed” European contexts. Sar-
dinia is approached as a paradigmatic case where multiple forms of domination—
industrial, military, touristic, and epistemic—intersect, while local knowledge 
systems, feminist practices, and place-based life projects continue to challenge 
hegemonic models of planning and development.

Methodologically, the research combines archival and desk research, situated 
fieldwork, and critical cartography, informed by feminist, decolonial, and in-
tersectional theoretical frameworks. Mapping is employed not as a neutral rep-
resentational tool but as a critical and political practice, used to trace both 
hegemonic spatial formations and sites of resistance, conflict, and care. By fol-
lowing struggles, protests, and localized practices, the project foregrounds how 
alternative spatial narratives emerge in response to domination. The study uses 
spatial analysis, archival research, and field observation, guided by feminist 
and decolonial epistemologies, to produce:

1. A critical mapping of power relations across the island, showing how social 
hierarchies, extractive projects, and institutional norms are embedded in space.

2. A mapping of local practices, resistance, and knowledge that illuminate plu-
ral, relational, and ‘sustainable’ ways of living.

3. An intersectional understanding of the communities inhabiting Sardinia, high-
lighting their agency and the systemic constraints they navigate.

4. Recommendations and reflections on the role of the urbanist towards just, plu-
ral worlds; and for institutional actors interested in the autonomy and agency 
of Sardinians and their territory.

The thesis contributes to urbanism and planning by expanding design research be-
yond solutionist paradigms, proposing a critically engaged practice attentive to 
power, difference, and plurality. Rather than offering prescriptive models, it 
advances a methodological and conceptual framework for engaging with pluriver-
sal, place-based futures, demonstrating how urbanism can function as an anti-he-
gemonic, reflexive, and ethically situated practice within contemporary Europe.
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The European legacy of modernity, often 
associated with progress, development, 
and rational social order, is a deeply 
ambivalent project. While producing mate-
rial and institutional transformations, 
it has simultaneously generated struc-
tures of extraction, erasure, and epis-
temic closure. These effects are uneven, 
historically contingent, and differen-
tially distributed, yet their ecological, 
social, and epistemic consequences re-
main systematically undervalued. Europe 
is approached not as a site of equivalent 
victimhood, but as a historical laborato-
ry in which the promises, exclusions, and 
failures of modernity can be critically 
interrogated.

This thesis is also an attempt to train 
myself in practicing an anti-hegemonic 
urbanism work. Urbanism is not neutral: 
territories are arenas of political con-
testation, shaped by power, inequality, 
and historical forms of domination. If 
the objective is to engage in planning 
and design that is ethical, relational, 
and just, one must first make visible the 
hierarchies, burdens, and resistances 
that exist. Working with subaltern com-
munities, or in territories historically 
shaped by extraction and marginalization, 
requires both critical attentiveness to 

a sense of responsibility arising from 
contemporary institutional contexts: no-
tably, my alma mater, IUAV, has been 
granted a consultative role in the re-
construction of Gaza, likely with a zi-
onist lens. Confronted with this fact, I 
feel compelled to examine and reflect upon 
how the epistemic and ethical frameworks 
of urbanism reproduce, or might counter, 
systemic failures, extraction and colo-
nialism, and injustice. This project is 
an effort to practice relational, non-ex-
tractive, and critically informed urban-
ism, attentive to both local and global 
power structures.

Adopting critical positionality (Udah, 
2024), and methods such as critical map-
ping (Crampton & Krygier, 2006; Migno-
lo, 2011), this thesis treats research 
as situated, ethical, and relational. It 
foregrounds the intersection of hege-
mony and resistance, aiming to illumi-
nate structures of oppression while also 
attending to alternative practices and 
knowledge systems. The project does not 
prescribe a universal model, but contrib-
utes plural and relational insights for 
thinking about space, justice, and fu-
tures in contexts shaped by coloniality, 
marginality, and uneven development.

power and the ability to act as a trans-
lator and facilitator between worlds: to 
defend the oppressed, amplify subaltern 
voices, and foster plural, ecological-
ly and socially diverse futures. This 
personal and ethical stance guides the 
research methods and choices presented 
throughout this thesis.

Sardinia is approached as a subaltern 
territory, explicitly theorized by An-
tonio Gramsci as marginalized within the 
Italian state. Gramsci’s reflections in-
formed later Subaltern Studies, demon-
strating how localized subalternity con-
nects to global debates on oppression, 
autonomy, and resistance. The island 
provides a site in which material and 
epistemic forms of domination—from mili-
tarization to industrial extraction, cul-
tural erasure, and uneven development—in-
tersect with local knowledge, resistance, 
and feminist practices, offering criti-
cal insight into how planning and design 
might engage these dynamics responsibly.

In undertaking this research, I am atten-
tive to the imperative not to obscure or 
minimize the violences of European co-
lonialism abroad, including Italian co-
lonial histories in Libya, Eritrea, and 
Ethiopia. This work is also driven by 

Note to the reader: disclaimer on intent, 
limits and responsibility
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Glossary

Modernity

A complex narrative of the present and 
the future, originated in Europe, upon 
which western civilization was founded. 
Modernity celebrates its successes, such 
as capitalism and the scientific revolu-
tion, while hiding its dark side: colo-
niality, from which it is unseparable. 
Modernity is also associated with its 
rhetoric, constantly named and acclaimed, 
including concepts like progress, devel-
opement, and growth. Historically and 
presently, it is considered by its bene-
ficiaries the arrival point of all human 
existence and a model for the whole plan-
et. (Mignolo, W. 2011)

Subaltern

“Subaltern groups, lacking political au-
tonomy, are constrained in their ‘defen-
sive’ initiatives by laws of necessity 
that are simpler, more limited, and po-
litically more restrictive than the laws 
of historical necessity that direct and 
condition the initiatives of the dominant 
class. Often, subaltern groups are orig-
inally of a different race (a different 
culture and a different religion) from 
those who dominate, and they are often 
a mixture of different races, as in the 
case of slaves. (…)
By definition, subaltern classes are not 
unified and cannot unify until they are 
able to become ‘State’; their history is 
therefore intertwined with that of civ-
il society, constituting a ‘fragmented’ 
and discontinuous function of the history 
of civil society and, through it, of the 
history of States or groups of States.” 
(Gramsci, A. 2001)

Coloniality

Coloniality refers to the lasting power 
structures, knowledge systems, and cul-
tural norms established by colonialism 
that persist long after formal indepen-
dence, creating enduring hierarchies of 
race, culture, and economy, often cen-
tered on Western modernity and capital-
ism. It is the unit of the ‘colonial 
matrix of power’, the underlying logic 
that, since the renissance, that allowed 
the west to establish its global domain, 
hiding its oppressive outcomes under the 
universal promise of modernity and prog-
ress. (Mignolo, W. 2011)

Objectivity

Objectivity is commonly understood as 
the ability to observe and describe the 
world independently of values, interests, 
or positionality. Critical and feminist 
epistemologies challenge this assumption 
by showing that objectivity is not a neu-
tral condition but a historically pro-
duced ideal that obscures the socio-tech-
nical, embodied, and political conditions 
through which knowledge is generated. 
Scientific facts do not emerge from de-
tachment but from constructed practices, 
negotiations, and institutional frame-
works that present contingent outcomes as 
universal truths (Latour, 1993). Feminist 
standpoint theory further exposes the 
fiction of a disembodied observer, arguing 
instead for situated knowledge, whereby 
objectivity is redefined as accountability 
to one’s positionality, methods, and re-
lations of knowledge production (Haraway, 
1988). In this sense, objectivity func-
tions not as a guarantee of truth but as 
a regime of vision that shapes what can 
be seen, known, and validated across sci-
entific, social, and design-based forms of 
knowledge.

Critical mapping

Critical mapping (or critical cartogra-
phy) refers to an approach and an ethics 
of cartography whereby maps are under-
stood not as neutral representations of 
space but as cultural, political, and 
epistemic practices through which power 
is exercised, contested, and made visi-
ble. Mapping is conceived as an active 
process of selection, abstraction, fram-
ing, and omission, shaped by institu-
tional agendas, technical standards, and 
situated viewpoints, and thus partici-
pates in the production of spatial real-
ities rather than merely reflecting them 
(Crampton & Krygier, 2015). Critical car-
tography shifts attention from maps as 
finished objects to mapping as a practice 
embedded in social relations and regimes 
of knowledge, foregrounding questions of 
authority, authorship, positionality, and 
accountability, while challenging assump-
tions that participation alone can re-
solve structural power asymmetries (Kim, 
2015).
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context:
framing Sardinia

Sardinia occupies a distinctive position 
within the geography and history of Eu-
rope. Geographically, it is the second 
largest island in the Mediterranean, sep-
arated from the Italian mainland by the 
Tyrrhenian Sea yet situated at a cross-
roads of northern and southern Mediterra-
nean currents. Its physical distance from 
the mainland has historically contributed 
to marginality in terms of infrastructur-
al, administrative, and economic integra-
tion, yet this isolation coexisted with 
continuous cultural contact and contami-
nation. Over centuries, Sardinia inter-
acted with various mediterranean powers 
and populations, producing a layered cul-
tural and social fabric that often falls 
outside standard narratives of Italian 
or European history. This combination of 
marginality and connectedness positions 
the island in a liminal space, both pe-
ripheral and central, local and global.
After a Sardinian, Antonio Gramsci, came 
up with a word to describe the island’s 
condition in relation to the surrounding 
mediterranean states, that word traveled 
so far that it inspired the founding of 
an entire school of thought Indian post-
colonial studies: the school of Subal-
tern Studies. Though its story differs 
from the ones of colonized territories 
overseas, Sardinia has historically been 
shaped by overlapping forms of domina-
tion and subalternity, from foreign rule 
to state-directed economic and military 
interventions. In addition to the multi-
ple dominations it has faced over millen-
nia, its incorporation into Italy took 
place during the 19th century alongside 
the controversial process of Italian uni-
fication of other southern regions: an 
ambition marked by forceful military an-
nexation, violent state-building, and 
ongoing regional disparities. In the 
words of Gramsci, “The northern bourgeoi-
sie has sujugated Southern Italy and the 
islands, and reduced them to exploita-
tion colonies”. Compared to the rest of 
southern Italy, which continues to face 
structural marginalization, Sardinia is 
not only materially under-resourced but 
also exhibits a persistent center-pe-
riphery cleavage in the political realm. 
Independentist and autonomist movements 
illustrate how this peripheral status 
translates into political contestation, 

highlighting a persistent negotiation of 
authority and local autonomy. These dy-
namics are not merely symbolic; they re-
flect ongoing structural inequalities, as 
well as social and political frictions 
embedded in the governance of the island. 
As we read in Pala (2016), “Non-partisan 
analysis shows the substantial lack of 
interest of national italian politics for 
Sardinia (Serri, 1999; Sotgiu, 1996)”, 
which fuels indipendentist arguments.
Within Italian and Mediterranean moder-
nity, Sardinia exemplifies the tensions 
of incorporation and exclusion. Its ter-
ritory has been mobilized for military, 
industrial, touristic, and recently, en-
ergy production purposes, often privileg-
ing external priorities over local needs, 
producing both material extraction and 
epistemic erasure. At the same time, the 
island retains rich local knowledge, ver-
nacular practices, and relational ways of 
inhabiting space, offering a window into 
non-extractive, plural, and sustainable 
approaches to urbanism and spatial orga-
nization.
Sardinia’s significance extends beyond its 
borders. Its layered subalternity, limin-
ality, and marginality provide a critical 
lens for examining how European moderni-
ty, coloniality, and capitalist logics 
operate across spatial, social, and eco-
logical scales. The island thus functions 
as both a site of study and a mirror for 
broader debates on urbanism, planning, 
and decolonial practice, revealing the 
stakes of inequity while highlighting 
possibilities for more plural and rela-
tional approaches to design and gover-
nance.
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“Sardinian sheperds are nobody’s slaves”

February 11th, 2019. The Milk Revolts of Sardinia

Protests by the Sardinian Sheperds Movement about 
the price of milk: wholesale companies selling their 
products to supermarkets and other industries were 
paying them so little, they figured the milk would be 
better spent spilled on the ground, in an attempt to 
raise awairness to the issue.

Source: it.euronews.com / “The milk revolts in Sar-
dinia” 13.02.2019 internazionale.it

problem
statement

Sardinia is a territory marked by enduring 
subalternity, shaped by centuries of 
external domination, extractive development, 
and uneven modernization. Military 
presence, industrial exploitation, tourist 
and energy infrastructures, and chronic 
institutional neglect have embedded 
persistent social, ecological, and epistemic 
injustices, constraining local agency and 
territorial autonomy. These dynamics are 
not accidental but actively produced and 
maintained through planning instruments, 
infrastructural decisions, and hegemonic 
spatial imaginaries. At the same time, local 
communities continue to resist, adapt, 
and develop alternative knowledge systems 
and relational practices, revealing both 
the limits of imposed governance and the 
possibilities for more plural, place-based 
futures. This project addresses the urgency 
of making visible these overlapping forms 
of domination and resistance, situating 
urbanism and spatial planning as active 
participants in territorial power relations, 
rather than neutral tools, and exploring how 
critical, non-hegemonic design and planning 
practices might support Sardinia’s autonomy, 
diversity, and resilience.
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In the summer of 2025, Sardinia 
was once again swept by widespread 
protests [1]. Military presence, energy 
infrastructures, chronic underfunding, 
and institutional neglect emerged as 
recurrent causes of discontent across 
the island. These mobilizations are not 
episodic reactions, but symptoms of a 
deeper structural condition shaping 
Sardinia’s social, political, and spatial 
realities, a condition rooted in modern 
development paradigms that frame progress 
through technocratic, extractive, and 
growth-oriented logics while producing 
uneven territorial outcomes.

This condition is not new. Since 
before the Middle Ages, Sardinia has 
been marked by cycles of anti-hegemonic 
protest, reflecting its long-standing 
position as a territory subjected to 
external domination, shifting hegemonic 
ambitions, and overlapping forms of 
coloniality. The island’s contemporary 
marginality mirrors this history, 
revealing continuity between past and 
present forms of domination, control, and 
configurations of urban and territorial 
governance. Sardinia underwent a far-
reaching process of “colonization” 

Complete version

alongside urbanization and modernization. 
Rather than challenging these legacies, 
successive development projects often 
reinforced them, demonstrating not only 
the absence of material decolonization 
but, more critically, the persistence 
of unresolved cultural decolonization 
(Deplano & Pes, 2024).

Today, Sardinia embodies multiple 
overlapping layers of domination. It 
hosts one of the most militarized 
territories in Europe; it has been shaped 
by extractive industrial and mining 
activities; it has undergone large-
scale tourist development and coastal 
commodification; and it functions as 
an energy hinterland within national 
and transnational systems. Together, 
these processes embed the island within 
external economic, geopolitical, and 
institutional logics that constrain local 
agency and territorial autonomy. The 
consequences are visible in ecological 
degradation, soil depletion, compromised 
public health, depopulation, labor 
displacement, aging demographics, and 
the transformation of coastlines and 
settlements in alignment with external 
priorities. Urbanism and spatial planning 
are not neutral observers of these 

G. Maria Angioy enters Sassari (1795)

To this day, the Sardinian Peoples’ Day, 
or ‘sa die de sa Sardigna’, commemorates 
the Sardinian Vespers, a two-year revolt 
against the piedmontese. On April 28th 
1794, Sardinians started hunting down any 
piedmontese functionaries they could find, 
and by May all savoyards were sent away on 

“Stop military excercises / close all 
poligons / reclamations and lands to the 
community” / “ AWAY ”

May 10-11th, 2025. Cagliari.

Protests following the controversial 
‘Joint Stars for Charity’ and other ini-
tiatives; against military propaganda, 

Categorization of municipalities based on touristic vocations | Mortality rates due to re-
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Mining sites, 1973 

conditions—they are active 
participants in the territorialization of 
power, shaping how Sardinia is governed, 
exploited, and rendered legible.

Equally significant is the 
epistemic dimension of marginalization. 
Local knowledge systems, vernacular 
practices, and alternative imaginaries of 
inhabiting space have been systematically 
invisibilized, devalued, or erased. 
This reinforces universalized Western 
models of development and governance, 
undermining plural ways of living and 
relating to the environment. Yet, this 
is not a story of total erasure. Despite 
historical losses, voices of resistance 
and alternative practices persist, 
testifying to ongoing struggles for self-
determination, care, and relational life 
projects.

In response, this research has a 
dual aim. First, it seeks to identify and 
make visible the hegemonic structures 
that have shaped Sardinia and the 
territorial consequences of this 
condition, interrogating the categories, 
representations, and imaginaries through 
which planning has rendered the island 

“No peace for who lives off of war”

June 14th, 2025. Decimomannu.

Protest against Sardinia’s militarization 
and joint NATO excercises. 
On this day, police dispersed the crowd 
with a combination of tear gas and a dan-
gerously low helicopter flight, whose 
strong winds created a forest fire nearby.

Source: terzogiornale.it by the Foundation 

governable, profitable, and marginal. 
Second, it explores alternative 
approaches by listening to local 
knowledge, spatial attachments, and life 
projects, walking alongside subaltern 
and alternative perspectives—feminist, 
decolonial, and radical—as necessary 
lenses to address the biopolitical 
and epistemic dimensions of planning. 
Urbanism is approached not as a neutral 
problem-solving apparatus, but as a 
critical and epistemic practice capable 
of questioning how territories are 
framed, governed, and made legible.

Through this engagement, the project 
seeks to connect with alternative 
and desirable futures for Sardinia, 
approached as a liminal space within 
European modernity. By foregrounding both 
domination and resistance, and tracing 
the historical continuity of structural 
marginalization, the research contributes 
to critical urbanism as a practice of 
listening, translation, and exposure, 
attentive to conflict, plurality, and 
difference.
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Academic relevance:
This project contributes to contemporary 
debates in urbanism, planning, feminist 
theory, and decolonial scholarship by 
interrogating the material and epistem-
ic processes through which landscapes 
are produced. By combining critical ur-
ban theory with feminist and decolonial 
perspectives, the research expands un-
derstanding of how planning and design 
reproduce or challenge power relations, 
social hierarchies, and knowledge regimes 
(Escobar, A. 2018; Brenner, N. 2009).

Societal relevance:
Sardinia exemplifies ongoing spatial in-
justices, from military and industrial 
domination to coastal commodification and 
underfunded public infrastructure. The 
project addresses the broader environ-
mental and social crises these processes 
produce, highlighting the entanglement of 
ecological degradation, depopulation, and 
cultural marginalization. By revealing 
neglected knowledge systems and alter-
native practices, the research supports 
socially and ecologically attuned strate-
gies for more plural and just futures.

Disciplinary relevance:
The project challenges the dominance 
of solutionist approaches in planning 
and design, which often reduce com-
plex socio-spatial problems to tech-
nical fixes. It proposes a critically 
engaged, situated, and ethically ori-
ented methodology that foregrounds 
care, plural knowledge, and biopolit-
ical responsibility, demonstrating how 
research can be a tool for revealing 
structural inequalities and imagining 
alternative spatial futures.

Relevance
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Objectives and Motivation

Main research objective:
To investigate how historical and ongoing 
processes of material and epistemic colo-
niality have shaped Sardinian landscapes 
and spatial imaginaries, and to explore 
how critical mapping can reveal alterna-
tive spatial narratives that inform deco-
lonial approaches to design and planning.

Secondary objectives:
* Identify and make visible hegemonic 
structures shaping the island’s territo-
ry.
* Document and engage with local knowl-
edge, vernacular practices, and alterna-
tive life projects.
*Explore feminist, decolonial, and radi-
cal practices as lenses to inform plan-
ning and design interventions.
* Produce design and mapping outputs that 
translate critical insights into spatial 
narratives and tools for reflection and 
dialogue.

Personal and ethical motivations:
The project reflects a commitment to 
ethical, non-extractive research, em-
phasizing solidarity with subaltern 
perspectives while acknowledging the 
researcher’s positionality. It aims to 
co-produce insights without claiming 
authority over local knowledge or im-
posing external solutions.

Commitment to non-extractive, non-vio-
lent research:
All methodological choices—critical 
mapping, participatory engagement, and 
interpretive analysis—are guided by 
principles of care, listening, and re-
flexivity. Research interactions prior-
itize the autonomy and agency of local 
communities, recognizing the risks of 
epistemic and territorial imposition.

Objectives & 
motivation
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Main Research Question:
How have historical and ongoing process-

es of material and epistemic coloniality 
shaped Sardinia’s landscapes and spatial 
imaginaries, and how can critical mapping 
reveal alternative spatial narratives that 
inform more decolonial approaches to design 
and planning?

Complementary/Expanded Main Question:
How can design and planning practices 

support pluriversal, place-based life proj-
ects in Sardinia, challenging extractive, 
modernist, and universalizing paradigms?

Research&design 
questions

Sub-questions:

* How have hegemonic planning and devel-
opment models shaped Sardinian territory 
historically and contemporarily?

* What forms of local knowledge, care, 
and resistance persist despite marginaliza-
tion?

* How can feminist, commons-based, and 
decolonial approaches inform the reimagin-
ing of territorial futures?

* How can critical mapping function as a 
political and interpretive tool, revealing 
hidden power dynamics and alternative spa-
tial imaginaries?



029 030029 030

029 030029 030

Temporal scope:
The research was conducted over six 
months. Fieldwork took place around four 
months after the start. 

Spatial focus:
Sardinia is treated as the primary scale 
of analysis, allowing investigation of 
island-wide patterns of coloniality, in-
dustrialization, militarization, and 
epistemic marginalization.

Town/local scale: the fieldwork included 
various clusters of towns and villages as 
well as cities. More on that in section 
2.

Emerging focus areas: Based on ongoing 
and future critical mapping, addition-
al sites will be identified according to 
thematic layers such as national park 
planning, industrial activity, or con-
tested infrastructural developments. For 
instance, regions like Orgosolo–Genargen-
to may become central for studying con-
flicts over national park planning, epis-
temic erasure, and the tension between 
state-imposed norms and local ways of re-
lating to land, while industrial zones in 
Santa Teresa di Gallura or the southwest 
of Sardinia could serve as foci for exam-

ining extractive economies and their con-
sequences. This approach allows the proj-
ect to remain flexible and responsive to 
spatially differentiated phenomena, while 
ensuring that regional and local dynamics 
are considered in tandem.

Fieldwork strategy:
Fieldwork combined tours and site visits 
across the island, aimed at observing, 
documenting, and engaging with multi-
ple layers and sites. This ensured that 
insights from local landscapes, social 
practices, and infrastructural patterns 
would be integrated into the critical 
mapping process, supporting a nuanced un-
derstanding of Sardinia’s spatial reali-
ties and imaginaries.

Justification of the case study:
Sardinia exemplifies overlapping processes 
of material and epistemic marginaliza-
tion, from militarization and industrial 
exploitation to tourism-driven land com-
modification and underfunded public infra-
structure. The island’s history of resis-
tance, migration, and adaptation provides 
fertile ground for studying alternative 
spatial practices and the reproduction or 
contestation of hegemonic power.

Scope and feasability

Constraints and limitations:
The project focused on accessible his-
torical records, published studies, and 
fieldwork, conducted over six months. The 
approach ensures both regional coverage 
and depth of site-specific analysis.

Preliminary analysis and available data:
Existing archival documents, policy re-
cords, spatial datasets, and initial field 
observations provide a solid foundation 
for identifying key layers and sites. 
Additional data from the ministry of en-
ergy has been incorporated in the form of 
a geodatabase constructed by grassroots 
collectives.
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Pratobello
a poem / folk song by Nicolò Giuseppe Rubanu

Orgòsolo pro terra de bandidos

Fin’a eris da-e totu’ fis connota

Ma oe a Pratobello tot’ unidos

   Fizos tuos falado’ sun in lota

   Contra s’invasione militare

   Ki a inie fi faghende rota

Invetze’ de tratores pro arare

Arriban carrarmados e cannones

E trupas de masellu d’addestrare

   Mandada da-e sos solitos bufones

   Ki keren ki rinasca’ sa Barbaja

   Cun parcos pro sas muvras e sirbones

Naran puru ki sa zente es’ malvaja

Ki viven de furtos e ricatos

In sa muntannya infid’e selvaja

   Pro ke finire custos malos fatos

   E dare a sa Sardinnya atera via

   Custos bufones decidin cumpatos

De mandarene galu politzia

Sos contadinos e-i sos pastores

E totu canta sa zente famia

Orgosolo, until yesterday known to all 

as land of bandits

but today in Pratobello all united

   your children have gone down into 

battle

   against the military invasion

   that was heading towards here

Instead of tractors for ploughing

tanks and cannons arrive

and slaughter troops to be trained

   Sent by the usual buffoons

   who want the Barbagia to be reborn

   with parks for mouflons and wild 

boars

They even say that the people are wick-

ed

that they live by thefts and extortion

on the treacherous and savage mountain

   To put an end to these criminal 

facts

   and give Sardinia an alternative way
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History and Shifts of Urbanism and Spa-
tial Planning

Urbanism and spatial planning emerged 
within the broader project of European 
modernity as technocratic and positivist 
enterprises aimed at managing industrial-
izing cities, controlling public health, 
and imposing order on complex urban en-
vironments (Rocco, R. forthcoming. See 
also Boyer, 1983; Hall, 2002). Space was 
treated as neutral, measurable, and opti-
mizable, while planning expertise claimed 
objectivity and rationality. Yet this 
neutrality was never politically inno-
cent. Tools such as zoning, cadastral 
mapping, and infrastructural ordering 
historically reinforced feudal, capital-
ist, colonial, racialized, and gendered 
logics (Rocco, R. forthcoming. See also 
Home, 2013; King, 1976; Scott, 1998). For 
example, in Sardinia as elsewhere, in-
dustrialization and urban interventions 
profoundly redefined women’s roles, la-
bor participation, and household struc-
tures, reshaping social hierarchies and 
settlement patterns. Urbanism thus helped 
produce and enforce norms of habitation, 
labor, and social reproduction.

Mid-twentieth-century welfare-state 
planning partially reoriented practice 
toward redistribution, social provision, 
and collective goods (Rocco, R. forth-
coming. See also Ward, 2002). Housing, 
infrastructure, and public services were 
increasingly framed as social rights, yet 
expert-led, managerial logic persisted. 
In Italy, INA Casa programs, postwar re-
construction, exemplify how urban inter-
ventions materially produced social hi-
erarchies while attempting participatory 
engagement and attention to inequality. 
These examples show how planning practic-
es are inseparable from social, ethical, 
and power-related concerns.

From the late 1970s onward, neolib-

eralization reframed cities as entrepre-
neurial spaces competing for investment, 
talent, and economic growth (Rocco, R. 
forthcoming. See also Harvey, 2005; Peck 
& Tickell, 2002). Planning subordinated 
itself to market rationalities, perfor-
mance metrics, and public–private part-
nerships. In Italy, urban redevelopment, 
housing privatization, and coastal com-
modification illustrate these dynamics. 
More recently, digital platform spac-
es mediate urban life through data in-
frastructures and algorithms (Rocco, R. 
forthcoming. See also Dijck et al., 2016; 
Zuboff, 2019), shaping participation, 
visibility, and access in ways that re-
inforce hierarchies, including gendered 
inequalities.

These historical developments co-
incide with ontological and axiological 
shifts. The ‘spatial turn’ reframed space 
as socially produced and politically con-
tested (Lefebvre, 1974; Massey, 2005; 
Harvey, 1973, 2003; Soja 2010). Space is 
not neutral; it actively reproduces or 
destabilizes social relations. Simultane-
ously, planning’s values became explic-
it: ethical commitments to justice, care, 
plurality, and democracy are inseparable 
from its techniques and decisions (Rocco, 
forthcoming. See also Arendt, 1998; Es-
cobar, 2018). Italian debates exemplify 
this alignment: Secchi (2013) emphasized 
participatory and socially aware plan-
ning; Tafuri critiqued architectural au-
tonomy divorced from social responsibili-
ty; and Viganò (2024), in connection with 
Foucault, Esposito and others, framed 
planning as a biopolitical, life-making 
practice. 

Pluriversal perspectives further 
challenge universalist assumptions, in-
sisting planning account for multiple 
coexisting realities (Rocco, forthcoming. 
See also Escobar, 2018; Cadena & Blaser, 
2018). 

Theoretical framework

Planning as a Biopolitical and 
Pluriversal Task

Planning is fundamentally biopolit-
ical: it shapes conditions of life, from 
housing and mobility to care and social 
reproduction (Foucault, 1976; Lefebvre, 
1974). Justice cannot rely solely on ab-
stract democracy; it must attend to bod-
ies, inequalities, and social categories, 
including gender.

Feminist perspectives foreground 
care, social reproduction, and relation-
ality, while decolonial perspectives 
challenge Eurocentric epistemologies em-
bedded in planning (Mignolo, 2011; Esco-
bar, 2018). Planning must actively engage 
with silenced voices and confront its 
own complicity in systems of domination 
— this includes valuing local knowledge, 
vernacular practices, and alternative 
imaginaries. 

The goal is not to impose solutions, 
but to translate, document, negotiate, 
and maintain open difference. This ap-
proach positions planning as a tool for 
revealing power, fostering plural fu-
tures, and connecting critical theory to 
practice. 
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Research design 
and methodology

This thesis approaches research and design as critically engaged practic-
es that recognize urbanism and spatial planning as deeply political activities, 
embedded within systems of power and historical domination. The methodological 
framework is built around two complementary pillars: critically engaged urbanism 
and researching otherwise, which together provide both epistemic orientation and 
practical tools for engaging with Sardinia’s landscapes, communities, and spa-
tial imaginaries.

Critically Engaged Urbanism: expose, propose, politicise.

 One of the core methodological pillars of this research is the practice 
of urbanism as a critically engaged and politically informed discipline. Urban 
planning and design are not neutral processes; the territories they intervene in 
are inherently political, embedded with hierarchies, inequalities, and struggles 
over space. To engage responsibly in a subaltern context such as Sardinia, it 
is essential to understand how power operates spatially, how it shapes materi-
al landscapes, and how it influences social, cultural, and ecological life. This 
research conceptualizes urbanism as a practice that moves through three interre-
lated phases: exposing, problematizing, and politicizing. These are not linear 
steps but iterative movements through which knowledge is produced and applied.

	1.	 Expose. The first phase aims to make visible the spatial, social, and 
epistemic structures shaping Sardinia. Methods deployed here include critical 
mapping, situated fieldwork, direct engagement, discourse analysis, and archival 
research. Together, these practices trace the material and symbolic manifesta-
tions of extraction, militarization, infrastructural hierarchies, and epistemic 
erasure, revealing the uneven distribution of power embedded in landscapes, set-
tlements, and planning instruments.

	2.	 Propose. In the proposing phase, insights from the exposing phase are 
translated into explorations of alternative futures. “Scenario building in urban 
planning are explorations of possible futures that are constantly moving be-
tween interrogating the current and imagining the future, between the known and 
the unknown, between the familiar and the alien” (Newton, C. E. L. 2022) Design 
becomes projective and propositional, generating scenarios and strategies that 
respond to structural inequalities, socio-spatial injustices, and environmental 
pressures. This involves imagining interventions that enhance resilience, rela-
tionality, and justice, while remaining attentive to local histories, alterna-
tive epistemologies, and community practices. Proposals are not fixed solutions 
but critical experiments: tools to test possibilities, question dominant plan-
ning paradigms, and engage with the territory in a reflective, anticipatory, and 
politically conscious way.

	3.	 Politicize: In the politicizing phase, the ideas and proposals de-
veloped earlier are brought into public and political discourse, engaging with 
citizens, communities, institutions, and civil society to ensure that strategies 
gain support and can influence decision-making. Drawings, conceptual sketch-
es, and scenario-building act as tools for dialogue, making visible alternative 
futures, exposing existing inequalities, and rethinking urban space in a count-

er-hegemonic and participatory way. While full public engagement may not be 
possible before graduation, this phase in the project serves as a preparato-
ry and reflective stage, setting up the framework for future political and 
social action and providing an interrogative lens through which the work 
considers its potential real-world impact.

For this project, the politicizing phase is translated into a reflec-
tive and preparatory practice focused on two pillars:

* Understanding how to interact and network across diverse politi-
cal and social actors: understanding conflicts, resistances, and points of 
alignment among different groups, and even between similar political groups;  
situating the work as a reflective exercise to prepare for future action, 
without pretending to be already implementing large-scale activism.

* Translating politicization into a preparatory stance for allyship and 
solidarity with the Majority World, where people and territories are sub-
jected to much more dire conditions of oppression and disruption of demo-
cratic processes; ultimately aiming to make futures ‘otherwise’ visible and 
actionable, despite the state and the market.

Researching Otherwise and Spatial Agency

Complementing the critically engaged urbanism framework, this project 
adopts principles of researching otherwise (Bathla, 2024) and spatial agency 
(Awan et al., 2011). These approaches foreground:

* Epistemic disobedience: challenging Eurocentric, technocratic, and 
extractive paradigms of knowledge production.

* Pluriversality: embracing multiple ways of knowing, inhabiting, and 
governing space.

* Mutual knowledge: fostering collaborative, transdisciplinary engage-
ment with residents, activists, and non-human actors, creating spaces of 
solidarity and co-production.

* Embodied and sensorily-informed methods: employing walking, sensory 
observation, and sonic research to attend to rhythms, textures, and experi-
ences of the landscape often overlooked in formal planning.

Mapping, in particular, is treated as a world-making practice, not a 
neutral representational tool. It documents hegemonic spatial structures, 
material losses, and sites of resistance, while also enabling speculative 
engagements with alternative spatial imaginaries and relational practices. 
This approach situates knowledge production within ethical, relational, and 
non-extractive frameworks, emphasizing restitution, critical reflection, and 
alignment with local life projects.

Ethics, Positionality, and the role of the researches

All methodological choices are informed by a feminist, decolonial, 
and intersectional ethics of care. The researcher’s positionality is ex-
plicitly recognized: knowledge is always situated, the production of maps 
and analyses is not neutral, and representation carries responsibility. By 
foregrounding relationality, reflexivity, and accountability, the project 
strives to act as a facilitator for subaltern perspectives, translating and 
amplifying voices historically marginalized in both local and global con-
texts.
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Methods and 
possible outputs

This project combines critical, decolonial, and feminist approaches with 
qualitative and quantitative methods to study Sardinia as a territory shaped by 
overlapping forms of material and epistemic coloniality. The research seeks to 
illuminate both structures of domination and local resistances, producing ac-
tionable insights for alternative, pluralist, and ethically engaged urbanism. 
Methods and outputs are interlinked, often iterative, and span archival, empiri-
cal, interpretive, and experimental practices.

Methods

1. Desk Research and Archival Analysis
* Review of historical, policy, and planning documents to trace militariza-

tion, industrialization, tourism development, and energy infrastructure proj-
ects.

* Analysis of media reports and local narratives documenting protests, so-
cial mobilization, and contested land use.

* Archival exploration of local, regional, and national planning instru-
ments, maps, and zoning regulations to understand governance logics.

* Identification of recurring patterns of marginalization, inequality, and 
epistemic erasure.

2. Critical Cartography and Spatial Analysis
* Multi-layered mapping of material infrastructures: military, industrial, 

energy, tourism sites...
* Mapping demographic and social transformations: depopulation, migration 

flows, settlement shifts.
* “Following the resistances”: tracing sites of community-led initiatives, 

environmental activism, and collective memory practices.

3. Situated Fieldwork
* Observation, walking tours, and immersive engagement
* Informal and semi-structured interviews with residents, activists, local 

administrators, and knowledge holders.
* Ethnographic documentation of everyday spatial practices, embodied inter-

actions with the landscape, and localized strategies of care and resilience.
4. Narrative, Interpretive, and Sensory Methods

* Construction of spatial narratives highlighting domination, resistance, 
and alternative imaginaries.

* Qualitative analysis of interviews, field observations, and participatory 
outputs to capture plural, feminist, and decolonial perspectives.

* Sensory and embodied approaches: walking, sonic observation, and immersive 
experiences to understand how space is lived and felt.

* Reflexive journaling and photographic or video documentation to record 
subjective and situated insights.

5. Design, Speculative, and Restitutive Methods
* Imaginaries and design sketches that visualize alternative futures 

and plural spatial possibilities.
* Spatial analysis of contested sites, balancing local knowledge, envi-

ronmental care, and social justice.
* Restitutive practices: returning findings and maps to communities, 

fostering dialogue, and supporting local strategies for advocacy or environ-
mental stewardship.

* Experimentation with counter-mapping, speculative infrastructure de-
signs, and community-led placemaking interventions.

6. Networking, Allyship, and Political Awareness
* Analysis of actor networks: local communities, institutions, grass-

roots organizations, and transnational solidarity groups.
* Mapping political resistances and divergences between actors with 

differing agendas.

Outputs
* Critical maps of material, social, and epistemic landscapes high-

lighting both domination and resistance. Representation of uneven distribu-
tion of benefits and burdens for spatial processes in the region.

* Situated collection of reflections, fieldwork fragments, and partial 
knowledges

* Speculative and explorative planning of engagement with pluralist and 
decolonial presents and futures in Sardinian territories.



039 040039 040

039 040039 040

[ 02 ]
context. 
the palimpsest of hegemonies

_IMMATERIAL DOMINATIONS
about the inner layers of 

sardinian subalternity

_MATERIAL DOMINATIONS
about the physical 

manifestation of hegemony

ENERGY SPECULATION
about the most recent and 

underestimated frontier

CRITICAL ATLAS 

Source: google images
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The Critical Atlas is a (partial) attempt at reconstructing 
the palimpsest of dominations and resistances that 
shaped Sardinia until today. The island emerges as a 
territory shaped by overlapping histories of domination, 
representation, extraction, and resistance. It brings 
together historical fragments, immaterial hegemonies, 
material transformations, and counter-practices in 
order to understand how the island’s marginality has 
been produced across time.

This section does not aim to provide a complete history 
of Sardinia. It is a selection of historical, 
cultural, economic, and spatial processes, relevant 
for understanding how Sardinia has been governed, 
represented, consumed, and transformed through external 
logics. The atlas therefore works as an open-ended 
critical framework for reading the island as a contested 
territory, where political autonomy, cultural identity, 
land use, and development have repeatedly been shaped 
by forces operating beyond local control.

The Critical Atlas establishes the analytical ground of 
the thesis. It identifies the structures of hegemony 
that the later sections will respond to, while also 
tracing the existing practices of resistance from which 
alternative spatial imaginaries can emerge
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context. the palimpsest of hegemonies

overlapping empires: layers of hegemony in 
sardinia 
Sardinia’s historical position cannot be reduced to a 
single colonial model. For much of its history, the island 
stood at the intersection of Mediterranean powers whose 
political centres were elsewhere. Byzantine authority, 
the maritime influence of Pisa and Genoa, Aragonese 
and Spanish domination, Savoyard administration, and 
later Italian state formation all left different institutional, 
cultural, and spatial traces. This succession did not 
produce a simple sequence of replacement, but a layered 
political geography in which land regimes, legal systems, 
religious authority, language, and social hierarchies were 
repeatedly reorganized through external centres of power 
(Cherchi & Pau, 2024).

The medieval giudicati complicate any image of Sardinia 
as politically empty or permanently passive. After the 
weakening of Byzantine authority, the island developed 
autonomous polities with their own legal and territorial 
structures. This period should not be romanticized as 
an untouched national origin, but it shows that Sardinian 
history included forms of local political organization 
before the island was increasingly drawn into the rivalries 
of the western Mediterranean. From the eleventh century 
onward, Pisa and Genoa extended their influence through 
commercial, ecclesiastical, and military networks, 
gradually inserting Sardinian territories into wider external 
systems of power.

The Aragonese conquest in the fourteenth century marked 
a deeper incorporation into an imperial framework. 
Under Aragonese and later Spanish rule, Sardinia was 
integrated into administrative, feudal, legal, and religious 
structures tied to Iberian power. These transformations 
affected landholding, aristocratic authority, ecclesiastical 
institutions, and linguistic hierarchies. The point is not that 
Sardinian society was simply acted upon from outside, 
but that its institutional and territorial life was repeatedly 
reorganized through frameworks whose priorities were 
not primarily produced by local communities.

The passage to the House of Savoy in 1720 introduced 
another decisive layer. Sardinia became the nominal 
core of the Kingdom of Sardinia, while political power 
increasingly operated from Turin and through Piedmontese 
administrative rationality. Savoyard reforms gradually 
strengthened centralized governance and made territory 
more legible through legal, cadastral, and administrative 
tools. This shift connects older imperial and feudal forms 
of domination with modern state-making. Land was 
increasingly approached as governable property, while 
collective uses and customary arrangements became 
more vulnerable to reform, restriction, and conflict.

a contested unification: the formation of italy 
and the origins of the “southern question”
Italian unification is often narrated along the lines of a 
national liberation movement culminating in the creation 
of the Kingdom of Italy in 1861. This narrative is not 
necessarily false, but it is incomplete. The Risorgimento 
was also a state-building process led largely by the 
Savoyard monarchy, whose administrative and political 
structures were extended across territories with very 
different histories, economies, and social conditions. The 
Kingdom of Sardinia played a central role in this process, 
yet this creates an important ambiguity: the island of 
Sardinia belonged to the political formation that unified 
Italy, while remaining socially and economically peripheral 
within the new national order.

This ambiguity is crucial for understanding Sardinia’s 
later position. The island was attached to the name and 

dynasty of the state that became Italy, but it did not 
become a metropolitan centre of Italian modernity. Like 
much of the South, it remained marked by rural poverty, 
limited industrial development, infrastructural weakness, 
and the marginalization of local languages and social 
forms. The Italian state therefore incorporated Sardinia 
through a paradoxical relation: politically central to the 
genealogy of unification, materially peripheral in the 
distribution of development and authority (Cherchi & Pau, 
2024).

This contradiction belongs to the wider formation of the 
Southern Question. The new Italian state inherited and 
intensified uneven relations between North and South, 
often interpreting southern and insular difference through 
categories of backwardness, disorder, criminality, or 
cultural delay. Sardinia’s position was not identical to 
that of the former Bourbon South, but it shared the 
condition of being measured against a northern model 
of modernity. In this sense, Sardinia was not only 
geographically marginal. It was also made marginal 
through administrative, economic, cultural, and epistemic 
hierarchies that defined what counted as progress, 
rationality, and national belonging (Panico, 2024)

garibaldi’s disillusionment: brief history of 
a self-exiled hero 
Garibaldi’s presence in Caprera gives this history a 
symbolic tension. His role in Italian unification was 
decisive, especially through the Expedition of the 
Thousand and the collapse of Bourbon rule in the South. 
Yet the revolutionary and republican energies associated 
with Garibaldi were ultimately absorbed into a centralized 
monarchical state led by the Savoy dynasty. Riall shows 
how Garibaldi was transformed into a national hero while 
his political meanings were repeatedly reshaped by the 
state and by later memory (Riall, 2007).

