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The past five years have seen their share of unrest. Social discontent in the Middle East ended 
regimes that had lasted decades. Syria’s civil war reached new lows, and Egypt’s post-Mubarak gov-
ernment failed to survive. Financial unrest crippled industrialized states and led to a wave of severe 
austerity measures. Socially conservative and extremist movements took this opportunity to make a 
stand, and Euroscepticism reached a new high in the United Kingdom.

Yet, over the past four months we have noticed a significant lull in these sorts of events. The pause 
suggests that many are weary of habitual violence and tension. Our title, “Picking up the Pieces,” 
reflects this recovery period. Kara Argue’s cover art illustrates the devastating impact of recent global 
events on everyday lives, and also points out that opportunities to rebuild do exist. While we do not 
mean to suggest an end to conflict and strife, we do propose that many will use the upcoming years 
as a time to rebuild, repair, and renew.

This can take the form of institutional accountability. Christopher Hsu, in his article “UN and the 
Haitian Cholera Outbreak,” describes the legal measures taken against the international organiza-
tion in the face of Haiti’s first modern cholera outbreak. On the other side of the world, Anna 
Quintero argues that an open letter from jailed Pussy Riot member Nedezhda Tolokonnikova 
demonstrates the desperate need for prison reform in Russia.

Other writers saw this theme differently. Emma Stout, author of “Solving Conflicts, One Cell 
Phone at a Time,” describes how cell phones in rural African communities can provide crucial 
healthcare, agricultural aid, and political transparency. 
In the Middle East, groups are using recent democratic upheaval as a springboard to establish 
their own national identities. In their articles, Alex Leader and Colin Driscoll discuss the ongoing 
struggle for Kurdish identity and autonomy in both Syria and Turkey. Lissa Kryska, meanwhile, 
addresses the influence of a growing (and increasingly permanent) number of Syrian refugees in 
Jordan.

While the struggles of the past five years have not yet come to a close, we see the current envi-
ronment as one that is more stabilized and conducive to constructive dialogue. As groups come 
together in efforts to resolve disagreements at the core of these recent conflicts, one thing is clear: 
people want normalcy, whatever that may be.
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The African elephant is the largest terrestrial 
animal on Earth. Its sheer size inspires awe, but 
also makes it a tempting target for poachers. De-
spite ongoing conservation efforts, 2012 was the 
deadliest year for these creatures since 1989. In 
order to attract international aid in anti-poaching 
efforts, African nations must emphasize the secu-
rity aspect of the illegal ivory trade: it funds de-
stabilizing conflict in the region and around the 
world.

Due to their large size, elephants have a tre-
mendous impact on their environment and eco-
system. Ecologists consider elephants to be a key-
stone species: they have a disproportionately large 
effect on their savannah and forest environments 
and are extremely important for maintaining the 
ecosystem’s balance. However, African elephant 
populations have faced severe losses due to the ac-
tivities of hunters and poachers motivated by the 
trade of elephant ivory. In the 1930s and 1940s, 
as many as three to five million elephants roamed 
the African continent before large-scale hunting 
began. By the 1980s, over 100,000 were killed 
annually, and the continent’s population fell from 
1.3 million to 600,000.

In 1989, the Convention on International 
Trade in Endangered Species classified the African 
elephant as an endangered species and outlawed 
the ivory trade. This ban was initially effective, for 
it reduced the number of elephants killed to only 
several thousand a year. However, the killings are 
once again on the rise. In 2012, poachers killed 
an estimated 30,000 African elephants for their 
ivory. This rise is due to increasing demand for 
elephant ivory, especially in China. As much as 
70 percent of illegal ivory today is destined for 
Chinese markets, where the economic boom has 
created a large middle-class that is now financially 
capable of purchasing ivory products for the first 
time. China has, to date, been unwilling or unable 
to effectively regulate trade in illegal animal parts, 
and Chinese workers in Africa have been impli-
cated in many ivory-smuggling schemes.

