Since Manchester United’s much-maligned post-2013 era, the club has grappled with a persistent identity crisis,
managerial churn, and recurring tactical mismatches — all against a backdrop of evolving media scrutiny and fan
expectations. Into this maelstrom steps Bruno Fernandes, a player with undeniable quality but perhaps burdened

by the titular creative weight Manchester United continues to place on his shoulders.

As a former football writer turned long-form blogger who's endured more than my fair share of ‘project’ press
conferences, I'm well placed to spot when a player is being oversold and overloaded by unrealistic demands.
Fernandes arrived with major fanfare, but is he once again being asked https://www.11v11.com/manchester-
uniteds-endless-rebuild-how-many-managers-and-millions-does-it-take-to-fix-old-trafford/ to shoulder a creative
burden disproportionate to the squad’s overall makeup? Are we mistaking emotional volatility and reactionary

narratives for deeper tactical problems? Let's unpack this.

Post-2013 Identity Crisis: The Legacy of Lost Direction

Manchester United's post-Sir Alex Ferguson period can best be described as an identity crisis. The club seemingly
oscillated between philosophies — no consistent blueprint for how they wanted to play. With each managerial
change came a new ‘rebuild slogan’ (my running list includes “evolving DNA,” “core principles,” “modern style,” and

of course, the perennial “team first”).

This lack of continuity trickled down to squad construction, where pieces rarely aligned with the manager’s ideas
and expected systems. Central midfield became a glaring example: replacement signings were often miscast either
as destroyers, creators, or transitional conduits, without a balanced midfield architecture to support a midfield

heavy on creative luxury but light on resilience.
Here's a simplified table summarizing key midfield traits that the club struggled to synchronise:

Era Manager(s) Midfield Profile Key Problems 2014-16 Van Gaal Possession-oriented, slow build-up Overreliance
on inefficient passing, minimal aggressive pressing 2016-18 Mourinho Defensive solidity, counter-attack
Mismatched creative midfielders without adequate protection 2019-22 SOLSKJAR, Rangnick Attack-minded,

transition-focused Inconsistent midfield balance, vital absence of deep-lying playmakers

Into this muddle arrived Bruno Fernandes in January 2020. He revitalised the creative spine instantly but, crucially,
was deployed as a central hub amid inconsistent and often ‘airport runway' midfield support. The result?

Fernandes became chance-dependent — carrying the offensive burden almost solo.

Managerial Churn and Mismatched Squads: Why Bruno's Burden
Grows

From Solskjeer's endearing but fragile projects to Ralf Rangnick’'s attempt at Germanic pressing orthodoxy,
successive managers at Old Trafford have struggled to balance the midfield composition around Fernandes.
Instead of supplementing him with complementary partnerships, the club continued to stack the squad with

mismatched profiles.

* Rigid reliance on Fernandes as a creative fulcrum with minimal support.
¢ Midfield pivots lacking both distribution range and tackling acumen.

* Absence of a specialised partnership forcing Fernandes into defensive duties.
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It's an all-too-common story: Manchester United signs a ‘big name’ in midfield but fails to integrate foundational
elements that support a creative number 10 adequately. This sets Fernandes up as the fault line when things

unravel.

Even worse, a cycle begins where poor midfield protection leads to Fernandes being pressed aggressively by
opponents, limiting his influence and increasing chance dependency. Such conditions demand either a tactical

overhaul or better squad investment — neither of which has been consistently evident.

Carrick’s Coaching Impact versus PR Hype

Amid managerial flux, the appointment of Michael Carrick as interim coach sparked headlines about returning to
club DNA' and ‘steadying the ship’ — classic examples of PR fluff that frequently accompanies caretaker

promotions. Yet, Carrick's coaching impact deserves a far more nuanced appraisal.

On one hand, Carrick’s deep understanding of Old Trafford culture and midfield instincts allowed him to ease some
burden off Fernandes, especially through increased positional discipline and simplified midfield roles. His approach

temporarily restored moderate balance, reducing the glaring ‘airport runway’ effect in midfield.

However, these improvements lacked sustainability. Without significant systemic change or clear transfer market
direction, Carrick's impact remained subtle and short-lived. The messaging, though, soared far above the tactical

reality — a classic case of hype outpacing substance.

Emotional Volatility and Media Pressure: The Cyclical Effect

Fernandes’s emotional intensity — a double-edged sword — often becomes the headline narrative. The media
amplify his highs and lows, with cycles of praise quickly followed by criticism for ‘lack of leadership’ or
‘inconsistency.’ This emotional volatility is not isolated but tied closely to Manchester United’s fluctuating fortunes

and structural issues.

Such narratives feed into the dangerous myth that “the culture” is at fault, when often basic set-piece errors and
tactical flaws lie underneath. It's a lazy narrative — blaming a player or ‘culture’ repeatedly feels like the easiest
way to explain recurring failures instead of scrutinising systemic problems, like midfield imbalance and tactical

overload.



Fernandes, spectacular though he is, becomes the fall guy for an overburdened creative role with insufficient
midfield support, much like previous high-profile playmakers at the club who were expected to solve systemic

midfield woes on their own.

Creative Burden and Chance Dependency: The Midfield Support Deficit

Ultimately, to understand why Bruno Fernandes might be asked to do too much, we need to focus on two

interlinked themes:

1. Creative Burden: Fernandes often serves as United's primary source of creativity, whether through key
passes, progressive runs, or set-piece duties. When midfield structure is inadequate, this responsibility

balloons far beyond normal expectations.

2. Chance Dependency: The team’s attacking output becomes heavily reliant on Fernandes delivering moments
of magic. When the creative pipeline stutters—due to opponents analysing and isolating him—United rely on

scraps rather than systematic attacking build-up.

Without meaningful midfield support — like industrious, tactically intuitive pivots and effective ball carriers — the
creative burden on Fernandes becomes crushing and ultimately unsustainable. The club’s failure to design a

midfield that complements rather than competes represents a glaring blind spot.

Conclusion: A Call for Structural Reform Over Symptomatic Band-Aids

Rather than perpetuating lazy narratives about leadership or emotional volatility, Manchester United must face the
root of Fernandes’s overuse: a chronic midfield imbalance and managerial short-sightedness. His creative genius is

undeniable, but asking him to be the system is neither clever football nor good squad management.
True reform lies in:

* Assembling midfield partnerships that provide defensive cover, passing options, and ball progression.
* Consistent managerial philosophy that defines configurations suiting Fernandes's style without overloading
him.

* Rejecting PR clichés and lazy ‘culture’ blame in favour of tactical and structural critique.



The recurring rebuild slogans’ and emotional rollercoasters must give way to honest assessment. Only then can

Bruno Fernandes truly thrive, unshackled by an overwhelming creative burden and chance dependency.