His withdrawal to Caprera should therefore be treated 
cautiously, but it remains suggestive. It does not make 
Sardinia a centre of the Risorgimento in a simple 
sense. Rather, it places one of the central figures of 
Italian unification at the edge of the new nation, in a 
geography that itself embodied the contradictions of that 
process. Caprera becomes a useful image of unresolved 
unification: democratic aspiration, heroic myth, Savoyard 
consolidation, and peripheral retreat occupying the same 
space (Riall, 2007).

This three-part context prepares the later discussion of 
the Sardinian Question without replacing it. The point 
here is not yet to analyse twentieth-century development, 
planning, militarization, tourism, or energy infrastructure. 
It is to establish the longer historical background: 
Sardinia as a territory repeatedly reorganized by external 
powers; as an island tied to Italian state formation while 
remaining internally peripheral; and as a place where the 
contradictions of national unity can be read through both 
institutional history and symbolic geography.

elements of the sardinian question

The post-war settlement gave Sardinia a formal 
framework of regional self-government within the Italian 
Republic. The Special Statute of 1948 established 
regional legislative and administrative powers, defined the 
institutional architecture of the Region, and recognized 
Sardinia as one of Italy’s special autonomous regions. 
Yet this autonomy was not primarily framed as cultural 
or national self-determination. Its central justification 
was the island’s structural underdevelopment and 
insularity. Sardinian autonomy therefore emerged as a 
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developmental autonomy: a form of self-government 
closely tied to the promise of economic modernization 
(Statuto speciale per la Sardegna, 1948; Del Piano, 1971).

This orientation was made explicit in Article 13 of the 
Statute, which required the State, with the participation of 
the Region, to provide an organic plan for the economic 
and social rebirth of the island. The language of rinascita 
placed development at the centre of the autonomy 
project. Regional self-government and state-supported 
planning were imagined as complementary instruments 
through which Sardinia’s historical marginalization could 
be overcome. From the beginning, however, this also 
meant that autonomy was institutionally connected 
to a model of modernization whose main instruments 
remained strongly dependent on state intervention 
(Statuto speciale per la Sardegna, 1948).

Imperfect autonomy and structural dependency

The Sardinian statute produced an ambiguous form of 
autonomy. Regional institutions gained administrative 
and legislative responsibilities, but the strategic 
direction of economic transformation remained closely 
tied to national policy frameworks, state funding, and 
development agencies. Many proposals associated with 
stronger political autonomy, and with the recognition 
of Sardinia’s linguistic and cultural specificity, were 
reduced or excluded during the institutional formation 
of the Statute. The final framework prioritized economic 
development over political self-determination (Del Piano, 
1971; Ortu, 1988).

This produced what can be described as an economicist 
model of autonomy. Sardinia was recognized as 
autonomous mainly because it was considered 
economically backward and in need of modernization. The 
Region was therefore granted powers, but those powers 
were largely oriented toward administering development 
programs whose financial and strategic conditions were 
shaped elsewhere. From a planning perspective, this 
is a central contradiction: autonomy created regional 
institutions, but the territorial transformation of the island 
continued to depend on national-scale development 
strategies and external expertise (Ortu, 1988).

The operational instrument of Article 13 was the Piano di 
Rinascita, approved in 1962 through Law 588/1962. The 
plan mobilized major public investments for infrastructure, 
agriculture, industrialization, and employment growth. 
It represented one of the most significant experiments 
in regional economic planning in post-war Italy and 
was closely connected to the broader framework of 
extraordinary intervention in the South, including the role 
of the Cassa per il Mezzogiorno (Law 588/1962; Clark, 
1989).

The plan followed the dominant modernization paradigms 
of the post-war period. Development was associated 
with industrial growth, infrastructure expansion, technical 
planning, and the attraction of external capital. Sardinia 
was treated as a peripheral territory requiring large-
scale transformation through state-led intervention. This 
framework did produce material changes, but it also 
reproduced a familiar hierarchy: the island appeared as 
a space to be modernized through planning models and 
industrial strategies developed outside its own territorial 
logics (Clark, 1989; Ortu, 1988).

A central component of the Rebirth Plan was 
industrialization through development poles. Investment 
was concentrated in specific territorial clusters, including 
Porto Torres, Sarroch–Macchiareddu, Portovesme, 
and Ottana. These areas became associated with 
petrochemical, metallurgical, and energy-intensive 
industries. The planning rationale followed growth-pole 
theory: concentrated industrial investment was expected 
to generate wider regional development through 
employment, infrastructure, and economic spillovers 
(Law 588/1962; Ortu, 1988).

In practice, this model produced serious contradictions. 
Many of the promoted sectors were capital-intensive, 
externally controlled, and weakly integrated with the 
local economy. Employment effects remained limited 
compared with the scale of public investment, while 
decision-making power and profits often remained 
outside the island. Instead of producing a diversified 
regional economy, the pole strategy generated industrial 
enclaves: highly transformed nodes surrounded by 
territories that continued to experience marginalization, 
weak productive networks, and dependence on public 
spending (Clark, 1989; Ortu, 1988).

The spatial consequences were therefore uneven. 
Industrialization reshaped specific landscapes, especially 
coastal and industrial zones, but did not generate 
balanced territorial development. Heavy industry 
introduced new infrastructures, environmental pressures, 
and employment expectations, while leaving much of 
the regional economy dependent on external capital, 
state transfers, and political negotiation with central 
institutions. The result was a partial modernization that 
strengthened some industrial capacities while failing to 
produce autonomous and self-sustaining development 
(Ortu, 1988).

By the end of the main implementation period, the Rebirth 
Plan had produced visible infrastructural and industrial 
transformations, but many of its broader promises 
remained unresolved. Sardinia gained roads, industrial 
areas, and new productive sectors, yet the island’s 
economy continued to depend on public transfers, external 
investment, and decisions made outside the region. The 
development model produced a dual structure: a limited 
number of capital-intensive industrial enclaves on one 
side, and a wider territorial system still marked by fragile 
local economies and uneven development on the other 
(Clark, 1989; Ortu, 1988).

This is one of the central elements of the Sardinian 
Question. Autonomy did not simply fail, but it was 
constrained by the developmental framework through 
which it was institutionalized. The Region was formally 
recognized as self-governing, while the instruments 
of transformation remained embedded in centralized 
planning, extraordinary intervention, and external 
industrial strategies. The relationship between autonomy 
and development in Sardinia therefore cannot be read 
only as a story of modernization. It is also a story of 
dependency produced through modernization itself.
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A. Gramsci

«A volte penso che l’Italia in fondo sia 
un’astrazione. Incollata male dai Savoia e Cavour. 
Riempita di retorica. E con il peccato originale 
di un Nord che ha depredato il Sud. E non paghe, 
le élite risorgimentali e postrisorgimentali hanno 
pure descritto questo Sud come irredimìbile, da 
civilizzare, insomma usando lo stesso lessico e le 
stesse pratiche che poi saranno messe in atto nelle 
colonie (…)».

«Sometimes I think that Italy deep down is 
basically an abstraction. Badly glued together by the 
Savoy and Cavour. Stuffed wiht rhetoric. And with 
the original sin of a North who plundered the South. 
And not innocent, the elites of the renissance and 
post-renissance have even described this South as 
irredeemable, to be civilized, essentially using the 
same lexicon and the same practices that will then be 
enacted in the colonies (…)».

_Igiaba Scego, italo-somalian writer
> 2019. “Futures [female plural]: tomorrow narrated by 
the voices of today.”

Ranajit Guha

“Subalternity”

“The northern bourgeoisie 
has sujugated Southern 
Italy and the islands, 
and reduced them to 
exploitation colonies”

-Antonio Gramsci
Gayatri 
Chakravorty 
Spivak
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IMMATERIAL DOMINATIONS

it is not easy to write 
these chapters. they are 
squeezed out for a project 
done abroad. sardinian reader, 
forgive me.

whiteness and subalternity
the triangle of colonial gaze

language
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whiteness and subalternity 
brief journey into the ambiguous racial history of southern italy, and elements for a sar-
dinian standpoint

The racial identity of Italians has not always coin-
cided with the self-evidence it often assumes today. In 
nineteenth- and early twentieth-century European and 
Atlantic racial hierarchies, Italians — especially southern 
Italians and island populations — frequently occupied 
an ambiguous position. They were European, but not 
always fully recognized as white in the same way as 
northern Europeans; Mediterranean, and therefore often 
described through categories of mixture, degeneration, 
backwardness, or proximity to Africa and the Middle 
East. This ambiguity also shaped internal Italian dis-
course after unification, where the construction of a 
modern national identity relied on a hierarchy between 
a supposedly civil, industrial, progressive North and a 
South represented as archaic, criminal, excessive, or 
insufficiently modern (Giuliani & Lombardi-Diop, 2013; 
Panico, 2024).

Whiteness, in this context, should not be treated as 
a neutral descriptor. Panico reads it as a historically un-
stable position of dominance, produced by contrast with 
an imagined other and repeatedly reaffirmed through 
cultural narratives, political discourse, and ideological 
apparatuses. Italian nationalism sought to present the 
nation as white, virile, and European, yet this project 
remained troubled by the position of the South and the 
islands, whose Mediterranean location was repeatedly 
associated with racial ambiguity. The racialization of 
southern populations, including Sardinians, therefore be-
longs to the same process through which Italy attempt-
ed to construct itself as a homogeneous modern nation 
(Panico, 2024).

The gradual “whitening” of Italians was tied to 
nation-building, colonial expansion, Fascist racial policy, 
and later cultural transformations. Giuliani and Lom-
bardi-Diop show how Italian identity was reimagined 
through education, political discourse, colonial propa-
ganda, Roman heritage, and Mediterranean whiteness. 
Fascist colonial policy intensified this process by using 
African colonies as a mirror through which Italy could 
define itself by difference, including through racial laws 
against mixed unions and madamato. The production of 
a unified Italian race required not only the racialization 
of colonized Africans, but also the disciplining of internal 
plurality: regional languages, southern cultures, island 
societies, and alternative historical memories complicat-
ed the image of a homogeneous national body (Giuliani 
& Lombardi-Diop, 2013; Panico, 2024).

Italian whiteness nevertheless remained strati-
fied. Northern Italians could claim greater proximity to 
European modernity through the contrast between the 
industrial North and the backward South, while southern 
and insular populations were repeatedly described as 
more Mediterranean, Oriental, African, or primitive. In 
the United States, mass emigration further exposed the 
instability of Italian racial status: southern stereotypes 
were extended to Italians more generally, producing 
what Panico describes as a “southernization” of emigrat-
ed Italians. The same population that sought recognition 
as white Europeans was therefore internally divided by 
racialized distinctions and externally exposed to suspi-
cion, segregation, and inferiorization (Panico, 2024).

Sardinia occupies a specific position within this 
history. It belongs formally to Italy and Europe, and 
Sardinians today generally benefit from the passabil-
ity and privileges attached to whiteness. At the same 
time, Sardinia has often been represented as archaic, 
primitive, culturally delayed, or insufficiently modern. 
This produces a layered condition: Sardinians are not 
racialized in the same way as contemporary migrants 
or colonized African subjects, but they have been histor-

ically positioned as an internal margin of the nation. A 
critical reading of Sardinian subalternity must therefore 
avoid self-absolving uses of southern or insular margin-
ality. The historical discrimination of Italians and Sardin-
ians cannot be equated with the present violence faced 
by migrants, nor can it erase the participation of Italians 
and Sardinians in contemporary whiteness (Panico, 
2024).

This distinction is especially important in contem-
porary debates on migration, citizenship, and national 
belonging. Panico connects the persistence of white-
ness to citizenship legislation anchored in bloodline 
and to political fantasies of “ethnic replacement,” where 
the reproduction of the national body is imagined as 
something to be protected from racialized outsiders. The 
historical instability of Italian whiteness exposes a sharp 
contradiction: a society whose members were once 
ambiguously placed within racial hierarchies now often 
defends those hierarchies as natural, especially against 
migrants from Africa, the Middle East, and other parts of 
the Mediterranean. This history should not become an-
other hierarchy of suffering. It is more useful as a warn-
ing against the ease with which formerly ambiguous 
or inferiorized groups can seek security by reproducing 
exclusion against those placed further outside Europe-
anness (Panico, 2024).

A more endogenous formulation of this terrain of 
thought appears in Placido Cherchi’s work on Sardinian 
identity. In “Per un’identità critica”, he attempts to articu-
late the standpoint of a Sardinian speaking from within 
the contradictions of Sardinian self-perception, rather 
than from the external classifications that have often 
defined the island. The text is difficult to access, but an 
online conversation with Cherchi offers a useful entry 
into the discourse. (Cherchi, 2013, p. 51).

Cherchi describes Sardinian identity as marked by 
a “sindrome della vergogna di sé”: a syndrome of shame 
of oneself, produced through comparison with what 
appears external, northern, modern, or socially superi-
or. This shame is not abstract. He locates it in ordinary 
situations: speaking Sardinian in front of non-Sardinians, 
feeling embarrassed by domestic habits, clothing, pover-
ty, or ways of living that seemed inadequate beside Ital-
ian norms of respectability and modernity. The result is 
a form of internalized inferiority, where Sardinians come 
to experience their own language and practices through 
the eyes of those who devalue them. Cherchi names this 
as a form of servile self-consciousness in relation to the 
supposedly superior consciousness attributed to the 
Piedmontese, Lombard, or more generally northern other 
(Cherchi, 2013; Cherchi, n.d.).

His response is not simply to affirm identity, but 
to reverse the meaning of what had been coded as 
lack. Our silence, for example, is often interpreted from 
outside as closure, awkwardness, or inability to commu-
nicate, but he argues, with the audience’s complicity, as 
a refined ethical practice: a way of not imposing one’s 
thoughts on others, of avoiding unnecessary harm, and 
of respecting the interiority of the other person. Against 
modern ideals of directness, transparency, and constant 
self-expression, he suggests that Sardinian silence may 
belong to a different social code, one less shaped by 
mercantile and capitalist expectations of verbal clarity, 
exposure, and exchange.

Cherchi also places Sardinian subjectivity within 
older Mediterranean horizons. The “North” internalized 
by Sardinians is usually the modern North: Piedmont, 
Milan, northern Italy, and the economic and bureaucratic 
world associated with them. Yet he recalls that other 
“Norths” existed before this one: Byzantine and Islamic 

worlds that once represented centers of refinement, 
power, and cultural complexity in the Mediterranean. 
This unsettles the assumption that Sardinia’s distance 
from modern northern norms is simply backwardness. 
For Cherchi, Sardinian forms of consciousness preserve 
traces of other civilizational rhythms and inheritances.

The concept of fungudumine develops this argu-
ment further. The term names a form of inner depth: a 
dense, indirect, potential relation to thought, language, 
myth, and possibility. Cherchi connects this depth to 
Sardinian linguistic and cultural habits, including the 
richness of hypothetical, conditional, and subjunctive 
forms in their languages. Rather than vagueness or inde-
cision, he interprets them as signs of a complex relation 
to reality, one in which the possible, the unsaid, and the 
indirect remain culturally significant. This is a polemical 
interpretation, but it is useful because it shifts the dis-
cussion from identity as essence to identity as a field of 
practices and sensibilities that have often been misread 
from outside.

The paradox is that this depth can appear as inad-
equacy in modern settings. Bureaucracy, technology, po-
lice suspicion, administrative speed, and everyday norms 
of efficiency often reward directness and practical 
fluency. Cherchi’s examples show how Sardinians may 
be made to feel clumsy or backward in precisely those 
situations where dominant society defines competence 
on its own terms. His language of Sardinian “superiority” 
should be read within this polemical reversal of shame: 
not as a stable hierarchy to be substituted for another, 
but as an attempt to transform inherited embarrassment 
into dignity by questioning the standards through which 
inferiority was produced (Cherchi, n.d.).

Read together, Panico and Cherchi clarify two 
scales of the same problem. Panico shows how Italian 
whiteness was historically unstable, internally stratified, 
and reproduced through colonial and national proj-
ects. Cherchi shows how internal hierarchies are lived 
through language, silence, embarrassment, bodily habits, 
domestic memory, and everyday comparison with an 
imagined North. Sardinian subalternity therefore cannot 
be reduced to biological race, nor to a simple regional 
grievance. It is a historically produced condition in which 
people may be incorporated into Italy and Europe while 
still being taught to see parts of themselves as inferior. 
This condition forms the background for the external 
narratives discussed in the following section: Sardinia as 
beautiful land, Sardinians as recognizable type, and Sar-
dinian women and culture as objects of interpretation.

_ “98-10-01 video02 L’IDENTITA’ DEI SAR-
DI intervento Placido Cherch” [Video/tran-
script]. YouTube. https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=y8v-wIawD38
_ Cherchi, P. (2013). Per un’identità crit-
ica: Alcune incursioni autoanalitiche nel 
mondo identitario dei sardi. Arkadia.
_ Cherchi, G. & Pau, F.(2024), Logu e Logos: 
Questione sarda e discorso decoloniale. Melt-
emi.
_ Panico, C. (2024). La questione meridionale 
tra colonialismo interno e razza maledetta. 
Viaggio ai limiti di una metafora.(in ibidem)
_ Giuliani, G., & Lombardi-Diop, C. (2013). 
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language

The Sardinian language occupies a com-
plex position in contemporary Sardinian soci-
ety. It is recognized as a minority language 
by both Italian and European institutions, 
yet this recognition has rarely translated 
into a comparable presence within education, 
administration, media, or public life. At the 
same time, Sardinian is not a single homo-
geneous language but a continuum of closely 
related local varieties, spoken differently 
across the island and often carrying strong 
emotional, territorial, and familial attach-
ments. This is not the place to provide a 
comprehensive history of the Sardinian lan-
guage or of the policies that have shaped its 
present condition. However, several recurring 
tensions emerged throughout this research and 
are worth briefly mentioning.

A first tension concerns the very legit-
imacy of Sardinian as a language. Discussions 
about teaching Sardinian in schools often 
encounter resistance not only from outside 
the island but also from Sardinians them-
selves. One common objection is that there is 
no single Sardinian language to teach, only 
a collection of local dialects. Efforts to 
standardize or teach Sardinian can therefore 
feel artificial, distant from the language as 
it is actually spoken in everyday life. Yet 
linguistic research points in a more nuanced 
direction. While local variation is undeni-
ably significant, scholars such as Rober-
to Bolognesi have argued that the different 
varieties share a deep structural foundation, 
particularly at the level of syntax, and form 
part of a broader linguistic continuum rather 
than entirely separate languages. The tension 
between linguistic unity and local diversity 
remains unresolved, but it continues to shape 
contemporary debates about language revital-
ization.

A second tension concerns the perceived 
usefulness of Sardinian in the contemporary 
world. During conversations and public dis-
cussions, it was common to encounter the ar-
gument that children would benefit more from 
learning globally dominant languages such as 
English than from learning Sardinian. Behind 
this position lies a widespread assumption 
that minority languages belong to the past, 
while economic opportunity belongs to other 
linguistic worlds. Yet the question is not 
necessarily one of substitution. Research on 
bilingualism has consistently shown that the 

cognitive and educational benefits of growing 
up with more than one language do not depend 
on whether those languages are globally dom-
inant or locally rooted. From this perspec-
tive, the value of Sardinian is not limited 
to its practical use within the island. It 
also lies in its capacity to sustain cultur-
al continuity, enrich linguistic competence, 
and connect speakers to a wider repertoire 
of ways of understanding and describing the 
world.

A third tension concerns language shame. 
Throughout the twentieth century, many Sar-
dinians experienced direct or indirect forms 
of stigmatization associated with speaking 
Sardinian, particularly within educational 
settings. Speaking Italian was often linked 
to social mobility, education, and moderni-
ty, while Sardinian became associated with 
rurality, informality, or lack of education. 
These attitudes have not disappeared entire-
ly. Even today, traces of linguistic inse-
curity remain visible in the hesitation to 
speak Sardinian publicly or in concerns that 
its use may interfere with the correct use of 
Italian. Yet such concerns often overlook a 
basic characteristic of all living languag-
es: they are constantly changing through use, 
invention, adaptation, and contact with other 
languages. Linguists have long distinguished 
between language as a standardized system and 
language as it is actually spoken in everyday 
life. The latter is always dynamic, creative, 
and hybrid. What may appear as linguistic im-
purity is often evidence of language’s capac-
ity to remain alive.

Ultimately, the question of Sardinian 
is not only linguistic. It concerns confi-
dence, legitimacy, and the ability of peo-
ple to recognize value in their own forms of 
expression. Shame rarely creates knowledge, 
creativity, or belonging. The history of 
Sardinian, like that of many minority lan-
guages, suggests the opposite: that intel-
lectual and cultural potential emerges most 
fully when people are allowed to engage with 
the languages, memories, and experiences that 
have shaped them. Recognizing this does not 
require rejecting other languages or other 
worlds. It simply means acknowledging that 
every community contains far greater creative 
and intellectual resources than stereotypes 
of backwardness or irrelevance would suggest.
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the triangle of colonial gaze
control of authority, knowledge and subjectivity

Sardinia is difficult to study from the outside. At 
first, this difficulty may seem to come from the island’s 
long and fragmented history, from the coexistence of 
many local differences, or from the fact that Sardinia is 
often placed at the margins of Italian and European nar-
ratives. Yet the more one enters its histories and spends 
time within its social and territorial realities, the more 
another difficulty becomes visible: Sardinia is hard to 
understand also because it has so often been described 
from elsewhere. Its land, people, language, women, 
labour, and culture have repeatedly been interpreted 
through categories that did not emerge from Sardinian 
experience itself. This does not mean that there is one 
pure Sardinian voice opposed to one external gaze. 
Fieldwork made the situation more complicated. Many 
external narratives are also repeated, negotiated, or 
internalized by Sardinians themselves, as happens in any 
society exposed to dominant media, school systems, 
tourism, state institutions, and economic dependency. 
No people is politically or culturally unified. Still, it is 
striking how often these narratives place Sardinia in a 
secondary position: beautiful but available, authentic 
but backward, proud but irrational, ancient but not fully 
modern, culturally rich but rarely authoritative. 

After many diverse lived occurrences and conver-
sations, I can confirm that the tension between Sardinia 
and Italy, south and north, even just in their archetipal 
value reproduced in public and private narratives, is 
constantly a source of debate and strong feeling, and 
rightfully so in my opinion. The frustration of being less 
valued,  of all the things left behind, of knowing what 
infinite potentials are alive in this region and in these 
peoples, was a recurrent element of the interviews and 
conversations I held. As explained in the previous chap-
ter, the island and its people are and have been sub-
jected to a series of erasures and misunderstandings; 
but there are also efforts, past and present, to reflect, 
deconstruct and counteract those gazes. Here is a more 
structured framework for understanding some complexi-
ties faced by and within sardinian standpoints.

A useful entry point into this opacity is provided 
by Giada Bonu’s reading of Michela Murgia. The context 
is simple and ordinary: when a Sardinian person says 
that they are Sardinian, certain reactions tend to appear. 
Murgia identifies three recurring forms of recognition: 
Sardinia is so beautiful; Sardinians are so…; Sardinian 
women are so beautiful. These phrases do not sound 
hostile. They often are intended as compliments, mem-
ories of holidays, curiosity, or admiration. Precisely for 
this reason, they are useful to show how Sardinia can be 
recognized and reduced at the same time. The island is 
praised as vacation-landscape before it is understood 
as lived territory. Sardinians are described through traits 
before they are encountered as diverse people or histori-
cal and political subjects. Sardinian women are admired 
for their beauty, strength, or exceptionality before their 
knowledge and agency are taken seriously. The problem 
is not that beauty, hospitality, or admiration are false, but 
that these impressions are the echoes of actual system-
ic structures that underpin sardinian oppression and can 
become the dominant grammar through which Sardinia 
is made legible from outside, and sometimes from with-
in (Bonu, source to verify; Murgia, 2008; Murgia, 2018).

These recurring reactions point to three con-
nected forms of subordination. The first concerns land 
and spatial authority: Sardinia is repeatedly framed as 
landscape, resource, military space, tourist destination, 
or energy platform before it is recognized as inhabited 
territory. The second concerns subjectivity: Sardinians 
are described through stable traits that make them legi-
ble as hospitable, proud, backward, authentic, resistant, 
or irrational. The third concerns knowledge: Sardinian 

language, oral memory, local history, women’s labour, 
and territorial practices are often treated as secondary 
to external forms of expertise. Gender cuts across these 
dimensions, especially through figures such as the beau-
tiful woman, the strong woman, the matriarch, or the 
keeper of tradition. These figures shape both the image 
of Sardinian society and the forms of knowledge that are 
recognized or dismissed.

The spatial form of this gaze is most visible in 
the repeated celebration of Sardinia as landscape. The 
island is approached as coast, paradise, wilderness, es-
cape, or scenery. Such images are not simply false; they 
correspond to real experiences of beauty. Their political 
effect lies in what they leave out. Land appears as view 
before it appears as work, memory, conflict, or everyday 
use. Tourism makes this mechanism especially clear. In 
tourist imaginaries, cultivated by real estate agencies, 
architects and designers, Sardinia is often packaged 
through purity, timelessness, authenticity, and availabil-
ity. Pili’s critique of tourism as an industry of difference 
and Pau’s distinction between territòriu and paesaggio 
help clarify the spatial operation at work: lived, worked, 
and remembered territory is translated into landscape, 
view, and consumable experience. During fieldwork, 
this sparked a reflection with Professor M. Memoli, on 
the role of designers in operationalising the ‘visual ex-
traction’ necessary to consume sardinian territory firstly 
as a background object for one’s own creative freedom 
(the greatest schools of architecture were forming gen-
erations of designers on the lack of social accountability 
of their work), and secondly as a field for creating the 
‘heavenly atmospheres’ of resorts and yacht clubs. (Pau, 
2024; Pili, 2024).

This aesthetic reduction is not equivalent to 
extraction, militarization, or infrastructure planning, but 
it can share with them a similar habit of abstraction. 
The island praised as beautiful has also been treated 
as available land: for enclosure after the Editto delle 
Chiudende, for mining extraction, for petrochemical 
industrialization, for military training, for luxury coastal 
development, and today for large-scale renewable infra-
structures. These processes belong to different histor-
ical periods and should not be collapsed into a single 
explanation. Their common element is more precise: 
Sardinia is repeatedly interpreted through external needs 
before it is recognized through local use, memory, and 
decision-making. In this sense, the tourist gaze, the mil-
itary map, the industrial plan, and the energy suitability 
map do not say the same thing, but they can all contrib-
ute to making territory appear available (Corona, 2024; 
Loi & Salimbeni, 2025; Onnis, 2024).

A second form of subordination concerns the 
production of Sardinians as a recognizable type. The 
phrase Sardinians are so… remains open because it can 
be completed in many contradictory ways: hospitable, 
proud, primitive, stubborn, authentic, violent, tradition-
al, resistant, closed, generous, backward. Positive and 
negative stereotypes may seem opposed, but they often 
perform the same operation. They turn a population 
into a stable object of description. This is close to what 
colonial theory describes as the control of subjectivity: 
people are not only governed through laws and institu-
tions, but also through the categories by which they are 
described, expected to behave, and sometimes invited to 
recognize themselves. In the Sardinian case, this in-
cludes long-standing representations of backwardness, 
banditry, criminality, exotic authenticity, and cultural 
delay (Ghisu, 2024; Panico, 2024; Turtas, 2024).

Gender enters this field of subjectivity directly. 
Stereotypes of Sardinian society often pass through 
gendered figures: the “strong Sardinian woman,” the 
“matriarch,” the silent keeper of tradition, the woman 
who supposedly commands the household, or the wom-
an who embodies the island’s moral endurance. These 

images can sound respectful, but they may also flatten 
social relations. They risk hiding patriarchal structures, 
unpaid care work, domestic expectations, and women’s 
political and cultural agency behind a flattering image of 
exceptional strength. The critique of the myth of Sardin-
ian matriarchy is important for this reason. It prevents 
a critical reading of Sardinia from replacing external 
denigration with romantic counter-stereotypes (Panico, 
2024; Turtas, 2024).

A third form of subordination concerns knowledge. 
The phrase Sardinian women are so beautiful does not 
only concern appearance. It opens onto a wider epis-
temic problem: women, culture, and tradition are often 
interpreted through categories produced elsewhere. 
Sardinian women are made to represent beauty, authen-
ticity, endurance, domestic continuity, or cultural purity, 
while the knowledge practices connected to women’s 
lives are treated as secondary, private, or merely cultural. 
Lai’s critique of patriarchal assumptions in archaeolog-
ical narratives shows how even the ancient past can be 
reconstructed through gendered expectations. Panico’s 
discussion of the patriarchal nation-state and Turtas’s 
warning against simplified matriarchal myths show that 
gendered representation is also a question of knowl-
edge: who is allowed to interpret Sardinian society, and 
which forms of memory, labour, care, and cultural trans-
mission are recognized as public and political (Lai, 2024; 
Panico, 2024; Turtas, 2024).

This epistemic problem extends beyond gender. 
Sardinian language, oral poetry, local history, pastoral 
knowledge, domestic knowledge, place names, and 
territorial memory have often been excluded from official 
recognition or reduced to folklore. The repression of 
gare poetiche, the marginalization of Sardinian history 
in schooling, and the reduction of oral culture to pictur-
esque tradition show how knowledge can be controlled 
without being fully erased. It survives, but it is displaced 
from the places where authority is produced: schools, 
administration, planning, heritage institutions, and public 

narratives. The colonial condition in Sardinia therefore 
cannot be understood only through land or economy. 
It also concerns the authority to name, explain, teach, 
and remember (Mameli, 2024; Onnis, 2024; Pau, 2024; 
Soddu, 2024; Turtas, 2024).

These forms of recognition help explain why Sar-
dinia is such a difficult object for colonial analysis. The 
problem is rarely a simple absence of attention. Sardinia 
is recognized constantly: as beautiful, authentic, ancient, 
hospitable, wild, feminine, resistant, archaic, or excep-
tional. The difficulty lies in the terms of that recognition. 
The island can be praised while its land is reorganized 
for external needs. Sardinians can be celebrated while 
their claims are treated as emotional, local, or backward. 
Sardinian women can be admired while the knowledge 
and labour that sustain communities remain under-
recognized. Domination does not always appear as open 
contempt. It can also appear as admiration that leaves 
the admired subject with little authority over its own 
meaning.

Fieldwork made these dynamics less abstract. In 
conversations with activists, educators, artists, union 
representatives, environmental groups, animal-protec-
tion and forestry actors, student-rights organizers, and 
territorial associations, the same tensions appeared in 
ordinary terms. People often had to explain that op-
position to a project was not hostility to progress, that 
defense of language was not nostalgia, that attachment 
to land was not provincial closure, and that cultural work 
was not folklore. Many were working under precarious 
conditions while still producing legal objections, public 
assemblies, artistic work, educational activities, and 
forms of mutual support. These practices respond to 
distorted recognition through daily work: Sardinia as 
lived territory, Sardinians as knowledge producers, and 
Sardinian women and communities as political subjects 
rather than symbols (fieldwork notes, 2025–2026).
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Border island & new migrations
1990s - present \ Sardinia also sits within Mediterra-
nean migration regimes: arrivals, reception systems, 
humanitarian routes, detention/reception 
infrastructures, and border politics. Here the island is 
not only a homeland or tourist landscape, but a node 
of Europe’s southern border condition.

Labour migrations into Sardinia
Mid-19th - early 20th century \ Mainland Italians 
move into Sardinia for mining, �shing, agriculture, 
and state projects. This reverses the usual idea of 
Sardinia only as a place of emigration: it is also a 
receiving territory shaped by labour demand.

Trade, extraction, urban settlement
Phoenician–Punic period � Roman period�Flows 
concentrate on the coasts, ports, mines, grain, and 
trade networks. Phoenician/Punic presence connects 
Sardinia to the Levant and North Africa; Roman rule 
integrates it into imperial logistics, agriculture, 
military control, and urbanisation.

Conquest and hegemony
Roman, Vandal, Byzantine, medieval powers.
Migration here is ties to armies, administrators, 
exiles, and imperial control. During the spanish rule, 
numerous women are lost in which hunts. Sardinia 
becomes a strategic island between italy and the 
wider mediterranean. 

Mediterranean Contact Zone
Prehistory - Nuragic / early seafaring periods \ 
Sardinia is not isolated, but selectively connected: 
maritime routes bring exchange, settlement, 
technologies, and cultural contact, while the island 
also maintains strong internal continuities. Ancient 
DNA studies show long continuity from the Neolithic 
through the Nuragic period, followed by more visible 
Mediterranean contacts later.

Return, tourism, lifestyle migration 
Late 20th century - present \ Sardinia becomes a 
place of return, seasonal residence, tourism 
economies, second homes, and uneven repopulation. 
Migration becomes tied to heritage, lifestyle, real 
estate, coastal economy; but emigration is still tied to 
economic marginality, labour opportunities, family 
ties, and increasingly, a certain cosmopolitanism.

Internal colonization and restructuring
19th century - fascist period - postward settlement \ 
Sardinia peaks as a space to be ‘improved’, disciplined, 
populated, extracted from, or agriculturally 
reorganized. Penal colonies, mining towns, land 
reclamations,  and planned settlments such as 
Carbonia, Arborea, Fertilia.
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migration

Migration and the Production of Sardini-
an Space

Migration has played a fundamental role 
in shaping Sardinia throughout history. Rath-
er than understanding migration solely as the 
movement of people from one place to anoth-
er, this chapter approaches migration as a 
spatial process that continuously reorganiz-
es settlements, infrastructures, landscapes, 
economies, and forms of belonging. Across 
different historical periods, Sardinia has 
functioned simultaneously as a destination, 
a point of departure, a place of transit, 
and a territory of internal redistribution. 
Each migration regime has left material trac-
es that remain visible in contemporary land-
scapes.

The history of migration in Sardinia 
can therefore be read through three recur-
ring dynamics: movements toward the island, 
movements away from the island, and movements 
within the island. These dynamics rarely 
occur independently. Most historical peri-
ods combine multiple forms of mobility whose 
effects accumulate over time and continue to 
influence present-day territorial conditions.

Mediterranean Connectivity and Early 
Settlement

Contrary to representations of Sardinia 
as an isolated island, archaeological evi-
dence suggests that it has long been embedded 
within wider Mediterranean networks. During 
the Neolithic period, seafaring communi-
ties settled on the island and established 
exchange systems centred around Monte Arci 
obsidian, which circulated across large por-
tions of the Mediterranean basin.

Migration during this period primarily 
consisted of movements toward Sardinia and 
exchanges between coastal communities. These 
mobilities contributed to the establishment 
of permanent settlements, agricultural sys-
tems, maritime routes, and early territorial 
networks. The spatial consequences were the 
gradual occupation of the island, the emer-
gence of settlement patterns linked to re-
source extraction, and the integration of 
Sardinia into wider Mediterranean circuits.

The Nuragic period further intensified 
these connections. Although often portrayed 
as an isolated indigenous civilization, Nu-

of administrative centres. Coastal cities 
increasingly became interfaces between lo-
cal populations and external powers. Defen-
sive systems, castles, walls, and watchtowers 
transformed large portions of the coastline 
into militarized landscapes. Patterns of ter-
ritorial control became inscribed into urban 
form and infrastructure.

State Formation, Enclosure, and Internal 
Territorial Reorganization

The transition to Savoy-Piedmontese rule 
and later incorporation into the Italian 
state introduced new forms of territorial ad-
ministration and intervention.

Migration during this period involved 
both movements toward Sardinia and signifi-
cant internal redistributions of population. 
New settlers arrived from neighbouring re-
gions, while state-led reforms increasingly 
sought to reorganize land ownership and re-
source management.

One of the most significant processes 
was the enclosure of common lands through the 
Editto delle Chiudende and related transfor-
mations. Although not a migration event in 
itself, enclosure altered mobility patterns, 
access to resources, and relationships be-
tween communities and territory.

Its spatial consequences included the 
fragmentation of commons, the expansion of 
private property boundaries, the prolifera-
tion of fences and enclosures, and the recon-
figuration of pastoral landscapes. Migration 
and territorial governance became increasing-
ly intertwined as the state sought to render 
land legible, measurable, and administrative-
ly controllable.

Mining Frontiers and Industrial Labour 
Mobilities

The nineteenth and early twentieth cen-
turies marked the emergence of a new migra-
tion regime centred on industrial extraction.

Mining districts in Sulcis-Iglesiente, 
Montevecchio, Argentiera, and other areas 
attracted workers, technicians, managers, and 
entrepreneurs from mainland Italy and abroad. 
These movements represented one of the most 
significant episodes of migration toward Sar-
dinia in modern history. 

Migration was directly linked to ex-
traction. Labour moved toward mineral re-
sources, while minerals moved outward toward 
national and international markets.

The spatial consequences included the 
creation of company towns, workers’ settle-
ments, transport infrastructures, railways, 
industrial facilities, ports, and entirely 
new territorial systems organized around ex-
traction. Mining landscapes transformed pre-

ragic communities participated in extensive 
maritime exchanges involving trade, diploma-
cy, and cultural contact. The resulting land-
scape was characterized by dense territorial 
occupation, strategic control of routes, and 
the construction of thousands of nuraghi, 
creating one of the most extensive systems of 
monumental territorial markers in the Medi-
terranean.

Coastal Urbanization, Trade, and Imperi-
al Integration

From the Phoenician and Punic periods 
onward, migration became increasingly concen-
trated along coastal areas. Maritime traders, 
merchants, settlers, and administrators es-
tablished urban enclaves that connected Sar-
dinia to wider commercial networks.

Under Roman rule these processes inten-
sified significantly. Colonists, soldiers, 
administrators, merchants, and enslaved pop-
ulations moved across the island as part of 
broader imperial systems. Migration toward 
Sardinia became tied to extraction, adminis-
tration, military control, and agricultural 
production.

The spatial consequences were profound. 
New urban centres emerged and existing set-
tlements expanded. Roads, ports, warehouses, 
agricultural estates, and mining infrastruc-
tures reorganized large portions of the ter-
ritory. Coastal cities became increasingly 
integrated into Mediterranean networks while 
interior regions often retained distinct so-
cial and territorial dynamics. This period 
established enduring contrasts between coast-
al integration and inland autonomy that would 
reappear throughout Sardinian history.

Maritime Powers, Repopulation, and Ter-
ritorial Hegemonies

Following the decline of Roman authori-
ty, Sardinia experienced successive phases of 
Byzantine influence, the rise of the Giudica-
ti, Pisan and Genoese involvement, and later 
Aragonese and Spanish rule.

Migration during this period was strong-
ly connected to political control. Movements 
toward Sardinia included administrators, mil-
itary personnel, merchants, religious insti-
tutions, settlers, and populations involved 
in processes of repopulation. At the same 
time, episodes of displacement, conflict, and 
selective exclusion reshaped local demograph-
ic patterns.

The spatial consequences included the 
fortification of settlements, the strength-
ening of strategic ports, the restructuring 
of urban hierarchies, and the consolidation 

viously marginal areas into industrial terri-
tories and introduced new social and spatial 
hierarchies.

At the same time, the economic inequal-
ities associated with these transformations 
contributed to the first significant waves 
of Sardinian emigration, creating an overlap 
between inward labour migration and outward 
Sardinian mobility.

Reclamation, Colonization, and State 
Planning

During the Fascist period migration be-
came an explicit instrument of territorial 
engineering.

State-led reclamation projects drained 
wetlands, combated malaria, reorganized ag-
ricultural production, and established new 
settlements such as Arborea and Fertilia. 
Carbonia emerged as a planned industrial city 
linked to coal extraction and national energy 
strategies.

Migration during this phase included 
both movements toward Sardinia and extensive 
internal redistribution. Settlers arrived 
from various Italian regions while local pop-
ulations were incorporated into new produc-
tive systems.

The spatial consequences were particu-
larly visible. New towns, agricultural grids, 
drainage canals, road networks, farms, and 
infrastructures transformed entire land-
scapes. Migration became a tool through which 
the state actively produced territory, re-
shaping environments and social relations 
simultaneously.

The Sardinian Diaspora
The largest movement away from Sardinia 

occurred during the twentieth century, par-
ticularly after the Second World War.

Economic restructuring, industrializa-
tion elsewhere, agricultural decline, and 
limited local employment opportunities con-
tributed to large-scale emigration toward 
mainland Italy, northern Europe, and overseas 
destinations.

Migration during this period was charac-
terized primarily by outward mobility. Entire 
communities became connected through networks 
of departure, remittances, correspondence, 
and return visits.

The spatial consequences extended far 
beyond population loss. Many villages expe-
rienced demographic decline and aging popu-
lations. Agricultural systems were abandoned 
or transformed. Houses became seasonal dwell-
ings. Public services became increasing-
ly difficult to maintain. At the same time, 
emigrant networks generated new translocal 
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Border island & new migrations
1990s - present \ Sardinia also sits within Mediterra-
nean migration regimes: arrivals, reception systems, 
humanitarian routes, detention/reception 
infrastructures, and border politics. Here the island is 
not only a homeland or tourist landscape, but a node 
of Europe’s southern border condition.

Labour migrations into Sardinia
Mid-19th - early 20th century \ Mainland Italians 
move into Sardinia for mining, �shing, agriculture, 
and state projects. This reverses the usual idea of 
Sardinia only as a place of emigration: it is also a 
receiving territory shaped by labour demand.

Trade, extraction, urban settlement
Phoenician–Punic period � Roman period�Flows 
concentrate on the coasts, ports, mines, grain, and 
trade networks. Phoenician/Punic presence connects 
Sardinia to the Levant and North Africa; Roman rule 
integrates it into imperial logistics, agriculture, 
military control, and urbanisation.

Conquest and hegemony
Roman, Vandal, Byzantine, medieval powers.
Migration here is ties to armies, administrators, 
exiles, and imperial control. During the spanish rule, 
numerous women are lost in which hunts. Sardinia 
becomes a strategic island between italy and the 
wider mediterranean. 

Mediterranean Contact Zone
Prehistory - Nuragic / early seafaring periods \ 
Sardinia is not isolated, but selectively connected: 
maritime routes bring exchange, settlement, 
technologies, and cultural contact, while the island 
also maintains strong internal continuities. Ancient 
DNA studies show long continuity from the Neolithic 
through the Nuragic period, followed by more visible 
Mediterranean contacts later.