Aside from environmental and animal wel-
fare concerns, the slaughter of elephants has also 
become an international security issue in Africa. 
Increasingly, large criminal organizations are be-
coming involved in the ivory trade: organizations 
such as al-Shabaab (responsible for September’s 
attack at the Westgate shopping mall in Nairobi, 
Kenya,) Darfur’s Janjaweed militia, and Joseph 
Kony’s Lord’s Resistance Army are all report-
edly involved in the increasingly militarized ivory 
trade. Elephants are no longer killed by individual 
poachers hoping to make a quick and lucrative 
profit. Instead, they are being gunned down by 
machine-gun fire and rocket-propelled grenades 
in organized raids by criminal organizations. By 

funding terrorist attacks and local rebellions, the 
ivory trade is a destabilizing force in Africa. These 
organizations are employing increasingly sophisti-
cated tactics in their pursuit of ivory; in October 
it was reported that 300 elephants in Zimbabwe 
had been poisoned by cyanide from their water 
sources. 

Governments in Africa affected by the poach-
ing have done what they can to combat the illegal 
activity and protect their elephant herds. Despite 
the protection of national parks and wildlife re-
serves, enforcement and protection of these areas 
is difficult and costly. Bluntly put, many of the na-
tions most affected by poaching have bigger prob-
lems to manage. Nations such as the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo and Tanzania, home to 
some of Africa’s largest elephant populations, have 
long-running security problems with rebel and 
militant groups within their borders or in neigh-
boring nations. These security problems tend to 
overshadow saving the elephants, an expense that 
many view as extravagant. Less than 20 percent of 
the African elephant’s range is protected within es-
tablished reserves, and even within protected areas, 
poachers continue to collect ivory. The exhausted 
park rangers are outgunned and outmanned by 
the increasingly violent poachers. 

The African elephant is an indispensable part 
of the ecosystems where it roams. Unlike its 
cousin the Asian elephant, the African elephant is 
protected enough that it will likely be kept from 
extinction anytime in the near future. However, 
local extinctions in certain areas of Africa are defi-
nitely a possibility, and will have devastating con-
sequences for the environment: they will throw 
ecosystems out of balance and open the gates for a 
whole host of other ecological problems. 

Environmental concerns have a habit of falling 
upon deaf ears when it comes to actually convinc-
ing states and international organizations to get 
things done. In order to receive aid in their fight 
to protect the elephant, African nations need to 
emphasize the very real security aspect of the il-

legal ivory trade. By making the case that elephant 
poaching is fuelling the destabilization of inter-
national conflict, these largely poor African na-
tions should be able to attract much more aid in 
this fight than they have previously received from 
the developed world and international organiza-
tions such as the United Nations. It was recently 
announced that Britain is sending 25 of its elite 
paratroopers to Kenya to assist and advise Kenyan 
rangers in fighting off illegal poachers. This is a 
positive development, and efforts such as these 
must continue and increase. While cries to save 
the elephants are all well and good, the United 
States has a compelling security interest in cutting 
off the funding of militant organizations such as 
al-Shabaab. The United States has put enormous 
effort into hunting down Islamic terrorists in Af-
rica with lethal force; some of those resources need 
to be put into efforts to cut off a major funding 
source for these conflicts.