Return, tourism, lifestyle migration 
Late 20th century - present \ Sardinia becomes a 
place of return, seasonal residence, tourism 
economies, second homes, and uneven repopulation. 
Migration becomes tied to heritage, lifestyle, real 
estate, coastal economy; but emigration is still tied to 
economic marginality, labour opportunities, family 
ties, and increasingly, a certain cosmopolitanism.

Internal colonization and restructuring
19th century - fascist period - postward settlement \ 
Sardinia peaks as a space to be ‘improved’, disciplined, 
populated, extracted from, or agriculturally 
reorganized. Penal colonies, mining towns, land 
reclamations,  and planned settlments such as 
Carbonia, Arborea, Fertilia.
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not only a homeland or tourist landscape, but a node 
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Labour migrations into Sardinia
Mid-19th - early 20th century \ Mainland Italians 
move into Sardinia for mining, �shing, agriculture, 
and state projects. This reverses the usual idea of 
Sardinia only as a place of emigration: it is also a 
receiving territory shaped by labour demand.

Trade, extraction, urban settlement
Phoenician–Punic period � Roman period�Flows 
concentrate on the coasts, ports, mines, grain, and 
trade networks. Phoenician/Punic presence connects 
Sardinia to the Levant and North Africa; Roman rule 
integrates it into imperial logistics, agriculture, 
military control, and urbanisation.

Conquest and hegemony
Roman, Vandal, Byzantine, medieval powers.
Migration here is ties to armies, administrators, 
exiles, and imperial control. During the spanish rule, 
numerous women are lost in which hunts. Sardinia 
becomes a strategic island between italy and the 
wider mediterranean. 

Mediterranean Contact Zone
Prehistory - Nuragic / early seafaring periods \ 
Sardinia is not isolated, but selectively connected: 
maritime routes bring exchange, settlement, 
technologies, and cultural contact, while the island 
also maintains strong internal continuities. Ancient 
DNA studies show long continuity from the Neolithic 
through the Nuragic period, followed by more visible 
Mediterranean contacts later.

Return, tourism, lifestyle migration 
Late 20th century - present \ Sardinia becomes a 
place of return, seasonal residence, tourism 
economies, second homes, and uneven repopulation. 
Migration becomes tied to heritage, lifestyle, real 
estate, coastal economy; but emigration is still tied to 
economic marginality, labour opportunities, family 
ties, and increasingly, a certain cosmopolitanism.

Internal colonization and restructuring
19th century - fascist period - postward settlement \ 
Sardinia peaks as a space to be ‘improved’, disciplined, 
populated, extracted from, or agriculturally 
reorganized. Penal colonies, mining towns, land 
reclamations,  and planned settlments such as 
Carbonia, Arborea, Fertilia.
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geographies connecting Sardinian villages 
with Turin, Milan, Germany, Belgium, France, 
Argentina, and other destinations.

Migration produced a territory simulta-
neously marked by absence and connection.

Contemporary Immigration, Return Migra-
tion, and Lifestyle Mobilities

Since the late twentieth century mi-
gration patterns have become increasingly 
complex. Foreign residents, asylum seekers, 
seasonal workers, lifestyle migrants, return 
migrants, tourists, and second-home owners 
contribute to overlapping forms of mobility. 
Sardinia has become both a destination and 
a point of departure, combining contemporary 
immigration with continuing emigration among 
younger generations.

Migration toward the island is increas-
ingly linked to tourism economies, environ-
mental amenities, lifestyle choices, care 
work, agriculture, and international mobility 
networks. Return migration has introduced new 
forms of investment, entrepreneurship, and 
heritage-oriented development, particularly 
in rural and inland areas.

The spatial consequences are uneven. 
Coastal areas experience growing pressures 
related to tourism, real estate development, 
and seasonal occupation. Interior territories 
continue to face depopulation while simulta-
neously becoming sites of selective repopu-
lation and heritage-driven revitalization. 
Migration today therefore contributes both 
to territorial concentration and territorial 
fragmentation.

Contemporary Immigration and Mediterra-
nean Border Mobilities

Since the late twentieth century, mi-
gration patterns in Sardinia have become 
increasingly complex. Alongside continuing 
Sardinian emigration, the island has become 
part of wider Mediterranean and global mi-
gration systems involving foreign workers, 
asylum seekers, refugees, seasonal labourers, 
students, and transnational families.

Unlike earlier migration regimes centred 
on colonization, mining, or state-led set-
tlement, contemporary migration is embedded 
within global inequalities, labour markets, 
border regimes, and postcolonial relations 
that connect Europe to Africa, the Middle 
East, Eastern Europe, and Asia.

Sardinia occupies a particular position 
within these geographies. Located at the cen-
tre of the western Mediterranean, the island 
is simultaneously peripheral to Europe and 
central to many migration routes that con-
nect the southern and northern shores of the 

reshaped the island’s territory, society, and 
relationship with the wider world.

Migration as a Layered Spatial Process

Across all historical periods, migration 
has operated as a mechanism through which 
Sardinian territory has been continuously 
reorganized. Settlements, infrastructures, 
agricultural systems, industrial landscapes, 
urban hierarchies, military installations, 
tourist enclaves, and transnational networks 
all emerged through specific forms of mobil-
ity.

Rather than a sequence of isolated demo-
graphic events, migration appears as a lay-
ered spatial process. Each wave of arrival, 
departure, and internal redistribution leaves 
material traces that remain embedded with-
in the landscape. Contemporary Sardinia can 
therefore be understood as the cumulative 
result of successive migration regimes whose 
spatial consequences continue to shape every-
day life, territorial inequalities, and fu-
ture development trajectories.

sea. Contemporary migration therefore cannot 
be understood exclusively through local de-
mographic dynamics. It must also be situated 
within broader historical processes involving 
colonialism, economic dependency, geopoliti-
cal intervention, climate pressures, unequal 
development, and the global organization of 
labour.

The Mediterranean has become one of the 
deadliest migration corridors in the world. 
European border policies increasingly operate 
through mechanisms of externalization, sur-
veillance, detention, and selective mobility 
control. While migrants are often represented 
through narratives of crisis, invasion, or 
emergency, migration itself is frequently a 
response to conditions produced by histories 
of colonial extraction, political destabili-
zation, military intervention, and unequal 
economic integration.

Within this context, Sardinia has ex-
perienced both inclusion and exclusion. Mi-
grants contribute to local economies, ag-
riculture, care work, logistics, tourism, 
and everyday social life. At the same time, 
reception centres, administrative barriers, 
precarious legal statuses, and forms of ra-
cialization can produce spatial segregation 
and uneven access to housing, services, and 
political participation.

The spatial consequences of these pro-
cesses are visible in reception facilities, 
temporary accommodation structures, labour 
geographies, transportation networks, and ur-
ban peripheries. Migration leaves traces not 
only through demographic change but through 
the infrastructures built to manage, channel, 
contain, or support mobility.

A critical reading of contemporary mi-
gration therefore requires moving beyond 
narratives of invasion or demographic re-
placement. Such narratives often obscure the 
historical asymmetries that shape migration 
itself. The question is not whether Sardin-
ia is being transformed by migration—every 
historical period examined in this chapter 
demonstrates that mobility has always been 
central to the production of Sardinian space. 
The question is instead how mobility is gov-
erned, who benefits from it, who is excluded 
from it, and how the island positions itself 
within a wider Mediterranean geography of 
movement, inequality, and interdependence.

Contemporary migration thus represents 
not an interruption of Sardinian history, 
but another phase in a long sequence of Med-
iterranean mobilities that have continuously 
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Border island & new migrations
1990s - present \ Sardinia also sits within Mediterra-
nean migration regimes: arrivals, reception systems, 
humanitarian routes, detention/reception 
infrastructures, and border politics. Here the island is 
not only a homeland or tourist landscape, but a node 
of Europe’s southern border condition.

Labour migrations into Sardinia
Mid-19th - early 20th century \ Mainland Italians 
move into Sardinia for mining, �shing, agriculture, 
and state projects. This reverses the usual idea of 
Sardinia only as a place of emigration: it is also a 
receiving territory shaped by labour demand.

Trade, extraction, urban settlement
Phoenician–Punic period � Roman period�Flows 
concentrate on the coasts, ports, mines, grain, and 
trade networks. Phoenician/Punic presence connects 
Sardinia to the Levant and North Africa; Roman rule 
integrates it into imperial logistics, agriculture, 
military control, and urbanisation.

Conquest and hegemony
Roman, Vandal, Byzantine, medieval powers.
Migration here is ties to armies, administrators, 
exiles, and imperial control. During the spanish rule, 
numerous women are lost in which hunts. Sardinia 
becomes a strategic island between italy and the 
wider mediterranean. 

Mediterranean Contact Zone
Prehistory - Nuragic / early seafaring periods \ 
Sardinia is not isolated, but selectively connected: 
maritime routes bring exchange, settlement, 
technologies, and cultural contact, while the island 
also maintains strong internal continuities. Ancient 
DNA studies show long continuity from the Neolithic 
through the Nuragic period, followed by more visible 
Mediterranean contacts later.

Return, tourism, lifestyle migration 
Late 20th century - present \ Sardinia becomes a 
place of return, seasonal residence, tourism 
economies, second homes, and uneven repopulation. 
Migration becomes tied to heritage, lifestyle, real 
estate, coastal economy; but emigration is still tied to 
economic marginality, labour opportunities, family 
ties, and increasingly, a certain cosmopolitanism.

Internal colonization and restructuring
19th century - fascist period - postward settlement \ 
Sardinia peaks as a space to be ‘improved’, disciplined, 
populated, extracted from, or agriculturally 
reorganized. Penal colonies, mining towns, land 
reclamations,  and planned settlments such as 
Carbonia, Arborea, Fertilia.
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land management, agriculture, natural ‘protection’ 

Land management in Sardinia should not 
be understood merely as a sequence of agri-
cultural policies, but as a long history of 
colonial dependencies and ruptures that sys-
tematically dismantled traditional practic-
es. The cultural and material roots of this 
process can be traced back to the nineteenth 
century with the Savoyard *Editto delle chi-
udende* (1820), which violently privatized 
centuries-old common lands. The subsequent 
abolition of the *ademprivi* (residual col-
lective civic land uses) sparked immense 
popular resentment, culminating in the 1868 
*Su Connotu* revolt in Nuoro. These top-down 
enclosures shattered the deeply rooted aspi-
ration for *Sa Comune*óthe communal ownership 
and fraternal collaboration of the landóand 
marked a profound rupture, initiating the 
sustained extraction and marginalization of 
the Sardinian peasantry by external state 
powers (Onnis, 2024).

During the twentieth century, this dy-
namic of agricultural extraction and depen-
dency worsened under the guise of state-
led modernization. The *Piano di Rinascita* 
(1962, 1974) systematically neglected the 
agro-pastoral sector in favor of implant-
ing heavy petrochemical poles, such as the 
one in Ottana. This exogenous industrializa-
tion treated the rural interior as backward 
and primitive, aiming to replace traditional 
agriculture with industrial wage labor. In-
stead of bringing widespread prosperity, it 
produced severe ecological degradation and 
accelerated the depopulation of inland vil-
lages. The result was a form of colonial ex-
traction that disrupted the communityís phys-
iological and historical bond with the earth, 
transforming independent farmers into a de-
pendent labor force (Onnis, 2024; Pau, 2024).

Sardinian agricultural struggles fre-
quently manifested as direct territorial 
defense against state expropriation. A pivot-
al moment of modern resistance was the 1969 
‘moti di Pratobello’, where the population of 
Orgosolo successfully mobilized to stop the 
militarization of their grazing lands for a 
NATO polygon. Rather than being a reaction-
ary or pre-political spasm against modernity, 
this uprising was a highly conscious vindica-
tion of the community’s right to manage its 
own land and maintain its pastoral economy. 
It stood as a clear rejection of the abstract 
spatial planning and expropriation attempted 

by the Italian State (Onnis, 2024).

Another concern that repeatedly emerged 
during fieldwork, but which remained beyond 
the scope of this research to investigate in 
depth, relates to the relationship between 
Sardinian agricultural practices and broader 
European agricultural policy. Several in-
terlocutors pointed towards a clear contra-
diction between the ecological and cultural 
diversity of Sardinian landscapes and poli-
cy frameworks that increasingly prioritise 
competitiveness, efficiency, and economies 
of scale. Within a territory historical-
ly characterised by extensive pastoral sys-
tems, small-scale agricultural production, 
and highly localised forms of environmental 
knowledge, such tendencies were often de-
scribed as contributing to processes of con-
centration and intensification that place 
considerable pressure on smaller producers. 
While these dynamics cannot be reduced solely 
to contemporary agricultural policies, they 
can be understood as part of a longer history 
through which external economic models have 
shaped the organisation of Sardinian land and 
resources.

What emerged from these conversations 
was not simply a critique of specific poli-
cies, but a broader question concerning ter-
ritorial self-determination. Participants 
highlighted the inevitability of environmen-
tal and cultural damage when sardinians are 
subject to economic frameworks that encour-
age standardisation, consolidation, and in-
tegration into larger competitive markets. 
These policy approaches were often perceived 
as being formulated according to priorities 
established beyond the island itself. The 
underlying concern therefore centred on the 
extent to which Sardinian communities are 
able to participate in defining what forms of 
agriculture, land stewardship, conservation, 
and development are considered desirable for 
their own territories. While a detailed ex-
amination of these issues lies beyond the 
ambitions of this thesis, they constitute an 
important dimension of wider debates regard-
ing territorial sovereignty, economic and 
ecological governance, and the capacity of 
communities to shape their own futures.

The logic of expropriation and terri-
torial alienation has also taken the form 
of top-down natural protection, leading to 

what can be described as indigenous expul-
sions. The resistance against proposed envi-
ronmental reserves, such as the Gennargentu 
National Park, exemplifies how conservation 
efforts can be perceived as an extension of 
colonial control. As highlighted by Tracey 
Heatheringtonís ethnographic research on the 
opposition in Orgosolo, the imposition of a 
national park threatened to alienate the in-
habitants from their own countryside. For the 
locals, this ìgreenî expulsion ignored their 
role as historical custodians of the land-
scape, violating their right to self-determi-
nation and disrupting their autonomous ìlife 
projectsî on the land (Corona, 2024).

Today, this legacy of land disputes 
continues through the contemporary struggle 
against renewable energy speculation. Multi-
national corporations target rural areas for 
mega-wind farms through a process of ìgreen 
grabbing.î They deliberately devalue agri-
cultural land as ìemptyî or ìwaste spaceî in 
order to acquire it cheaply. In response, 
contemporary agricultural movements such as 
the 2023 tractor protests in Barumini and the 
Marmilla region fiercely defend their ‘vi-
ta-nel-luogo’ (life-in-place). In this sense, 
land management in Sardinia remains a highly 
contested arena where communities continual-
ly resist exogenous extraction. They assert 
that their agricultural territory is not a 
void for corporate speculation or abstract 
conservation, but a living cultural archive 
requiring local resource sovereignty (Corona, 
2024).
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military industrial complex

Mediterranean islands share a long history of 
militarization efforts since ancient times, and Sardinia is 
no exception. The most recent phase of its militarization 
dates around the mid-1950s, when the island was insert-
ed into a military geography that developed alongside 
post-war industrial modernization. In 1956, the Italian 
state established two of the largest military ranges in 
Europe: the Salto di Quirra Interforce Experimental and 
Training Range, covering about 12,700 hectares, and the 
Capo Teulada range, covering about 7,200 hectares. In 
parallel with the failed petrochemical industrialization 
of the island, vast portions of Sardinian territory were 
occupied to fulfil the international commitments of the 
post-war Italian Republic: large training and experimental 
polygons, the NATO airport of Decimomannu, radio and 
radar stations, bases, and connected restricted zones. 
Although this military industry was not formally the 
same as the development promoted through the Piano 
di Rinascita, it similarly introduced a heavy and externally 
directed use of Sardinian territory, modifying the island’s 
economic and spatial structure (Onnis & Sedda, 2012; 
Onnis, n.d.).

The Salto di Quirra range is located in south-east-
ern Sardinia, near Quirra, Perdasdefogu, Escalaplano, 
and the coast of Capo San Lorenzo. Zucchetti describes 
it as the largest military polygon in Italy and Europe: an 
experimental range for ballistic missiles and a training 
base managed by the Italian Air Force and available to 
NATO. The range is divided into an elevated inland area 
of about 11,600 hectares and a seaside area of about 
1,110 hectares, with missiles and weapons general-
ly fired from the inland zone toward the small Quirra 
islands and the coastal sea range. This spatial arrange-
ment shows that militarization was not limited to one 
isolated base, but connected inland plateaus, villages, 
mountains, coastlines, islands, and sea areas into a sin-
gle operational landscape (Zucchetti, 2005).

Ordinary uses of land and sea became conditional 
on military functions: training, testing, firing corridors, 
restricted access, radar infrastructure, and interdicted 
areas. The same territory that contained villages, pasto-
ral land, coastal ecologies, and areas of natural interest 
was reorganized as a platform for weapons testing and 
strategic experimentation. The socio-economic effects 
of this territorial insertion were not neutral: military and 
industrial activities, previously foreign to the local econ-
omy, reduced land available for agriculture and pastoral-
ism, contributed to the decline of the active population in 
those sectors, and reinforced demographic movement 
from inland areas toward the coasts and industrial poles 
(Onnis & Sedda, 2012; Zucchetti, 2005).

In the same period, the Italian state also ap-
proached inland Sardinia through the language of public 
order and criminality. The “Parliamentary Commission 
of inquiry on criminality phaenomena in Sardinia” known 
as the Medici Commission, established in 1969 and 
active between 1970 and 1972, was created to inves-
tigate “banditry and kidnappings in Sardinia, especially 
in the internal areas. In this context, Barbagia and the 
pastoral world were often treated as problems to be 
studied, corrected, and modernized, adding a policing 
and stigmatizing layer to the broader transformation of 
Sardinian territory. The Medici Commission later de-
scribed Sardinian criminality as rooted in the pastoral 
world of Barbagia, illustrating how the social and cultural 
fabric of the interior had to be radically transformed; a 
narrative that was also used by the catholic democracy 
to motivate the creation of a nearby petrochemical plant 
in Ottana. Military planning, policing, and modernization 
therefore overlapped in a broader attempt to discipline 
inland society. Militarization was not only a matter of 
NATO bases or coastal ranges, but also a form of inter-
nal spatial control applied to populations already stereo-

local communities carry the spatial, environmental, and 
epistemic burden of uncertainty. Military infrastructures 
operate through restricted access, technical language, 
secrecy, and national-security justification. These con-
ditions make it difficult for inhabitants to know what 
has happened in their own territory, to contest decisions 
before they are implemented, or to obtain accountability 
after damage is suspected (Zucchetti, 2005).

The military occupation of Sardinia also belongs 
to a broader continuity of territorial exploitation. Corona 
links military bases, deforestation, heavy industry, and 
imposed renewable energy projects through the collat-
eral damage they generate on territory and local identity. 
In this reading, military servitudes are not an isolated his-
torical problem, but part of a repeated pattern in which 
Sardinian land and sea are used for purposes decided 
elsewhere. The sea of Teulada, described as devastated 
by bombs and missiles, becomes one of the clearest 
examples of how military activity damages both physical 
landscapes and local meanings attached to them (Co-
rona, n.d.). In addition, the case of La Maddalena (Santo 
Stefano base) highlights yet again the environmental 
consequences of the italian post-war land concessions 
to the USA: an incredibly biodiverse and rich ecosystem 
poisoned by thorium and other chemicals after multiple 
crashes of nuclear-propulsion submarines. 

Mameli adds a further layer by framing military 
presence as a conflict with cultural heritage and land-
scape care. The massive military presence in Sardinia 
produces a short circuit between the protection of 
local cultural landscapes and presumed international 
“war needs.” This makes military occupation a land-use 
conflict as much as a geopolitical one: cultural, environ-
mental, and social values are subordinated to strategic 
priorities, while new opposition movements emerge 
around these military geographies (Mameli, n.d.). This 
tension is of course persisting today and I had a chance 
to observe it during fieldwork, both on the March 8th 
demonstrations of ‘Women against war, colonialism, 
rearmment and genocide’, and during multiple conver-
sations: it seems like the use of such intense military 
efforts both undermines the claims of peacekeeping 
that justify them, and loses sense when considered from 
the point of view of a sardinian who lives separate from 
the rest of the continent, and probably doesn’t wish to 
prepare for war with anyone.

Seen all together, sites such as Quirra, Teulada, 
Decimomannu, and Pratobello show connected sides 
of Sardinia’s military geography. Quirra represents the 
long-term insertion of the island into national, NATO, 
aerospace and weapons-testing systems, with restrict-
ed land and sea zones and unresolved environmen-
tal-health controversies. Teulada aas well, and it shows 
the damage of military activity on coastal and marine 
landscapes. Decimomannu represents the infrastructur-
al role of Sardinia within NATO systems. 

Pratobello represents the refusal of a local com-
munity to accept the conversion of pastoral land into a 
military range. These cases show how territory can be 
made available to external strategic uses, but also how 
local communities defend land, work, memory, identity, 
and decision-making through collective action (Corona, 
n.d.; Onnis & Sedda, 2012; “Rivolta di Pratobello,” n.d.; 
Zucchetti, 2005).

Sardinia’s military geography is therefore not an 
exceptional layer outside ordinary planning questions. 
It affects access to land and sea, pastoral economies, 
environmental risk, public health, cultural landscapes, 
and the right of communities to participate in decisions 
about their own territory. Military landscapes are lived 
territories, not empty strategic surfaces. Their history 
shows how national security, industrial modernization, 
scientific experimentation, internal policing, and cultur-

al-landscape conflict can converge on the same island 
spaces, while also producing resistance, territorial con-
sciousness, and demands for self-determination (Co-
rona, n.d.; Mameli, n.d.; Onnis & Sedda, 2012; Zucchetti, 
2005).

typed as primitive, deviant, or criminal (Onnis & Sedda, 
2012; Onnis, n.d.).

The revolt of Pratobello in June 1969 shows that 
this process also generated organized local resistance. 
The Italian Army intended to replace pastoral fields near 
the abandoned village of Pratobello with a firing and 
training range. On 27 May 1969, shepherds were told to 
move their livestock elsewhere because the area would 
be used for military exercises for two months. Assem-
blies followed, the population mobilized, and the shep-
herds refused both displacement and compensation. 
The protest was carried out through nonviolent resis-
tance and ended with the withdrawal of the army from 
Pratobello (“Rivolta di Pratobello,” n.d.).

Pratobello is therefore not only an anti-military 
episode. It is a territorial struggle in which pastoral work, 
assemblies, direct presence, and refusal of compen-
sation became ways of defending land use and local 
decision-making. The revolt also produced cultural con-
sequences, contributing to the emergence of muralism 
in Orgosolo and turning political resistance into a visible 
and durable form of public expression. The popular 
songs and poetic material connected to Pratobello adds 
another layer to this resistance: it contrasts the expecta-
tion of fertilizers and tractors, associated with more milk 
and bread, with the arrival of tanks, cannons, police, and 
military troops, while rejecting the representation of Or-
gosolo as a land of bandits (Rubanu, n.d.; “Rivolta di Pra-
tobello,” n.d.). The song “The dance of Antonello”, which 
is a dialogue between a community and a shepherd who 
was forced to become a factory commuter, ends on the 
following hopeful note: 

“Ma, Antoneddu, si nos organizzamos
Massajos e pastores tottu unidus
Lottamos contra custos guvernantes
Chi lassadu nos han semper famidos
…
Antoni, lassa Ottana, torra a Montes
Torra chin nois dezisu a lottare
T’ammentas s’ater’annu Pratobello?
Sas lottas zustas deven trionfare”

“Remember that year (in) Pratobello?
Just struggles must triumph”

The most serious controversy around Quirra 
concerns health and environmental damage. Zucchetti’s 
study examines the so-called “Quirra syndrome,” de-
scribed as an apparently abnormal incidence of illnesses 
in the area, especially lymphomas and natal genetic 
malformations, with reported cases among both local 
inhabitants and military personnel. The study concludes 
that the “Quirra syndrome” exists, but that it is probably 
not entirely due to depleted uranium. This distinction is 
important: the issue is not reduced to one single proven 
pollutant, but to a more complex field of exposure, un-
certainty, and possible causes (Zucchetti, 2005).

Zucchetti identifies several possible sources of 
contamination beyond depleted uranium. Since Quirra 
has hosted rocket propulsion tests for both military and 
civil uses, the airborne release of toxic and teratogenic 
substances from rocket combustion cannot be exclud-
ed. The study also points to the nearby abandoned arse-
nic mine of Baccu Locci, where lead and arsenic con-
tamination may have affected environmental and trophic 
matrices. Quirra therefore appears as an overlapping risk 
landscape, where military testing, aerospace experimen-
tation, and older mining contamination complicate any 
simple causal explanation (Zucchetti, 2005).

This uncertainty does not weaken the territorial 
argument; it clarifies it. The issue is not only whether 
one pollutant can be isolated as the definitive cause of 
harm, but how Sardinian territories have been repeated-
ly made available for external strategic functions while 
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mining and industry

Even before capitalist modernity, Sardinia’s min-
ing history was shaped by repeated interest in the value 
of its subsoil. Obsidian from Monte Arci connected the 
island to Mediterranean exchange routes, while later 
metallurgy made the Iglesiente, Sarrabus, and central 
Sardinia important mineral areas. Under Phoenician, 
Punic, Roman, Pisan, Aragonese, and Spanish powers, 
extraction was repeatedly reorganized through external 
demand, legal control, labour discipline, concessions, 
taxation, decline, and reactivation. These phases do not 
yet amount to modern industrial extraction, but they 
form a long material background: the same mineral 
landscapes remained available to successive political 
powers before modern states became able to intervene 
more deeply through law, infrastructure, finance, and 
industrial planning (Wikipedia contributors, 2026).

From the nineteenth century onward, the mining 
question became part of a broader transformation of 
land, law, and popular life. Onnis places this transforma-
tion within the history of Sardinian popular movements, 
beginning with the Savoyard reforms and especially with 
the Editto delle chiudende of 1820, which allowed the 
enclosure and privatization of common lands. The later 
abolition of the ademprivi, the residual collective rights 
of use over land, intensified this rupture and contributed 
to uprisings such as Su Connotu in Nuoro in 1868. Mod-
ern extraction therefore developed in a society already 
affected by the loss of communal land, the weakening of 
subsistence mechanisms, and the growing capacity of 
the state to reorganize territory through law (Onnis, n.d.).

The liberal mining boom after 1840, and especial-
ly after 1848, marked a decisive shift. The separation 
between land ownership and subsoil rights enabled 
extraction to proceed through legal and economic 
frameworks that often worked against local landholding 
logics. The Iglesiente, Sulcis, Montevecchio, Buggerru, 
and Sarrabus became part of a rapidly expanding mining 
geography controlled largely by private, non-Sardinian 
capital, with Giovanni Antonio Sanna at Montevecchio 
standing as an important partial exception. Roads, rail-
ways, ports, pits, washing plants, company settlements, 
and export corridors reorganized selected territories 
around extraction and transport rather than balanced 
island-wide development. Mining changed the relation 
between people and land through concrete mechanisms: 
subsoil concessions, wage labour, company-controlled 
settlements, export infrastructure, and the legal sepa-
ration between surface ownership and mineral rights 
(Wikipedia contributors, 2026).

This is where the decolonial and Gramscian 
interpretation becomes useful. Cristiano Sabino recalls 
Gramsci’s reading of Sardinian lands and mineral wealth 
as an “expropriation of natural resources” with a colonial 
character. Used carefully, this frame helps interpret the 
modern and capitalist phases as moments in which Sar-
dinian territory was made productive for external accu-
mulation, while local communities absorbed dangerous 
labour conditions, restricted control over resources, and 
long-term environmental consequences (Sabino, n.d.).

The early twentieth century made these tensions 
politically visible. In places such as Montevecchio and 
Buggerru, mining labour generated worker conscious-
ness and collective organization. Buggerru became 
especially symbolic because of the contrast between the 
elite world of managers and the conditions of miners, 
culminating in the 1904 massacre and its wider political 
consequences. The later 1920 massacre in Iglesias, 
where carabinieri fired on a workers’ demonstration leav-
ing six dead and around fifty wounded, further shows 
that mining districts were shaped not only by extraction, 
but also by labour mobilization, police repression, and 
the political organization of workers (Onnis, n.d.; Wikipe-
dia contributors, 2026).

Mining labour also entered Sardinian cultural and 

political expression. Onnis recalls Bore Poddighe, who 
worked in the Iglesiente mines in the 1910s and wrote 
Sa Mundana Cummèdia, a work of social and political 
denunciation later censored by fascism. Onnis treats 
popular songs, poetry, and workers’ writing as part of 
the political life of mining communities, because they 
helped circulate criticism and give language to shared 
conditions of exploitation. Sabino also notes that early 
Sardinian socialist projects invoked sa comune sarda, a 
Sardinian commune belonging equally to farmers, min-
ers, and shepherds. These references prevent the mining 
landscape from being read only as a damaged or exploit-
ed space: it was also a place where workers produced 
critique, political imagination, and collective claims over 
land and resources (Onnis, n.d.; Sabino, n.d.).

Under fascism, extraction entered a new phase 
through coal, autarky, and planned industrial urbanism. 
In the Sulcis, especially around Serbariu-Sirai, Bacu Abis, 
and Carbonia, the fascist state built an extractive city 
organized around coal production, labour discipline, and 
state industrial ideology. Carbonia shows that mining 
could produce not only pits and industrial sites, but also 
housing, mobility patterns, and urban forms organized 
around state-backed production (Wikipedia contributors, 
2026).

After the Second World War, the industrial ques-
tion became tied to the meaning of Sardinian autonomy. 
Piras notes that Article 13 of the 1948 Special Statute 
required the State, with the Region, to prepare an organic 
plan for the island’s economic and social rebirth. The 
parliamentary commission worked between 1951 and 
1958, and the resulting Piano di Rinascita, approved in 
1962, initially contained stronger support for the pri-
mary sector. However, the industrial boom in northern 
Italy redirected the strategy toward industry, especially 
petrochemicals. In this shift, the promise of balanced 
development was replaced by a model centred on large 
industrial poles, public financing, and external investors 
(Piras, n.d.).

This postwar industrialization changed the ge-
ography of the island. Porto Torres became one of 
Europe’s major petrochemical poles through the SIR 
of Nino Rovelli, while Sarroch became the site of the 
Saras refinery of Angelo Moratti, described by Piras as 
the largest refinery in the Mediterranean and supported 
by major public contributions. In the Sulcis, the crisis of 
coal after the 1950s was addressed through Enel inter-
vention, a thermoelectric plant, and the development of 
Portovesme as an aluminium and heavy industrial pole. 
These projects produced work and urban growth, but 
they also concentrated dependency in a few industrial 
territories whose survival depended on public funding, 
energy prices, ownership changes, and decisions taken 
elsewhere (Piras, n.d.).

From 1956 onward, military infrastructure added 
another heavy territorial layer through the Salto di Quirra 
and Capo Teulada ranges, even if not formally part of the 
Piano di Rinascita. Agriculture and pastoralism, which 
had originally been central to the idea of rebirth, lost 
land, labour, and political centrality. Population moved 
from internal areas toward the coasts and industrial 
poles, accelerating demographic imbalance and inland 
depopulation. The promise of diffuse development was 
therefore contradicted by the spatial concentration of 
industry, military land use, and employment opportuni-
ties (Piras, n.d.).

Ottana shows this logic with particular clarity. Af-
ter the Medici Commission on banditry framed Barbagia 
and pastoral society as the source of a specific criminal 
problem, the second Piano di Rinascita supported the 
creation of an industrial pole in central Sardinia. Ottana 
was presented as a way to transform the social fabric 
of the internal areas through industrial employment. Yet 
the promised employment figures were never reached, 

_Carta, M.: Antoneddu Antoneddu [poem/song].
_Rubanu, N. G.: Pratobello [poem/song].
_Corona, S. (2024). Signori del vento. La 
mobilitazione contro le pale eoliche in Sar-
degna come battaglia per l’identità sarda. In 
G. _Cherchi & F. Pau (Eds.), Logu e Logos. 
Questione sarda e discorso decoloniale. Melt-
emi Press SRL.
_Pili, A. (2024). Per una critica decoloniale 
del turismo in Sardegna. (ibidem)
_Sabino, C. (2024). Le tasche cucite. Il 

transport conditions were weak, and several projects 
remained incomplete or dependent on public subsidies. 
Ottana was therefore not only an economic failure, but 
a spatial attempt to correct a society through industry, 
with limited attention to the actual conditions of place 
(Piras, n.d.).

The environmental consequences of this model 
are not secondary. Piras notes that the main industrial 
areas of Sardinia coincide with two of Italy’s largest Sites 
of National Interest for remediation: Porto Torres and 
the Sulcis-Iglesiente, including Portovesme, Sarroch, and 
the mining area. He reports that Sardinia reached the 
highest national extension of contaminated areas, with 
445,000 hectares, and refers to the SENTIERI epidemi-
ological study to connect industrial contamination with 
health concerns in polluted sites. The industrial land-
scape therefore remains present not only through aban-
doned factories and unemployment, but also through 
soil, water, air, legal disputes, and the unresolved work of 
remediation (Piras, n.d.).

The late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries 
show the persistence of this structure through recur-
ring crises involving Carbosulcis, Alcoa, Eurallumina, 
Rockwool, Vinyls, Keller, and other companies. Piras 
describes this not as isolated emergencies, but as a 
structural condition embedded in Sardinia’s economy for 
decades. A different perspective appears in the Rock-
wool workers’ struggle: after the Portovesme company 
entered crisis in 2009, workers demanded retraining and 
employment in environmental remediation rather than 
simply the reopening of the factory. This introduces a 
crucial planning question: whether workers and resi-
dents can become active subjects in remediation rather 
than passive recipients of closure, unemployment, or 
external rescue plans (Piras, n.d.).

Today, mining and industry survive through her-
itage, contamination, selective extraction, and unre-
solved transition. Serbariu has become the Museo del 
Carbone, Iglesias hosts mining heritage, IGEA manages 
former mining sites, and some extraction continues in 
limited forms. The broader history is therefore not only 
a sequence of mining, petrochemicals, military infra-
structure, and industrial decline. It is a history of how 
Sardinian territory was repeatedly reorganized through 
projects that promised development while concentrating 
decision-making, risk, and damage unevenly. Onnis’s 
contribution is to show that these processes were not 
met only with passivity: Sardinian subaltern classes 
developed movements, poetry, assemblies, labour strug-
gles, and territorial refusals that challenged the idea of 
backwardness. Piras adds that the postwar industrial 
model produced dependency, contamination, and crisis, 
but also that workers themselves sometimes proposed 
more grounded alternatives, especially through reme-
diation (Onnis, n.d.; Piras, n.d.; Wikipedia contributors, 
2026).
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tourism

Tourism in Sardinia should not be read only as a 
recent economic sector, but as part of a longer history in 
which the island was first represented from outside and 
then reorganized around the expectations of visitors, 
investors, and public development strategies. Pili plac-
es the cultural roots of this process in eighteenth- and 
nineteenth-century travel writing, where Sardinia was 
often described as archaic, wild, insecure, and distant 
from European modernity. Before mass tourism, this 
gaze already prepared a marketable image of the island 
as an exotic place inside Europe: close enough to be 
visited, but distant enough to be imagined as primitive, 
uncontaminated, and available for discovery. Early tour-
ist practices appeared in the nineteenth century, espe-
cially around Alghero and thermal sites, but the island 
remained marginal to major tourist circuits because of 
transport difficulties and its reputation for insecurity (Pili, 
2024).

The modern tourist sector began after the Second 
World War, in connection with autonomy, malaria eradi-
cation, infrastructure, and the first regional development 
policies. The tourism overview identifies 1948 as a start-
ing point for modern tourism, when the first investments 
and development plans began alongside Sardinia’s 
autonomous status and the definitive defeat of malaria 
along the coasts. Through ESIT, the Region promoted 
early hotel construction, including the Miramar hotel in 
Alghero in 1953, while the first tourist growth concentrat-
ed between the 1950s and 1960s around Alghero and 
the Riviera del Corallo.

The decisive symbolic shift came in the early 
1960s with the foundation of the Costa Smeralda by 
the Aga Khan. The creation of Porto Cervo and related 
settlements such as Porto Rotondo, Romazzino, Cala 
di Volpe, and Porto Raphael turned Gallura into the 
image of luxury Sardinia. Pili’s interpretation is useful 
because this was not simply the growth of tourism, but 
the production of a coastal enclave: privately organized, 
architecturally curated, socially selective, and largely de-
tached from the surrounding territory. Local people en-
tered this model mainly as workers, service providers, or 
folkloric background, while land value and decision-mak-
ing were concentrated elsewhere (Pili, 2024).

From the 1970s onward, the success of the coast-
al model encouraged widespread construction across 
many coastal municipalities. The general tourism histo-
ry itself notes that the increase in land value produced 
excessive exploitation of the coasts, with many new 
buildings and second homes, often of poor quality, plac-
ing natural balances at serious risk. This is important for 
the thesis because tourism did not only bring visitors: it 
changed land markets, building patterns, seasonal econ-
omies, and the relation between settlements and the 
coast. The later attempts to create a regional landscape 
plan can be read as a response to this pressure, even if 
such planning has remained politically contested.

The crisis of postwar industrialization made tour-
ism appear increasingly attractive as a cleaner alter-
native to heavy industry. Yet the shift from factories to 
beaches did not necessarily restore local control. Coast-
al tourism expanded through real-estate speculation, 
seasonal labour, private investment, and dependence on 
external demand. In this sense, tourism did not simply 
replace industrial development with a softer economy; it 
reorganized Sardinian territory through another model of 
extraction, based on landscape, image, land value, and 
access (Pili, 2024).

From the 1990s onward, the tourist gaze increas-
ingly moved inland. Mameli’s historical framing is useful 
here because it shows that “heritage” itself changed 
meaning over time: from the protection of monuments, 
as in the 1954 Hague Convention and 1972 UNESCO 
Convention, toward intangible heritage and community 
meaning, especially through the 2003 UNESCO Conven-

tion and the 2005 Faro Convention. However, from the 
1990s, this community-oriented language increasingly 
overlapped with the economic use of heritage in the 
service sector. In Sardinia, identity, memory, food, craft, 
domestic spaces, and village life became resources in 
tourist competition (Mameli, 2024).

Initiatives such as Cortes Apertas, born in 1996 
and later rebranded as Autunno in Barbagia in 2003, 
belong to this inland turn. They created opportunities 
for villages by opening courtyards, houses, workshops, 
and local traditions to visitors. At the same time, Mameli 
warns that this model can reduce complex local life to a 
staged image of “authentic” Sardinity: traditional clothes, 
tenores, food, pastoral symbols, and an idealized ar-
chaic past. The problem is not cultural tourism itself, 
but the pressure placed on communities when heritage 
becomes one of the few available economic resources 
(Mameli, 2024).

This pressure also has spatial effects. Mameli’s 
example of Mamoiada in 2022, when the mayor asked 
visitors to turn back because the village could no longer 
absorb the influx of cars and tourists, shows that inland 
tourism affects roads, parking, public space, waste, 
everyday mobility, and the ordinary use of villages by res-
idents. Without structural investment and local control, 
heritage tourism can produce a form of inland overtour-
ism: less visible than coastal speculation, but still capa-
ble of turning inhabited places into temporary stages for 
visitors (Mameli, 2024).

Mameli also connects this to a deeper educational 
and institutional problem. Sardinian history, monuments, 
and cultural specificities were often marginal within 
national narratives, especially after Savoyard rule and 
Italian unification. This produced an epistemic void in 
which many Sardinians were not given strong public 
tools to understand their own historical landscape. The 
rise of pseudo-archaeological myths, including fantasies 
that identify Sardinia with Atlantis or with a lost ancient 
supremacy, can be read partly as a distorted response 
to this erasure. These myths attempt to reverse subalter-
nity by inventing greatness, but they also risk weakening 
scientific knowledge and simplifying Sardinian identity in 
another direction (Mameli, 2024).

The same heritage field, however, can also support 
territorial self-defence. Mameli’s discussion of communi-
ty archaeology and the use of archaeological landscapes 
against speculative wind and solar mega-projects shows 
that heritage is not only a tourist product. It can become 
a civic infrastructure through which communities read 
their territory, defend landscapes, and produce shared 
knowledge. The example of the “LUMINU” wind project 
in Marmilla, challenged through the dense presence of 
Bronze Age settlements, suggests that cultural heritage 
can help communities argue for the value of places 
beyond their immediate economic profitability (Mameli, 
2024).

The tourism history of Sardinia therefore moves 
through several connected phases: external represen-
tation, coastal luxury development, mass construction, 
landscape regulation, diversification, and inland heritage 
tourism. Pili shows how tourism reproduced colonial 
patterns through exotic representations, privatized 
coastal enclaves, speculative construction, and sea-
sonal service labour. Mameli adds that heritage tourism 
can deepen this process when identity becomes per-
formance, but can also become politically useful when 
communities use cultural knowledge to defend land-
scapes and produce more grounded forms of self-rep-
resentation. Tourism, in this sense, is not only about 
visitors. It is about who defines the island, who benefits 
from its image, and whether Sardinian places can be 
inhabited as living territories rather than consumed as 
scenery (Mameli, 2024; Pili, 2024).

_Mameli, F. (2024). I differenti valori del “patrimonio culturale” sardo: Definizioni, sig-
nificato e impatto sociale ed economico. In G. Cherchi & F. Pau (Eds.), Logu e Logos: Ques-
tione sarda e discorso decoloniale. Meltemi Press SRL.
Pili, A. (2024). Per una critica decoloniale del turismo in Sardegna. In G. Cherchi & F. Pau 
(ibidem)
_Wikipedia contributors. (2026). Turismo in Sardegna. Wikipedia.org
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energy speculation
[the new frontier of coloniality]

The renewable energy layer documents one of 
the most recent and rapidly evolving territorial transfor-
mations affecting Sardinia. While presented as part of 
broader European and national decarbonization strate-
gies, the deployment of large-scale wind and photovol-
taic infrastructures has generated widespread debate 
concerning land use, democratic participation, territorial 
autonomy, and environmental justice (Loi & Salimbeni, 
2025). The information included in this layer trace the 
current and projected geography of this transition and 
the conflicts that have emerged around it, situating 
current developments within a longer history of territorial 
transformation.

Throughout the research process, a recurring set 
of concerns emerged during interviews, public 
discussions, field observations, and document analysis. 
Conversations with representatives of anti-speculation 
movements, researchers, activists, and local actors 
repeatedly returned to questions that can be understood 
through the lens of spatial justice related to the specific, 
current crisis of speculation around renewable energy 
infrastructures. Long phone calls and interviews with 
grassroots organizers of anti-speculation collectives 
such as Mariagrazia Demontis, Luigi Pisci, Emilio 
Demuro, Cristiano Sabino, and Paola Lai revealed a 
remarkable density of issues related to the coloniality 
of today’s renewable energy transition in sardinian 
territories. These conversations also revealed an 
overwhelming volume of legal, administrative, technical, 
and territorial information that extends far beyond the 
scope of the present thesis. As the research progressed, 
it became clear that individual valleys, municipalities, and 
geographical areas often contained multiple overlapping 
forms of injustice, including conflicts over civic uses, 
pressures on local social fabrics, contested approval 
procedures, speculative development dynamics, and 
competing or misleading public narratives. On the 
other hand, another dense layer that is emerging clearly 
is composed of the countless forms of resistance 
and counteraction conducted by the volunteers of 
grassroots movements, which include communication, 
documentation, organization, outreach, as well as 
legal, political and administrative action. Properly 
investigating these interconnected issues willrequire a 
much more extensive research agenda than is possible 
within the timeframe of this work. For this reason, the 
information of this thesis, the benchmark excercise 
and accompanying maps should be understood as 
exploratory tools that document and organize some 
initial observations on available materials, while also 
identifying areas that warrant deeper investigation in 
future research.

The findings presented here identify a series of spatial 
justice dynamics that emerged consistently across 
interviews, observations, legal documents, technical 
reports, academic literature, and field notes. By placing 
these sources in dialogue, it becomes possible to 
identify patterns, tensions, and contradictions. At its 
core, the conflict concerns the relationship between the 
urgency of decarbonization and the conditions under 
which territorial transformation takes place. Beyond 
the environmental benefits associated with renewable 
energy production, recurring questions emerge regarding 
who defines the transition, who benefits from it, who 
bears its consequences, and whose understandings 
of the territory are recognized within the process. The 
debate therefore extends beyond energy production 
itself and becomes a broader discussion concerning 
territorial governance, democratic participation, and the 
future of the island.

Firstly, particular attention should be given to the 

scale of the proposed transformation. Authorization re-
quests have reached capacities that significantly exceed 
Sardinia’s own energy consumption, raising concerns 
regarding the relationship between local needs and 
broader national or international energy markets (Loi 
& Salimbeni, 2025). Several researchers, activists, and 
local organizations interpret this imbalance as evidence 
that Sardinia is increasingly being positioned as an 
energy-producing territory within wider national and Eu-
ropean systems (Loi & Salimbeni, 2025; Corona, 2024). 
From this perspective, the conflict concerns not only 
the environmental impacts of individual projects, but 
also the possibility that the island’s land, resources, and 
infrastructures are once again being reorganized around 
priorities defined elsewhere rather than around locally 
negotiated territorial needs. This concern constitutes 
one of the principal reasons why the current transition is 
frequently discussed through the language of extraction, 
coloniality, and territorial self-determination.

What distinguishes the current moment from 
previous territorial transformations is not only the nature 
of the infrastructures involved, but also the speed and 
cumulative scale at which proposals have emerged. 
Communities are often confronted not with a single 
intervention but with multiple overlapping projects, 
surveys, transmission infrastructures, and authorization 
procedures unfolding simultaneously and often silently 
across large geographical areas. This creates a wide-
spread perception that decisions concerning the future 
of the territory are advancing faster than the collective 
capacity to understand, evaluate, and discuss their impli-
cations.

In the various rethorics of public debate, the 
impact of these interventions is often considered rela-
tively low, but in reality each of the technologies involved 
in the transition have multiple underestimated spatial 
implications. Although renewable energy infrastructures 
are frequently discussed primarily in terms of energy 
production and decarbonization targets, their implemen-
tation entails a wide range of territorial transformations 
and relative externalities that often remain insufficiently 
documented within public debate. In order to fully map 
them, the collection of multiple layers of data is nec-
essary in order to outline the distribution of onshore 
and offshore wind and photovoltaic projects, but also 
the infrastructures that accompany them, including 
substations, transmission corridors, access roads, and 
export-oriented energy megastructures; in addition, 
one must consider the direct impact of all the general 
surveying activities on the local wildlife, and their reper-
cussions on people’s lives. The relevant data is, however, 
often hard (or sometimes impossible) to access, includ-
ing layers that technically should be public; or requires 
extensive effort to collect or produce. These difficulties 
create significant asymmetries between developers, 
institutions, and local communities, affecting their ability 
to independently assess, contest, or influence proposed 
transformations. 

Several interviewees also pointed to forms of 
impact that remain difficult to quantify within conven-
tional assessment procedures. This is also why research 
efforts must involve grassroots organizations and 
qualitative public participation. For instance, a recent-
ly produced travelling documentary called ‘Quo Vadis 
Sardinna?’ explores this topic in dialogue with countless 
communities, and points the camera to a group of fisher-
men whose concerns relate to biodiversity as well as 
job precarity: though no offshore plant has been con-
structed yet, the sonar surveying activities conducted by 
companies to evaluate projects’ feasability are causing 
worrying changes in the behaviour of multiple species of 
fish, which either disappear for long periods of time, or 
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exhibit aggressive behaviour (towards fishnets and each 
other), or wash up on the shore (in the case of dolphins). 
These initial elements reveal how the energy transition 
materializes physically within the territory, reshaping the 
lives of millions of people and living beings, as well as 
entire valleys, towns, agricultural areas, commons, and 
everyday environments.

The overwhelming amount of data collected by 
grassoots organizations through meticulous collection 
and analysis of all the submitted projects further clar-
ifies the spatial implications of these ‘developments’. 
In the case of wind energy, technical documentation 
associated with proposed projects describes extensive 
earthworks, road widening, construction compounds, 
transport corridors, and other interventions required 
to accommodate each of the turbines of these indus-
trial-scale infrastructures. Beyond their environmental 
impacts, these transformations raise broader questions 
concerning access, appropriation, and the future use of 
rural territories. In this sense, the conflict is not limi ted to 
the visual presence of turbines or solar fields, but con-
cerns competing claims over how land should be used, 
governed, and valued, a land in which millions of beings 
have long ties to.

In fact, equally important are the procedural di-
mensions of the conflict. Throughout the island, citizen 
committees, local associations, and activist networks 
have challenged the transparency and inclusiveness of 
planning and authorization processes, criticizing what 
they perceive as highly technical and centralized deci-
sion-making procedures that often remain inaccessible 
to non-specialists. Many interviewees also questioned 
the implicit hierarchy of knowledge embedded within 
planning procedures. Place-based forms of expertise, 
(such as long-term agricultural knowledge, familiarity 
with local ecological dynamics, and the ability to in-
terpret subtle territorial changes accumulated across 
generations) are often treated as anecdotal or irrelevant 
despite being essential for understanding the practical 
implications of proposed developments, such as in the 
case of agrivoltaic (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026a; Co-
ordinamento Gallura, 2026b). In response, new forms of 
civic engagement and counter-expertise have emerged, 
with local actors increasingly engaging with environmen-
tal assessments, legal procedures, engineering reports, 
and planning documents in order to contest, interpret, 
and influence proposed developments (Coordinamento 
Gallura, 2026a; Demontis, 2026).

While media representations often frame the con-
flict as a simple opposition between supporters and op-
ponents of renewable energy, fieldwork revealed a much 
more nuanced landscape of positions. Many actors ex-
plicitly support decarbonization and ecological transition 
while simultaneously questioning the ownership struc-
tures, scales of intervention, governance arrangements, 
and distributive consequences associated with current 
development models (Demontis, 2026; Loi & Salimbeni, 
2025). Public assemblies, educational initiatives, legal 
actions, community mapping projects, and discussions 
surrounding energy democracy and energy communities 
demonstrate that the debate concerns not only energy 
production itself, but also the possibility of imagining 
different relationships between territory, infrastructure, 
and collective well-being (Demontis, 2026; Loi & Salimbe-
ni, 2025).

Within the broader structure of the Critical Atlas, 
renewable energy is therefore interpreted as a contem-
porary arena through which older tensions re-emerge in 
new forms. Questions of extraction, territorial sovereign-
ty, participation, development, and self-determination 
continue to shape the debate, even when articulated 
through the language of sustainability and ecological 
transition (Loi & Salimbeni, 2025). The layer ultimately 
reveals that the energy transition is not only a techno-
logical process but also a political and territorial one, 
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involving competing visions regarding how the island 
should be governed, transformed, and related to wider 
ecological and economic systems.

[some dimensions of the conflict]

While the previous section has outlined the 
broader territorial context of the conflict, the following 
paragraphs briefly unpack some of the specific mech-
anisms repeatedly identified by interviewees, technical 
observations, legal documents, and grassroots organi-
zations. Drawing from fieldwork interviews and from the 
extensive legal, technical, and environmental observa-
tions produced by the Coordinamento Gallura and other 
experts, it is possible to describe briefly some of the 
mechanisms through which this crisis unfolds. (Coordi-
namento Gallura, 2026a; Coordinamento Gallura, 2026b; 
Demontis, 2026).

The first dimension concerns procedural opacity 
and what several observers describe as forms of territo-
rial blocking. According to the observations submitted by 
civic committees, developers systematically exploit tran-
sitional legislative frameworks and safeguard clauses by 
submitting administratively incomplete projects in order 
to secure a position within authorization procedures. 
Even when lacking essential elements such as validated 
wind data, safety studies, or other fundamental docu-
mentation, these applications may nevertheless function 
as a mechanism through which territory is effectively 
reserved in advance. This practice has been described 
as a form of distortive position booking, allowing private 
actors to secure priority while simultaneously limiting 
alternative territorial uses and forms of local initiative 
(Coordinamento Gallura, 2026a). These concerns are 
compounded by recurring accusations regarding the 
omission or incomplete publication of key technical 
documents, including acoustic impact studies, raw wind 
measurements, and other datasets necessary to inde-
pendently evaluate project viability and risk. From this 
perspective, procedural opacity constitutes a significant 
obstacle to informed public participation and democratic 
scrutiny (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026c).

A second dimension concerns the epistemic va-
lidity of the technical knowledge used to justify projects. 
Existing observations argue that developers frequently 
bypass the requirement for long-term in-situ measure-
ments, relying instead on simulation models and remote 
estimations to establish the producibility and economic 
viability of proposed infrastructures (Coordinamento 
Gallura, 2026d). Particular criticism has been directed 
towards the use of systems such as MASS (Mesoscale 
Atmospheric Simulation System) and WAsP. According 
to technical critiques, these models were developed 
under assumptions that differ substantially from the 
geomorphological and meteorological conditions of 
Sardinia and are therefore incapable of adequately 
representing the island’s complex topography (Coor-
dinamento Gallura, 2026c; Coordinamento Gallura, 
2026e). Critics argue that the application of such models 
transforms the territory into an abstract computational 
surface, replacing situated environmental knowledge 
with generalized simulations that fail to capture local 
conditions. Similar concerns have been raised regarding 
the use of so-called phantom reference stations, namely 
meteorological stations whose locations, ownership, or 
environmental comparability remain uncertain, thereby 
undermining the reliability of productivity estimates used 
within project documentation (Coordinamento Gallura, 
2026c).

The third dimension concerns the assessment 
of physical risk and proximity to settlements and heri-
tage sites. Several observations argue that developers 
employ highly simplified mathematical models when 
calculating the potential trajectory of detached turbine 
components. In particular, critiques focus on the treat-
ment of turbine blades as inert point masses moving 

according to basic projectile-motion equations, while 
excluding aerodynamic lift and other physical forces 
that would significantly influence their movement after 
detachment (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026g). According 
to these analyses, such simplifications substantially 
reduce the estimated extent of danger zones. Additional 
concerns concern the exclusion of local topographical 
conditions and atmospheric turbulence phenomena 
from safety assessments, despite their potential rele-
vance in mountainous and highly variable environments 
(Coordinamento Gallura, 2026c; Coordinamento Gallura, 
2026g). These methodological choices are considered 
particularly problematic where proposed infrastructures 
are located in close proximity to residential buildings, 
agricultural activities, or protected archaeological sites, 
such as the Nuraghe Sos Muros in the case of the ALAS 
project (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026d; I.A.T. Consulen-
za e Progetti, 2021).

The final dimension concerns the broader so-
cio-ecological consequences of the renewable energy 
boom. Several observations highlight the systematic 
exclusion of health considerations from planning and 
authorization procedures. Civic committees argue that 
developers exploit regulatory gaps to avoid the prepa-
ration of comprehensive Health Impact Assessments, 
operating under the assumption that renewable energy 
infrastructures do not generate significant impacts on 
human well-being (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026a; Coor-
dinamento Gallura, 2026b). Critics contend that this ap-
proach neglects broader understandings of health that 
include physical, psychological, and social dimensions, 
as reflected in the definition adopted by the World Health 
Organization (Miserotti, n.d.). Particular concerns relate 
to the effects of low-frequency noise, sleep disturbance, 
chronic stress, and the cumulative consequences of liv-
ing in close proximity to large-scale industrial infrastruc-
tures (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026a).

Beyond these direct impacts, fieldwork material 
and civic observations point towards broader processes 
of social fragmentation. The introduction of highly lucra-
tive land-lease agreements and asymmetrical economic 
incentives alters existing social relations within rural 
communities, creating tensions between neighbours, 
landowners, and residents who may experience the tran-
sition very differently (Demontis, 2026). Relationships 
previously structured around cooperation, reciprocity, 
and shared territorial practices become increasingly 
strained as economic interests diverge. Similar dy-
namics have been documented by Corona (2024), who 
describes how individual negotiations between ener-
gy companies and landowners may contribute to the 
fragmentation of rural communities by placing compet-
ing economic and territorial interests in direct tension. 
According to several interviewees and observations, 
these dynamics generate forms of alienation, psycho-
social stress, and environmental grief associated with 
the perceived transformation of familiar landscapes and 
ways of life (Coordinamento Gallura, 2026b; Demontis, 
2026; Corona, 2024).

These concerns also extend beyond questions 
of environmental impact or visual landscape change. 
Drawing on ethnographic research conducted in central 
Sardinia, Corona (2024) argues that the territory is often 
experienced as a repository of embodied memories, 
everyday practices, and intergenerational relationships 
rather than as a neutral physical surface available for 
development. Through daily routines, agricultural work, 
sensory experiences, and long-term inhabitation, places 
become deeply integrated into personal and collective 
life projects. From this perspective, the rapid transfor-
mation of rural environments through large-scale energy 
infrastructures is experienced not only as a modification 
of land use, but also as a disruption of existing rela-
tionships between communities, territory, memory, and 
everyday practices. The conflict therefore concerns not 
only the ownership or management of land, but also the 
preservation of ways of inhabiting, knowing, and identify-
ing with place. In essence, what is being contested is not 



Table 1

DISTRIBUTIVE PROCEDURAL RECOGNITIONAL
Fair Allocation & 

Access Appropriation Democratic Engagement 
& Adaptive Processes Responsive Governance Validation Care Practices & 

Foster Pluriverse
Scale / Code Source dynamic observed Quote dynamic observed Quote dynamic observed Quote dynamic observed Quote dynamic observed Quote dynamic observed Quote

XXL: MACRO / 
JURISPRUDENTIAL

XXL

Source 8: SENTENZA TAR N. 
00893/2025

Institutional Adaptation to 
Local Evidence Procedural Accountability

Legal Recognition of Site 
Specificity

Environmental Safeguard as 
Care

Purpose: Administrative court 
ruling on the legal validity of 
wind-resource assessment 
methods.

The ruling limits the 
substitution of in-situ 
measurements with remote or 
abstract data, requiring 
authorization procedures to 
respond to site-specific 
evidence.

“…i rilievi in questione […] 
debbono essere realizzati in 
sito…”; “…dati di vento che 
siano ‘effettivi’ e ‘reali’ e, 
dunque, che siano rilevati in 
loco…”.

Administrative simplification 
cannot bypass valid 
authorization protocols.

“…per gli impianti eolici 
andranno descritte le 
caratteristiche anemometriche 
del sito, le modalità e la 
durata dei rilievi, che non può 
essere inferiore ad un anno…”.

The local terrain is recognized 
as requiring direct empirical 
validation rather than abstract 
modeling alone.

“…valutazione dei siti prescelti 
sulla base di dati di vento che 
siano ‘effettivi’ e ‘reali’…”.

Environmental sacrifice must 
be justified by concrete and 
proven energy capacity.

“Tale aspetto […] costituisce 
un contrappeso […] 
all’inevitabile sacrificio 
dell’interesse ambientale che 
l’impianto stesso 
presuppone…”.

XL: REGIO AL / 
TERRITORIAL

XL

Source 21: Loi & Salimbeni 
(2025)

Sacrifice Zone / Unequal 
Access to Transition Benefits

Commoning Against Enclosure
Manufactured Invisibility / 
Alternative Engagement 
Spaces

Green Extractive Governance Invalidation of Local 
Opposition

Collective Care and Plural 
Futures

Purpose: Academic analysis of 
grassroots resistance to 
renewable-energy mega-
projects in Sardinia.

The island is positioned as a 
resource territory for macro-
grid infrastructures, placing 
burdens locally while benefits 
are externalized. Local 
communities have limited 
access to the economic, 
infrastructural, and decision-
making benefits of the 
transition.

“evidenziamo il rischio di 
trasformare l’isola in una zona 
di sacrificio per la produzione 
di energia destinata a centri di 
potere esterni”; “alcuni 
territori valgono meno di altri 
e possono quindi diventare 
‘zone di sacrificio’”; “natura a 
buon mercato”.

Activist collectives reclaim civic 
and territorial spaces as 
commons, resisting corporate 
enclosure and defending 
collective use.

“Occupiamo i terreni che 
vogliono distruggere, non 
riconosciamo il loro diritto di 
proprietà, piantiamoci alberi, 
sviluppiamo progetti, creiamo 
degli spazi condivisi che 
diventino il vero motore di 
questa lotta”.

Covid-era consultations 
produced negligible 
attendance, weakening 
democratic dialogue. In 
response, collectives create 
alternative spaces of 
assembly, discussion, and 
mobilization.

“Quartu Sant’Elena, 4 ottobre 
2021, 12 partecipanti; 
Maracalagonis, Quartucciu e 
Sinnai, 5 ottobre 2021, 3 
partecipanti; Settimo San 
Pietro e Selargius, 6 ottobre 
2021, 5 partecipanti”.

“Green” objectives reproduce 
extractive territorial relations 
and insufficiently monitor 
structural impacts.

“trovare costantemente nuove 
forme di lavoro/energia 
appropriabili, spesso in termini 
di ‘natura a buon mercato’”.

Public discourse minimizes 
local resistance, failing to 
recognize the political 
legitimacy of territorial 
grievances.

General evidence: the source 
frames local opposition as 
politically delegitimized within 
dominant transition narratives.

Territorial collectives absorb 
unpaid political, emotional, 
and organizational labour 
while defending non-extractive 
territorial futures.

“Occupiamo i terreni…”; 
“creiamo degli spazi 
condivisi…”.

L: TERRITORIAL / 
SOCIO-POLITICAL

L

Source 1: M.G. Demontis 
Interview (2026)

Disproportionate Local Benefits / 
Unequal Access to Knowledge Loss of Land-Based Agency

Betrayed Decentralization / 
Activist Adaptation of 
Participation

Epistemic Paternalism / 
Folklorization Social Fracture and Care Burden

Purpose: Fieldwork interview 
on lived impacts, social 
fragmentation, and local 
resistance.

Short-term local benefits 
remain disproportionate to 
long-term burdens. Technical 
complexity limits residents’ 
ability to understand and 
contest projects.

“…this territory is devoid of 
value, and that value will 
instead be brought by the 
plant…”; “…collateral activities 
such as hostels, B&Bs, and… 
‘hardware stores’.”

Farmers are pushed to adapt 
to industrial solar 
configurations, weakening 
everyday use and 
transformation of land.

“farmers would be expected to 
replace their machinery at 
their own expense in order to 
adapt to the design choices 
imposed by energy 
companies”; “Narrow spacing 
would also increase labour 
time and reduce 
productivity…”.

The promise of distributed 
energy shifts toward 
monopolistic gigantism. 
Activists respond by using 
cultural events and film 
screenings to reach a 
dispersed public.

General evidence: Demontis 
contrasts the promise of 
distributed energy with 
monopolistic gigantism; 
activist engagement shifts 
toward cultural events and 
film screenings.

Developers approach 
inhabitants through a top-
down explanatory logic. 
External actors reduce cultural 
complexity to folklore, 
weakening political dignity.

“developers arriving and 
saying ‘you don’t know, I’ll 
explain it to you’”; “they allow 
us—and we allow ourselves—
to exist as folklore, as that 
which others expect, and not 
as political dignity”.

Private land leases intensify 
neighbour conflict, while 
activists absorb unpaid social, 
legal, technical, and emotional 
labour to defend collective 
goods.

“neighbours are pitted against 
one another and cannot even 
look at each other in the eyes 
anymore”; “We look at each 
other like spiteful dogs”; 
“What once would have been 
a relationship of mutual 
support has turned into 
antagonism.”

L: ADMI ISTRATIVE 
/ HEALTH

L

Sources 16 & 17: 
OSSERVAZIONI_GENERICHE

Mystified Benefits / Restricted 
Territorial Access Territorial Alienation

Demand for Co-Produced 
Assessment

Pressure Against Procedural 
Abuse / Monitoring Failure Invalid Technical Recognition Defence of Holistic Health

Purpose: Standardized legal-
observation templates 
opposing energy projects and 
safeguard-clause use.

Promised employment is 
temporary, while long-term 
losses in agriculture, rural 
tourism, and existing local 
economies are undercounted. 
Large installations and project 
constraints restrict land 
access, movement, and 
alternative local uses.

“Le ricadute positive sulla 
collettività vengono mistificate 
ricorrendo a formule 
standardizzate”; “Non viene 
analizzato l’impatto negativo 
‘riflesso’ (es. la perdita di posti 
di lavoro nel settore agricolo o 
turistico-ricettivo esistente)…”.

Large installations impose 
physical constraints that 
reduce inhabitants’ capacity to 
appropriate space.

General evidence: the 
observations contest project 
constraints and land-use 
impacts; exact “servitù coatte” 
wording is not confirmed in 
the provided excerpts.

Collectives demand that health 
and territorial impacts become 
central to decision-making 
rather than secondary 
technical afterthoughts.

General evidence: the 
observations are formal civic 
demands for participation, 
health assessment, and 
territorial impact assessment.

Advocacy groups petition 
institutions to reject 
incomplete projects 
attempting to bypass new 
restrictions. At the same time, 
projects are criticized for 
failing to comply with 
established monitoring tools.

“Si rileva la mancata adozione 
dei criteri tecnici riportati nelle 
Linee Guida ARPAT per il 
controllo delle polveri.”

Projects are criticized for 
relying on remote modeling 
without mandatory in-situ 
measurements.

General evidence: the 
observations criticize remote 
or insufficient empirical 
assessment where in-situ 
measurements are required.

Committees expose VIS 
omissions and insist on a 
multifactorial understanding of 
health.

“…godono di un’ingiustificata 
esenzione dall’obbligo di 
Valutazione di Impatto 
Sanitario”; “la salute pubblica 
non è mai presa in 
considerazione”.

L

Sources 11 & 12: ESPOSTO 
ALAS & INTEGRAZIONE

Externalized Environmental 
Costs / Unequal Access to 
Protection

Grassroots Counter-Expertise Omitted Health Monitoring Claiming the Right to Health Re-Inserting Lived Territory

Purpose: Legal complaint and 
addendum contesting 
authorization through health 
and administrative law.

Authorizations transfer 
environmental and physical 
risks onto nearby residents. 
Residents must rely on activist 
legal action to access health 
protection that should already 
be embedded in institutional 
procedures.

General evidence: the 
complaint frames proximity 
risks, environmental impacts, 
and acoustic impacts as 
burdens placed on residents.

Committees develop technical 
and legal capacity to audit 
developer calculations and 
challenge institutional 
procedures.

“Il tentativo di compensare la 
mancanza di dati 
anemometrici completi 
osservati in situ… ricorrendo a 
modelli di dati simulati… è 
motivo indiscutibile di assoluta 
inattendibilità dei risultati 
relativi alla producibilità”; 
“omette i valori numerici di 
parametri fondamentali 
dell’analisi anemometrica…”.

The lack of mandatory Health 
Impact Assessments is framed 
as a failure of continuous 
institutional monitoring.

“…ingiustificata esenzione 
dall’obbligo di Valutazione di 
Impatto Sanitario.”

Activists elevate proximity 
risks to constitutional 
concerns, demanding legal 
recognition of residents’ 
physical rights.

“diritto alla salute (Art. 32 
Cost.)”; “diritti fondamentali 
indisponibili”; “l’inquinamento 
acustico… idoneo a vulnerare 
diritti fondamentali e 
inviolabili”.

The complaint challenges the 
treatment of territory as 
empty by mapping vulnerable 
residences and everyday ways 
of living into the bureaucratic 
record.

“WTG8… installazione prevista 
a una distanza di soli 250 e 
275 metri, rispettivamente dai 
fabbricati F23 e F22.”

M: LA DSCAPE / 
MESOSCALE

M

Source 3: RELAZIONE 
ANEMOLOGICA Energy-Centered Valuation Digital Fixing of Territory

Procedural Compliance 
Through Modeling Topographical Reduction

Purpose: Developer report 
estimating wind conditions 
through simulation software.

Environmental mitigation is 
translated into technical 
production parameters rather 
than broader territorial 
redistribution.

General evidence: the report 
treats mitigation and 
assessment through technical 
wind-production parameters; 
exact “curtailment” wording is 
not confirmed in provided 
excerpts.

Territory is translated into a 
wind-resource model that 
defines future spatial use 
primarily through extractive 
potential.

“Il modello di dati simulati 
MASS (Mesoscale Atmospheric 
Simulation System)…”; “griglia 
della risorsa eolica”.

Simulated data is used to 
satisfy authorization 
requirements, though its social 
and territorial adequacy 
remains limited.

“Il modello di dati simulati 
MASS (Mesoscale Atmospheric 
Simulation System) 
utilizzato…”; “Come input, il 
modello di scia richiede…”.

Complex ecological and 
landscape features are 
reduced to abstract 
parameters for wind-flow 
calculation.

“intensità della turbolenza 
ambientale all’altezza del 
mozzo”; “distribuzione della 
frequenza di velocità e 
direzione, basata su una 
griglia della risorsa eolica…”.

M

Sources 5 & 13: CRITICHE 
TECNICHE

Institutional Non-Adaptation 
to Local Context Procedural Omission Erasure of Terrain Complexity

Purpose: Technical critiques of 
developer modeling and wind-
assessment methods.

The use of software 
parameterized for other 
geographies indicates a failure 
to adapt assessment 
procedures to Sardinia’s inland 
topography.

“Il modello di dati simulati 
MASS… mette a disposizione 
dati solamente per le seguenti 
aree: Golfo del Messico, 
Penisola della Florida, ovest 
dell’Oceano Atlantico”; 
“covering the Florida 
peninsula, and the eastern 
Gulf of Mexico…”.

The use of distant or 
inappropriate reference data 
suggests inadequate 
monitoring of local wind 
conditions.

“mancanza di dati 
anemometrici completi 
osservati in situ”; use with 
critique of simulated data and 
missing local calibration.

Smooth or externally 
parameterized modeling 
assumptions fail to recognize 
the physical complexity of 
Sardinian ecologies.

“forzatura e mistificazione dei 
modelli matematici e delle 
tecniche statistiche.”

M

Source 7: CRITICA AL 
RISCHIO DI GITTATA

Unequal Distribution of Risk / 
Reduced Access to Safety Simplified Safety Protocols

Purpose: Engineering critique 
of blade-throw safety 
calculations.

Underestimating the danger 
zone transfers physical risk 
onto dispersed rural residents. 
Residents’ access to protection 
depends on complete 
technical risk calculations.

“…lo studio è stato condotto 
calcolando la gittata del centro 
di gravità (stimato) della 
pala… con ipotesi 
semplificative circa gli effetti 
della resistenza/portanza 
aerodinamica”; “…essendo 
l’oggetto assimilato ad un 
punto materiale…”.

Treating the blade as a point 
mass reveals weaknesses in 
technical risk regulation.

“…calcolando la gittata del 
centro di gravità…”; “…
l’oggetto assimilato ad un 
punto materiale…”.

S/XS: MICRO-LOCAL & 
ARCHITECTURAL

S/XS

Source 10: RELAZIONE GITTATA 
(ARCHEO) Insufficient Heritage Recognition

Purpose: Cartographic appendix 
mapping blade-throw risk in 
relation to cultural heritage.

Infrastructure proximity to 
archaeological sites weakens legal 
and cultural recognition of 
territorial history.

“…WTG6, distante circa 131 
metri e 162 metri dai beni 
codificati rispettivamente con 
identificativi RBP_2 e RBP_3 
afferenti al sito archeologico del 
nuraghe Sos Muros”; “WTG 6… 
Min 150”.

S/XS

Source 19: RELAZIONE 
TECNICA GENERALE

Localized Physical Burdens / 
Disrupted Access and Mobility

Technical Compliance with 
Limited Social Scope

Regulated Management of 
Existing Elements

Purpose: Civil engineering 
report describing physical 
interventions, earthworks, and 
demolitions.

Road widening, excavation, 
embankment works, and 
construction interventions 
distribute heavy material 
burdens across the rural 
landscape. Construction works 
alter local routes, rural 
accessibility, and everyday 
movement through the 
territory.

“…interventi di adeguamento 
stradali…”; “interventi di 
allargamento su strada 
comunale”; “in scavo, in 
rilevato ed a mezza costa.”

The developer maps technical 
interferences such as existing 
pipes and structures to 
legitimize spatial 
transformation through 
technical standards, without 
addressing wider spatial 
justice.

“Interferenza cavidotti 
tubazione esistente”; 
“Interferenza cavidotti 
scatolare esistente.”

Existing built or infrastructural 
elements are addressed 
through technical 
management, but the 
available excerpts do not 
confirm a broader cultural-
care framework.

General evidence: technical 
interference management is 
documented; exact “muretti a 
secco” wording is not 
confirmed in provided 
excerpts.

S/XS

Source 20: PIANO DI 
CANTIERIZZAZIONE Construction Enclosure Internal Safety Governance

Purpose: Construction-site 
plan defining temporary 
enclosures, logistics, and 
base-camp organization.

Fences, crane pads, base 
camps, and construction 
signage temporarily exclude 
inhabitants and restrict 
everyday spatial practices.

“VIETATO PASSARE E 
SOSTARE SOTTO AI CARICHI 
SOSPESI”; general evidence: 
the construction plan defines 
controlled site logistics and 
restricted construction areas.

The site plan includes medical 
areas, waste sorting, sanitary 
facilities, changing rooms, and 
emergency routes for workers, 
showing internal procedural 
care while excluding the 
surrounding population.

“Area medica”; “Raccolta 
differenziata”; “Bagni”; 
“Spogliatoi”; “Uscita di 
emergenza”.
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[elements for a spatial justice assessment]

The following benchmark should be understood as 
an exploratory and provisional tool. It does not seek to 
determine whether a territory is simply “just” or “unjust.” 
Instead, it attempts to map the different mechanisms, 
responses, contradictions, and institutional dynamics 
that emerged throughout the research process. By 
distinguishing between structural injustices, grassroots 
counter-practices, institutional corrections, procedural 
limits, and ambivalent situations, the benchmark pro-
vides a way of translating a large and fragmented body 
of evidence into a more legible analytical framework.

Ultimately, the benchmark represents an attempt 
to move from description and interpretation towards 
action. Rather than focusing solely on individual contro-
versies or analytical diagnoses, it seeks to identify the 
broader territorial dynamics through which injustice is 
produced, challenged, negotiated, or partially corrected, 
and to translate these insights into a practical frame-
work for evaluation and intervention. In doing so, it offers 
a first step towards a more systematic assessment of 
spatial justice in the context of contemporary socio-tech-
nical transitions, while remaining open to revision, 
expansion, and adaptation through future research and 
practice.

The findings presented here identify a series 
of spatial justice dynamics that emerged consistent-
ly across interviews, observations, legal documents, 
technical reports, academic literature, and field notes. By 
placing these sources in dialogue, it becomes possible 
to identify patterns, tensions, and contradictions.

Initially, the observations were categorized based 
on wether they suggested a movement towards injustice 
or towards justice. The categories were then reorganized 
to distinguish situations in which the institutional ma-
chine provides correction or tools to deal with injustice 
and grassroots counterpractices that compensate for 
the lack of top-down accountability towards territorial 
justice.

legenda:

[RED: STRUCTURAL_INJUSTICE]
This category identifies structural conditions that 
reproduce or reinforce injustice. These are not isolated 
incidents but mechanisms, omissions, procedures, 
spatial arrangements, or institutional practices that 
systematically generate unequal outcomes. Examples 
include sacrifice zones, democratic exclusion, unequal 
distributions of risk, epistemic marginalization, 
health-impact omissions, and forms of territorial 
dispossession.

[PINK:GRASSROOTS_COUNTERPRACTICE]
This category identifies responses emerging from civil 
society, activist groups, committees, associations, and 
local communities. These practices attempt to expose, 
resist, mitigate, repair, or contest conditions of injustice. 
They do not necessarily indicate that justice has been 
achieved; rather, they reveal the efforts undertaken by 
communities to defend collective goods and create 
alternative forms of participation, care, knowledge 
production, and territorial stewardship.

[GREEN:INSTITUTIONAL_CORRECTION]
This category identifies situations in which formal 
institutions successfully intervene to prevent, limit, or 
correct injustice. Examples include court rulings, legal 
protections, enforcement mechanisms, procedural 
safeguards, and institutional recognition of local 
evidence or rights. Green entries represent moments 
where institutional systems function as intended in 
support of justice.

[GREY:PROCEDURAL_SOCIAL_LIMIT]
This category identifies actions that are procedurally 
correct but socially insufficient. Such actions may 
comply with regulations and technical standards 
while failing to address broader issues of justice. This 
category is particularly useful when analysing technical 
reports, engineering assessments, and administrative 
procedures that satisfy legal requirements without 
engaging with their wider social consequences.

[YELLOW:AMBIVALENT]

This category identifies situations containing both 
positive and negative elements simultaneously. These 
are cases where protective measures coexist with 
harmful impacts, where mitigation remains uncertain, 
or where interventions cannot be easily categorized 
as either just or unjust. Yellow entries highlight 
contradictions, tensions, and unresolved trade-offs 
within territorial transformations.
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[visual impact over satellite imagery]

The visibility analysis highlights the territorial 
scale of the proposed developments beyond 
their immediate physical footprint. While the tur-
bines occupy a limited number of locations, their 
visual presence extends across a much larger 
geography, reaching valleys, agricultural areas, 
settlements, infrastructures, and surrounding 
landscapes. The resulting pattern suggests that 
the territorial influence of these projects cannot 
be understood solely through the surface occu-
pied by the infrastructures themselves.

The distribution of visibility is strongly influenced 
by topography. Areas of lower visibility often 
correspond not to greater distance from the proj-
ects, but to the screening effect of hills, ridges, 
and changes in elevation. As a result, visibility 
fluctuates across the landscape without produc-
ing a clear separation between affected and un-
affected territories. The proposed developments 
remain embedded within a continuous territorial 
system in which visual relationships extend well 
beyond the project sites.

The map therefore provides a first indication 
of the scale at which the transition operates 
spatially. Rather than appearing as isolated 
interventions, the projects emerge as territorial 
presences whose influence extends across a 
large portion of the surrounding landscape. This 
broader geography forms the context within 
which questions of environmental value, land 
use, cultural heritage, and territorial governance 
become relevant.

[spaces and beings of immense value]

The second map situates the proposed infra-
structures within a territory characterized by the 
coexistence of multiple environmental, cultural, 
historical, and collectively managed spaces. 
Civic-use areas, protected environments, archae-
ological sites, landscape assets, cultural heritage 
elements, and ecological corridors form a dense 
territorial mosaic whose significance extends be-
yond any single category of protection or value.

Rather than presenting isolated points of interest, 
the map reveals a landscape structured through 
overlapping systems of ecological processes, his-
torical traces, productive activities, and collective 
relationships to land. These layers indicate that 
the territory already contains multiple forms of 
use, meaning, and stewardship that coexist within 
the same geographical space.

Viewed in relation to this broader territorial con-
text, renewable energy infrastructures appear not 
as interventions introduced into an empty land-
scape but as projects inserted within an already 
complex and highly differentiated environment. 
Understanding the implications of these develop-
ments therefore requires attention not only to the 
infrastructures themselves but also to the rela-
tionships that already exist across the territory.
The maps combine publicly available geographi-
cal information with datasets on the existing and 
proposed wind farm projects produced by grass-
roots organizations and technical experts, which 
geographically maps public records for spatial 
analysis. They also contain a viewshed analysis 
developed for this project: a spatial analysis oper-
ation that calculates which areas of a landscape 
are visible or hidden from a specific vantage 
point. Viewsheds are used here to show the visual 
impact of wind farm projects available from public 
record.

[the encroachment of wind farms]

The overlap between visibility and territorial 
value reveals the extent to which the proposed 
developments intersect with spaces already 
recognized for their environmental, cultural, 
historical, and collective significance. The map 
does not imply that visibility alone constitutes an 
impact, nor that all forms of value are affected 
equally. Rather, it illustrates the spatial scale at 
which interactions between infrastructures and 
existing territorial systems become possible.

The areas highlighted through the visibility 
analysis extend across landscapes containing 
multiple forms of ecological protection, cultural 
heritage, collective land management, and ev-
eryday territorial use. As a result, the influence of 
the projects cannot be reduced to the immediate 
surroundings of the turbines, but unfolds across 
a wider geography composed of interconnected 
environmental and social relationships.

The map provides a spatial representation of 
one of the central questions emerging through-
out this chapter: how large-scale energy in-
frastructures interact with territories that are 
already inhabited, valued, used, and understood 
through multiple perspectives. In this sense, 
visibility functions as a proxy through which 
broader questions of territorial coexistence, 
cumulative impact, and spatial justice can begin 
to be explored.
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[Chilivani e Ittiri]
_zooms

The following zooms explore two areas that have become emblematic in 
my exploration of the current renewable energy transition in Sardinia: the 
Piana di Chilivani, between Ozieri, Oschiri, and Berchidda, and the area 
between Villanova Monteleone, Ittiri, Uri, Putifigari, Borutta, and Thiesi. They 
do not necessarily represent the most heavily affected territories, nor do 
they attempt to provide an exhaustive account of local conditions. Rather, 
they function as exploratory spatial readings intended to visualize some of 

the territorial relationships discussed throughout the chapter.
_data

The maps combine publicly available geographical information with 
datasets on the existing and proposed wind farm projects produced by 
grassroots organizations and technical experts, which geographically maps 
public records for spatial analysis. They also contain a viewshed analysis 
developed for this project: a spatial analysis operation that calculates which 
areas of a landscape are visible or hidden from a specific vantage point. 
Viewsheds are used here to show the visual impact of wind farm projects 

available from public record.
_viewshed

The visibility analysis (viewshed) is derived from terrain models and the 
projected location and height of the wind turbines. It estimates the areas from 
which the turbines would be visible across the territory. The scale ranges 
from transparent white, indicating lower visibility, to dark red, indicating the 
highest cumulative visibility. Transparency is intentionally retained in the 
lower values in order to preserve the readability of the underlying terrain 
and satellite imagery. While visibility alone cannot account for the full 
range of environmental, social, cultural, acoustic, or infrastructural impacts 
associated with these projects, it provides a spatial indication of their 
territorial reach and offers a first approximation of the extent to which these 

infrastructures become present within the wider landscape.
_zoom 1

The first zoom, centred on the Piana di Chilivani, is composed of three maps. 
The first combines satellite imagery, projected wind farms, and a visibility 
analysis. The second represents the same area through the territorial layers 
of spatial value described above, together with the projected infrastructures. 
The third overlays the visibility analysis onto the spaces of value, allowing 
areas of overlap between proposed developments and existing territorial 

values to become visible.
_zoom 2

The second zoom, centred on the Villanova Monteleone–Ittiri area, follows 
the same structure. The first map combines satellite imagery, projected 
wind farms, and visibility analysis. The second focuses on environmental 
landscape components, including woodlands, shrublands, grasslands, 
wetlands, dunes, beaches, specialized arboreal and herbaceous cultivations, 
and artificial forest plantations. The third overlays the visibility analysis onto 
these landscape components, highlighting the extent to which the projected 

infrastructures intersect with a highly diverse territorial mosaic.
_aim

The aim of these maps is to reveal the territorial complexity within which 
renewable energy projects are being proposed. By making visible the 
relationships between infrastructures, landscapes, and existing territorial 
values, they highlight the need for further research and spatial analysis 
capable of engaging with the multiple dimensions of these transformations.



2

Serbia,Bosnia,Kosovo 1992-95

Iraq,Kwait 1990-91

Yemen. 2015-today

Piana di Chilivani.

Ittili - Villanova

Other colonies
Eni controls a third of cobalt mines in Congo

2 1

087 088087 088

087 088087 088

[visual impact over satellite imagery]

The visibility analysis reveals a territorial 
reach that extends across a large portion of 
north-western Sardinia. Although individual 
turbines occupy specific locations, their visual 
presence spreads across a highly articulated 
landscape composed of plateaus, valleys, ridges, 
agricultural areas, and settlements. The resulting 
geography demonstrates that the influence of 
the proposed infrastructures exceeds the bound-
aries of the project sites themselves.

As in the previous case, topography plays a 
decisive role in shaping visibility. Differences in 
elevation produce alternating areas of exposure 
and screening, generating a fragmented but ex-
tensive pattern of visual influence. This variation 
does not eliminate visibility from the territory; 
rather, it reproduces it across different portions 
of the landscape.

The map therefore illustrates the scale at which 
the proposed developments become territorially 
present. Even before considering construction 
activities, ecological impacts, or changes in land 
use, the projects establish a spatial relationship 
with a large surrounding area, connecting distant 
locations through a shared visual field.

[spaces and beings of immense value]

The second map highlights the diversity of land-
scape components present within the study area. 
Woodlands, shrublands, grasslands, wetlands, 
dunes, beaches, specialized agricultural systems, 
and artificial forest plantations contribute to the 
formation of a highly heterogeneous territorial 
mosaic. Together, these elements reveal the coex-
istence of multiple ecological conditions, produc-
tive activities, and landscape structures within a 
relatively limited geographical area.