Shooting an Elephant
— Andrew Grazioli

Elephants are no longer killed by 
individual poachers hoping to make 
a quick and  lucrative profit. Instead, 
they are being gunned down by 
machine-gun fire and rocket-propelled  
grenades in organized raids by criminal 
organizations.”
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In recent years, Africa has become a goldmine 
for many international businesses. The continent 
has experienced an overall booming economy 
and a growing middle class, therefore driving 
demands for consumer goods. In response to the 
high demand for luxury goods, luxury brands, 
such as Burberry and Hugo Boss, are now actively 
expanding into the African market. In fact, ac-
cording to a research by Bain & Company, luxury 
goods in Africa will increase by 11% this year. Ex-
pected revenue from luxury goods in Africa will 
also rise to 20 billion euros in 2013 compared to 
only 1.5 billion euros in 2011. As Africa’s markets 
have boomed, global focus has also turned toward 
the continent’s cultural aspects, primarily in the 
arts. In fact, international attention in the arts 
has paralleled this economic growth, with African 
artworks such as those of artist El Anatsui going 
on worldwide tours. Many pieces by African art-
ists shed light on positive cultural elements such 
as building structures, as opposed to the conven-
tional themes of tribal and British dominance. 
Not only do the arts promise similar prospects as 
luxury goods, the arts also spur much-needed so-
cial reforms in many communities in Africa. Busi-
nesses and investors should therefore consider an 
investment in arts.

Although investors consider arts as luxury 
goods, low liquidation levels have made invest-
ments in arts traditionally risky. Few artists will 
gain international reputation. Even within each 
artist’s works, the variety in styles and quality add 
to the unpredictability of an investment. How-
ever, considering the continual growth of the Af-
rican economy and the international attention on 
arts, arts will serve as a good investment at least 
in two to five years’ time. In the 2013 Venice Bi-
ennale (the “Olympics of the art world,”) Angola 
won the Golden Lion Award for Best National 
Participation. The victory came as a surprise be-
cause only five African nations participated out of 
the 88 total contenders. It was also the first year 
that Angola participated in the event. The success 
of Angolan artists in the international community 
foretells continual interest and momentum for 
African arts. Moreover, El Anatsui sold his New 
York Map tapestry for a record-breaking 542,250 
pounds at a Boham’s Auction of African art. De-
spite the unpredictability of arts as investment, 
Africa has and will continue to witness a boom in 
arts collection, therefore making an investment a 
viable option.

An investment in arts also helps spur social 
reforms in many African communities. For ex-
ample, art has fought crime in a community in 
South Africa. The Diepsloot townships in South 
Africa have a criminal reputation. After seeing a 
growing interest in arts, artists invited youngsters 

to engage in creative gatherings in the neighbor-
hood, literally bringing arts to the street. Today, 
artists work with youngsters to develop musi-
cal and artistic talents, preoccupying them from 
joining criminal gangs. Such initiatives not only 
promote arts and ideas, but also illustrate arts as 
a positive social driving force. In 2013, the first 
art auction happened in Kenya, even though the 
first national arts museum was established in the 
1980s. Camille Wekesa, a visual artist and collec-
tor in Kenya, testified that he witnessed a recent 
growing acceptance of local arts amongst Kenyans, 
thereby opening doors to cultural and social issues 
discussions. However, Wekesa lamented that Ke-
nya does not have “the infrastructure for artists…
art isn’t even on the school curriculum.” This lack 
of attention needs fixing, since investment in arts 
will drive positive social changes such as raising 
awareness of social issues, promoting arts educa-
tion, and even fighting crime. Therefore, a means 
to properly invest in arts must be necessary. 

A direct investment into education, museums, 
and local artists’ projects would be ideal to foster-
ing interactions with arts in communities. How-
ever, such an approach lacks feasibility; therefore, 
an investment in infrastructure would truly build a 
sustainable arts market. Well-built infrastructures 
not only provide galleries, museums, and schools 
for educational purposes, but technological infra-
structure also opens even more doors to invest-
ment in arts. For example, a common concern in 
any investment is the cost. Crowd-funding, which 
essentially finances start-up projects through the 
collection effort of a wide audience, solves such 