This diversity reflects not only environmental 
variation but also long-term interactions between 
human activities and natural processes. Agricul-
tural systems, managed forests, open grasslands, 
and semi-natural environments contribute to the 
character of the territory and to the ecological 
relationships that sustain it.

The proposed wind developments are situated 
within this complex landscape structure. Their 
location therefore intersects not with a single envi-
ronmental condition but with a territory character-
ized by multiple forms of ecological, productive, 
and spatial diversity operating simultaneously.

[the encroachment of wind farms]

The final map combines landscape diversity 
with the projected visibility of the proposed 
wind developments. The resulting image illus-
trates the extent to which the visual reach of 
the projects overlaps with a territory composed 
of multiple environmental conditions and land-
scape types.

The visibility pattern extends across woodlands, 
shrublands, agricultural systems, grasslands, 
and other landscape components, suggesting 
that the territorial presence of the projects is 
distributed across a wide variety of ecological 
contexts. Visibility alone cannot account for all 
dimensions of territorial transformation, yet it 
provides a useful indication of the breadth of 
interaction between the infrastructures and the 
surrounding environment.

By placing landscape diversity and visibility 
within the same frame, the map highlights the 
spatial scale at which renewable energy infra-
structures become embedded within existing 
territorial systems. The question that emerges 
is therefore not simply where the turbines are 
located, but how their presence relates to the 
wider environmental and cultural geography of 
the territory in which they are proposed.

[Chilivani e Ittiri]
_zooms

The following zooms explore two areas that have become emblematic in 
my exploration of the current renewable energy transition in Sardinia: the 
Piana di Chilivani, between Ozieri, Oschiri, and Berchidda, and the area 
between Villanova Monteleone, Ittiri, Uri, Putifigari, Borutta, and Thiesi. They 
do not necessarily represent the most heavily affected territories, nor do 
they attempt to provide an exhaustive account of local conditions. Rather, 
they function as exploratory spatial readings intended to visualize some of 

the territorial relationships discussed throughout the chapter.
_data

The maps combine publicly available geographical information with 
datasets on the existing and proposed wind farm projects produced by 
grassroots organizations and technical experts, which geographically maps 
public records for spatial analysis. They also contain a viewshed analysis 
developed for this project: a spatial analysis operation that calculates which 
areas of a landscape are visible or hidden from a specific vantage point. 
Viewsheds are used here to show the visual impact of wind farm projects 

available from public record.
_viewshed

The visibility analysis (viewshed) is derived from terrain models and the 
projected location and height of the wind turbines. It estimates the areas from 
which the turbines would be visible across the territory. The scale ranges 
from transparent white, indicating lower visibility, to dark red, indicating the 
highest cumulative visibility. Transparency is intentionally retained in the 
lower values in order to preserve the readability of the underlying terrain 
and satellite imagery. While visibility alone cannot account for the full 
range of environmental, social, cultural, acoustic, or infrastructural impacts 
associated with these projects, it provides a spatial indication of their 
territorial reach and offers a first approximation of the extent to which these 

infrastructures become present within the wider landscape.
_zoom 1

The first zoom, centred on the Piana di Chilivani, is composed of three maps. 
The first combines satellite imagery, projected wind farms, and a visibility 
analysis. The second represents the same area through the territorial layers 
of spatial value described above, together with the projected infrastructures. 
The third overlays the visibility analysis onto the spaces of value, allowing 
areas of overlap between proposed developments and existing territorial 

values to become visible.
_zoom 2

The second zoom, centred on the Villanova Monteleone–Ittiri area, follows 
the same structure. The first map combines satellite imagery, projected 
wind farms, and visibility analysis. The second focuses on environmental 
landscape components, including woodlands, shrublands, grasslands, 
wetlands, dunes, beaches, specialized arboreal and herbaceous cultivations, 
and artificial forest plantations. The third overlays the visibility analysis onto 
these landscape components, highlighting the extent to which the projected 

infrastructures intersect with a highly diverse territorial mosaic.
_aim

The aim of these maps is to reveal the territorial complexity within which 
renewable energy projects are being proposed. By making visible the 
relationships between infrastructures, landscapes, and existing territorial 
values, they highlight the need for further research and spatial analysis 
capable of engaging with the multiple dimensions of these transformations.
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[ 02 ] SITUATED ATLAS
_CRITICAL (UN)CONCLUSIONS
to see the interconectedness 

of sardinian struggles

_REFLEXIVITY AND POSITIONALITY
to report what limited me, what 

drove me, what changed me

_FIELDWORK FRAGMENTS
to show just a little bit about 

what i encountered

Source: google images
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This is the part where the research can no longer be detached from the researcher, takes over 
the critical atlas, acknowledges the evolution of the process and the changes within the re-
searcher themselves, embodies the research in fieldwork, recognizes the people and collectives 
that have shaped it, uncovers emergent ‘otherwise’ spaces, practices and stewards, and then 

concludes it (for now).
the situated atlas is made of parts, but the parts are sometimes shuffled. if you get lost:

 

01 
(conclusions of the critical atlas)

matrix of power
[for a sardinian consciousness]

logu - popoli - saperi
[retracing colonial ruptures and counteractions]

resistances

+ meeting resistance > 

02
(reflexivities)

reflexivity 1
[at the beginning]

initial awareness, doubts, privileges, limits
initial values, intentions, positionings

file: ‘notebook_november-december_2025.txt’

joys & fears

reflexivity 2
[during fieldwork]

how encounters shaped my position
how my role shifted

reflexivity 3
[after fieldwork]

relationality creativity evidence agency design 
justice collective arenas care humility continuity 

interconnectedness

03
(fieldwork fragments)

journey trakectory & interview constellation

meeting resistance

stewards of the otherwise

The Critical Atlas is a (partial) attempt at reconstructing 
the palimpsest of dominations and resistances that 
shaped Sardinia until today. The island emerges as a 
territory shaped by overlapping histories of domination, 
representation, extraction, and resistance. It brings 
together historical fragments, immaterial hegemonies, 
material transformations, and counter-practices in 
order to understand how the island’s marginality has 
been produced across time.

This section does not aim to provide a complete history 
of Sardinia. It is a selection of historical, 
cultural, economic, and spatial processes, relevant 
for understanding how Sardinia has been governed, 
represented, consumed, and transformed through external 
logics. The atlas therefore works as an open-ended 
critical framework for reading the island as a contested 
territory, where political autonomy, cultural identity, 
land use, and development have repeatedly been shaped 
by forces operating beyond local control.

The Critical Atlas establishes the analytical ground of 
the thesis. It identifies the structures of hegemony 
that the later sections will respond to, while also 
tracing the existing practices of resistance from which 
alternative spatial imaginaries can emerge
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matrix of power

During fieldwork, one conversation of-
fered a particularly clear way of understand-
ing the purpose of this transversal analy-
sis. I was speaking with a woman involved in 
grassroots action groups, and active in in-
ternational humanitarian work. She described 
how her understanding of Sardinia changed 
after leaving the island to study in mainland 
Italy. It was there, through the distance be-
tween her own world and the dominant national 
frame, that she began to recognize herself as 
colonized, native, and Indigenous.

While recounting her encounter with 
postcolonial studies, she used a simple im-
age. “You know when you were collecting cards 
as a child?” she asked. Reading through the 
literature, she described the feeling of rec-
ognizing one concept after another: this has 
happened to me; we have this too; and this; 
and this. The image is useful because it does 
not describe critical theory as something 
imposed from outside. Rather, it describes it 
as a vocabulary that suddenly makes scattered 
experiences legible. What had previously ap-
peared as isolated memories, frustrations, 
conflicts, silences, or intuitions gradually 
began to form a pattern.

The Critical Atlas begins from this form 
of recognition. The previous sections have 
explored a range of historical and territori-
al processes: external rule, Italian unifica-
tion, development planning, mining and indus-
trialization, militarization, tourism, energy 
speculation, language marginalization, gen-
dered representations, and multiple forms of 
resistance. Each of these histories possess-
es its own chronology, actors, and specific 
conditions. They should not be collapsed into 
a single explanation, nor reduced to a sin-
gle narrative. Yet neither do they exist in 
isolation. Throughout the research process, 
conversations, archives, landscapes, memo-
ries, maps, and field observations repeatedly 
revealed connections between phenomena that 
are often discussed separately.

What emerges across these histories is 
not a single form of domination, but a re-
curring displacement of agency. Different 
actors, institutions, and historical peri-
ods have operated through different mecha-
nisms, yet many of the processes documented 
throughout the atlas share a common tendency: 
the progressive separation of territory from 
the capacity to define its own trajectories. 
Decisions concerning land, resources, devel-
opment, infrastructure, representation, and 
knowledge are repeatedly organized through 
frameworks whose centres of authority lie 
elsewhere. The resulting tensions are not 
only economic or political. They concern the 
ability of communities to participate in 

shaping the conditions of their own exis-
tence, whether materially, culturally, lin-
guistically, socially, or symbolically.

The colonial matrix of power is employed 
here as a working framework for organizing 
these observations. Its value does not lie in 
demonstrating that every Sardinian experi-
ence conforms to a predetermined model, but 
in helping to identify recurring relation-
ships across apparently distinct domains. 
Control over land and economy concerns the 
ways territory is mobilized for extraction, 
infrastructure, tourism, militarization, and 
development. Control over authority concerns 
who plans, governs, decides, and whose insti-
tutions are recognized as legitimate. Control 
over subjectivity concerns the production of 
identities, stereotypes, aspirations, shame, 
dignity, and social classification. Control 
over knowledge concerns which languages, 
memories, practices, and forms of expertise 
are recognized, marginalized, translated, or 
rendered invisible.

The usefulness of this framework lies 
precisely in the fact that these dimensions 
rarely operate independently. A territory 
may become available for extraction because 
local knowledge is dismissed as anecdotal, 
because decision-making authority is concen-
trated elsewhere, because certain populations 
are represented as backward or incapable of 
self-government, or because alternative fu-
tures are excluded from political imagina-
tion. Likewise, practices of resistance often 
act simultaneously across multiple dimen-
sions. Defending land may also mean defending 
language, memory, cultural continuity, polit-
ical dignity, collective autonomy, and the 
legitimacy of situated forms of knowledge.

The matrix that follows should therefore 
be understood as a starting point rather than 
a finished classification. It gathers some 
contents of this research into a set of ana-
lytical fields while remaining open to revi-
sion, contestation, and expansion. Different 
readers may identify omissions, challenge 
particular interpretations, or contribute 
experiences that reveal additional layers of 
domination and resistance. Such openness is 
not a limitation of the framework but one of 
its conditions.

If the atlas has a purpose, it is to 
contribute to a process of recognition: to 
make visible patterns that often remain frag-
mented when observed in isolation, and to 
provide a shared language through which they 
can be discussed, challenged, and trans-
formed. In this sense, the atlas functions 
less as a representation of a territory than 
as an invitation to continue collectively in-
terpreting, contesting, and reimagining it.

The material organization of subordination: land, 
labour, resources, infrastructures, extraction, 
ownership, environmental burden. 

The epistemic organization of subordination: 
language, memory, education, archives, expertise, 
folklore, situated knowledge, whose knowledge counts.

The intimate organization of subordination: 
identity, shame, dignity, gendered images, 

racialized narratives, self-perception, belonging.

The political organization of subordination: 
governance, law, administration, planning, 

autonomy, representation, whose voice counts.

formal autonomy constrained by state 
planning, developmental dependency, 
external capital, technical expertise, 
national priorities, and limited local 

authority over strategic decisions.
women’s political authority, 
grassroots organizing, care-based 
leadership, educational work, and 
community mediation are excluded 

or under-recognized.
italian state authority appears as 
civilizing, modernizing, correcting, 

and integrating.
the “north” becomes an internal 
measure of value: piedmont, milan, 
mainland italy, bureaucracy, school, 
police, administration, and technical 
competence appear as the places 

where legitimacy is produced.
... ... ...

the pain of knowing my accent 
impacts the perception of value 

of my words
the pain of seeing land framed as 
‘potential’ before it is listened to 
the pain of being called backward 
for defending a place and the 

dignity of people
the pain of needing outside 
approval to prove something has 

value
the pain of watching decisions 
arrive already made, countless of 

them

the pain of correcting myself 
before others do

the pain of hiding my accent
the pain of being called 
backward for defending a 

place
the pain of speaking about 
sardinia through other 

people’s categories

the joy of recognizing value 
where i was taught to see 

lack
the joy of speaking without 

apology
the joy of belonging without 

performance
the joy of finding words for 

what was only felt 

the pain of correcting myself 
before others do

the pain of hiding my accent
the pain of being called 
backward for defending a 

place
the pain of speaking about 
sardinia through other 

people’s categories

dignity without shame
language without inferiority

education without self-
disowning

beauty without erasure

the fear of losing my land after i 
just finished paying for it
the pain of dignity disappearing, 
after i built it through a life of 
work
the pain of seeing work, care, and 
memory made invisible
the pain of seeing land  (and the 
people attached to it!) treated as 
available
the pain of reading the predatory 
narratives justified by ‘innovation’ 
and ‘opportunity’
the pain of neighbours becoming 
enemies, pit against each other by 
multinational interest
the pain of territory becoming 
someone else’s project

the pain of treating my 
grandparents’ knowledge as 
ignorance
the pain of knowing  a truth and 
that truth counting nothing, in 
front of the skepticals and the 
authority
the pain of seeing memory  and 
political dignity reduced to folklore
the pain of loss, of feeling how 
much there is under the skin of 
this place, that is hard to access

the joy of hearing a place 
named in its own language
the joy of everyone joining 
the conversation regardless 
of age or else
the joy of seeing our 
diversity valued
the hope of local knowledge 
meeting technical knowledge 
as equal

the joy of hearing a place 
named in its own language
the joy of everyone joining 
the conversation regardless 
of age or else
the joy of seeing our 
diversity valued
the hope of local knowledge 
meeting technical knowledge 
as equal

hopes
participation before 
decisions
institutions that listen 
before planning
technical knowledge 
accountable to place
autonomy with real 
authority

the joy of disagreement 
without humiliation
the joy of ordinary people 
asking technical questions
the joy of decisions 
becoming understandable
the joy of collective voice 
gaining weight 

mining, industrial extraction, 
petrochemical poles, militarized 
territories, tourist enclaves, 
renewable energy speculation, and 
the transformation of lived territory 
into available land, resource, 
landscape, platform, or sacrifice 
zone.
gendered labour sustains 
communities through extraction 
and crisis: care work, domestic 
economies, food, kinship, informal 
support, and emotional labour.
sardinia appears as an internally 
available periphery within italy 
and europe, where extraction 
and modernization are justified 
through ideas of backwardness, 
underdevelopment, emptiness, or 
need for external intervention.
land is separated from the forms 
of life that made it meaningful: 
rurality, pastoral life, domestic 
poverty, village habits, and local 
economies become signs of lack 
when measured against modern 
northern standards.
... ... ...

sardinians represented as backward, 
proud, silent, hospitable, irrational, 
resistant, archaic, authentic, 
primitive, criminal, violent, pastoral, 
mediterranean, southern, islander, or 

not fully modern.
internalized inferiority and shame 
attach to language, accent, poverty, 
gestures, rurality, domestic habits, 
clothing, silence, indirectness, or not 

appearing modern enough.
sardinian women are objectified and 
aestheticized: the “beautiful sardinian 
woman” appears as an extension 
of the exotic island, while women 
are stereotyped as strong, silent, 
traditional, matriarchal, or naturally 

responsible for cultural continuity.
the myth of matriarchy or matri-
centricity can imply that gendered 
power is already solved, while hiding 
women’s labour and patriarchal 

structures.
sardinian subalternity weaponized 
against racialized migrants. italian 
whiteness remains internally 
stratified: sardinians may be 
incorporated into europeanness 
while still being marked as backward, 

archaic, southern, insular, empty.
... ... ...

sardinian language and languag-
es, oral poetry, pastoral, agricul-
tural, ecological, and territorial 
knowledge, local history, embodied 
knowledge, and place-based prac-
tices are marginalized or dismissed 
as folklore rather than theory or ex-
pertise.

women’s knowledge is suppressed 
or folklorized: lullabies, laments, 
oral poetry, healing, ritual, care, re-
productive knowledge, domestic 
memory, intergenerational trans-
mission, and informal political edu-
cation.

fungudumine names inner depth, 
indirectness, hypothetical thought, 
the unsaid, the possible, and si-
lence as respect: forms of thought 
misread as vagueness, incapacity, 
or backwardness.

subjectivity is shaped through ev-
eryday embarrassment: the shame 
of language, accent, silence, pover-
ty, domestic practices, rurality, and 
the feeling of inadequacy before 
mainland norms of fluency, efficien-
cy, and modern self-presentation.
... ... ...

[for a sardinian consciousness]
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logu popoli saperi
[retracing ruptures and counteractions]

The Critical Atlas has sought to re-
construct some of the historical processes 
through which territory, authority, knowl-
edge, and subjectivity have been shaped in 
Sardinia. Yet understanding domination is 
only one part of the task. The same histories 
also reveal the persistence of relationships, 
practices, memories, forms of care, and sit-
uated knowledges that continue to sustain 
collective life despite repeated processes of 
extraction, marginalization, and displace-
ment. If the previous sections have focused 
on the forces that weaken or interrupt these 
relationships, the following diagram also 
shifts attention towards the relationships 
themselves. Rather than asking only how ter-
ritory has been governed, represented, or 
transformed, it asks what resources remain 
available for imagining, repairing, and cul-
tivating different futures. The framework of 
terra–popoli–sapere emerges from this shift: 
not as an alternative to critique, but as a 
way of identifying the territorial, social, 
and epistemic bonds through which communities 
continue to make and remake their worlds.

‘logu–popoli–saperi’ began from a po-
litical intuition found in one of Michela 
Murgia’s independentist speeches. In that 
context, Murgia argued that Sardinia had 
been deprived of its own resources, and that 
any future project would require rediscover-
ing them. These resources, however, should 
not be understood only in a material sense. 
They refer also to the sources through which 
a society imagines, organizes, repairs, and 
reinvents itself: land, economies, people, 
languages, memories, practices, and forms of 
collective intelligence; sources of a place 
whose capacities for world-making have often 
been extracted, interrupted, or made invisi-
ble. In this sense, the framework attempts to 
recenter sardinian ‘gazes’, experiences and 
ways of thinking, and help reflect and move 
forward.

This intuition was then expanded through 
fieldwork, archival materials, qualitative 
encounters, and the decolonial reflections 
gathered in Logu e Logos. The result is not 
a closed theory, but an interpretative de-
vice for reading how territorial relations 
are damaged or nourished. It can support a 
colonial analysis, but it does not depend 
entirely on a colonial premise. Even without 
naming coloniality, there are actions, infra-

structures, policies, representations, and 
practices that rupture bonds; and there are 
others that maintain, repair, reactivate, or 
transform them. 

For the reader with an ‘ontological 
design’ sensibility, this is the manifesta-
tion of the original attempt of this thesis, 
which is to help uncover the ‘worlds other-
wise’ of my mother’s homeland. It is just one 
of the many ways I can try to make sense of 
the wounds and the gems I found through many 
layers of interaction, this common sense of 
intending the world, reality, time, sacrali-
ty, and meaning, that I encountered in read-
ings and during fieldwork. It is, perhaps, an 
excercise in translating an ontology, which 
is essentially a flawed, silly, naive endeav-
our; it is absolutely intended as such, as a 
tool for play.

The first pole is logu, the sardini-
an equivalent of place, but it can also be 
thought of as ‘terra’ in the way it is said 
by those who really care for it: ‘la ter-
ra / questa terra ...’. This does not refer 
only to land as physical surface, resource, 
or landscape. It includes territory, ecolo-
gy, infrastructures, settlements, more-than-
human relations, material conditions, and 
the specific place from which experience and 
speech begin. Logu is not neutral space, but 
the here-and-now of situated life. It is the 
place of ‘the foot and the step’ before it is 
the place of distant vision. It is the ground 
from which a way of seeing, speaking, think-
ing, and theorizing becomes possible. Every 
‘logos’ begins from a logu.

The second pole is popoli. This does not 
mean an abstract or homogeneous “people.” It 
refers to the plurality of subjects, commu-
nities, and beings that inhabit or relate to 
a place: residents, workers, farmers, shep-
herds, migrants, women, youth, elders, ac-
tivists, associations, animals, plants, and 
other more-than-human presences. The point is 
not to replace “users” or “residents” with a 
romantic idea of community, but to ask who 
actually composes a territory, who cares for 
it, who depends on it, who is displaced from 
it, and who is allowed to speak for it. In 
this sense, every place contains multiple 
peoples, defined by different relations with 
land, memory, labour, movement, and responsi-
bility.

The third pole is saperi. This refers to 
situated forms of knowledge that emerge from 
inhabiting, observing, working, remembering, 
moving through, and caring for places. It in-
cludes Sardinian language and languages, oral 

memory, pastoral and agricultural knowledge, 
ecological observation, embodied experience, 
care practices, artistic work, political con-
sciousness, archives, and technical expertise 
when it remains accountable to place. It also 
includes forms of knowledge that are diffi-
cult to translate into dominant categories: 
the secluded wisdom of shepherds, the ‘sapi-
enza riposta’ of everyday practices, the cor-
poreal knowledge of paths, weather, animals, 
soils, gestures, and distances. If territory 
is the place of the foot and the step, then 
knowledge is also produced through bodies 
moving through specific worlds.

The bond between logu and popoli con-
cerns access, dwelling, labour, care, dis-
placement, attachment, and responsibility. 
The bond between popoli and sapere concerns 
language transmission, education, shame, mem-
ory, self-recognition, political conscious-
ness, and the legitimacy of different voices. 
The bond between sapere and terra concerns 
ancestral knowledge, the spirit of place, 
place names, macro- and micro-ecological 
knowledge, construction and the art of build-
ing, territorial memory, and the authority to 
define what land is and what it is for.

The framework is intentionally open. It 
does not claim to map the totality of Sar-
dinian experience, nor to reduce it to three 
categories. It offers a starting point for 
collective reflection, mapping activities, 
and open contributions. Different actors can 
use it to locate their own experiences: farm-
ers, shepherds, students, educators, artists, 
activists, migrants, workers, associations, 
researchers, and residents. Its value lies 
in creating a shared language through which 
different forms of knowledge can enter con-
versation without being forced into a single 
narrative.

The value of the framework lies not 
only in identifying the three poles, but in 
drawing attention to the relationships that 
connect them. A territory is not simply a 
physical environment, a population is not 
simply a demographic category, and knowledge 
is not simply information. What matters are 
the bonds through which places, communities, 
and forms of knowledge continuously shape one 
another. These relationships produce particu-
lar ways of inhabiting, understanding, caring 
for, and imagining a territory.

Many of the processes explored through-
out the Critical Atlas can be understood as 
forms of rupture acting upon these bonds. 
Some weaken the relationship between people 

and territory through dispossession, ex-
traction, enclosure, displacement, industri-
alization, tourism, militarization, or specu-
lative forms of development. Others separate 
knowledge from place through abstraction, 
external expertise, the marginalization of 
local languages, the erasure of place names, 
or the reduction of living territories to 
simplified representations and resources. 
Others operate through subjectivity itself, 
producing shame, deculturation, distorted 
narratives, epistemic violence, and the grad-
ual weakening of collective self-recognition.

When these ruptures accumulate, territo-
ries risk becoming detached from the people 
who inhabit them, people from the knowledges 
that sustain them, and knowledges from the 
places that generated them. The following 
diagram illustrates some of these recurring 
dynamics as they emerged throughout the re-
search.

Yet the history of Sardinia cannot be 
reduced to a history of rupture. Through-
out the same processes emerge practices that 
maintain, repair, reactivate, or reinvent the 
bonds between logu, popoli, and saperi. These 
practices rarely take the form of a single 
political programme. Instead, they appear 
through everyday acts of care, cultural work, 
ecological stewardship, collective organi-
zation, memory-making, language preserva-
tion, artistic production, feminist networks, 
grassroots research, and territorial strug-
gles.

Defending a landscape may simultaneous-
ly mean defending a language, a livelihood, 
a form of knowledge, a memory, or a way of 
imagining the future. Community archaeolo-
gy, resource sovereignty, embodied forms of 
inhabiting, affective attachments to place, 
and the production of endogenous yet translo-
cal perspectives all represent different ways 
through which communities continue to culti-
vate connections between territory, people, 
and knowledge.

If rupture separates, these practices 
reconnect. If extraction reduces territory 
to a resource, they reassert it as a living 
archive. If abstraction detaches knowledge 
from place, they restore its situated char-
acter. If domination displaces agency, they 
create spaces through which communities can 
once again participate in shaping their own 
worlds. The following diagram gathers some of 
these dynamics of nourishment, repair, and 
regeneration.
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## Resistance

Throughout the Critical Atlas, resis-
tance repeatedly emerged alongside the pro-
cesses of domination, extraction, marginal-
ization, and epistemic violence discussed in 
the previous chapters. Yet the contributions 
collected in *Logu e Logos* suggest that 
resistance cannot be understood solely as 
opposition to these processes. Rather than 
appearing only in moments of open conflict, 
resistance emerges through a wide range of 
practices by which Sardinian communities have 
defended territorial rights, reproduced cul-
tural and linguistic traditions, challenged 
dominant representations, generated alterna-
tive forms of knowledge, and articulated com-
peting social and political projects. Taken 
together, these contributions invite a read-
ing of resistance not as an episodic inter-
ruption of history, but as a recurring dimen-
sion of Sardinian social and territorial life 
that links struggles over material resources 
to broader contests over memory, identity, 
knowledge, and collective futures (Cherchi & 
Pau, 2024).

### Resistance against dispossession

The most visible and historically docu-
mented forms of resistance in Sardinia emerge 
around the defense of territory against pro-
cesses of dispossession. Throughout modern 
Sardinian history, land has repeatedly been 
subjected to forms of enclosure, extraction, 
militarization, industrialization, and ex-
ternally imposed development. Consequently, 
many of the island’s most significant mobi-
lizations have revolved around defending the 
material conditions of collective life and 
resisting the expropriation of common re-
sources, while also asserting alternative 
understandings of territorial governance and 
collective rights that reappear throughout 

al expropriation. Drawing on the literature 
on green grabbing, Corona argues that multi-
national energy companies frequently frame 
rural territories as underutilized, marginal, 
or empty spaces available for development, 
thereby legitimizing forms of extraction 
whose benefits largely leave the island while 
their social, environmental, and territorial 
consequences remain localized. As in earli-
er struggles over common lands and military 
occupation, the conflict concerns not only 
resource use but also questions of territori-
al authority, representation, and self-deter-
mination.

For many of the actors documented by 
Corona (2024), these projects are perceived 
as part of a longer historical continui-
ty linking contemporary energy speculation 
to previous forms of external intervention, 
including military occupation, petrochemical 
industrialization, and earlier colonial ap-
propriations of land. Corona notes that these 
mobilizations frequently frame the conflict 
through the language of autonomy, territori-
al rights, and political self-determination, 
as illustrated by protest slogans against the 
expropriation of Sardinian land and by pub-
lic refusals to identify with state institu-
tions. These narratives connect contemporary 
environmental conflicts to broader efforts to 
reclaim the authority to define the meanings 
and futures of Sardinian territory. (Corona, 
2024)

The contributions collected in *Logu e 
Logos* suggest that struggles over land and 
resources represent only one dimension of a 
broader field of resistance. Several authors 
argue that domination also operates through 
representation, historical interpretation, 
language, memory, and knowledge production. 
Consequently, many of the practices they 
describe focus not on defending territory 
directly, but on defending the capacity to 
interpret, narrate, and inhabit it on differ-
ent terms.
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this chapter.

Onnis (2024) demonstrates that the his-
tory of Sardinian popular movements cannot 
be understood through the stereotype of an 
isolated or passive population. Rather, many 
of the major uprisings of the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries were directly connected 
to struggles over land and collective rights. 
Following the *Editto delle Chiudende* of 
1820 and the progressive dismantling of com-
munal uses, rural communities resisted the 
privatization of lands that had historically 
been managed collectively. The revolt known 
as *Su Connottu* in Nuoro in 1868 emerged 
precisely from this context. Onnis interprets 
these mobilizations not as residual reactions 
to modernization but as political responses 
to the dismantling of collectively recognized 
rights and territorial arrangements, antici-
pating later debates over autonomy, self-gov-
ernment, and alternative forms of land man-
agement.

A similar dynamic reappears in the twen-
tieth century. The 1969 *Pratobello* mobi-
lization in Orgosolo successfully opposed 
the extension of military activities onto 
pastoral lands. Again, the conflict was not 
simply about land use, but about the capac-
ity of local communities to participate in 
decisions affecting their territory and to 
defend locally grounded forms of inhabitation 
and livelihood. The experience also became an 
enduring symbol of Sardinian collective re-
sistance, later echoed in the political mu-
rals (*murales*) that transformed Orgosolo’s 
public spaces into visual archives of local 
memory, social struggles, and territorial 
defense. In this sense, the murals extend-
ed the cultural and mnemonic dimensions of 
resistance discussed later in this chapter, 
preserving histories of mobilization while 
connecting local experiences to wider politi-
cal struggles. Onnis (2024) argues that these 
struggles reveal a long tradition of popular 
political agency that has often been ignored 
by historiography, which frequently portrayed 
subaltern mobilizations as irrational, spon-
taneous, or pre-political.

The same dynamics continue to character-
ize contemporary conflicts surrounding re-
newable energy infrastructures. In her ethno-
graphic study of anti-wind-farm mobilizations 
in Marmilla, Corona (2024) argues that op-
position to large-scale renewable energy 
projects cannot be reduced to environmental 
conservatism or NIMBYism. Rather, these mobi-
lizations must be understood as responses to 
what she describes as new forms of territori-

### Resistance through reproduction

Many of the forms of resistance dis-
cussed throughout *Logu e Logos* do not take 
the form of open confrontation. They operate 
instead through the reproduction of relation-
ships between territory, people, and knowl-
edge. If dispossession acts by separating 
communities from their lands, histories, lan-
guages, and forms of expertise, these prac-
tices work in the opposite direction: they 
maintain, reactivate, and transmit the social 
and cultural infrastructures through which 
collective life remains possible. In doing 
so, they complement the more visible territo-
rial struggles discussed above by addressing 
the epistemic and cultural dimensions of dom-
ination explored elsewhere in the report.

A recurring theme across several con-
tributions concerns the relationship between 
domination and knowledge. Ghisu (2024) argues 
that colonial and national hegemonies do not 
operate solely through political or econom-
ic control, but also through the production 
of identities and narratives that shape how 
people understand themselves. One of the most 
profound effects of colonization is the in-
ternalization of the colonizer’s gaze, where-
by subaltern subjects come to view their own 
history, language, and culture through cate-
gories generated elsewhere. Resistance there-
fore requires what Ghisu describes as the 
construction of an endogenous gaze (*sguardo 
endogeno*): the capacity to interpret one’s 
own reality using concepts, experiences, and 
historical references rooted in the territo-
ry itself. In this perspective, historical 
interpretation becomes a political question, 
since recovering the capacity to narrate 
one’s own past also involves questioning the 
categories through which identities have been 
constructed and represented. This concern 
with epistemic autonomy resonates with later 
discussions of archaeology, literature, and 
territorial knowledge. (Ghisu, 2024)

Similar concerns emerge in Soddu’s 
(2024) analysis of the work of Sergio Atze-
ni. Through literature, Atzeni challenges 
what decolonial scholars have described as 
the “rhetoric of modernity”: the narrative 
through which European modernity presents 
itself as the universal horizon of progress 
while simultaneously portraying other peoples 
as backward, incomplete, or in need of devel-
opment. Soddu argues that Atzeni’s writing 
dismantles these representations by recov-
ering the complexity of Sardinian histories 
and by situating the island within broader 
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Mediterranean networks rather than at the 
margins of civilization. Literature becomes 
a space through which alternative historical 
and geographical narratives can be articulat-
ed, restoring complexity to experiences that 
dominant discourses often reduce to stereo-
types and contributing to the broader effort 
to construct endogenous interpretations of 
Sardinian reality. (Soddu, 2024)

Questions of knowledge production also 
emerge in Lai’s (2024) discussion of Sardin-
ian archaeology. For much of its history, the 
Nuragic civilization was interpreted through 
conceptual categories derived from colonial 
and classicist frameworks. Archaeological ev-
idence was frequently forced into narratives 
emphasizing kings, princes, warrior elites, 
and hierarchical state structures, reflecting 
assumptions about civilization inherited from 
external intellectual traditions. Lai argues 
that more recent approaches open the possi-
bility of reading the archaeological record 
differently, challenging the idea that social 
complexity necessarily requires centralized 
domination. These approaches contribute to 
broader efforts to reconsider how Sardinian 
history is narrated, who possesses the au-
thority to interpret it, and what kinds of 
political imaginaries become possible through 
alternative readings of the past. (Lai, 2024)

The reproduction of relationships be-
tween knowledge and territory also occurs 
through everyday forms of inhabitation. Pau 
(2024) highlights how the Sardinian language 
itself reveals a different relationship to 
space. Rather than emphasizing the visual 
category of *paesaggio* (landscape), Sardin-
ian traditions often refer to *territòriu*: 
a lived environment shaped through movement, 
work, memory, and care. Drawing on Bachi-
sio Bandinu, Pau describes territory as “the 
place of the foot and the step, not of the 
vision.” This distinction offers a useful 
lens for interpreting practices of inhabita-
tion that prioritize use, memory, and care 

cal intelligence developed under conditions 
of surveillance and repression. Such prac-
tices reveal how political creativity often 
operates through subtle forms of adaptation, 
mutual learning, and collective ingenui-
ty rather than through direct confrontation 
alone, while also prefiguring the collective 
organizational capacities discussed in the 
following section. (Sabino, 2024)

Although these authors work with differ-
ent materials and disciplinary traditions, a 
common concern runs through their contribu-
tions. Each, in different ways, challenges 
the tendency to treat Sardinian populations 
as objects of history rather than subjects 
capable of historical action. Whether through 
literature, archaeology, oral traditions, 
everyday practices, forms of inhabitation, 
or the production of alternative territori-
al narratives, they draw attention to the 
capacity of communities to generate inter-
pretations of their own past and present. 
The question of resistance therefore becomes 
inseparable from the question of who possess-
es the authority to define the meanings of 
territory, identity, history, and collective 
possibility.

### Resistance as future-making

If the previous section has shown how 
communities reproduce relationships between 
territory, people, and knowledge, a final 
dimension concerns their capacity to artic-
ulate alternative political and territorial 
horizons. Several authors included in *Logu 
e Logos* challenge the tendency to interpret 
subaltern struggles exclusively through the 
lens of opposition, preservation, or reac-
tion. Instead, they reveal how many of these 
experiences contain explicit proposals re-
garding land ownership, political organiza-
tion, social relations, and collective fu-
tures. In this sense, future-making emerges 
not as a separate domain but as an extension 
of the cultural, territorial, and epistemic 
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over visual consumption and external repre-
sentation, echoing broader critiques of de-
tached and externally imposed ways of knowing 
territory. (Pau, 2024)

Corona’s (2024) ethnography reaches sim-
ilar conclusions. Drawing on phenomenologi-
cal geography and David Seamon’s concept of 
*body-ballets*, she argues that attachment to 
territory is produced through daily routines, 
sensory experiences, agricultural practic-
es, and intergenerational memories. For many 
of the inhabitants involved in anti-wind-
farm mobilizations, the territory functions 
as a living archive through which personal 
biographies, collective histories, and fu-
ture aspirations become intertwined. Within 
this perspective, conflicts over land use 
simultaneously concern memory, attachment, 
livelihood, and the continuity of everyday 
territorial practices, linking contemporary 
mobilizations to the embodied forms of terri-
torial knowledge highlighted by Pau. (Corona, 
2024)

Resistance also unfolds through cultural 
reproduction. Onnis (2024) notes that popular 
poetry, oral traditions, and collective forms 
of cultural expression played a fundamen-
tal role in Sardinian political life. During 
periods when formal political representa-
tion remained inaccessible to large portions 
of the population, poets such as Sebastiano 
Satta, Pepinu Mereu, and Bore Poddighe became 
important vehicles for articulating popular 
grievances and aspirations. Alongside later 
forms of visual expression such as the murals 
of Orgosolo, these practices helped preserve 
collective memory, circulate alternative in-
terpretations of social reality, and sustain 
political agency beyond formal institutions. 
The political significance of these cultural 
practices was recognized even by authoritari-
an regimes. The censorship of Poddighe’s *Sa 
Mundana Cummèdia* and the suppression of oral 
poetry competitions under Fascism demonstrate 
the extent to which cultural production could 
function as a counter-hegemonic force. (On-
nis, 2024)

Sabino (2024) further illustrates how 
resistance can emerge through seemingly ordi-
nary practices. Revisiting Gramsci’s obser-
vations on Sardinian peasants and workers, he 
discusses the tactic of the “sewn pockets” 
(*tasche cucite*), through which participants 
attending political meetings would sew their 
pockets shut to prevent police from planting 
knives and fabricating criminal charges. Be-
yond its immediate practical function, Sabino 
interprets this gesture as a form of practi-

practices discussed above.

This argument emerges clearly in Onnis’s 
(2024) critique of traditional historiog-
raphy. One of the recurring themes in domi-
nant accounts of Sardinian history has been 
the tendency to portray popular uprisings as 
irrational reactions to change or as instinc-
tive expressions of social discontent. Such 
interpretations deny political intentionality 
to subaltern actors and obscure their capac-
ity to formulate collective projects. Onnis 
argues instead that many of the island’s ma-
jor mobilizations reveal sophisticated forms 
of political agency. The struggles surround-
ing common lands, *Su Connottu*, and *Pra-
tobello* were not simply acts of refusal. 
They expressed alternative understandings of 
property, governance, territorial management, 
and collective rights that continue to inform 
contemporary debates over autonomy and terri-
torial self-determination. (Onnis, 2024)

A similar perspective emerges in Sabi-
no’s (2024) reading of Gramsci. Revisiting 
the experiences of Sardinian peasants and 
workers during the early twentieth centu-
ry, Sabino highlights the importance of *Sa 
Comune*: the aspiration towards collective 
ownership and management of land by those who 
actively worked it. Rather than represent-
ing a nostalgic return to a lost past, *Sa 
Comune* embodied a political horizon through 
which rural populations sought to reorganize 
social and economic life. Historical at-
tempts to establish local soviets and forms 
of communal self-government demonstrate that 
subaltern actors were not merely resisting 
dispossession but actively experimenting with 
alternative institutions, extending the forms 
of collective ingenuity and organization dis-
cussed earlier. (Sabino, 2024)

The projective dimension of these expe-
riences also appears in Turtas’s (2024) en-
gagement with Emilio Lussu, Frantz Fanon, and 
decolonial thought. Her contribution focuses 
on the ways colonial domination affects not 
only institutions and economies, but also 
the categories through which reality itself 
is understood. Against modern frameworks 
that separate humans from nature and privi-
lege rationality as the sole basis of polit-
ical life, she revisits animistic elements 
in Lussu’s work as resources for imagining 
alternative forms of coexistence. In this 
reading, animism does not appear as a relic 
of a pre-modern past, but as a critique of 
anthropocentric and hierarchical understand-
ings of political community. The significance 
of this perspective lies less in recovering 



107 107

107 107

106 106

106 106

reflexivity 1
[at the beginning]
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“ from where do i speak?

I approach this research as someone neither 

fully inside nor fully outside Sardinia. I am not 

Sardinian by upbringing or cultural immersion, 

but Sardinia is part of my familial and emotional 

landscape through my mother’s lineage and decades 

of lived experience in La Maddalena. 

That island, often seen as “the least Sar-

dinian part of Sardinia”, has taught me as much 

about isolation, marginality, intergenerational 

justice, gender struggles, capitalization of land, 

and state neglect; as about beauty, longing, sol-

itude, home, liberty, identity, kinship and inti-

macy.

Just in that little bay around my house I’ve 

seen a resort come up over the years, nested on 

the profile of the mountain. A few years ago, part 

of the bay was fenced from the edge of the street 

to the sea’s edge, and covered in white gaze-

bos. Under legal concession of the national park 

authorities. The whole archipelago is being en-

croached upon by the the relentless consumption of 

soil, view, coast, sea... but we lack a real hos-

pital, for instance, or affordable ways to reach 

the continent.

...

what is my role, approach, intent?

I think my role is not to speak for Sardin-

ia, but to learn how to listen responsibly, to am-

plify existing voices, and to attend to knowledge 

that is already being produced locally.

My methodology is grounded in feminist and 

pluriversal epistemologies, prioritizing care, 

situated knowledge, and relational ethics over 

extractive research. I am aware of the risk of 

projecting external analytical frames or roman-

ticizing belonging. Thus, I position myself con-

sciously: close enough to be emotionally impli-

cated, distant enough to remain critically aware.

This work is not an attempt to reclaim a 

homeland, nor to romanticize one. This project 

is not about claiming identity, nor about appro-

priating local narratives. It is an attempt to 

understand how worlds are lost, how futures are 

foreclosed, and how other futures can be nur-

tured through attention, respect, responsibility, 

and solidarity. My task is to help reveal, never 

to replace, the knowledge that is already there, 

already emergent, already speaking. It is about 

tracing how modernity and coloniality materialize 

within everyday landscapes, and supporting the 

articulation of alternatives already alive with-

in Sardinian society. My task is to approach the 

work with humility, attention, and accountabili-

ty.”

initial awareness, doubts, privileges, limits

at the beginning, i understood sardinia as a place whose 
claims seemed to resonate with postcolonial and indig-
enous struggles elsewhere, but i also understood that 
this comparison was immediately problematic. sardinia 
is formally part of a democratic state, with institutional 
representation and legal belonging to italy. this made the 
use of postcolonial or pluriversal frameworks feel both 
intellectually productive and ethically risky: why use au-
thors such as escobar to speak about a territory whose 
people are not formally colonized in the same way as 
many other peoples across the world?

a central fear was that the connection i perceived was 
only intellectual, and that it did not reflect the lived 
realities of people in sardinia. i feared that my argument 
was naïve, that i did not understand the sardinian situa-
tion deeply enough, and that this lack of understanding 
would weaken the entire thesis.

my relation to sardinia was intimate and emotional, but 
also partial. it was connected to women in my family, to 
water, to rock, and to a feeling of marginality: the feeling 
of being at the edge of the world, where the world does 
not care, where change arrives late or not at all. sardinia 
appeared to me as the “south of the south”: south of 
europe, south of italy, and then somehow even further 
away, too sparse and too distant from the continent to 
have a real space in which to be heard.

at the same time, many parts of sardinia felt distant 
from me. daily life there, winter there, the experience of 
actually living in that distance, were not fully relatable to 
me. i feared that my intellectual attitude would make me 
appear as someone projecting ideas onto the island: a 
random outsider using sardinia for a writing project.

my ability to study this topic from a university abroad 
was shaped by privilege. my family history matters here: 
my parents managed to establish themselves away 

initial values, intentions, positionings

at the beginning, i wanted the thesis to be a denuncia-
tion. i wanted it to uncover a world of possibility and to 
show that the situation was not natural, inevitable, or 
neutral. looking back, this ambition was probably too 
large, but it came from a real ethical and political urgen-
cy.

the work was motivated by relationality: relations be-
tween people, families, places, territories, and forms 
of care. it was also motivated by the idea of translocal 
allyship: the possibility that, within our own spheres of 
influence, we can learn how to build more inclusive and 
relational worlds.

i wanted to refuse technocracy, neutrality, extractive 
planning, eurocentrism, coloniality, and the external gaze 
within my own thinking. i wanted to defend the possi-
bility for people to belong to their surroundings, and for 
those surroundings not to be taken away from them.

what i wanted to defend was not only “local knowledge” 
in an abstract sense, but the dignity of people who can-
not choose where they are born, and the dignity of the 
constant inventiveness of daily life. i wanted to defend 
the ordinary capacity of people to make worlds, even 
under conditions of marginality.

at first, i imagined my role partly as an ethnographer, or 
at least as someone who could listen, collect, interpret, 
and translate. this later changed, but initially i wanted to 
approach the thesis as a form of situated inquiry.

i hoped that an urbanism thesis could denaturalize hier-
archical oppression. i wanted to show that spatial plan-
ning is not neutral, and that it could be done differently. 
concretely, i believed that many solutions already exist 
in practices, relationships, and forms of life; the problem 
is often not the absence of solutions, but the absence of 
political and cultural willingness to recognize them.

i did not want to reproduce the attitude of the leftist in-
tellectual who instrumentalizes other people’s suffering 

from sardinia while maintaining a relationship with the 
island that was, in many ways, enjoyable and affective. 
this also has a class dimension, even if not in the sense 
of wealth. it has to do with being closer to where things 
happen, with having access to university, support, mobil-
ity, and the possibility of turning a topic like this into an 
academic project.

this privilege also appeared in the fact that i could 
“ponder” sardinia without carrying the same immediate 
responsibilities as people who live there. i do not expe-
rience the daily consequences of distance in the same 
way: the difficulty of accessing hospitals, the feeling that 
the world is happening somewhere across the sea, the 
need to turn studying abroad into a concrete life oppor-
tunity. i could afford, to some extent, to make an uncon-
ventional thesis, while others may need their thesis to 
prove employability, secure a visa, support a family, or 
create immediate professional stability.

language was another privilege. being able to read 
foreign literature and speak with people who had lived 
casteism, religious dictatorship, racial struggle, or other 
forms of oppression gave me a global or translocal lens. 
but this also produced anxiety. i feared that this “woke-
ness” might make me unrelatable, part of an elite bubble, 
distant from the realities i wanted to discuss.

i already knew that spatial justice and feminism are 
often dismissed as idealistic, unprofessional, or a waste 
of time in certain academic and professional contexts. i 
feared that my thesis would be seen as the extreme ver-
sion of that: politically excessive, naïve, and not serious 
enough.

i felt ashamed of not knowing enough sardinian history, 
especially the history of sardinian feminism, personal 
memories, family relations, and the biographical material 
that could have grounded the thesis more honestly. i had 
not reconstructed my family history, and i knew that this 

for their own project. i also did not want to reproduce the 
idea that europe is the center of knowledge production, 
or that what feels rational and intuitive from my own 
context is the only valid way to understand a territory.
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I approach this research as someone 
neither fully inside nor fully outside 
Sardinia. I am not Sardinian by upbring-
ing or cultural immersion, but Sardin-
ia is part of my familial and emotional 
landscape through my mother’s lineage and 
decades of lived experience in La Madd-
alena. That island, often seen as “the 
least Sardinian part of Sardinia”, has 
taught me as much about isolation, mar-
ginality, intergenerational injustice, 
gender struggles, capitalization of land, 
and state neglect; as about beauty, long-
ing, solitude, liberty, identity, kinship 
and intimacy. 

The relentless consumption of soil to 
create absence of basic services, such as 
a functioning hospital, is not anecdotal: 
it is evidence of systemic disregard to-
ward peripheral territories.

I take seriously Gayatri Spivak’s 
question, “Can the subaltern speak?”: I 
maintain that subaltern communities can 
and do speak; the issue is that their 
speech is too often ignored, filtered, or 
misinterpreted. My role is not to speak 
for Sardinia, but to learn how to listen 
responsibly, to amplify existing voices, 
and to attend to knowledge that is al-
ready being produced locally.

My methodology is grounded in femi-
nist and pluriversal epistemologies—pri-
oritizing care, situated knowledge, and 
relational ethics over extractive re-
search. I am aware of the risk of pro-
jecting external analytical frames or 
romanticizing belonging. Thus, I position 
myself consciously: close enough to be 
emotionally implicated, distant enough to 
remain critically aware.

This work is not an attempt to re-
claim a homeland, nor to romanticize 
one. This project is not about claiming 
identity, nor about appropriating local 

narratives. It is an attempt to under-
stand how worlds are lost, how futures 
are foreclosed, and how other futures can 
be nurtured through attention, respect, 
responsibility, and solidarity. My task 
is to help reveal, never to replace, the 
knowledge that is already there, already 
emergent, already speaking. It is about 
tracing how modernity and coloniality 
materialize within everyday landscapes, 
and supporting the articulation of alter-
natives already alive within Sardinian 
society. My task is to approach the work 
with humility, attention, and account-
ability.

* Who am I, and from where do I 
speak?

I am essentially an average Italian, 
white, from a lower-middle-class back-
ground, with a fairly fluid male gender 
identity, and an Italian citizen with 
the ability to choose my engagement with 
Sardinia in terms of mobility and pres-
ence. I have always spent summers there 
in a privileged context, while my life 
has mostly taken place in Pisa, a city 
historically linked to Sardinia as one of 
the dominant powers, which in some ways 
transformed it. Pisa also offered me ac-
cess to resources and opportunities far 
beyond those available in Sardinia. I 
had the possibility to move to Venice to 
study architecture, to return or leave 
whenever I wanted, including during the 
pandemic, and to go to Sardinia to study 
and take some exams in concentrated peri-
ods, as for me that place represented an 
opportunity for chosen, healthy isolation 
rather than forced confinement. My edu-
cational level and the types of schools 
I attended likely had far more resources 
than a Sardinian school: if I had lived 
in La Maddalena, my educational experi-

ence would have been completely differ-
ent.

* In what contexts do these identi-
ties confer power or disadvantage?

The only disadvantage I can think of 
relates to not speaking the local lan-
guage and being a visibly effeminate 
queer person. In interactions with lo-
cals, I anticipate some discomfort or the 
need not to fully expose my sexuality, 
although this may be an assumption based 
on narratives of the island’s backward-
ness. Nevertheless, there is often much 
openness. Everything else represents 
for me a significant power and advan-
tage. That said, it is important to ques-
tion what is actually seen as advantage 
or disadvantage: perhaps my education 
could be perceived as a disadvantage, as 
it brings an academic approach somewhat 
distant from local realities, whereas 
my epistemological humility—the aware-
ness of the limits of my perspective and 
the willingness to listen and learn from 
participants—could represent a genuine 
advantage. Additionally, I am currently 
an “educational migrant” in an academ-
ic sense: I conduct my research from the 
Netherlands, at a technical university, 
which gives me legitimacy when I return 
and discuss my research, a legitima-
cy that is likely higher than what local 
participants would otherwise grant. The 
point is that I exist within an academ-
ic bubble in Delft that seeks to question 
the paradigms of technical education and 
to emphasize the importance of a human 
and cultural perspective to improve the 
quality of thought, even that which is 
oriented toward pragmatic guidance for 
future actions.

* How do my positionalities influence 
what I can or cannot say?

Despite my sensitivity to social jus-
tice issues, I occupy a position of great 
privilege, and when I speak with a mi-
grant or a Sardinian woman, I cannot ful-
ly grasp their experience except through 
empathy and listening. The place from 
which I speak is Delft, within a techni-
cal university: on the surface, I am not 
speaking on behalf of a community, but in 
reality, I am trying to give voice to and 
amplify communities that have expressed 

themselves in certain contexts without 
obtaining the resonance or contaminative 
potential they deserve. I try to speak 
with communities through my ability to 
collect data and study the context, rec-
ognizing that the validity of my observa-
tions depends on confrontation with local 
communities and my communicative capacity 
with them.

* Complicity in colonial logics
The use of western literature has a 

significant impact, yet I am also trying 
to incorporate ideas and thoughts from 
other parts of the world, which I con-
sider of greater value than the Western 
perspective. I take local knowledge into 
account, although I recognize an ontolog-
ical discomfort in approaching it, but I 
am willing to accept and incorporate it. 
For example, there are suggestions within 
my family, particularly from the women, 
regarding the spiritual relationship with 
the land and the significance of dreams 
as symbolic and premonitory factors. 
While studying and reading local ways of 
being and living, I find myself recogniz-
ing aspects of my own experience: my al-
ready written preface speaks of a cycli-
cal vision of the land, recurrence, and 
social time. I can be complicit in prac-
tices that the project intends to cri-
tique, particularly those linked to West-
ern academic formation, but I am actively 
seeking to integrate them with more em-
bodied and relational knowledge, creating 
a space of dialogue between my education 
and local ways of knowing.

notebook_november-december_2025.txt
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[the fears that brought me down]
Fear of not real ly understanding Sardinia
Fear of being a fraud for speaking about Sardinia without 
having ful ly l ived it

Fear of using the word colonial ism too easi ly
Fear of making Sardinian suffering sound equivalent to other 
colonial  histories without enough care

Fear of my fr iends from outside Europe finding the comparison 
r idiculous

Fear of turning a European island into a vict im while ignoring 
the scale of colonial  violence elsewhere

Fear of grounding a justice thesis in something that began 
from anger at a resor t near my house

Fear of not knowing enough about my own family history
Fear of real izing that my f irst archive should have been my 
family and that I  had not opened it  yet

Fear of reproducing the same external gaze I  am trying to 
crit icize

Fear of describing Sardinia as a vict im without showing its 
agency

Fear of making claims that would require years of historical 
study

Fear of using decolonial  language without enough historical 
precision

Fear of forcing Sardinia into a colonial  framework too 
simplist ical ly

Fear of confusing ideology with academic reading
Fear of using buzzwords l ike feminist epistemologies and 
pluriversal thinking without proving what they mean in 
practice

Fear of saying “methodology” when I  only have values
Fear of not showing those values through the work itself
Fear of turning an urbanism thesis into pol it ical  science or 
anthropology because one discipl ine feels too small

Fear of having a pol it ical  argument but not a spatial  argument
Fear of having a spatial  argument but not a design method
Fear of proving crit ique but not competence
Fear of making beautiful  diagrams that do not say anything
Fear of making an atlas that is evocative but not r igorous
Fear of romanticizing resistance
Fear of romanticizing rural  l i fe
Fear of essential izing Sardinian culture
Fear of treating Sardinian identity as f ixed
Fear of making hegemony explain everything and therefore 
explain nothing

Fear of turning every transformation into oppression
Fear of not giving enough room to ambiguity
Fear of sounding anti-modern rather than crit ical  of imposed 
modernization

Fear of not showing who benefits and who loses
Fear of only denouncing extraction without proposing a way 
to read or repair  i t

Fear of using suffering as thesis material
Fear of losing the ethical  core of the project while trying to 
make it  acceptable

Fear of turning Sardinia into a case study instead of treating 
it  as a l iv ing terr itory

Fear of making a thesis that is radical  in language but 
conventional in method

Fear of making a thesis that is cr it ical  but not useful
Fear of making a prescriptive technocratic project that 
betrays everything the thesis was trying to defend

Fear of not proving that an anti-hegemonic approach can 
produce spatial  knowledge, design value,  and academic 
seriousness

[the joys that brought me forward]
Joy of care between students,  fr iends,  col leagues,  and 

teachers moving through diff icult  t imes together
Joy of endless conversations about how the world is fai l ing 

everyone and how another one might st i l l  be made
Joy of f inding people who could hold on to despair  without 

giving up on imagination
Joy of phone cal ls with people from Sardinia who recognized 
something true in the way I  was trying to understand the 

situation
Joy of feel ing that the work resonated beyond my own head
Joy of my family seeing this thesis as something meaningful
Joy of conversations with people from everywhere else that 

confirm I  was not alone
Joy of real izing that disagreement can also be a form of 

construction
Joy of learning from people whose l ives are different than 

mine
Joy of teachers who go against the grain

Joy of being encouraged to think more bravely
Joy of looking at someone in the eyes and recognizing that 

a bond is forming
Joy of small  smiles and exhausted sighs and si lent 
complicit ies between people who are t ired but st i l l  hopeful

Joy of curiosity about the lore of each other ’s home countries
Joy of asking something about where someone comes from 

and receiving stories instead of straight answers
Joy of real izing that every place contains inf inte myths, 

scars,  jokes,  recipes,  songs,  and unfinished histories
Joy of careful ly prepared tea on a quiet windy gray day

Joy of fr iendship made through small  gestures
Joy of morning banter with the baristas

Joy of laughter at Bouwpub
Joy of the countless beers bought for ‘whoever wants them’
Joy of understanding that another or ‘otherwise’  world is not 
only an abstract pol it ical  demand, but something brief ly 

rehearsed in fr iendships
Joy of feel ing that the work should belong to a col lective 

rather than only to me
Joy of f inding hope in the middle of intel lectual and emotional 

exhaustion
Joy of discovering that the thesis was also a record of people 

trying to stay human together
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journey trajectory & interview constellation

The fieldwork took place over 
approximately two weeks of travel across 
Sardinia during March 2025. While La 
Maddalena functioned as a logistical base 
and occasional place of rest, most of the 
research was conducted through continuous 
movement across the island. Travelling 
primarily by car, I moved between cities, 
villages, protests, workshops, cafés, homes, 
community spaces, and landscapes, often 
staying in temporary accommodations or 
accepting invitations from people encountered 
throughout the research process. Although 
several interviews had been arranged 
beforehand, many of the most significant 
encounters emerged unexpectedly through 
introductions, recommendations, shared meals, 
and informal conversations.

Day 0 – Arrival in Cagliari (6 March)

I arrived in Cagliari on the evening 
of 6 March. Before the official beginning 
of the fieldwork, I encountered a permanent 
solidarity gathering for Palestine in Piazza 
Yenne. What began as a moment of observation 
quickly became a first conversation about 
Sardinia, colonialism, militarization, and 
territorial struggles. When I explained the 
purpose of my research, one participant 
responded: “Then you’re one of us.” Although 
seemingly anecdotal, this encounter proved 
significant. It introduced a recurring theme 
that would accompany the entire fieldwork: 
the tendency to understand Sardinian 
territorial issues not as isolated local 
problems, but as part of broader questions 
of colonialism, self-determination, 
militarization, environmental justice, and 
collective dignity.

The evening also provided a first 
opportunity to explore the city itself. 
Moving from the port towards the historic 
centre, through its steep topographies, 
layered urban fabric, and public spaces, I 
began to familiarize myself with a city that 
would become the primary point of departure 
for much of the fieldwork. The encounter 
between monumental historical layers, modern 
infrastructures, military presences, and 
everyday urban life offered an early glimpse 
of the complexities that characterize 
Sardinia’s contemporary territorial 
condition.

Day 1 – Health, protest, and first 
networks (7 March)

The first full day of fieldwork was 
spent at a large demonstration concerning 
the healthcare crisis in Sardinia. Beyond 
the protest itself, the event provided 
an opportunity to meet activists and 
community organizers with whom I would 
remain in contact throughout the rest of the 
fieldwork. Conversations that began in public 
squares continued over lunch and informal 
discussions, revealing the extent to which 
different political, environmental, cultural, 
and social struggles intersected through 
overlapping networks of people.

What initially appeared as a sectoral 
protest concerning healthcare increasingly 
revealed itself as part of a broader 
landscape of territorial concerns and civic 
mobilization. Questions of public services, 
depopulation, regional inequalities, 
political representation, and territorial 
abandonment repeatedly emerged alongside 
discussions concerning healthcare provision. 
The day provided a first introduction to 
the interconnected nature of many Sardinian 
struggles and led to several contacts that 
would later prove central to the research.

Day 2 – Women against colonialism, war, 
and militarization (8 March)

On 8 March I attended the gathering 
Donne contro il colonialismo, la guerra e le 
armi. The event brought together activists, 
researchers, and community members engaged 
with questions of feminism, anti-militarism, 
anti-colonialism, and peace activism. 
Discussions frequently moved between local 
and international scales, connecting 
Sardinia’s military presence, territorial 
struggles, and environmental concerns with 
broader global dynamics.

The evening extended beyond the 
formal event and continued around a shared 
dinner, providing further opportunities for 
conversation and introducing new perspectives 
that would later resonate with many of the 
themes emerging throughout the fieldwork. 
It was one of the first moments in which 
it became clear how strongly different 
forms of activism intersected across the 
island, creating spaces where environmental, 
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[day 5-7]

[day 8]

[day 10]

[day 10]

[day 11]

[day 12-14]



books

starting on the ground

snowball sampling: dinner invitations

worker and activist
presid

ent of sa
rdinian 

ethnic u
nion

‘humanitarian 

singer’ +
 activist 1archaeologist, tr

anslator, d
aughter of BR

journalist, w
rite

r

sard. co
nsumer 

asso
rtiu

m member

‘humanitarian 

sin
ger’ +

 activ
ist 

2

members of the 
‘permanent 

collective of sard. 
People’

‘industri
alist

’

proteste
r

proteste
r

contact: activist

forest-guard, …

= me

aunt

contact: 
cultural 

expert

nephew, 16y

mother, language 

promoter+teacher,

librarian

daughter, 3
y …

contact: fa
ther, 

activist, lib
rarian

115 115

115 115

114 114

114 114

social, cultural, and political concerns 
were discussed simultaneously rather than 
separately.

Day 3 – Feminist mobilization and youth 
political engagement (9 March)

The following evening I participated in 
another public event connected to feminist 
mobilization in Piazza Costituzione. 
Particularly striking were the interventions 
of high-school students who connected 
questions of gender justice to broader 
concerns regarding education, political 
participation, social exclusion, public 
infrastructure, and youth disenfranchisement. 
Their contributions reflected a generation 
that appeared both politically engaged and 
deeply aware of the structural challenges 
facing Sardinia.

Informal conversations afterwards 
reinforced the impression that younger 
activists were developing increasingly 
sophisticated connections between social 
justice, territorial questions, and everyday 
experiences. Walking with several student 
organizers towards the train station after 
the event provided an opportunity to discuss 
their work, their organizations, and their 
perspectives on the future of Sardinia. These 
exchanges would become an early indication 
of the important role played by youth-led 
initiatives throughout the island.

Day 4 – Banne Sio and Sardinian cultural 
history (10 March)

The first formal interview took place 
with Banne Sio, whose knowledge of Sardinian 
history, culture, oral traditions, and the 
social life of the Barbagia provided an 
important introduction to several themes 
that would later reappear in different 
contexts. Discussions ranged from local forms 
of social organization to canto a tenore, 
historical memory, oral traditions, and the 
changing relationship between communities and 
territory.

The conversation offered an early 
framework for understanding how cultural 
practices, language, and collective memory 
continue to shape contemporary Sardinian 
life. Many concepts and historical references 
introduced during this encounter would later 
reappear through different voices and in 
different regions of the island, suggesting 
the existence of shared concerns that 
transcended local contexts.

Day 5 – Isili and the encounter with 
Luigi Pisci (11 March)

A decisive moment occurred during the 
visit to Isili, where I met Luigi Pisci 
and his family. What initially began as 
an interview evolved into a much deeper 
exchange. Through conversations held in their 
literary café, over dinner, and during daily 
activities, the encounter opened access not 
only to new contacts but also to a broader 
understanding of cultural activism, language 
revitalization, territorial struggles, and 
community life in central Sardinia.

Through Luigi and his network I was 
introduced to several people who would 
subsequently become important interlocutors 
for the research. The evening extended into 
a shared dinner and an overnight stay, 
allowing conversations to unfold beyond 
the formal structure of an interview. The 
encounter highlighted the extent to which 
cultural work, political engagement, language 
promotion, hospitality, and community-
building were deeply intertwined within 
everyday life.

Day 6 – Gergei, Santa Vittoria, and 
learning from heritage (12 March)

The following day was spent in Gergei, 
where I joined an international architectural 
workshop involving students from Sardinia 
and the United Kingdom. Hosted within a 
local agriturismo, the workshop focused on 
questions of conservation, restoration, 
and heritage management around the Nuragic 
sanctuary of Santa Vittoria, located between 
Gergei, Isili, and Serri.

The workshop revealed both the 
extraordinary density of archaeological 
heritage present throughout Sardinia and the 
difficulties associated with its protection, 
maintenance, funding, and public recognition. 
Conversations with students, professors, 
organizers, and local residents repeatedly 
returned to questions concerning cultural 
stewardship, heritage management, and the 
relationship between contemporary communities 
and the material traces of the past.

Day 7 – Isperdas and cognitive 
archaeology (13 March)

The days spent in Gergei also provided 
an opportunity to spend time with the 
founders of Isperdas, an experiential tourism 
project deeply rooted in the landscape and 
cultural heritage of the region. Near the 

workshop venue stands an unusual structure: 
one of the first newly built nuraghi 
constructed in contemporary Sardinia.

The project emerged from what its 
founders describe as a process of “cognitive 
archaeology”: an attempt to rediscover 
ancestral forms of learning from, listening 
to, and relating to land and place by 
reconstructing Nuragic building techniques 
through direct experimentation. Conversations 
with the founders ranged from archaeology 
and education to ontology, design, memory, 
and territory. Their reflections resonated 
strongly with several theoretical strands 
informing this thesis, particularly those 
concerning relational worldviews, situated 
knowledge, and the capacity of design 
practices to reproduce or transform ways of 
inhabiting the world.

Day 8 – Energy and anticolonial struggle 
(14 March)

Before leaving the area, I met Emilio 
Demuro, whose reflections expanded several 
themes that had already emerged during 
previous conversations. Discussions ranged 
across cultural production, Sardinian 
identity, collective memory, and contemporary 
social challenges. The encounter provided an 
opportunity to consolidate insights gathered 
throughout the preceding days and to further 
understand the relationships connecting 
different actors active in cultural and 
territorial initiatives across central 
Sardinia.

I later drove to Sassari where I met 
Cristiano Sabino, a core grassroots organizer 
against energy speculation as well as other 
causes. We discussed sardinian history, 
current mobilizations related to energy, and 
future prospects for social collaboration.

Day 9 – Return to La Maddalena (15–16 
March)

After several days of continuous travel, 
interviews, and events, I returned briefly 
to La Maddalena. The pause provided an 
opportunity to reorganize notes, reflect on 
the growing volume of material collected, 
and prepare for the second phase of the 
fieldwork. It also allowed time to reconnect 
with family and to process the many 
conversations, documents, and impressions 
accumulated during the first week.

Day 10 – Ozieri and Sorgono: anti-
speculation and feminist territoriality (17 
March)
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A particularly important encounter took 
place in Ozieri with Mariagrazia Demontis, 
one of the most active voices within the 
anti-speculation mobilizations opposing 
large-scale renewable energy developments. 
The meeting provided an entry point into the 
complex legal, technical, environmental, and 
political dimensions of the current energy 
transition. Through documents, maps, reports, 
and extensive discussion, it became clear 
that what initially appeared as a debate 
around wind farms and renewable energy was in 
fact embedded within much broader concerns 
regarding territorial autonomy, environmental 
justice, democratic participation, and the 
historical relationship between Sardinia and 
externally driven development models.

Later that same day, the journey 
continued towards Sorgono, where I met 
members of Avrotadoras, a feminist collective 
working on questions of gender, culture, 
territory, and community life. The encounter 
highlighted the extent to which feminist 
perspectives were intertwined with broader 
discussions concerning depopulation, 
intergenerational relationships, 
care, cultural reproduction, social 
infrastructures, community engagement, and 
the future of rural Sardinia. The meeting 
extended well beyond the formal conversation. 
The collective’s headquarters occupied the 
basement of a family home, and the evening 
continued around a shared dinner with members 
of the collective and their family. As would 
happen repeatedly throughout the fieldwork, 
domestic spaces became important sites of 
learning, revealing how political engagement 
is often sustained through networks of 
friendship, kinship, care, and everyday 
social reproduction.

Day 11 – Tonara and Orgosolo (18 March)

Travelling through Tonara on the way 
to Orgosolo provided an opportunity for 
several informal conversations that, while 
not formally planned, contributed to a 
growing sense of how frequently discussions 
concerning work, migration, depopulation, 
territorial belonging, and future prospects 
emerged in everyday interactions. These brief 
encounters often reinforced themes already 
encountered elsewhere, revealing remarkable 
consistencies across different geographical 
contexts.

The visit to Orgosolo marked another 
decisive moment in the research. There I met 
Paola Lai, whose reflections on activism, 

community organizing, local history, cultural 
life, situated forms of sustainability, and 
translocal engagement provided a particularly 
grounded perspective on contemporary 
Sardinian struggles. The encounter extended 
beyond a formal interview and developed 
through shared meals, conversations, and time 
spent with the family within the rhythms of 
everyday life. Being welcomed into a domestic 
environment offered a different form of 
access than public meetings or organized 
events, making it possible to observe 
how political commitments, territorial 
attachment, family life, and cultural 
practices intersect in ordinary settings.

Day 12 – Landscapes of extraction and 
return to Cagliari (19 March)

Leaving Orgosolo, I crossed the southern 
plains during a day marked by heavy rain and 
hail, passing through Domusnovas, Iglesias, 
and Portoscuso before eventually returning 
to Cagliari. The journey itself became 
another occasion to observe the territorial 
contrasts that characterize the island, from 
industrial landscapes and mining legacies to 
agricultural areas and coastal settlements.

Moving through these territories 
after the previous days of interviews and 
discussions encouraged a different reading of 
the landscape. Many of the themes emerging 
throughout the fieldwork—resource extraction, 
marginalization, development, environmental 
transformation, and resistance—could now be 
observed directly through the material traces 
they had left across the territory.

Day 13 – Students, critical geography, 
and academic conversations (20 March)

The last days spent in Cagliari 
were characterized by a growing overlap 
between fieldwork, friendship, and academic 
exchange. Staying with students and recent 
acquaintances opened opportunities for long 
conversations that frequently continued 
late into the evening, expanding beyond the 
immediate focus of the thesis towards broader 
questions concerning identity, migration, 
political participation, education, and the 
future of Sardinia.

These discussions highlighted the 
presence of a younger generation of students 
deeply interested in questions of spatial 
justice, feminism, critical geography, and 
socially engaged forms of planning and 
design. Through these conversations I was 
introduced to academic networks within the 

University of Cagliari, including a professor 
working on feminist and critical geography 
and one of her former doctoral researchers, 
whose work would later become relevant to 
the chapter on renewable energy speculation. 
These encounters offered an opportunity 
to reflect on the relationship between 
academic knowledge production and the broader 
political and cultural debates unfolding 
across the island.

Day 14 – Shardana and the digital field 
(21 March)

Towards the end of the fieldwork, a 
planned return to Orgosolo was interrupted 
due to unforeseen personal circumstances 
affecting one of the scheduled meetings. 
Remaining in Cagliari instead led to another 
significant encounter, this time with 
Shardana, whom I had initially discovered 
through social media.

As had happened several times throughout 
the research, digital spaces unexpectedly 
became extensions of the field itself. 
Algorithms, local news, activist networks, 
and cultural initiatives increasingly shaped 
what appeared on my screens, producing new 
opportunities for connection and encounter. 
The conversation with Shardana and her 
friends opened yet another perspective 
on Sardinian identity, representation, 
and cultural production, while further 
demonstrating the diversity of people engaged 
in rethinking the island’s future.

Departure and reflection

The final days were spent moving 
between Cagliari, Orgosolo, and ultimately 
La Maddalena, revisiting places, gathering 
remaining observations, and consolidating 
relationships established throughout 
the preceding weeks. By this point, the 
fieldwork had evolved far beyond its initial 
research plan. Rather than following a 
predefined itinerary, it had become a 
process of progressively entering networks 
of trust, hospitality, and mutual curiosity 
through which new people, places, and ideas 
continually emerged.

What began as a study of territorial 
conflict increasingly revealed itself as an 
exploration of the relationships, practices, 
and forms of care through which people 
actively imagine and defend alternative 
futures for Sardinia.
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meeting resistance

One of the most striking observations 
emerging from the fieldwork was the 
realization that resistance in Sardinia 
rarely appears in a single form. Rather 
than being confined to protests, political 
parties, or organized movements, it unfolds 
through a wide range of cultural, social, 
legal, educational, artistic, and territorial 
practices. Some are highly visible, while 
others operate quietly through everyday acts 
of care, memory, teaching, documentation, 
hospitality, and community-building. Taken 
together, they reveal a dense ecosystem of 
actors attempting to defend, reproduce, 
and imagine collective futures in the face 
of processes perceived as dispossessing, 
marginalizing, homogenizing, or rendering 
invisible.

While contemporary public discourse 
often associates resistance with 
demonstrations or direct political 
confrontation, the fieldwork revealed a much 
broader repertoire of practices. Resistance 
frequently emerges through the production of 
knowledge, the preservation of language, the 
organization of cultural events, the creation 
of spaces of encounter, the transmission of 
memory, the construction of legal arguments, 
and the cultivation of relationships capable 
of sustaining collective action over time. 
In many cases, these practices do not 
simply oppose unwanted transformations. 
They actively construct alternative ways of 
inhabiting, understanding, and governing 
territory.

Protest and Collective Mobilization

The most visible forms of resistance 
encountered during the fieldwork were 
protests, assemblies, demonstrations, public 
meetings, and grassroots mobilizations. 
Contemporary examples include demonstrations 
concerning the healthcare crisis in Sardinia, 
feminist mobilizations, anti-militarist 
initiatives, and international solidarity 
movements. These struggles exist within a 
much longer Sardinian history of resistance, 
ranging from anti-colonial revolts and 
peasant mobilizations to campaigns against 
military occupation, environmental 
contamination, industrial exploitation, and 
territorial dispossession.

Among the contemporary examples 

encountered during the fieldwork were 
demonstrations concerning healthcare, 
feminist mobilizations, anti-militarist 
initiatives, and international solidarity 
movements. Together, they revealed a 
surprisingly active civic landscape in which 
local concerns are rarely treated as isolated 
issues, but are instead connected to wider 
questions of justice, democracy, autonomy, 
and collective futures. While not all 
territorial struggles manifest through public 
demonstrations, conversations throughout the 
fieldwork repeatedly pointed towards a dense 
ecology of committees, associations, advocacy 
groups, and informal networks working on 
issues ranging from environmental conflicts 
and renewable energy speculation to language 
preservation, cultural heritage, public 
services, and social welfare.

Perhaps most importantly, these 
mobilizations rarely appeared as isolated 
events. Rather, they functioned as points of 
encounter through which new relationships, 
collaborations, and initiatives emerged. 
Many of the interviews, invitations, and 
subsequent encounters that shaped this 
research originated directly or indirectly 
from these spaces of collective gathering. 
Beyond their political objectives, 
demonstrations and assemblies often became 
moments of collective meaning-making, where 
experiences, frustrations, hopes, and 
interpretations could be publicly shared and 
recognized. Speakers were met not only with 
applause but with visible forms of resonance 
and empathy. People listened, nodded, 
laughed, disagreed, reflected, and often 
recognized parts of their own experiences in 
the words of others. In this sense, protests 
functioned not only as acts of opposition but 
also as spaces where collective narratives 
could be constructed, reaffirmed, and 
transformed.

Yet conversations with activists 
repeatedly highlighted the difficulties 
associated with collective mobilization. 
Territorial fragmentation, demographic 
decline, unequal access to resources, 
political divisions, and the coexistence of 
competing ideological positions often make 
alliance-building difficult. Resistance 
therefore appears not as a spontaneous 
expression of unity but as a continuous 
effort to create common ground among highly 

Music as resistance: an interesting continuity

‘the sheperd’s lament’

Orgosolo’s tenor 
singing tradition
(sardinian)

Lidia&Angelo:
‘humanitarian
song-writers’
(italian)

Sharrrdana: young diasporan 
artist (english)

“fertilizers
     not
   bullets”
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diverse actors. Maintaining alliances often 
requires as much work as confronting external 
threats.

Music, Poetry, and the Transmission of 
Worlds

One of the most fascinating continuities 
encountered during the fieldwork concerns 
the role of music, poetry, storytelling, 
and performance as vehicles of resistance. 
Sardinia possesses a long history of oral 
traditions through which collective memory, 
social critique, and political expression 
have been transmitted across generations.

Particularly significant are the 
historical traditions of female poetry and 
singing, which provided important spaces 
for expression, memory-making, storytelling, 
and social commentary. Far from being merely 
folkloric practices, these traditions 
constituted forms of cultural transmission 
through which knowledge, emotion, collective 
memory, and social values could be preserved 
and shared across generations.

This continuity remains visible in 
contemporary cultural practices. In Orgosolo, 
for example, canto a tenore represents much 
more than a musical tradition or a form of 
recognized heritage. Throughout different 
historical periods it has intersected with 
questions of collective identity, political 
engagement, and community memory. More 
broadly, oral traditions continue to preserve 
perspectives and narratives that are often 
absent from official accounts of Sardinian 
history.

The fieldwork also revealed contemporary 
expressions of this lineage. Activists 
and musicians such as Lidia Frailis and 
Angelo Cremone continue to use music as a 
vehicle for communicating anti-militarist, 
environmental, feminist, and anti-colonial 
messages. Their songs do not simply 
communicate information; they translate 
complex political issues into emotional 
and accessible forms capable of reaching 
audiences beyond activist circles.

At the same time, younger artists 
such as Shardana operate within translocal 
cultural networks, connecting Sardinian 
experiences to broader struggles for 
decolonization, Indigenous resurgence, 
international solidarity, and justice. 
Singing primarily in English while remaining 
deeply rooted in Sardinian realities, 
her work illustrates an attempt to place 

local histories into dialogue with global 
conversations. These different practices 
suggest that music functions not only 
as cultural expression, but also as 
infrastructure: preserving memory, creating 
emotional bonds, sustaining political 
engagement, and transmitting worlds across 
generations.

Territorial Listening, Collective 
Dialogue, and Cultural Production

A recurring theme throughout the 
fieldwork was the creation of cultural 
spaces designed not simply to communicate 
messages, but to foster collective 
reflection, territorial listening, and public 
conversation. These initiatives take many 
forms, including documentary screenings, 
concerts, archaeological and immersive walks, 
multisensory experiences, public discussions, 
and other cultural events that bring people 
together around shared questions concerning 
territory, memory, and collective futures.

The most prominent example is Quo Vadis 
Sardinia?, developed within the broader anti-
speculation movement. What distinguishes 
the project is not only the documentary 
itself, but the way it is used. Screenings 
are intentionally organized as collective 
events and are almost always followed by 
facilitated discussion. As the producer 
emphasized, the objective is not simply to 
distribute information or maximize online 
visibility, and in fact, the movie is not 
available publicly: rather, the film serves 
as a catalyst for gathering people in the 
same space and creating opportunities 
for dialogue around energy transitions, 
territorial sovereignty, environmental 
justice, democracy, and development.

Yet cinema represents only one 
expression of a broader cultural repertoire. 
The anti-speculation committees and other 
grassroots actors regularly organize 
concerts featuring Sardinian artists, public 
gatherings, territorial walks, archaeological 
initiatives, and other forms of embodied 
engagement with place. These activities 
encourage participants to experience 
territory directly, to encounter different 
perspectives, and to reflect collectively on 
ongoing transformations. In many cases, the 
events blur distinctions between education, 
culture, activism, and social life.

What unites these diverse practices is 
their capacity to create temporary arenas 
of encounter. Rather than presenting fixed 
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narratives or ready-made solutions, they open 
spaces where experiences, memories, concerns, 
and aspirations can be shared and discussed. 
Listening becomes as important as speaking. 
Participants are invited not only to receive 
information but also to contribute their own 
interpretations and situated knowledge.

In this sense, cinema, concerts, 
immersive walks, and multisensory cultural 
initiatives function as forms of social 
infrastructure. They cultivate relationships, 
strengthen collective awareness, and create 
conditions for democratic conversation. Their 
significance lies not only in their cultural 
content, but in their ability to generate 
spaces where people can come together, listen 
to one another, and collectively imagine 
alternative territorial futures.

Knowledge, Education, and Counter-
Expertise

Many of the actors encountered 
throughout the fieldwork engage in forms 
of resistance centred on the production and 
circulation of knowledge. This includes 
historical research, journalism, documentary 
filmmaking, legal documentation, territorial 
mapping, language revitalization, public 
education, technical counter-expertise, and 
the preservation of collective memory.

Figures such as Banne, Marcella Ghiani, 
Mariagrazia Demontis, Cristiano Sabino, 
Marilina Beka Colavu, and the founders 
of Isperdas demonstrate that knowledge 
production is itself a contested field. In 
many cases, resistance begins by documenting 
what would otherwise remain invisible: 
environmental contamination, territorial 
transformations, historical injustices, 
disappearing languages, or neglected forms of 
cultural heritage.

Particularly significant is the role 
of spaces such as the literary café Godot 
in Isili. Functioning simultaneously as 
bookshop, café, meeting place, archive, 
cultural centre, and political forum, it acts 
as a form of social infrastructure where 
conversations, solidarities, and collective 
learning can emerge. Similar functions 
are performed by cultural associations, 
language initiatives, informal networks, and 
community projects encountered throughout the 
fieldwork.

The Isperdas and NURTime initiatives 
provide another particularly striking 
example. Through what their founders describe 

as “cognitive archaeology,” archaeological 
reconstruction becomes not simply a matter 
of historical curiosity but a process of 
rediscovering alternative relationships 
with territory, learning, materials, and 
collective memory. Here, knowledge production 
becomes inseparable from questions of 
identity, imagination, and future-making.

Legal Action and Institutional 
Engagement

Resistance also takes place through 
legal and institutional channels. Throughout 
the fieldwork, activists repeatedly referred 
to ongoing efforts to challenge environmental 
contamination, military pollution, 
speculative developments, and administrative 
decisions through courts, legal procedures, 
and regulatory frameworks.

Organizations such as the Confederazione 
Sindacale Sarda, Assotziu Consumadoris 
Sardigna, and the Coordinamento dei 
Comitati Anti-Speculazione exemplify this 
dimension of resistance. Their work reveals 
both the possibilities and limitations of 
institutional pathways. Legal action often 
requires immense amounts of time, expertise, 
documentation, and personal commitment, while 
outcomes remain uncertain.

Conversations repeatedly returned to 
the difficulties posed by bureaucratic 
complexity, asymmetries of power, unequal 
access to resources, and the challenge of 
translating lived experiences into legally 
admissible forms of evidence. In several 
cases, participants described how proving 
environmental and health-related harms can 
become an obstacle in itself, requiring 
communities to mobilize technical expertise 
and resources that are often unavailable. 
Nevertheless, these efforts continue because 
they represent one of the few available 
mechanisms through which communities can 
formally contest decisions affecting their 
territories.

Feminist Practices of Community-Making

The encounters with Avvolotadoras 
revealed another important form of 
resistance: the deliberate creation of 
spaces for dialogue, care, reflection, 
and collective storytelling. Rather than 
focusing exclusively on confrontation, many 
feminist initiatives seek to strengthen 
social fabrics, foster intergenerational 
exchange, and create opportunities for 
people to reinterpret their own experiences 

collectively.

Particularly striking was the 
inventiveness characterizing many of their 
activities. Public discussions, workshops, 
storytelling events, cultural initiatives, 
and gatherings centred around personal 
objects and memories become opportunities 
for producing shared narratives and creating 
connections between generations. These 
practices do not attempt to prescribe a 
singular understanding of feminism. Instead, 
they create conditions in which people can 
encounter different perspectives, share 
experiences, and collectively reflect upon 
their own lives.

One example involved inviting 
participants to bring personal mementos and 
use them as starting points for conversations 
about memory, identity, gender, and everyday 
experience. Through these exchanges, women 
were often able to reinterpret their own 
life trajectories, recognize forms of agency 
previously taken for granted, and situate 
personal experiences within wider social 
histories. Particularly powerful was the idea 
of creating occasions through which people 
could rediscover themselves as protagonists 
of their own histories, recognizing forms of 
courage, resilience, and transformation that 
had previously remained unnamed.

The conversations also highlighted the 
challenges faced by contemporary feminist 
organizing. Differences in political 
positions, generations, priorities, and 
experiences often complicate alliance-
building. Yet these difficulties were 
approached not as reasons for fragmentation, 
but as opportunities for dialogue. As one 
participant explained, feminism cannot simply 
be taught to someone. What can be created 
are spaces for conversation, listening, 
storytelling, and mutual recognition.

Resistance here takes the form of 
creating spaces where stories can be told, 
relationships strengthened, and collective 
meaning produced. Rather than offering ready-
made answers, these initiatives cultivate the 
conditions through which people may begin 
asking new questions together.

Planning and Urbanism as Resistance

Perhaps the most unexpected form of 
resistance encountered during the fieldwork 
emerged through planning itself. The 
grassroots proposal known as Pratobello 24 
represents an attempt to translate widespread 
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stewards of the otherwise Lidia	

Angelo

A lifelong activist, artist, musician, 
and community organizer whose work bridges 
feminism, environmental justice, anti-
militarism, and anti-colonial struggles. She 
brings extraordinary creativity, passion, and 
dedication to the causes she supports.

A militant activist, musician, 
entertainer, and community advocate. Deeply 
knowledgeable in history and geopolitics, 
he is actively involved in pursuing justice 
for the victims of industrial and military-
related environmental contamination in 
Sardinia.

I first encountered Lidia during the 
gathering Donne contro il colonialismo, la 
guerra e le armi. Like many of the people 
met during those first days in Cagliari, 
she moved effortlessly between artistic 
expression, political commitment, and 
community engagement. She embodied them 
simultaneously.

Angelo’s interventions repeatedly 
connected personal stories, environmental 
injustices, and broader political processes. 
He has an ability to hold an entire square 
with only a microphone, speaking about 
difficult topics such as gender or colonial 
violence or with clarity, intimacy, and 
accessibility.