problems. With Internet and social media, artists 
can easily showcase their work to a wide audi-
ence. Donors or investors who are interested in 
becoming shareholders could finance the work 
of artists through such media. Infrastructural 
improvements, therefore, play an imperative role 
in sustaining the arts market. The positive social 
prospect, the promise in arts pieces, and the gen-
eration of inspiring artists are triple wins for inves-
tors, local artists, and society.  Whether it is for 
simple appreciation, for investment value, or for 
social benefits, African arts have proven to play an 
active role in all three dimensions. In the mingling 
of developing African economies, political issues 
and instability, and ambitious business plans, ideas 
of arts in African societies have magically thrived 
behind the scenes. Many communities will devel-
op their distinct images and redefine themselves 
through explorations of personal, societal, and 
even political elements in arts. Even though this 
paper has repeatedly referred to the collection of 
art works by African artists to be “African arts,” it 
is still important to note that art itself is a univer-
sal concept. The many issues and ideas explored 
in arts might sometimes be pertinent to specific 
regions or time periods, but the ability to appreci-
ate and relate to ideas in arts is universal.

An Investment in African Arts? Yes!
— Carren Cheng

WIKIMEDIA COMMONS

“Nukae-1” by Ghanaian artist El Anatsui.
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More people today own or have access to cell 
phones than to working toilets. This statistic – 
though meant to highlight the need for proper 
sanitation – highlights the fact that the develop-
ing world has grown increasingly connected by 
technology. Ten years ago, Nigeria had roughly 
100,000 phone lines. It now has almost 100 mil-
lion. Estimates suggest that one in six people on 
the African continent have access to a cell phone 
and this number has grown 20 percent each year 
since 2007. In a continent littered with war-torn 
nations, poor or corrupt governments, famine, 
and disease, cell phones may provide a surpris-
ing solution. Governments and various health 
care providers have recently begun to use mobile 
phones to provide healthcare and disaster relief, 
and even to improve the productivity and prof-
itability of farming. Over the past decade, it has 
become apparent that African states can use cell 
phones to fix many major problems they face.

Though proper access to healthcare remains 
a serious issue facing many African states, gov-
ernments’ innovative use of mobile phones has 
opened a worthwhile dialogue. In Nigeria, the 
government sends out text messages reminding 
people of the dangers of HIV/AIDS; Kenyan 
government health workers have sent messages 
providing the proper protocol for local health-
care providers treating malaria. Adherence to the 
treatment guidelines has increased by 25 percent, 
which suggests that something as simple as a text 
message can have a major impact. The World 
Health Organization (WHO) recently began test-
ing text messaging programs to help people better 
regulate non-communicable diseases such as car-
diovascular conditions and cancer. These efforts 
raise awareness and inform people of healthcare 
solutions where this information would not nor-
mally be available. The ability to raise awareness 
about preventative measures and available treat-
ments will help populations gain access to health-
care recently unavailable to them. 

Text messaging can do more than spread dis-
ease prevention facts: they can help people discern 
the difference between genuine and fraudulent 
medicine. The WHO estimates that nearly 30 per-
cent of drugs provided in developing nations are 
fakes. Ashifi Gogo, a Ghanaian doctoral student, 
hopes to change that. He is pioneering a program 
that labels genuine drugs with unique codes that 
people can check through text messages to deter-
mine the validity of a particular medicine.  

Cell phones have more potential than just 
healthcare in Africa. They are also creating a revo-
lution in social activism, disaster relief, agriculture, 
and banking. Kenyan citizens use an application 
called Huduma, whose slogan is “fix my commu-
nity,” to send text messages to their elected offi-

cials to highlight problems within the community, 
such as broken infrastructure or limited personnel 
at public hospitals. A Ugandan application called 
“Not My Country” permits citizens to report cor-
ruption anonymously and without retribution. 
Programs like these allow citizens to have a greater 
say in their government, and make governments 
more accountable to the people. Some applica-
tions allow refugees to register and find missing 
friends or family, while others allow farmers to 
check crop prices. There even exist applications 
that allow dairy farmers to track the gestation pe-
riod of their cows. These applications are revolu-
tionizing the power of people who before had lit-
tle access to such information. It is even estimated 
that over 40 percent of people in Algeria, Gabon, 
Sudan and Kenya use mobile banking, which is 
especially important to those without ready access 
to a bank or ATM.