Creativity without cynicism. 
Empathy and the capacity to really see 
people. The refusal to separate art 
from justice. The feeling that another 
world must also be sung.

Anger without bitterness. Serious 
things spoken simply. The dignity 
of remembering those who have been 
forgotten.

Throughout the fieldwork, 
I encountered a remarkably 
diverse constellation of 
individuals, associations, 
committees, artists, 
researchers, activists, 
educators, cultural 
practitioners, and community 
initiatives. While their 
objectives, methods, and 
political positions often 
differed, they shared a common 
commitment to caring for, 
defending, interpreting, and 
reimagining Sardinian territory 
and society.

Some engaged in direct 
political mobilization, legal 
advocacy, or environmental 
struggles. Others worked 
through culture, education, 
language revitalization, 
historical research, artistic 
production, community 
organizing, or the preservation 
of collective memory. Some 
sought to oppose specific 
projects or policies, while 
others focused on creating 
spaces of encounter, producing 
knowledge, strengthening 
communities, or cultivating 
alternative ways of inhabiting 
and understanding territory.

Together these actors 
form what might be described 
as an ecology of territorial 

stewardship. They operate 
across different scales, 
sectors, and fields of 
action, yet all contribute in 
various ways to maintaining 
collective capacities for 
self-determination, cultural 
continuity, democratic 
participation, and social 
imagination. Rather than 
understanding them solely 
through the language of 
resistance, this chapter 
approaches them as “stewards 
of the otherwise”: people 
and organizations engaged in 
keeping alive alternative 
possibilities, knowledges, 
relationships, and futures 
that might otherwise remain 
marginalized, forgotten, or 
excluded.

The following profiles 
provide a brief overview of the 
individuals and initiatives 
encountered throughout the 
research and the diverse 
forms of territorial care, 
cultural production, knowledge-
making, and collective action 
through which they engage with 
contemporary Sardinia. Each 
‘card’ attempts to depict 
briefly  who they are, our 
encounter, and something they 
taught me or that stayed with 
me.
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Enrico Cloe

Marilina Banne

A trade unionist, advocate, and 
organizer committed to defending the rights 
of Sardinian workers and communities. His 
work includes legal counselling, collective 
action, direct support to workers, and 
the cultivation of spaces that encourage 
dialogue, participation, and solidarity.

Archaeologist, doctoral researcher, 
and dedicated activist. Her work bridges 
heritage, research, civic engagement, and 
questions of identity, demonstrating how 
archaeology can contribute to contemporary 
discussions about culture, memory, and 
territorial futures.

A journalist, writer, investigator, 
and public intellectual. Her work has 
been instrumental in exposing injustices 
affecting the victims of depleted uranium 
contamination in Sardinia and abroad, earning 
her recognition for her commitment to truth 
and accountability.

A researcher, educator, public speaker, 
and expert on Sardinian culture, history, 
oral traditions, and social life. His 
work contributes to the preservation and 
transmission of collective memory and 
cultural knowledge.

Through him, discussions about labour, 
rights, and self-determination remained 
grounded in the everyday realities faced by 
workers and communities. His experience is 
not only about advocacy, but also providing 
practical support, building relationships, 
and creating spaces where people can come 
together to address shared concerns.

I met Chloe during the days of 
feminist and anti-colonial mobilizations 
in Cagliari. Although our encounter was 
brief, I was struck by her ability to move 
across different worlds: academic research, 
cultural heritage, political engagement, and 
everyday activism. Her presence challenged 
the common separation between scholarship and 
public life, showing how research can remain 
connected to communities and contemporary 
struggles.

Marilina participated in the panel 
alongside others, and our conversations 
touched on depleted uranium contamination 
and the diverse networks of injustice and 
violence that characterize contemporary 
capitalist modernity.

Our conversation ranged from social 
history to oral traditions, from canto a 
tenore to everyday life in the Barbagia. 
Banne also welcomed me into his home, where 
I had the opportunity to meet his family 
and experience firsthand the generosity and 
hospitality that accompanied our exchanges.

Looking outward without abandoning home. 
Solidarity across borders. The idea that 
struggles recognize each other.

Knowledge that remains grounded. 
Research that does not withdraw from the 
world. The possibility of caring for the past 
while remaining committed to the future.

Persistence. The courage to keep 
asking questions. The responsibility 
of making hidden things visible.

Stories that refuse to disappear. 
History as something alive. The 
feeling that memory is also a form of 
resistance.
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Gigi Emilio

Marcella Simone e Claudio

Lifelong activist, anti-militarist 
advocate, cultural organizer, and one of 
the most visible figures within the anti-
speculation movement. Together with Marcella, 
he co-manages the literary café Godot in 
Isili, a space where culture, politics, and 
community life intersect.

A cultural producer, entrepreneur, and 
anti-speculation activist. He is the producer 
of the documentary Quo Vadis Sardinia? and 
brings extensive technical knowledge related 
to territorial protection and environmental 
governance.

Language promoter, educator, cultural 
worker, and community activator. Through 
her professional and civic engagement she 
contributes to the preservation, teaching, 
and everyday use of Sardinian language and 
culture.

Brothers, entrepreneurs, cultural 
innovators, and founders of a project 
(Isperdas / nuurtime) combining heritage, 
tourism, experimentation, and what they 
describe as “cognitive archaeology.” Through 
the reconstruction of a contemporary nuraghe 
and a wide range of educational activities, 
they explore alternative ways of learning 
from territory, history, materials, and 
collective memory.

What began as an interview quickly 
transformed into friendship. Through Luigi 
I was introduced to people, projects, and 
conversations that would shape much of the 
rest of the fieldwork. The literary café 
itself appeared less as a business than 
as a social infrastructure where ideas, 
solidarities, and relationships could emerge.

Introduced through the Isili network, 
Emilio expanded several of the themes 
emerging throughout the fieldwork. Beyond 
his role in documentary production, he 
contributes technical expertise to the anti-
speculation movement and frequently helps 
facilitate conversations, connections, and 
collective reflection around territorial 
issues.

Marcella’s work revealed how much 
cultural preservation depends on everyday 
labour that often remains invisible. 
Through education, language promotion, and 
community engagement, she contributes to 
keeping cultural practices alive not through 
nostalgia, but through continued use and 
participation.

Our conversations often moved far beyond 
archaeology. Discussions about learning, 
memory, place, experimentation, and ancestral 
knowledge repeatedly converged with many of 
the theoretical concerns that had originally 
motivated this thesis. Meeting them felt like 
discovering a practical counterpart to ideas 
I had previously encountered only in books.

Generosity without calculation. 
Altruism, sacrifice, class 
consciousness, solidarity. Hospitality 
as a political practice. The rare 
feeling of immediately being among 
friends.

Vision. Initiative. The 
willingness to create things instead 
of waiting for them to exist. 
Strategy, allyship, advocacy.

Patience. Quiet determination. 
Prefigurative care. Recognition 
of language, meaning, diversity, 
solidarity.

Trusting intuition. Learning with 
hands. The possibility that ancient 
stones still have something to teach. 
Brotherhood and kinship.
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Cristiano Mariangela

Mariagrazia Caterina

Philosopher, historian, activist, 
and one of the most visible voices within 
contemporary Sardinian self-determination and 
anti-speculation movements. His work combines 
political analysis, historical reflection, 
public engagement, and a long-standing 
commitment to territorial justice. He 
introduced me to all the grassroots leaders!

Feminist activist, community organizer, 
and community-builder deeply involved in 
questions of care, participation, rural 
futures, and social cohesion. Through her 
work she contributes to creating spaces where 
people can meet, learn, organize, and support 
one another.

Lifelong activist, humanitarian 
worker, community organizer, and one of the 
most dedicated figures within the anti-
speculation movement. Through years of 
advocacy, research, documentation, and public 
engagement, she has become an important 
reference point for communities confronting 
speculative territorial transformations.

Feminist activist, lifelong learner, 
organizer, and advocate engaged in questions 
of social justice, participation, and 
community empowerment. Her work combines 
political engagement with a strong emphasis 
on communication, listening, and collective 
learning.

Cristiano provided one of the clearest 
articulations of the broader political, 
historical, and structural dimensions 
surrounding contemporary territorial 
conflicts. He also spoke extensively about 
public engagement, grassroots organizing, 
territorial sovereignty, and the practical 
challenges of building collective political 
action.

I met Mariangela through Avvolotadoras, 
in a space that was simultaneously a 
headquarters, a home, and a place of 
gathering. Conversations moved effortlessly 
between feminism, depopulation, rural life, 
culture, and everyday challenges. The evening 
continued around a shared dinner, making 
visible how much political work is sustained 
by relationships rather than institutions 
alone.

Our meeting in Ozieri opened a door 
into an entirely different scale of the 
renewable energy debate. Maps, legal 
documents, technical reports, and territorial 
analyses accumulated on the table while 
Mariagrazia patiently reconstructed years 
of mobilization, research, and resistance. 
What emerged was not only an environmental 
conflict, but a much broader struggle 
concerning democracy, territorial autonomy, 
knowledge production, and justice.

What struck me most was Caterina’s 
ability to create connection. Discussions 
never felt abstract or ideological. They 
always returned to people, relationships, 
emotions, and the practical realities of 
collective life. Her presence revealed how 
organizing often depends on capacities 
that rarely appear in official accounts of 
political action.

Intellectual clarity. Historical 
depth. The importance of naming things 
for what they are.

Energy. Warmth. The invisible work 
that keeps communities alive.

Dedication beyond measure. 
The extraordinary will to nurture 
collectivity. Trusting intuition, 
experience and ancestrality.

Empathy as strength. Listening as 
action. The intelligence of paying 
attention. Sneaking through the 
cracks. Theory without elitism.
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Paola Martina

Maurizio Alice

Activist, community organizer, and 
care worker deeply involved in the social, 
cultural, and political life of Orgosolo. 
Her work combines territorial stewardship, 
collective memory, social engagement, and a 
commitment to alternative futures rooted in 
local realities.

Researcher, activist, and critical 
scholar working at the intersection of 
feminist geography, territorial politics, 
environmental conflict, and decolonial 
perspectives. Her work combines academic 
inquiry with long-standing commitments to 
social and territorial justice.

Critical geographer, educator, and 
researcher whose work explores questions 
of space, justice, marginality, and social 
transformation. His scholarship combines 
theoretical rigor with a deep attentiveness 
to lived experience and territorial 
realities.

Researcher and critical scholar 
engaged with questions of territory, social 
justice, and spatial transformation. Her 
work contributes to broader conversations 
concerning power, inequality, and the 
possibilities of more just futures.

Arriving in Orgosolo felt like entering 
one of the places that had long inhabited 
my imagination before I had ever visited 
it. Conversations with Paola moved between 
local history, activism, community life, 
sustainability, and everyday struggles. The 
encounter extended into dinner and family 
life, allowing the research to momentarily 
dissolve into the rhythms of ordinary 
hospitality.

By the time we met, Martina’s work 
had already begun appearing throughout the 
research. Our conversation revealed how 
scholarship and activism can work together 
when both are motivated by a commitment 
to justice. Her work demonstrated the 
possibility of producing knowledge without 
abandoning political responsibility.

I met Maurizio through recommendations 
from students who had repeatedly spoken 
about him with admiration. Our conversation 
revolved around critical geography, 
pedagogy, academia, and the role of engaged 
scholarship. The encounter offered a glimpse 
into forms of teaching that attempt to create 
space for critical thought while remaining 
attentive to social realities.

Although our encounter was shorter, 
it formed part of a broader constellation 
of researchers attempting to rethink 
territory through critical and constructive 
perspectives. Conversations repeatedly 
returned to questions of responsibility, 
positionality, and public engagement.

Openness. Kindness. The feeling 
that politics can still be deeply 
human.

Research as responsibility. 
Critical engagement. Welcomness, 
kindness and comradery.

Seriousness without arrogance. 
Critical thinking without detachment. 
Making room for difficult 
conversations.

Curiosity. Precision. The value of 
remaining open to complexity.
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Shardana

ichnusa

Artist, musician, organizer, activist, 
and decolonial cultural worker. Through 
music, cultural production, advocacy, and 
political engagement, she combines artistic 
practice with a strong commitment to 
social justice, solidarity, and collective 
liberation.

The final steward of the otherwise. A territory shaped 
by memory, contradiction, resistance, extraction, care, and 
imagination. Through its landscapes, communities, histories, 
and struggles, the island continuously generates new ways 
of understanding relationships between people, place, and 
future.

Our encounter emerged unexpectedly 
through social media, a reminder that the 
field increasingly extends into digital 
spaces. By then, Sardinia had begun 
reshaping my algorithms as much as my 
itinerary. Conversations with Shardana 
moved effortlessly between music, identity, 
decolonial thought, activism, Palestine, 
cultural production, and contemporary 
Sardinian realities. She carried all of 
these dimensions simultaneously, without 
contradiction.

The fieldwork was originally conceived as a sequence of 
interviews and observations. It gradually became something 
else. Long drives, chance encounters, invitations, meals, 
demonstrations, villages, roads, coastlines, mountains, 
industrial ruins, archaeological sites, cafés, kitchens, and 
conversations all became part of the research. The island 
repeatedly redirected the project, introducing people and 
questions that could not have been planned in advance.

Empathy. Solidarity. Dedication. 
Charisma. Conviction.  Using your 
voice. Innate talent. The feeling 
that culture can still move people to 
action.

A territory that refuses simplification. Layers 
upon layers of histories, wounds, solidarities, and 
possibilities. The realization that alternative 
futures are often already present, quietly practiced 
at its margins.
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reflexivity 2
[during fieldwork]

file.txt

how encounters shaped my position

what surprised me first in sardinia was the permanent 
palestine gathering every evening in the square. it re-
vealed a political atmosphere that was not isolated or 
provincial, but deeply connected to global struggles.

i was surprised by the camaraderie, irony, rage, despair, 
and hope that emerged naturally with activists, protest-
ers, and many other people from different walks of life: 
people met in bars, theology students, union workers, 
older women, teenagers, former mayors, and others. 
sardinia appeared much more globally conscious than i 
had expected, not only in cagliari but also elsewhere.

i was also surprised by the way people treated me as 
fully sardinian. many people immediately felt contact 
with me, resonated with what i was trying to say, and 
then complicated it further. they did not simply confirm 
my argument; they problematized it, expanded it, and 
sometimes entered into a kind of collective fabulation 
about possible futures.

a shared sense of urgency appeared across conversa-
tions, but it was often lived with a strange patience. peo-
ple recommended books, knew some of the literature i 
was referencing, and carried a disillusionment that felt 
familiar to me: the feeling of living in the south of europe, 
the south of italy, or a whole region separated from ev-
erything else by a day of ship travel.

fieldwork also complicated my assumptions. i encoun-
tered racism, financial mindsets, complicities, and forms 
of common sense shaped by capitalist modernity, 
globalist assumptions, and everyday distinctions be-
tween “us” and “them.” these moments showed me that 
sardinia could not be romanticized as simply oppressed, 
resistant, or innocent.

a major complication was the difficulty of coalition. 
across conversations, i noticed dissensus, disagree-
ment, and sometimes negative narratives between 
people who were, in many ways, politically close. men-

also the peace of meals, communal eating, hospitality, 
jokes, kindness, and physical intimacy. many encounters 
carried an extended-family feeling, almost a cousins-like 
atmosphere.

fieldwork taught me that there is an important distance 
between intellectual work and direct experience. this is 
not a hierarchy where one is valuable and the other is 
not. both are forms of knowing. but the distance be-
tween them is real, and it becomes an unavoidable field 
of negotiation if communication is to be reciprocal.

this made relation itself appear as a central method and 
barrier. being able to relate, resonate, think with, walk 
with, and make with others became one of the most 
important political and methodological questions. the 
difficulty is that people do not automatically enter into 
commonality with different ways of thinking. every word 
can either open or close that possibility.

fieldwork also made clear what i still had no right or abil-
ity to fully explain. gender became one of those areas. i 
realized it was important to me and probably part of my 
future work, but i could not fully explain it within this the-
sis. i also could not fully explain shame: both the shame 
attached to place and the desire to transcend the place 
one feels shackled to from birth.

this was especially visible with people my age. my advo-
cacy for local worlds was appreciated, but sometimes 
also felt unrelatable to young people who wanted to see 
the world, leave, move, and escape. this may also have 
been shaped by the fact that many young people i met 
were from cagliari or studying there.

the emotions of fieldwork included closeness, scandal, 
disgust, anger, tenderness, confusion, and recognition. 
the field made everything more ambiguous. the colonial 
dialectic was not the only dialectic. the situation also 
appeared through ordinary disagreements about values, 
pasts, presents, futures, priorities, and ways of listening.

cristiano sabino’s point was important here: sardinians 

tioning certain names or positions could generate strong 
reactions. this showed that even within engaged or crit-
ical circles, there are fractures, rivalries, mistrusts, and 
difficulties in building on disagreement.

i felt that i was listening well when i realized that the 
structures i had prepared would not work. i often spent 
three hours with someone and asked only three ques-
tions. the rest was active listening. people seemed ready, 
even eager, to tell me what they thought, and the conver-
sations felt natural, as if i were speaking with neighbours 
while organizing something together.

i also felt i was listening well when i understood that peo-
ple were not surprised that i would never be able to tell 
everything. they knew that many histories do not exist 
on paper, that many lived realities are layered and untold, 
and that this is a work of a lifetime. they did not dismiss 
the thesis for that reason. instead, they welcomed me 
into that work.

there were moments when i felt i was projecting my 
framework onto others. this was especially clear around 
archaeology, anthropology, and ancestral culture. i 
sometimes hoped too strongly that sardinian ancestral 
culture would immediately appear analogous to indige-
nous cultures elsewhere. yet this was also complicated 
by the fact that many people, especially in rural areas, 
expressed a deep sense of being of the land without 
necessarily using the word indigenous.

this became one of the most important renegotiations 
of distance. people were not necessarily adopting global 
indigenous language in an appropriative way; rather, 
they were saying things that resonated with anthropo-
logical and ontological readings without needing those 
terms. i could recognize something in their tones, words, 
and ways of speaking, partly because they echoed the 
speech of women in my own family.

i noticed spatial attitudes, bodily orientations, and ways 
of inhabiting that readings alone could not have shown 
me. i noticed tiredness and franticness in daily life, but 

are not a united people, and no people in history is truly 
united except perhaps under extreme despair. diversity 
of political approaches is normal. the issue is not that 
sardinia should become one unified subject, but that 
across many differences there is still an emergent need 
for another way of inhabiting, engaging, and building 
futures together.

how my role shifted

my role did shift from speaking about sardinia toward 
listening with sardinia, but not in a simple way. field-
work did not only teach me to be silent. it also gave me 
encouragement to speak from sardinia, or at least from 
a position of engaged relation with it.

the turning point was realizing that many people did not 
treat legitimacy as a matter of pure origin. when a strug-
gle is just, and when something needs to be heard, what 
matters is not only whether someone is from sardinia, 
but whether they are seriously engaged with the reality. 
this does not erase positional limits, but it changes the 
meaning of responsibility.

at the same time, there are things i cannot claim. i 
cannot claim the same geographic, class, or material 
position as people who are forced into seasonal work, 
who must travel long distances for healthcare, or who 
experience the island’s infrastructural limits as daily con-
straints. my position is connected, but not identical.

what became central was not the idea of speaking for 
everyone, but the need to build a spatial language that 
could hold different voices, disagreements, places, prac-
tices, and forms of knowledge without flattening them.

3. From desk research to lived experience3. From desk research to lived experience

shame of the self . folklore instead of dignityshame of the self . folklore instead of dignity
neighbour conflict . relentless self-sacrificeneighbour conflict . relentless self-sacrifice

health issues . i am a native . i am part of thishealth issues . i am a native . i am part of this
a sense of being overwhelmed by the interconnectedness a sense of being overwhelmed by the interconnectedness 
the island (world) cannot be reduced to a single the island (world) cannot be reduced to a single 

strugglestruggle
sense of defeat . sense of no, defeat cannot besense of defeat . sense of no, defeat cannot be

but it’s a global system, a paradigmbut it’s a global system, a paradigm
how can a sardinian be racist? and yet some arehow can a sardinian be racist? and yet some are

or a zionist? and most are notor a zionist? and most are not
my work here is uselessmy work here is useless

4. from lived experience to research again4. from lived experience to research again

confirmed hypothesisconfirmed hypothesis > destabilised, expanded it > destabilised, expanded it

too dense to hold in a linear transcript or storytoo dense to hold in a linear transcript or story

i’m too close to seek marketability of an intervention i’m too close to seek marketability of an intervention 
(design? thesis? jobs? carreer??)(design? thesis? jobs? carreer??)

the island is a territory of layered strugglesthe island is a territory of layered struggles

the project is now about tracing how they hold the project is now about tracing how they hold 
together and how critical mapping can reveal and together and how critical mapping can reveal and 
challenge domination and create solidarity in actionchallenge domination and create solidarity in action
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reflexivity 3
[after fieldwork]

file.txt

relationality creativity evidence agency design 
justice collective arenas care humility continuity 
interconnectedness 

after fieldwork, the central actors were not only 
formal stakeholders, but activist work of many kinds: 
collectives, researchers, artists, educators, public 
participation groups, grassroots organizers, and people 
creating spaces of curiosity and pedagogy. but the 
deeper point was not simply which actors became 
central. it was that any meaningful proposal would have 
to be relational. there was no serious way to speak on 
this topic, design around it, or continue working after the 
thesis without engaging with others.

this changed the meaning of creativity. creativity was 
no longer something personal, individual, or expressive 
alone. it became something necessarily relational: 
the effort of meeting people where they are, offering 
support, creating space for reflection, and accepting that 
some degree of sacrifice is part of the work.

fieldwork changed my idea of evidence. speaking with 
people about health concerns, environmental damage, 
and institutional struggle made clear that evidence is not 
simply something that exists and then gets recognized. 
power determines whether evidence is collected, 
transmitted, believed, or allowed to matter. many 
stories remain unheard because collecting evidence 
requires time, money, institutional access, legal capacity, 
emotional labour, and continuity.

evidence also needs agency. it has to stick together 
across time, people, institutions, and places. without 
collective effort, good chances, and structures that can 
carry it forward, evidence can remain fragmented, even 
when it is true.

fieldwork also changed my idea of design. looking at the 
social and spatial realities of sardinia, i saw not only bad 
planning, but often the absence of planning capacity. 
many administrations do not have the resources, 
continuity, or institutional strength to address these 

humility as method, but not in the sense of self-erasure. 
in everyday interactions, humility meant listening, not 
assuming, and accepting the limits of my understanding. 
but with any curious or engaged person, as well as 
activists, organizers and civic actors, humility also had 
to coexist with conviction. people recognized that my 
position (educated abroad, able to speak in certain 
academic and professional spaces) gave my words a 
certain weight. so the task was not to disappear, but to 
use that affordance carefully: modestly, provocatively 
when needed, and always factually. so my political 
language became more precise, but my anger is still 
boiling, and most times emotions still win over word 
choice.

but fieldwork also showed me how much research 
and continuity are still needed. to work responsibly 
with historical civic societies, grassroots organizers, 
and territorial struggles, one encounter is not enough. 
continuity is the only way this work can become real.

the real task of the thesis became to show 
interconnectedness and to set up the basis for 
something useful. it could not solve the issues it 
encountered right now, but it could begin to document 
them and identify what kinds of spatial, relational, and 
institutional conditions would be needed to continue.

issues. institutions alone are not enough. what matters 
is how life actually happens, how people organize, and 
how spaces of negotiation can be created.

design therefore became less about producing drawings 
immediately and more about creating conditions for 
collective spatial agency. it could involve institutions, 
private actors, activists, and communities, but the work 
has no obvious ‘market’. if one sides with people who 
have little say in how their territory is managed, then part 
of the work initially falls into care, facilitation, research, 
volunteering, and relation-building.

spatial knowledge began to mean the slow construction 
of shared arenas: tables, maps, pictures, conversations, 
public moments, and spaces where people can make 
sense of what is happening together. the need was 
not only for representation, but for coordination, 
accessibility, continuity, and collective interpretation.

this brought me back to an older dream i had about 
architecture: working in service of people’s well-being, 
facilitating belonging, placemaking, and coexistence 
with the more-than-human. critically engaged methods 
of spatial justice and urbanism do work, but they 
require time, continuity, and what olufemi calls affective 
technologies: the relational capacities that allow people 
to think, walk, speak, and make together.

care as method if anything because it was the most 
direct way to understand. before fieldwork, i questioned 
whether i could write a feminist thesis about care while 
not always showing care toward myself. in sardinia, care 
became more spontaneous, but also more demanding 
in the sense that in a way it helped bring up a certain 
flood of emotions for all the parties involved. it opened 
conversations, created transparency, allowed people 
to imagine together, and made sense-making possible. 
care is difficult to call a “method” because it is more like 
a condition that opens other possibilities. but it works 
like a method because the more you learn how to make 
space for it the more encounter and change become 
possible. is care the first prefigurative politics? ...

emotion <> analytical recognitionemotion <> analytical recognition

anger > institutional blind spotsanger > institutional blind spots
anger > lack of accountabilityanger > lack of accountability
anger > violence hidden in normal developementanger > violence hidden in normal developement

admiration > invisible political labouradmiration > invisible political labour
admiration > territorial careadmiration > territorial care
admiration > knowledge outside institutionsadmiration > knowledge outside institutions

confusion > systemic entanglementconfusion > systemic entanglement
confusion > multiple overlapping regimesconfusion > multiple overlapping regimes
confusion > coloniality beyond one sectorconfusion > coloniality beyond one sector

overwhelm > scale of the struggleoverwhelm > scale of the struggle
overwhelm > coloniality beyond one sectoroverwhelm > coloniality beyond one sector

disillusionment > limits of institutional planningdisillusionment > limits of institutional planning
disillusionment > market logics vs collective lifedisillusionment > market logics vs collective life

clarity > planning knowledge as partialclarity > planning knowledge as partial
clarity > lived experience is expertiseclarity > lived experience is expertise

what persists, despite everythingwhat persists, despite everything

territorial dignityterritorial dignity
language recoverylanguage recovery
community autonomycommunity autonomy
solidarity economiessolidarity economies
internationalityinternationality
land stewardshipland stewardship
collective memorycollective memory
agro-pastoral knowledgeagro-pastoral knowledge

music as resistancemusic as resistance
muralesmurales
present strugglespresent struggles
feminist efforts of hackingfeminist efforts of hacking
protestsprotests
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[ 03 ] EXPLORATIVE-
ATLAS
_FRAMEWORKS
to see, to  hear, to imagine

_TOOLKIT
how to exercise my spatial 

agency
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The Explorative Atlas develops the propositional and 
operational section of the thesis. It organizes 
frameworks, methods, activities, processes, and platforms 
through which the critical and situated research can be 
translated into future spatial practice.

This section works with the concepts and analytical 
recognitions emerged from the previous ones, and 
recognizes the student’s spatial agency as interrelated 
to the multiplicity of sardinian struggles, efforts and 
grassroot action. The result is a series of planning 
and design tools: ways to evoke conversations, make 
conflicts visible, support collective imagination, and 
develop possible territorial trajectories; a series of 
adaptable processes and frames that can be declined and 
evolved across different themes, actors, conflicts, 
temporalities and scales.

The Explorative Atlas becomes the thesis’s proposal for 
continuing the work beyond the document itself. It 
translates the previous analysis into operational 
grammars, public formats, and collective infrastructures 
for anti-hegemonic spatial imagination in Sardinia.
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[01] frameworks

this is a series of 
frameworks which, to a certain 
degree, means absolutely 
nothing. 

i think of them as 
sketchbook prompts, mental 
maps, doors to landscapes 
of thought, and ways to not 
forget.

this is the first output 
of this thesis, the result 
of research and fieldwork, 
not designs but proto-design, 
ways to prepare the mind for 
designing sincerely.

beyond personal use and 
continuous reinterpretation i 
imagine these could be used to 
spark conversation, sketching 
or mapping.

believe it or not, i ended 
up wishing i had made these 
before fieldwork.

 
01 

(frameworks)

towards ontological design
[living bonds, emergent practices, relational spatialities]

towards radical imagination
[an ever-evolving framework for radical design]

space for dissensus
[postures for reading and engaging conflict and dissensus]

spatial justice and critical engagement

02
(toolkit)

the truck
liberating spaces
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towards an ontological design
[Logu – Popoli – Saperi: A Sketchbook for Situated Resistance]

Labo. Nemquiam vident omnis-
itatem esentinvelit quae as 
everro quae id eumet illit, un-
tur? Pid moluptae dolument der 
miliet banner.

Labo. Nemquiam vident omnis-

Following my bachelor’s degree in ar-
chitecture, I became increasingly interested 
in anthropology and in the role that spatial 
practices play in shaping the relationships 
between people, environments, knowledge, and 
ways of life. Questions that had accompanied 
me throughout my architectural education—
questions concerning development, moderniza-
tion, heritage, identity, participation, and 
justice—gradually led me toward literatures 
that challenged the assumption that there 
exists a single universal way of inhabiting, 
understanding, or transforming the world.

During my studies at TU Delft, I encoun-
tered these debates more directly through 
courses, conversations, and the work of 
teachers and colleagues concerned with ques-
tions of justice, plurality, and situated 
knowledge. Among these encounters, Arturo 
Escobar’s *Designs for the Pluriverse* rep-
resented a particularly important turning 
point. The book provided a language for con-
cerns that had accompanied me for years: the 
feeling that many design practices continue 
to operate through assumptions of universal-
ity, neutrality, and progress, often over-
looking the plurality of worlds, values, and 
relationships that coexist within and beyond 
modern institutions.

Initially, these reflections directed 
my attention toward Indigenous struggles and 
decolonial movements in other parts of the 
world. Yet over time, they also encouraged 
me to look more carefully at places closer 
to home. Living between different regions of 
Italy, moving through international environ-
ments, and reflecting on the histories of my 
own family led me to reconsider Italy not as 
a culturally homogeneous national space, but 
as a palimpsest of overlapping worlds, histo-
ries, and territorial experiences. It became 
increasingly difficult to ignore the uneven 
relations that continue to shape the coun-
try’s internal geographies, particularly in 
the relationship between northern and south-
ern regions, between centres and peripheries, 
and between dominant narratives and local 
forms of knowledge.

Entering the fieldwork phase of this 
thesis, I expected to encounter a significant 
degree of distance between my own perspective 
and those of the people I would meet. In-
stead, I found recurring themes, intuitions, 
and concerns that resonated strongly with 
many of the questions raised by pluriver-
sal thought. This did not erase difference 
or opacity. Rather, it reinforced the idea 
that meaningful collaboration does not re-
quire complete understanding. It requires 
the willingness to listen, to remain open to 
transformation, and to step out of the com-
fortable.

The framework presented in the following 
pages should therefore not be understood as a 
definitive theory of Sardinia, nor as a com-
plete account of its histories of resistance. 

It is better understood as a sketchbook: an 
attempt to organize and connect observations, 
concepts, stories, practices, and struggles 
encountered throughout this research. It 
offers a provisional map through which dif-
ferent forms of territorial knowledge, re-
sistance, self-organization, and collective 
imagination can be read in relation to one 
another.

Understanding how these relationships 
are maintained, disrupted, defended, trans-
formed, and reimagined provides one possi-
ble way of approaching Sardinian territorial 
struggles, not as isolated events, but as 
part of a broader history of situated resis-
tance and world-making.

this is a framework or 
sketchbook that can be used to 
reflect on the bonds between 
beings, knowledges, and places  

to visualise what breaks 
those bonds, and what nourishes 
them

a small triangle to spark 
conversations, which perhaps 
can become drawings, mappings, 
and imaginaries

do not ask me how it is 
useful, i just know it was my 
compass but i could also throw 
it away tomorrow
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[living bonds, emergent practices, relational spatialities]

towards an ontological design

this is a framework or 
sketchbook that can be used to 
reflect on the bonds between 
beings, knowledges, and places.  

to visualise what breaks 
those bonds, and what nourishes 
them.

a small triangle to spark 
conversations, which perhaps 
can become drawings, mappings, 
and imaginaries.
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space for dissensus
[a set of postures for reading and engaging territorial conflict and dissensus]

This is an ‘anti-framework’: its purpose 
is of course not to provide a unique method 
for resolving spatial conflicts, but an 
expandable set of complementary perspectives 
through which conflict can be interpreted and 
navigated.

As always, this anti-framework emerges 
from a combination of personal, pedagogical, 
and research experiences. It has been shaped 
by conversations with friends, colleagues, 
activists, community members, and teachers who 
approached conflict not simply as a problem to 
be solved, but as a condition through which 
different experiences, values, and futures 
become visible. It also reflects lessons 
drawn from fieldwork, collective projects, 
and encounters with situations in which 
disagreement, uncertainty, and asymmetries 
of power could not be reduced to technical 
questions alone.

It is further developed through an 
engagement with spatial studies and political 
philosophy. Each lens draws on the work of 
different groups and networks of authors, 
namely: Boano and Frediani’s discussion of 
participation, capability, dissensus, and 
coalition-building (2012), which in turn 
engages with the work of Mouffe, Rancière, 
and so on; on Mollett and Faria’s spatial 
reading of intersectionality and territorial 
power, building upon broader feminist and 
intersectional traditions (2018); on Awan, 
Schneider, and Till’s work on spatial agency 
(2011); on the italian geopolitical school, 
exemplified in Dario Fabbri’s and the Limes 
school’s understanding of strategy and 
tactics,and on a different reading of the same 
duality from another standpoint: de Certeau’s 
everyday strategies and tactics of resistance 
(2024, 2019, 1984).

The starting point is the recognition 
that territorial conflicts rarely concern a 
single issue or spatial concern or solution. 
They often involve competing understandings 
of place, unequal relations of power, 
different experiences of the same territorial 
processes, and contrasting visions of what 
should be protected, transformed, or made 
possible. Conflicts therefore reveal not only 
disagreement, but also the social, political, 
and spatial relationships through which 
territories are continuously produced and 
contested.

The framework is organized around four 
‘postures’ or ways of seeing, that allow for 
different ‘backgrounds’ or perspectives to 
inform our views:

* the agonistic posture allows to consider 
the value of dissensus, and focus on what is 
being contested and why it matters. 
* the critical posture considers how power, 
difference, and positionality shape the 
experience of conflict. 
* the designerly posture opens towards our 
spatial agency, and explores the various 
roles or attitudes designers can assume in 
relation to conflict. 
* the strategic posture considers the 
relationship between structural conditions 
and situated forms of action, paying 
attention both to long-term constraints and 
to the possibilities for intervention that 
emerge within and around them.

Taken together, these postures are not 
intended as a sequence of steps nor as a 
checklist to be completed. They represent 
complementary ways of approaching conflict 
that can be mobilized individually or in 
combination depending on the situation 
at hand. Different conflicts may require 
different emphases, and the same conflict may 
benefit from being revisited through multiple 
perspectives over time. Their purpose is not 
to simplify contested situations, but to 
reveal different dimensions of reality that 
might otherwise remain unnoticed.

[agonistic] 

The agonistic posture begins from the 
recognition that conflict is an inherent 
and irreducible dimension of collective 
life. Rather than assuming that social and 
territorial disputes can ultimately be 
resolved through consensus, this perspective 
emphasizes that plural societies are composed 
of actors with different interests, values, 
identities, and political projects that 
cannot always be reconciled. Territorial 
conflicts therefore reveal the political 
character of space, making visible the 
tensions, exclusions, and competing claims 
that shape places and their futures. Rather 
than viewing disagreement as a problem to 
be eliminated, the agonistic perspective 
understands dissensus as a legitimate and 
productive condition through which political 

Spaces 
are inhabited, 

used, valued, and 
imagined in different 

ways by different actors. 

Conflicts emerge when these 
realities, needs, ways of being, and 

aspirations come into tension with one 
another. Understanding a conflict therefore 

begins with understanding what is being 
contested, by whom, and why it matters.

Territorial 
conflicts 
emerge within 
historical, 
institutional, 
geographical, and economic 
conditions that shape what 
actors can realistically pursue. 
A strategic posture recognizes 
that many tensions are rooted not in 
misunderstanding but in enduring structures, 
competing interests, and unequal power relations. 
Understanding these conditions is essential for 
identifying both the possibilities and limits of 

Agency therefore consists neither in waiting for 
structural transformation nor in relying solely on 
isolated actions, but in continuously moving between 
long-term horizons and immediate opportunities, between 
enduring commitments and practical forms of engagement. 
In this sense, spatial practice becomes both strategic 
and tactical: attentive to larger territorial 
conditions while remaining capable of acting within the 
possibilities of the present.

Conflicts 
are not 
experienced in 
the same way by all 
those involved. 
The opportunities, risks, 
burdens, and possibilities 
associated with a territorial 
conflict are shaped by people’s different 
social positions, lived realities, and 
relationships to the territory itself. 
As a result, actors may be affected by the same 
process while experiencing very different consequences, 
constraints, and possibilities for action.

Design 
is understood 

here not primarily 
as the production of 

objects, plans, or spatial 
interventions, but as a 

situated practice that can assume 
different positions in relation to 

conflict. 
Depending on the circumstances, design 

may contribute by making hidden realities 
visible, questioning dominant assumptions, supporting 

collective action, or refusing participation in 
processes that reproduce injustice. 

Its role is therefore not predetermined. 
 Rather than prescribing a single mode of 

intervention, this posture treats design as a flexible 
practice capable of moving between research, critique, 
resistance, and refusal (...) according to the ‘horrors 
of the day’ (L.O.). Within this, design may assume a 
variety of positions: design as refusal, research, 
critique, resistance ...

Political disagreement is not necessarily a 
problem to be eliminated through consensus. Efforts to 
produce agreement can conceal inequalities, silence 
differences, and reproduce existing relations of power. 
Collective life is instead characterized by enduring 
disagreements arising from different interpretations of 
values, interests, identities, and futures: a mosaic of 
dissensus.

Dissensus has value for several reasons. It makes 
differences visible, generates political agency, and 
creates the conditions for contingent forms of coalition 
among actors who continue to disagree. Its exploration 
helps prevent participation from simply reproducing 
existing hierarchies; it transforms people from passive 
recipients of decisions into active political subjects; 
it enables forms of collective action that do not depend 
on unanimity; and it makes visible actors, knowledges, 
and possibilities that might otherwise remain excluded 
from public consideration.

Conflicts are shaped by multiple and intersecting 
relations of power, including class, gender, race, 
citizenship, age, ability, and colonial histories. 
These relations are embedded not only in institutions 
and decision-making processes, but also in places, 
infrastructures, property relations, environmental 
conditions, representations, and everyday spatial 
practices. As a result, actors occupy different and 
often changing positions within a conflict, experiencing 
the same project, policy, or territorial transformation 
in different ways and with different capacities to 
influence its outcome. Understanding conflict therefore 
requires attention to how power operates across 
different social and spatial positions, scales, and 
lived realities.
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questions become visible and contestable.

This perspective also questions the 
assumption that consensus necessarily 
produces better forms of participation. As 
discussed by Boano and Frediani, several 
critiques of participation have shown how 
consensus-oriented processes can conceal 
inequalities, restrict debate, and reproduce 
existing relations of power. Participation 
may become a mechanism through which certain 
interests appear universal while alternative 
perspectives are marginalized or excluded. 
From this perspective, the objective is not 
to eliminate disagreement but to create 
the conditions through which different 
positions can be expressed, recognized, and 
confronted. Dissensus therefore becomes a 
way of resisting the closure of political 
debate and maintaining space for alternative 
understandings of a situation to emerge.

The value of dissensus lies in its 
capacity to make differences visible, 
generate political agency, and create the 
conditions for contingent forms of coalition 
among actors who continue to disagree. 
Through conflict, participants cease to 
be passive recipients of decisions and 
become active political subjects capable of 
articulating claims, defending positions, and 
challenging dominant narratives. Dissensus 
also reveals actors, knowledges, identities, 
and futures that might otherwise remain 
invisible. At the same time, disagreement 
does not necessarily prevent collective 
action. Actors may continue to hold 
different interpretations of a situation 
while recognizing shared concerns and acting 
together around common objectives. Coalition 
therefore emerges not from unanimity, but 
from the temporary convergence of actors who 
remain different while pursuing overlapping 
goals.

[critical]

The critical posture begins from the 
recognition that conflicts do not occur 
between equal actors. Territorial disputes 
unfold through unequal relations of power 
that shape access to resources, visibility, 
institutions, expertise, representation, 
and decision-making processes. As a result, 
actors possess different capacities to 
influence outcomes, define legitimate forms 
of knowledge, and make their concerns 
heard. Understanding conflict therefore 
requires moving beyond the immediate object 
of disagreement and examining the broader 
social, political, economic, and historical 
conditions through which different positions 
are produced.

These relations of power cannot be 
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es for just products: The capability space 
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feminist geographic futures. Gender, Place & 
Culture, 25(4), 565–577. https://doi.org/10.1
080/0966369X.2018.1454404
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reduced to a single category or axis of 
analysis. As emphasized by Mollett and 
Faria, experiences of conflict emerge 
through the interaction of multiple and 
overlapping processes, including class, 
gender, race, citizenship, age, ability, 
and colonial histories. Different forms of 
privilege and marginalization intersect 
and interact, shaping how conflicts are 
perceived, experienced, and negotiated. 
The same territorial process may therefore 
produce profoundly different consequences for 
different actors, even when they inhabit the 
same place or are formally involved in the 
same decision-making process.

Power is not only exercised through 
institutions and formal political structures. 
It is also embedded within behaviours, 
narratives, places, infrastructures, property 
relations, environmental conditions, 
administrative systems, representations, 
and everyday spatial practices. Territorial 
conflicts therefore unfold through a 
complex geography of relationships in which 
actors occupy different and often changing 
positions. These positions may shift 
depending on the issue, scale, or territorial 
process under consideration: an actor who 
appears marginalized in one context may 
possess significant influence in another. 

Understanding conflict consequently 
requires attention not only to what is 
happening, but also to how it is experienced 
across different social and spatial positions 
and scales. Processes that appear beneficial 
at one scale may generate burdens at another, 
revealing how power operates through 
territory and everyday life.

[designerly] 

The designerly posture shifts attention 
from the interpretation of conflict to 
the possibilities of action within it. 
Design is understood here not primarily 
as the production of objects, plans, or 
spatial interventions, but as a situated 
practice operating within ongoing political, 
territorial, and social processes. Conflicts 
are not treated as external conditions 
to which design responds from a neutral 
position. Rather, design itself becomes one 
of the many practices through which contested 
realities are interpreted, represented, 
negotiated, and sometimes transformed. The 
central question therefore becomes not what 
should be designed, but how design chooses to 
position itself in relation to a particular 
situation.