Cell phones are dominating on a continent 
which many consider “technologically chal-
lenged.” While computers are expensive and In-
ternet access is slow or unavailable, the revolution 
of what is becoming available through text mes-
sage or through 3G/4G has the ability to change 
the everyday lives of people in the region. Gov-
ernments are praising cell phones for their ability 
to connect people living in even the most rural 
of areas. However, there are concerns that cell 
phones are worsening conflict in areas facing mili-
tant rebel groups. Cell phones give these groups 
the ability to increase the communication and 
cooperation among members; both can lead to 

better-organized attacks. Those who research this 
claim, however, are not overly concerned. They 
say that the overall benefits of cell phones are 
helping more than the link between cell phones 
and violence is hurting. Furthermore, they believe 
this could simply be an initial short-term effect 
of new technology in the region, which will soon 
be overcome. In a study conducted in Iraq, re-
searchers found that cell phone technology helped 
stifle some violence in the region. The hope is that 
after the initial shock of the influx of cell phone 
technology, the same effect will occur in African 
countries. Moreover, the same technology that 
aids rebel communication also helps government 
communication; militant attacks, therefore, can 
soon be brought under control.  

Text messaging and mobile applications may 
seem like unconventional ways of solving the 
complex problems facing many African nations. 
However, they have already produced noteworthy 
results. Work remains to improve the efficiency of 
this option, such as including better 3G/4G ac-
cess and lowering the cost of smart phones (most 
Africans own simple Nokia phones.) Right now, 
though, cell phones have revolutionized the way 
African governments approach their most over-
whelming problems.

Solving Conflicts, One Cell Phone at a Time
— Emma Stout

WIKIMEDIA COMMONS

A cell phone antenna stands above huts in rural Gambia.
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In the wake of the 1994 Rwandan Genocide, 
one of the bloodiest massacres in modern history, 
Rwanda has faced a slew of issues including pov-
erty, internally displaced persons, and continued 
ethnic tension between Tutsis and Hutus. Situated 
in the African Great Lake region, Rwanda has also 
had fluctuating relations with its neighboring 
countries, such as Burundi and the Democratic 
Republic of Congo. However, over the past five 
years, the government of Rwanda has been trying 
to advance the nation through its Vision 2020, or 
“Economic Development and Poverty Reduction 
Strategy.” This new plan aims to transform Rwan-
da’s significant agricultural-based economy to a 
knowledge-based economy, similar to that of Sin-
gapore in Southeast Asia. The initiative envisions 
a new, productive, high-value, and entrepreneur-
based market through development of an efficient 
private sector. Furthermore, it includes strategies 
for infrastructural development to improve trans-
port links and energy supplies. Recently, business 
and research giants such as Microsoft and Google 
have partnered with Rwanda in technology and 
software development. In fact, in 2013, CNN 
ranked Rwanda as the “Eighth Best Place to Start 
a Business.” While Rwanda should continue its 
exponential growth of technology initiatives that 
will bolster the economy, the government should 
not forget about significant societal issues, such 
as child sexual abuse, that truly reflect a country’s 
social welfare and should place greater priority to 
solve this issue as part of the Vision 2020.

A boost to child education due to technologi-
cal advancement has become a source of pride for 
Rwanda. According to the United Nations, 46.7 
percent of children completed primary school in 
2005 and the number increased to 74 percent by 
2009. While many African countries such as Bo-
tswana and Niger continue to struggle in promot-
ing education, Rwanda’s effort has shown succes-
sive results. Rwanda’s Ministry of Education has 
promised, “A child born in Rwanda is guaranteed 
a minimum nine years basic education, six at pri-
mary and three at secondary school.” Schools have 
adopted Information and Communication Tech-
nology laboratory models that include functions 
like e-libraries and e-laboratories with the support 
of the United States Agency for International De-
velopment (USAID) and the Ministry of Edu-
cation. In addition, the government and NGOs 
introduced the One Laptop per Child (OLPC) 
program five years ago, hoping to complete one 
of the pillars of its Vision 2020: comprehensive 

human resources development, encompassing 
education, health, and ICT skills aimed at public 
sector, private sector and civil society. Education 
has become more interactive due to over 100,000 
laptops provided by the program, and technology 
has provided a solution to the underlying causes 
of low student enrollment. For example, the lap-
top’s standardized education program allows a ba-
sic education quality. Since the program is interac-
tive, it has also solved the high teacher-to-student 
ratio concern, and the rate of student enrollment 
has continued to rise. 

While Rwandan citizens extol technology for 
this significant education growth, the praise does 
not address the serious issue of sexual abuse at 
schools. Behind the hopeful statistics, sexual abuse 
has limited the increase in school enrollment. Ac-
cording to the government’s Gender Monitoring 
Office, 43 percent of students reported awareness 
of rape happening to other schoolchildren and 2.6 
percent acknowledged themselves as victims. In 
2011, 1,600 girls among the 2,052 students sur-
veyed left school because of sexual abuse; 500 of 
those departures were due to pregnancy. Teachers 
are the top offenders of sexual abuse after taxi driv-
ers. Rwanda has succeeded in breaking through 
the doom of low child enrollment in schools; yet, 
it seems ironic that while the government hopes 
to increase student enrollment, sexual abuse at 

educational institutions drive away children. If 
Rwanda wants to fully execute one of its pillars 
of Vision 2020, accessible education, it needs to 
immediately address the sexual abuse happening 
in schools.

In fact, the Rwandan government has taken 
some action to address sexual abuse towards chil-
dren; however, the initiative was extremely mini-
mal. The Rwandan government has explicitly stat-
ed that “sexual abuse against children is intoler-
able” in clause 5.4.5 of its Integrated Child Policy. 
In addition, to reduce violence against children, 
the government also passed legislation such as Law 
No. 27/2001, which encompasses protection of 
children against rapes. In May 2013, the Rwanda 
Gender Monitoring Office even vowed to “tackle 
school sex abuse.” Despite this official condem-
nation, the Rwandan government lacks specific 
strategies and actions to fight against child sexual 
abuse. Instead, NGOs such as Plan Rwanda have 
acted as primary activists by supporting girls’ edu-
cation financially. The severity and manifestation 
of child sexual abuse are rooted in general societal 
and legal issues, including poverty, lack of legal 
reinforcements, and the social stigma toward rape. 
Women have long been considered as a marginal-
ized group in Rwanda. Children should not be the 
next group. It is imperative for the government to 
refocus attention towards stemming child sexual 
abuse and perhaps incorporate technology in its 
strategies to fight this problem. For examples, 
the government could install advanced security 
system in schools and incorporate educational 
computer programs that address possible outlets 
for the victims. 

Rwanda is undoubtedly pushing itself to a 
new era of technology and a knowledge-based 
economy. Its technological initiatives have proven 
successful in growing education as well as expand-
ing global interest in the region. Yet, without the 
most basic humanitarian assertion of zero toler-
ance towards child sexual abuse, Rwanda’s future 
growth and national reputation is in question. 
The government should bring the issue of child 
sexual abuse to the spotlight and incorporate spe-
cific strategies for solution into Vision 2020.

Silence in Schools: 
Child Sexual Abuse in the Midst of 
Rwandan Technological Uprising
— Gabrielle Cheng

WIKIMEDIA COMMONS

Schoolchildren in Rwanda.
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On August 16, 2012, South African police 
shot and killed 34 platinum miners (and injured 
another 78) in under three minutes in a trag-
edy known as the Marikana Massacre. During 
the months leading up to the massacre, miners 
grew increasingly dissatisfied with the passivity 
of the National Union of Mineworkers (NUM) 
in response to wage concerns. Instead of waiting 
for others to take action, the miners formed the 
small Association of Mineworkers and Construc-
tion Union (AMCU) to fight for an increase in 
wages from $500 to $1,500 per month. When 
Lonmin, the miners’ employer, failed to meet the 
request for higher wages, the organization decided 
to strike. With machetes and rocks in hand, the 
strikers spent six days contesting both NUM of-
ficials and police alike. Ten people, including two 
police officers, died in the process. On the sixth 
day, police decided to gun down the strikers indis-
criminately. Police Chief Riah Phivega defended 
the actions as self-defense “to protect themselves 
from the charging group.” 