From this perspective, design may assume 
different roles depending on the nature of 
the conflict and the opportunities available 

for intervention. Design as research 
contributes by making visible realities that 
remain hidden, fragmented, or difficult to 
communicate. Through mapping, documentation, 
storytelling, visualization, and other forms 
of inquiry, it helps reveal relationships, 
histories, exclusions, and opportunities 
that might otherwise remain outside public 
attention. Design as critique questions 
dominant assumptions and demonstrates 
alternative possibilities, expanding the 
range of futures that can be imagined, 
discussed, and contested. Rather than 
providing definitive answers, both positions 
seek to broaden understanding and open space 
for reflection.

At other moments, design may become more 
directly involved in processes of collective 
action. Design as resistance contributes 
skills, representations, organizational 
capacities, and spatial imaginaries to 
broader struggles for social and territorial 
transformation. It supports the ability 
of communities and groups to articulate 
demands, strengthen claims, and develop 
alternatives. At the same time, design as 
refusal recognizes that intervention is 
not always desirable. In some situations, 
participation may reinforce unjust processes 
or lend legitimacy to predetermined outcomes. 
Choosing not to design, not to build, or 
not to participate can therefore become 
an ethical and political position in its 
own right. Taken together, these positions 
understand design less as a profession 
delivering solutions and more as a situated 
practice capable of moving between research, 
critique, resistance, and refusal according 
to the needs and conditions of a particular 
conflict.

[strategic] 

The strategic posture situates conflict 
within broader historical, territorial, 
institutional, economic, and geopolitical 
conditions. Territorial conflicts do not 
emerge on a blank slate, nor can they always 
be understood solely through the intentions 
of the actors involved. They unfold within 
inherited landscapes, administrative 
structures, legal frameworks, demographic 
dynamics, infrastructures, and distributions 
of power that shape what different actors can 
realistically pursue. Some tensions therefore 
persist over long periods of time because 
they are rooted in structural conditions 
that cannot be easily altered through 
local agreements, technical solutions, or 
individual decisions alone. Understanding 
conflict requires attention not only to 
immediate events but also to the larger 
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Conflict is an ordinary condition of 
collective life rather than an anomaly.

Different actors attribute different 
meanings, values, uses, and futures to the 
same territory.

Consensus may conceal disagreement and 
reproduce existing inequalities.

Dissensus has value because it makes 
differences visible and creates political 
agency.

Coalitions do not require unanimity.

What / Which / Who?

What is actually being contested?
Which values, meanings, futures, or ways of life are 
in tension?
Who benefits from the current arrangement?
Who perceives a threat, loss, or opportunity?
Which disagreements are explicit and which remain 
hidden?
What common concerns exist despite disagreement?
Which actors might be able to cooperate without 
sharing the same vision?

How?

How can disagreement be made visible without forcing 
consensus?
How can conflicting positions be represented fairly?
How can political differences remain productive rather 
than destructive?
How can participation avoid suppressing conflict?
How can temporary coalitions emerge among actors who 
continue to disagree?
How can conflict become a source of learning rather 
than polarization?

What / Which / Who?

Who is most affected by the conflict?
Who is least visible within current discussions?

Which actors possess decision-making power?
Which actors possess knowledge but little influence?

What inequalities shape participation?
Which histories, identities, or experiences influence 

how actors understand the conflict?
At what scales are costs and benefits distributed?

How?

How can marginalized experiences become visible?
How can unequal capacities for participation be 

addressed?
How can knowledge from different positions be 

recognized?
How can power relations be mapped and discussed?

How can the consequences of decisions be evaluated 
across scales?

How can the analysis avoid treating communities as 
homogeneous entities?

What structural conditions 
shape this conflict?
Which territorial, historical, 
ecological, or cultural factors 
constrain action?
Which long-term objectives are different 
actors pursuing?
What recurring challenges emerge from the territory 
itself?
Which institutions, actors, and processes shape the 
field of possibilities?
Where does agency currently reside?
Which scales are most relevant to the conflict?

What / Which / Who?

How can long-term aspirations be translated into 
concrete actions?
How can actors navigate constraints without becoming 
trapped by them?
How can opportunities be identified within existing 
structures?
How can tactical interventions contribute to broader 
strategic objectives?
How can different forms of agency reinforce one 
another?
How can action connect everyday practices, 
institutional opportunities, and territorial visions?
How can change be pursued simultaneously across 

multiple scales and temporal horizons?

How?

What role should design assume in this situation?
Which forms of knowledge remain invisible?

Which realities require representation?
What assumptions structure the current debate?

Which alternative futures are absent from discussion?
Who is already acting?

Who might benefit from designerly support?

What / Which / Who?

How can design reveal hidden relationships and 
histories?

How can design support critical reflection?
How can representation strengthen collective agency?

How can design contribute without dominating?
How can spatial imaginaries support transformation?

How can designers avoid legitimizing harmful 
processes?

How can one determine when refusal is more appropriate 

than intervention?

How?

Conflicts do not occur between equal actors.

Power operates through institutions, 
territories, infrastructures, narratives, and 

everyday practices.

Different actors experience the same conflict 
differently.

Positionalities are multiple, relational, and 
changing.

Benefits and burdens are unevenly distributed 
across scales.

Conflicts emerge within broader historical, 
territorial, institutional, and geopolitical 
conditions.

Strategy concerns both aspirations and 
necessities.

Territorial and anthropological conditions 
generate recurring opportunities and 
constraints.

Tactics are adaptive responses to changing 
circumstances.

Agency emerges through the interaction of 
long-term horizons and situated actions.

Meaningful change requires operating across 
multiple positions and scales.
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everyday resistance

fundamental recognitions

Design is never neutral.

Design is a position within conflict rather 
than an external response to it.

Different situations call for different 
designerly roles.

Not every conflict requires a spatial 
intervention.

Refusal can be as meaningful as action.
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spatial justice

More than any specific theory or meth-
odology, spatial justice is perhaps the 
idea that most strongly unites many of the 
friends, colleagues, teachers, research-
ers, and practitioners who have made Delft 
feel like home to me over the past years. Of 
course, this is a remarkably diverse communi-
ty, composed of people with different back-
grounds, political positions, disciplinary 
interests, and visions of the future. Yet 
beneath these differences lies a shared com-
mitment to pursuing justice through design, 
planning, and spatial practice, and to ap-
proaching the world through situated, criti-
cal, and reflective forms of inquiry.

This is not the place to reconstruct the 
intellectual genealogy of spatial justice, 
nor to provide a comprehensive overview of 
the debates surrounding it. Readers interest-
ed in these discussions can find far richer 
accounts within the work developed by the 
Centre for the Just City and the wider body 
of scholarship from which the concept emerg-
es. What matters here is that spatial justice 
has become not only an analytical framework, 
but also a living conversation: a space of 
debate through which scholars, practitioners, 
activists, and communities continuously ques-
tion how justice can be understood, pursued, 
and translated into spatial practice.

Throughout this research, many of the 
concerns expressed during fieldwork resonated 
strongly with the language of spatial jus-
tice. Questions of access, exclusion, par-
ticipation, territorial inequality, recogni-
tion, care, and collective self-determination 
repeatedly emerged across conversations and 
encounters. At the same time, the framework 
itself appeared largely absent from local 
discussions, despite the fact that several 
actors showed considerable interest in its 
potential as a tool for advocacy, reflection, 

[A] Omnimaximpero te et aut restem dolorum 
harum, sit et eos dolupta volorem quatis dit 
rem vellacia quunditae re, con pa nonseni 
mincium alibus.

[B] Omnimaximpero te et aut restem dolorum 
sit et eos dolupta volorem quatis dit rem 
vellacia quunditae re, con pa nonseni mincium 
alibus.

[C] Omnimaximpero te et aut dolorum harum, 

and proposal-making. This observation moti-
vated the decision to include the Spatial 
Justice Conceptual Model within this thesis, 
not only as an analytical device, but also as 
a design output capable of supporting future 
conversations and collective action.
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towards radical imagination

This work emerged from a combination of 
pedagogical, relational, and methodological 
influences. It is shaped first by everyday 
forms of learning encountered through 
generous professors, shared studio cultures, 
friendships, associations, conversations, 
and collective moments with people who have 
treated spatial practice as a political and 
caring activity. It is also informed by 
fieldwork and by the awareness that an ideal 
radical spatial imagination studio does not 
simply exist ready-made: the space for it has 
to be occupied, constructed, and maintained. 
Methodologically, the framework has been 
developed through dialogue with Radical 
Spatial Futures, participatory utopian 
sketching, counter-mapping, and radical 
imagination field-guide practices, each of 
which offers a different way of connecting 
imagination, conflict, situated knowledge, 
and collective action (Matheney et al., 2024; 
Radical Spatial Futures, n.d.; Törnroth et 
al., 2022; van Beek et al., 2025).

The protocol is organized around five 
recurring moments: Seeding, Emergence, 
Encounter, Grounding, and Nurturing. These 
are not fixed phases in a linear method, but 
conditions that can be activated in different 
orders and at different scales. A process 
may begin from an existing conflict, from an 
activist network, from a public event, from 
a research question, from a site visit, or 
from an institutional opening. What matters 
is not that the moments follow one another 
mechanically, but that the process remains 
attentive to what is missing, what is already 
active, and what kind of relation needs to 
be strengthened next. In this sense, the 
protocol is a diagnostic and compositional 
framework: it helps read a situation and 
decide what kind of spatial-political work is 
needed.

Seeding refers to the preparation of 
the conditions that allow the process to 
exist. This includes ethical positioning, 
initial research, invitations, permissions, 
resources, bureaucratic steps, funding, 
and the clarification of the researcher’s 
or organizer’s role. Seeding is not only 
administrative. It is also the moment in 
which the process asks what kind of space 
is being opened, who is being invited, who 
may be excluded, and what responsibilities 
are created by beginning the work. In this 

sense, the role of the researcher is closer 
to scaffolding than directive facilitation: 
the aim is not to guide participants toward a 
predetermined outcome, but to build temporary 
conditions in which collective interpretation 
can emerge (van Beek et al., 2025).

Emergence refers to the moment in which 
existing realities are brought into view. It 
begins from situated knowledge: memories, 
conflicts, fears, attachments, practices, 
daily routes, ecological relations, and 
forms of experience that may not yet be 
publicly recognized. Emergence can begin from 
conflict, but it does not have to remain 
trapped in conflict. Participatory utopian 
sketching is useful here because it shows 
the importance of values-based imagination: 
asking not only what is wrong with a place, 
but what qualities, relations, and futures 
people want to make possible (Törnroth et 
al., 2022). At the same time, counter-mapping 
shows that future visions are often shaped 
by historical spatial trauma, displacement, 
and previous experiences of imposed 
transformation; for this reason, emergence 
must make room for both desired futures and 
inherited wounds (Matheney et al., 2024).

In practice, emergence may begin from 
any situation in which knowledge is unevenly 
distributed, fragmented, or difficult 
to access. This can involve interviews, 
territorial listening, participant 
observation, archival research, fieldwork, 
media analysis, oral histories, legal 
documentation, technical reports, activist 
archives, counter-mapping exercises, 
or the systematic collection of local 
experiences. The objective is not only to 
gather information, but to progressively 
structure it into forms that become 
legible and discussable. Maps, timelines, 
actor networks, territorial biographies, 
visual documentation, thematic archives, 
and public repositories all become tools 
for making visible both injustice and 
possibility. Emergence therefore produces 
the first spatial and political questions 
of the process. Through the identification 
of recurring tensions, values, absences, 
and aspirations, it begins to reveal what 
requires further collective attention and 
what forms of planning, design, or action may 
eventually become necessary.

Encounter refers to the construction 
of situations in which different actors, 
knowledges, and positions can meet. These 
may include residents, activists, experts, 
practitioners, associations, public 
administrations, and other affected groups. 
Encounter is not simply participation or 
consultation. It is the careful composition 
of a space where differences can become 
legible, tensions can be addressed, and 
possible alliances can begin to form. The 
aim is not necessarily consensus. Radical 
spatial imagination may require disagreement, 
friction, and plural imaginaries to remain 
visible, especially when different groups 
experience the same territory through 
different histories, risks, and expectations 
(Matheney et al., 2024).

Encounter becomes operational through 
the deliberate construction of situations 
in which different actors can engage with 
one another around shared materials and 
questions. Depending on the context, this may 
take the form of assemblies, exhibitions, 
documentary screenings, territorial walks, 
workshops, collective mapping sessions, 
public discussions, travelling installations, 
or informal gatherings. These events are not 
conceived as isolated participatory exercises 
but as opportunities to compare perspectives, 
surface disagreements, and identify common 
concerns. Particular attention is devoted 
to actors who rarely occupy the same space, 
including residents, activists, researchers, 
planners, technical experts, institutions, 
and political actors. Through repeated 
encounters, individual experiences begin to 
accumulate into collective understandings, 
while emerging questions become increasingly 
precise and actionable.

Grounding refers to the translation of 
imagination into situated commitments. It 
is the moment in which conversations become 
accountable to place, limits, institutions, 
actors, and possible forms of action. 
Grounding does not necessarily mean producing 
a final project. It may mean identifying a 
conflict that needs mediation, a group that 
needs to be involved, a proposal that can be 
tested, a public arena that can be opened, 
or a responsibility that must be carried 
forward. The idea of the perceptual bridge 
is useful here: imagination becomes stronger 
when it is anchored to material traces such 

the otherwise 
as in, the 
embrace of the 
unknowable; the 
unknowable as in, 
a well of infinity 
i want us to fall 
down together

Lola Olufemi 
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as maps, photographs, archives, walks, 
drawings, or spatial objects that connect 
possible futures to the physical reality of 
the present (Törnroth et al., 2022).

Grounding involves translating emerging 
concerns into situated forms of understanding 
and proposition. Materials collected during 
previous phases are analysed, spatialised, 
and connected through maps, atlases, 
diagrams, viewsheds, conflict analyses, 
scenario-building exercises, and other 
forms of territorial representation. These 
outputs help identify recurring variables, 
critical uncertainties, spatial tensions, 
territorial values, and potential areas of 
intervention. Grounding therefore becomes the 
moment in which planning and design begin 
to operate more explicitly. Rather than 
seeking immediate solutions, the process 
focuses on identifying what needs to be 
designed, negotiated, protected, repaired, 
connected, or transformed. Scenario-building, 
speculative proposals, governance strategies, 
and spatial explorations are used to test 
possible responses and make alternative 
futures discussable.

Nurturing refers to the maintenance 
of trust, care, memory, and continuity. It 
includes follow-up, feedback, documentation, 
shared meals, informal communication, 
celebration, and the creation of spaces 
where people can remain connected beyond 
the single workshop or event. This moment 
is necessary because radical imagination 
can be emotionally demanding, especially 
when it deals with ecological loss, 
territorial conflict, or long histories of 
marginalization. The idea of sanctuary or 
holding space is useful here: not every 
moment of the process must produce solutions. 
Some moments exist to hold uncertainty, 
fatigue, grief, disagreement, and care, so 
that the collective capacity to imagine and 
act does not collapse into extraction or 
burnout (van Beek et al., 2025).

Nurturing requires the continuous 
maintenance of both relationships and 
knowledge infrastructures. This may 
involve follow-up meetings, shared meals, 
communication channels, feedback sessions, 
educational activities, collective 
celebrations, and ongoing forms of mutual 
support. Equally important is the maintenance 
of archives, maps, photographs, videos, 
interviews, publications, and other materials 
generated throughout the process. Rather 
than being treated as final outputs, these 
materials become active resources capable of 

supporting future conversations, informing 
new participants, and strengthening 
collective memory. Nurturing therefore 
ensures that knowledge, trust, and 
collaboration do not disappear once a 
specific event or project concludes.

Them again, seeding focuses on 
translating accumulated insights into new 
forms of action, alliance, and influence. 
This may include the development of planning 
principles, policy recommendations, 
governance proposals, educational programmes, 
advocacy campaigns, public communication 
strategies, exhibitions, publications, or 
new participatory initiatives. Seeding also 
involves expanding networks and building 
coalitions capable of carrying ideas beyond 
their original context. Particular attention 
is devoted to identifying how emerging 
knowledges can travel across scales, reaching 
communities, institutions, researchers, 
municipalities, unions, associations, and 
wider publics. At the same time, each cycle 
of seeding generates new questions, new 
relationships, and new opportunities that 
become the starting point for subsequent 
rounds of emergence, encounter, grounding, 
and nurturing.

The protocol is interscalar. Within 
one afternoon, emergence may happen through 
stories or spatial observations, encounter 
through facilitated discussion, grounding 
through the definition of next steps, and 
nurturing through shared closure and follow-
up. Across several months, the same moments 
may become a programme of site visits, 
assemblies, working groups, institutional 
meetings, public documentation, and revised 
ethical commitments. Across a longer 
platform, they may form a repeating cycle of 
research, communication, alliance-building, 
feedback, archiving, and territorial care. 
The same logic can therefore operate inside 
a single workshop, a local conflict, a civic 
campaign, or a broader territorial process.

The protocol also treats spatial 
imaginaries as performative rather than only 
representational. Mapping, storytelling, 
sketching, gathering, and documenting are 
not neutral ways of recording opinions; 
they can change what becomes visible, who 
is recognized as a knowledge-holder, and 
which futures become discussable. Counter-
mapping is especially important in this 
regard, because it shows how spatial 
imaginaries are enacted through practices of 
resistance, memory, occupation, assembly, and 
alliance-building (Matheney et al., 2024). 

The protocol therefore does not only ask 
participants to imagine alternative futures; 
it recognizes that the process of imagining 
together can already begin to reorganize 
relations around a place.

First, imagination must be both critical 
and affirmative: it should expose conflicts 
and historical wounds, but also create 
space for and sometimes start from values, 
attachments, and desired futures. Drawing on 
participatory utopian sketching, the protocol 
therefore does not only ask what is damaged 
or contested in a place, but also what 
qualities of collective life participants 
wish to make possible (Törnroth et al., 
2022).

Second, imagination must be materially 
anchored through perceptual bridges: maps, 
photographs, archives, stories, walks, and 
objects that connect speculative thought 
to the lived and physical conditions of 
place. Drawing on Törnroth et al.’s use of 
transparent overlays on site photographs, the 
protocol treats material supports as devices 
that allow speculative futures to remain 
connected to the spatial reality from which 
they emerge (Törnroth et al., 2022).

Third, the role of the organizer should 
be understood as scaffolding rather than 
control: drawing on The What If Garden, 
the protocol understands facilitation as 
scaffolding, a temporary structure that holds 
open the conditions for collective rehearsal, 
care, and emergence without predetermining 
the form or outcome of what participants 
imagine together (van Beek et al., 2025).

Fourth, the process must include 
sanctuary and care, because collective 
imagination requires emotional and relational 
maintenance. Drawing again on The What If 
Garden, sanctuary names the need for moments 
in which the pressure to produce solutions 
is suspended, allowing grief, uncertainty, 
fatigue, and trust to be held as part of the 
work rather than treated as obstacles to it 
(van Beek et al., 2025).

Finally, the protocol must remain open 
to multiple entry points, because different 
situations require different beginnings: 
some need emergence, some need encounter, 
some need grounding, and some need nurturing 
before any further political or spatial work 
can continue. Drawing on counter-mapping work 
on radical spatial imaginaries, this openness 
is necessary because spatial imagination 
may begin from historical trauma, active 

resistance, community memory, or already 
existing insurgent practices, rather than 
from a neutral or predefined starting point 
(Matheney et al., 2024).
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[02] toolkit

this is an initial 
exploration of my spatial 
agency within the complexity 
emerged from the site.

the truck is in its 
most ideal form a mobile 
infrastructure for territorial 
imagination. more essentially, 
it’s just a spatial 
manifestation of my ‘being 
there’, and ‘interacting with 
-’, the true prerequisite for 
my current understanding of 
rsi.

what follows is a series of 
activities, methods, excercises 
for conducting meaningful 
conversations about the spaces 
around us

do not think of these as 
final, prescriptive or fixed. 
think of this quote:

‘here are strategies for 
resistance, they’re not total, 
they’re not right, they are 
there. pick them up and put 
them down depending on the 
horror of the day.’ -LO

 
02 

(toolkit)

the truck
[my spatial agency]

affective technologies toolbox
[liberating spaces for radical design]

towards the otherwise
[programs for territorial imagination]
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the truck

tm pianale

50 pianale 50 furgone

tm

similar cheap, 
electrical chinese 

truck

tm

tm furgone

cross country

| 1m*1m

| 1.5m*1.5m

| 2m*2m

the truck is a hybrid 
conceptual space that 
encompasses my ability to move 
around, with objects and ways 
of relation that vary according 
to the season or project or 
event.

at the same time it 
represents my limit: 
the capacity to be in a 
sociospatial reality.

it begins with a study 
of the cargo dimentions of a 
quintessential small vehicle 
for local transport commonly 
used by farmers in the island.

various models were 
analized, namely the classic 
ape 50 and tm, as well as 
an elecrical chinese model 
available in europe.

the dimentions were then 
averaged together and a 
provisional unit emerged, along 
with its subunits.
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in abstract 3d space, we 
can visualise the cargo space 
as a nested space. 

the top of the truck can 
be used for a solar panel and 
occasional extra cargo.

in reality, part of the 
space would be used more 
permanently, such as for 
batteries, versatile equipment, 
basic necessities. 

but with a smart design, 
we could reduce this part and 
still have a solid space to 
use for transporting workshop 
materials or technical 
equipment.

with the help of an 
additional cargo box, attached 
to the back of the truck, a lot 
of space can be useable.
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the truck can follow 
whichever priority comes first 
after it is built or obtained.

various materials for 
exhibitions, working tables, 
public engagement, are 
available online or simply 
constructable.

the next step is designing 
the atmosphere, or the 
situation, or the arena.

fieldwork journey map
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example. a few weeks after 
fieldwork, i had been chatting 
with marcella and she called 
me revealing the results and 
materials of some interviews 
related to toponomy, collective 
memory and epistemic justice. 
these renders imagine the 
possibility of staying with 
this emergence, and open up the 
conversation.

we settle in Isili, at the 
literary cafe Nuova Godot. 
after some planning, we set up  
a festival to bring together 
people, memories and places.

what has been almost 
forgotten? what can be brought 
to light? ...
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affective technologies toolbox
[liberating spaces for radical design]

* (Radical Spatial Futures)

conflict mapping
contradictory desires
territorial dissensus

material agents,
frameworks,

liberating spaces

ways of cultivating
spatial justice 

and radical spatial imagination

specific,
fleeting moments of

collective imagination

relational

agency toolkit

liberating

spaces

R S I

workflow

travelling documentary
audiovisual storytelling
collective discussion

mural workshop
collective representation
negotiated symbolism

travelling atlas
radical mapping
mobile archive

subjective atlas
emotional geographies
situated cartographies

scenario making
value clustering
plural futures

fishbowl
listening * facilitation
constructive coalitions

relational drawing
affective geographies
intersectional mapping

comizi d’amore
care-based conversations
relational trust-building

Emergence

Encounter

Grounding

Nurturing

Seeding

what follows is a series of 
activities, methods, excercises 
for conducting meaningful 
conversations about the spaces 
around us

in addition to the 
materials presented so far, and 
all other ‘material agents’* 
that may be involved, what 
can truly be useful in this 
process of RSI is a set of 
temporary social institutions 
(in the technical sense: norms, 
customs, arrangements) that 
may facilitate any collective, 
pedagogic, designerly process.

compiled here are a few 
archetypes, but the true nature 
of this explorative atlas is 
fleeting and relational. for 
example, what is described 
as ‘travelling atlas’ has 
already happened at least 
twice: my fieldwork, and 
another instance: our situated 
cartography idea explained 
before. I could only help 
expand this - we’re already 
talking about it.
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towards the otherwise
[programs for territorial imagination]

what follows is a series 
of exploratory programmes 
developed from the people, 
places, struggles, and 
practices encountered 
throughout this research. 
Each programme uses the tools 
and frameworks presented so 
far to create situations for 
collective inquiry, learning, 
imagination, and action around 
specific territorial questions.

They are not intended as 
finished projects or universal 
models, but as evolving 
proposals through which 
relationships, knowledges, and 
alternative futures can be 
explored together.

energy justice festival
mobile infrastructure for radical spatial imagination

altermoderno: the future within the past
ancestral spatialities and situated archaeologies

myths maps memory
language justice through oral cartographies

migranTruck
migrant spatial justice festival

meandering feminist
spaces of care, dialogue, and collective imagination

energy justice festival
mobile infrastructure for radical spatial imagination
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energy justice festival
mobile infrastructure for radical spatial imagination

The Energy Justice Infrastructure is a distributed participatory action research programme focused 
on understanding, documenting, communicating, and collectively responding to the spatial 
dimensions of Sardinia’s contemporary energy transition. Rather than operating within a single site, 
institution, or timeframe, the programme develops through an expanding network of places, actors, 
materials, and initiatives connected through recurring cycles of Radical Spatial Imagination.
The programme begins from existing relationships, active struggles, and ongoing initiatives located 
in territories where trusted contacts and collaborative opportunities already exist, including Gallura, 
Barbagia, Sarcidano, Sassari, and other areas that may emerge through the process. New locations 
are not selected through comprehensive territorial coverage, but through the gradual expansion of 
alliances, invitations, concerns, and opportunities identified during the work itself.
Activities occur across multiple scales. At the local scale, the programme supports communities, 
committees, associations, and initiatives through documentation, mapping, communication, 
visualisation, public engagement, and collaborative research. At the territorial scale, materials 
generated in different places are compared and analysed to identify recurring patterns, concerns, 
and challenges. At the regional scale, accumulated knowledge contributes to broader discussions 
concerning energy justice, governance, planning, participation, and territorial futures.
The emergence component focuses on collecting and organising dispersed forms of knowledge. 
Interviews, oral histories, testimonies, legal documents, environmental reports, planning documents, 
technical studies, activist archives, field observations, media material, and community experiences 
are progressively assembled into a shared territorial archive. Particular attention is devoted to 
identifying recurring forms of injustice, territorial values, areas of conflict, existing alternatives, 
practices of stewardship, and emerging questions requiring further investigation. This material is 
translated into accessible formats through maps, timelines, diagrams, atlases, photographs, videos, 
exhibitions, and public communication materials.
Encounter takes place through public discussions, assemblies, documentary screenings, travelling 
exhibitions, collective mapping sessions, territorial walks, workshops, interviews, and informal 
gatherings. These activities create opportunities for residents, activists, researchers, municipalities, 
planners, technical experts, cultural practitioners, and other actors to engage with one another. 
Particular attention is given to facilitating dialogue between groups that rarely encounter each other 
directly, as well as creating opportunities for communities to compare experiences across different 
territories.
Grounding involves transforming collected materials into spatial understanding and exploratory 
propositions. Conflict maps, justice benchmarks, actor networks, territorial biographies, spatial 
analyses, and participatory atlases are used to reveal how environmental, social, cultural, political, 
and economic processes intersect spatially and where opportunities have emerged. These materials 
also provide the basis for scenario-building exercises, design explorations, territorial strategies, and 
discussions regarding possible alternatives. Rather than waiting for complete certainty, design 
work begins as soon as recurring patterns, values, tensions, and opportunities become identifiable.
Nurturing focuses on maintaining both relationships and infrastructures. Existing grassroots 
initiatives may receive support through communication materials, visualisations, exhibitions, 
educational activities, documentation, mapping, or other forms of collaboration aligned with their 
immediate needs. Simultaneously, the programme maintains and expands a growing archive of 
interviews, maps, photographs, videos, reports, drawings, observations, and territorial analyses. 
These materials remain accessible through a communication platform composed of travelling 
exhibitions, publications, websites, digital archives, social media channels, videos, presentations, 
and educational resources.
Seeding translates accumulated knowledge into new opportunities for action. Lessons learned, 
unresolved questions, emerging priorities, and identified opportunities are periodically synthesised 
and shared. New collaborations may be established with municipalities, schools, universities, unions, 
associations, political actors, researchers, and community organisations. Spatial insights may be 
translated into planning principles, policy recommendations, governance proposals, educational 
initiatives, communication campaigns, advocacy materials, or further participatory processes. Each 
cycle also helps identify new territories, actors, conflicts, and possibilities for future work.
The programme therefore operates simultaneously as a research infrastructure, a communication 
infrastructure, a coalition-building infrastructure, and a spatial planning infrastructure. Its objective 
is not to produce a definitive territorial plan, but to expand collective capacities to understand 
territorial transformations, articulate alternative futures, support ongoing struggles, and develop 
more just forms of spatial decision-making.
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myths maps memory
language justice through oral cartographies

A distributed participatory research and cultural stewardship programme focused on documenting, 
interpreting, and reactivating the territorial knowledge embedded within Sardinian language, place 
names, oral histories, and everyday forms of memory. Rather than treating language as an isolated 
cultural artifact, the programme approaches it as a living archive through which relationships 
between people, landscapes, histories, and identities can be understood.
The programme begins from existing initiatives concerned with language revitalization, local history, 
education, and cultural transmission, particularly in places where relationships and collaborative 
opportunities already exist. Initial activities may emerge from projects such as the collection of 
local toponyms, oral history initiatives, language promotion programmes, schools, libraries, cultural 
associations, and informal networks of elders and community members. New locations emerge 
through the gradual discovery of stories, connections, and territorial questions that extend beyond 
the original site.
Activities operate simultaneously across multiple scales. At the local scale, the programme focuses 
on collecting place names, stories, memories, expressions, and territorial narratives that remain 
embedded within everyday language. At the territorial scale, these materials are compared and 
connected, revealing recurring patterns, forgotten histories, ecological knowledge, migration 
trajectories, cultural practices, and alternative readings of the landscape. At the regional scale, the 
resulting archive contributes to broader discussions concerning identity, language, memory, cultural 
continuity, and territorial belonging.
Emergence focuses on surfacing forms of knowledge that often remain absent from official maps 
and institutional archives. Interviews, oral histories, storytelling sessions, participatory mapping, 
archival research, linguistic documentation, family memories, photographs, and field observations 
are progressively assembled into a collective repository of territorial memory. Particular attention is 
devoted to understanding what local names reveal about relationships with landscapes, historical 
events, ecological conditions, forms of labour, cultural practices, and collective experiences.
Encounter takes place through storytelling gatherings, collective mapping sessions, educational 
workshops, travelling exhibitions, school activities, public discussions, and intergenerational 
exchanges. These activities create opportunities for elders, students, teachers, researchers, cultural 
practitioners, language activists, and local residents to share knowledge and compare experiences. 
The programme seeks not only to document memory, but also to create situations in which memory 
can continue to circulate, evolve, and generate new meanings.
Grounding involves translating collected narratives into spatial and cultural representations. 
Toponymic atlases, territorial biographies, oral history maps, landscape narratives, educational 
materials, and visual archives become tools for understanding how language and territory shape 
one another. These materials can also support new forms of place-based pedagogy, heritage 
interpretation, cultural programming, and territorial storytelling. Through this process, language 
becomes a way of reading territory and identifying values, relationships, and forms of knowledge 
that deserve recognition and care.
Nurturing focuses on maintaining the relationships and infrastructures necessary for the continued 
transmission of territorial memory. Educational programmes, community archives, language 
initiatives, travelling exhibitions, publications, digital repositories, and collaborations with schools 
and cultural organisations help ensure that collected materials remain accessible and useful. 
Particular attention is devoted to creating opportunities for younger generations to engage directly 
with situated forms of knowledge and cultural production.
Seeding translates accumulated knowledge into new cultural, educational, and territorial initiatives. 
The programme may support language teaching, community mapping projects, cultural events, 
local archives, artistic collaborations, place-based educational resources, and future cycles of 
participatory research. At the same time, the materials generated contribute to wider discussions 
concerning language policy, cultural stewardship, identity, and the role of memory in shaping 
territorial futures.
The programme therefore operates simultaneously as a memory infrastructure, a cultural 
infrastructure, an educational infrastructure, and a territorial knowledge infrastructure. Its objective 
is not simply to preserve language, but to strengthen the relationships between memory, territory, 
identity, and collective future-making.
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migranTruck
migrant spatial justice festival

A participatory research, storytelling, and creative programme focused on understanding how 
migration, mobility, displacement, diaspora, and belonging shape contemporary Sardinia. Rather 
than treating migration as a marginal or exceptional phenomenon, the programme approaches it as 
a fundamental dimension of the island’s past, present, and future. 
The programme begins in collaboration with MigranTour Cagliari, an incredible initive that turns 
counternarratives into cultural stewardship. Existing relationships with migrant communities, 
diasporic Sardinian networks, cultural associations, schools, activists, researchers, artists, and 
community organisations. Initial activities may emerge through collaborations with people who have 
arrived in Sardinia, people who have left it, and people whose identities are shaped by experiences 
of movement between multiple territories.
Activities operate simultaneously across multiple scales. At the local scale, the programme 
documents personal trajectories, everyday experiences, memories, aspirations, and relationships 
to place. At the territorial scale, these stories are connected through collective mapping, revealing 
how mobility shapes different parts of the island in distinct ways. At the regional scale, the resulting 
materials contribute to broader discussions concerning identity, belonging, citizenship, depopulation, 
cultural diversity, labour, and territorial futures.
Emergence focuses on surfacing stories and spatial experiences that often remain invisible within 
dominant representations of Sardinia. Interviews, oral histories, participatory mapping, visual 
documentation, storytelling workshops, community archives, and collaborative media projects help 
document how migration is lived, remembered, and imagined. Particular attention is devoted to 
the multiple forms of mobility that coexist on the island, including emigration, immigration, return 
migration, seasonal mobility, diaspora networks, and transnational connections.
Encounter takes place through storytelling events, exhibitions, collective mapping sessions, public 
discussions, artistic collaborations, intercultural gatherings, educational programmes, and travelling 
installations. These activities create opportunities for different communities to share experiences 
and reflect on common themes of movement, belonging, exclusion, memory, and identity. The 
objective is not to produce a single narrative of Sardinia, but to create space for multiple Sardinias 
to become visible and coexist.
Grounding involves translating stories of mobility into spatial representations and territorial 
understanding. Migrant atlases, narrative maps, mobility biographies, community archives, visual 
essays, and territorial analyses help reveal how migration intersects with housing, labour, language, 
education, public space, demographic change, and cultural life. Through these materials, migration 
becomes legible not as an external issue but as a territorial process that actively shapes landscapes, 
communities, and futures.
Nurturing focuses on maintaining the relationships, archives, and platforms necessary for 
continued dialogue and exchange. Particular attention is devoted to ensuring that collected stories 
remain accessible to participating communities through exhibitions, publications, digital archives, 
educational resources, and cultural events. The programme also seeks to strengthen connections 
between communities that may otherwise remain isolated from one another.
Seeding translates accumulated knowledge into new forms of cultural production, public 
pedagogy, advocacy, research, and territorial imagination. The programme may support artistic 
projects, educational initiatives, exhibitions, publications, policy discussions, and future cycles of 
participatory inquiry. At the same time, it seeks to challenge static understandings of identity by 
highlighting Sardinia as a place shaped through movement, encounter, and ongoing processes of 
cultural transformation.
The programme therefore operates simultaneously as a storytelling infrastructure, a mapping 
infrastructure, a cultural infrastructure, and a belonging infrastructure. Its objective is not simply 
to document migration, but to contribute to more plural, relational, and inclusive understandings of 
Sardinian territory and identity.
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altermoderno: the future within the past
ancestral spatialities and situated archaeologies

A participatory research and design programme focused on understanding how relationships 
between people, landscapes, non-human life, memory, and material heritage continue to shape 
territorial futures. Rather than approaching archaeology exclusively as the study of monuments and 
artefacts, the programme treats archaeological landscapes as living socio-ecological environments 
through which questions of stewardship, identity, learning, and spatial imagination can be explored.
The programme begins from existing relationships with archaeological sites, experimental 
archaeology initiatives, cultural associations, local guides, researchers, municipalities, educational 
programmes, and communities that maintain strong attachments to particular places. Initial activities 
may develop around sites such as Santa Vittoria di Serri, NUURTime, and other archaeological 
landscapes where ongoing forms of care, experimentation, and public engagement already exist.
Activities operate simultaneously across multiple scales. At the local scale, the programme 
investigates how people relate to archaeological landscapes through everyday practices, memories, 
stories, ecological relationships, and forms of stewardship. At the territorial scale, different sites 
are connected through comparative research, travelling programmes, collective mapping, and 
exchanges between communities. At the regional scale, the resulting knowledge contributes to 
broader discussions concerning heritage, conservation, landscape governance, environmental 
relationships, and alternative understandings of development.
Emergence focuses on revealing the multiple relationships that already exist around archaeological 
places. Oral histories, site visits, ecological observations, archival research, landscape walks, 
interviews, experimental archaeology practices, and community narratives help document how 
these places are inhabited, remembered, interpreted, and cared for. Particular attention is devoted 
to forms of knowledge that remain invisible within conventional heritage frameworks, including 
everyday attachments, ecological relationships, non-human presences, local memories, and 
embodied experiences of place.
Encounter takes place through workshops, collective walks, design-build activities, experimental 
archaeology sessions, storytelling events, educational programmes, artistic interventions, and 
public discussions. Archaeologists, residents, students, designers, historians, shepherds, educators, 
cultural practitioners, and visitors are invited to engage with one another through shared experiences 
of place. The objective is not simply to communicate archaeological knowledge, but to create 
opportunities for collective interpretation and imagination.
Grounding translates these encounters into situated understandings of landscape and heritage. 
Participatory atlases, landscape narratives, ecological mappings, stewardship strategies, 
territorial biographies, speculative drawings, and design explorations are used to investigate how 
archaeological landscapes might contribute to contemporary territorial life. Rather than separating 
conservation from imagination, the programme explores how historical, ecological, and cultural 
relationships can inform future forms of spatial practice.
Nurturing focuses on sustaining the relationships, infrastructures, and forms of care that allow 
archaeological landscapes to remain meaningful over time. This may include collaborations 
with schools, cultural organisations, guides, local associations, municipalities, and stewardship 
initiatives. Documentation, exhibitions, publications, archives, and educational resources help 
maintain continuity between different cycles of activity and different generations of participants.
Seeding translates accumulated knowledge into new forms of territorial engagement. Educational 
programmes, stewardship initiatives, landscape projects, design experiments, cultural events, 
research collaborations, and future cycles of situated archaeological inquiry emerge from the 
process. Particular attention is devoted to identifying how archaeological landscapes can contribute 
not only to heritage conservation, but also to contemporary discussions concerning identity, 
ecological responsibility, spatial imagination, and territorial futures.
The programme therefore operates simultaneously as a heritage infrastructure, a learning 
infrastructure, a landscape infrastructure, and an imagination infrastructure. Its objective is not only 
to understand the past, but to explore how relationships with deep time can contribute to more 
grounded, situated, and caring forms of spatial practice.
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meandering feminist
spaces of care, dialogue, and collective imagination

A participatory research and design initiative focused on understanding how feminist groups create 
spaces for reflection, encounter, political learning, mutual support, and community life. Inspired by 
encounters with collectives such as Avvolotadoras, the programme approaches feminism not only 
as a political position, but also as a set of spatial, relational, and pedagogical practices through 
which people collectively make sense of their lives, histories, identities, and territories.
Rather than beginning from predefined models of participation, the programme investigates the 
inventive methods through which feminist groups create situations of dialogue and collective 
meaning-making. Particular attention is devoted to activities that may appear ordinary but which 
perform important social and political functions: shared meals, storytelling sessions, memory-object 
workshops, public discussions, collective reading, intergenerational encounters, cultural events, 
travelling initiatives, and informal gatherings. These activities create opportunities for people to 
narrate experiences, question assumptions, confront inherited norms, and encounter perspectives 
different from their own.
Activities operate across multiple scales, from intimate conversations and neighbourhood initiatives 
to regional networks of associations and activists. At the local scale, the programme documents 
existing practices of community-building, feminist pedagogy, cultural production, mutual support, 
and public engagement. At the territorial scale, different experiences are connected and compared, 
revealing common challenges, strategies, and forms of social inventiveness. At the regional scale, 
the resulting archive contributes to broader discussions concerning gender, participation, social 
infrastructures, inclusion, cultural production, and spatial justice.
Emergence focuses on identifying and documenting existing practices through interviews, 
participant observation, collective reflection, storytelling sessions, memory objects, community 
archives, participatory mapping, and direct involvement in activities organised by participating 
groups. Rather than observing from a distance, the programme seeks to learn through participation. 
Helping prepare an event, documenting a workshop, making culurgiones together, participating in a 
discussion circle, or contributing to a community initiative become opportunities for understanding 
how collective spaces are actually produced and maintained.
Encounter takes place through workshops, collective meals, storytelling events, reading groups, 
screenings, public discussions, travelling activities, and experimental formats developed together 
with participating groups. Particular attention is devoted to understanding how feminist collectives 
create spaces in which people feel able to speak, listen, disagree, reflect, and learn from one another. 
Questions of accessibility, intergenerational dialogue, inclusion, and the participation of people who 
might not normally engage in public initiatives remain central concerns throughout the process.
Grounding involves translating these experiences into spatial and organisational knowledge. Care 
maps, community atlases, documentation of practices, participatory videos, event toolkits, spatial 
analyses, and design explorations help identify how conversations, relationships, and collective 
learning are supported or constrained by physical environments, cultural infrastructures, institutions, 
and everyday spatial arrangements. The programme is particularly interested in understanding 
what planning and design can learn from feminist practices of community-making, and how these 
practices might inspire new approaches to participation, public space, and territorial engagement.
Nurturing focuses on strengthening existing initiatives through communication support, travelling 
activities, documentation, educational resources, collaborative projects, and practical assistance 
where useful. The mobile infrastructure of the track becomes particularly relevant here, making it 
possible to support events, screenings, workshops, exhibitions, outreach activities, and gatherings 
across multiple towns and communities.
Seeding translates accumulated knowledge into new experiments, collaborations, educational 
initiatives, public conversations, community programmes, and design propositions. Particular 
attention is devoted to identifying how feminist practices of dialogue, care, memory, and collective 
reflection can inform broader discussions concerning planning, participation, spatial justice, and 
territorial futures. Rather than treating feminist initiatives as subjects of study, the programme 
approaches them as sources of knowledge capable of generating alternative ways of imagining 
and organising collective life.
The programme therefore operates simultaneously as a feminist learning infrastructure, a 
community infrastructure, a cultural infrastructure, and a design infrastructure. Its objective is not 
only to document existing practices, but to learn from them, support them, and help multiply the 
spaces through which collective reflection, solidarity, and political imagination can flourish.
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