Many South Africans responded with out-
rage, asserting that the slaughter was an act of 
racism, not one of self-defense. They argued that 
the suppression of the strike, composed entirely 
of impoverished black workers, was the result of 
an economy that promotes expendable, low-cost 
black labor. In addition, even though the police 
gunned down the workers, the 270 individuals ar-
rested and charged with murder were all striking 
miners; none of the police officers involved have 
been arrested. Yet, while a superficial glimpse of 
the massacre certainly projects racism, a deeper 
look at the strike’s underlying cultural context 
reveals a different view. Although the massacre 
clearly stemmed from discrimination against the 
Lonmin workers, the violence was not only about 
race; it was also about class. 

The primarily black African National Congress 
(ANC) provides companies access to state resourc-
es. Unfortunately, however, it consistently rules in 
favor of white-run companies in order to promote 
its own wealth. The ANC is made up of elite fac-
tions that compete to gain power in a struggle for 
state privatization contracts with the white pri-
vate business elite. And so, Marikana highlights a 
key issue in South African politics: the ANC has 
maintained a class divide by giving the often-racist 
white elite a great deal of economic power. The 
ANC is essentially a bourgeois-black-nationalist 
ruling party, and it is not in the members’ person-
al interests to encourage giving low-class workers 
minimal, let alone substantial, raises.

However, this opposition does not mean that 

the government can afford to ignore the public’s 
vehement indignation. To quell the anger, Presi-
dent Jacob Zuma quickly launched an investiga-
tion into the Marikana incident. Although it was 
meant to be completed within four months, it re-
mains open, more than a year after the massacre. 
In an effort to speed up the investigation, Zuma 
has appointed an official commission of inquiry.

In just ten days after accessing police computer 
hard drives, the commission stated that it discov-
ered hidden “documents which in [the commis-
sion’s] opinion demonstrate that the SAPS [South 
African Police Services] version of the events at 
Marikana…is in material respects not the truth.” 
Evidence in police photographs indicates that 
some weapons were planted next to certain bodies 
post mortem. Witnesses also reported that some 
people were shot and killed after already laying 
wounded on the ground. 

These striking discoveries definitely seem to af-
firm that this deadly clash was the result of the 
ANC’s divisive politics. The Congress of South 
African Trade Unions (COSATU), South Africa’s 
largest trade union, and an ANC ally, claims that 
the ANC is a progressive party. It cannot, how-
ever, progress as long as intra-party competition 
remains fixed in South African politics and leaves 
the working class with very little political stand-
ing inside the government. Currently, it seems 
that the only way that South Africa can effectively 
reverse workers’ lack of power is by putting a new, 
truly radical workers’ party in place that focuses 
on both human and economic development.

 As economic analyst Moeletsi Mbeki puts it, 
“South Africa changed politically in 1994, but not 
economically. The relationships of exploitation 
that are 350 years old have not changed.” Today, 
both the South African government and police 
force are predominantly black, and yet division 
continues to thrive. The discrimination simply 
mutated from a case of racism to one of govern-
ment elites partnering with corporate aristocrats 
to reign over the desperately impoverished.

Marikana Massacre: 
Was it Police Fear or Police Prejudice?
— Laurel Cerier

While …the violence [at Marikana] 
was not only about race; it was also 
about class.”
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Malawi is home to almost 16 million people. 
Its farms are lined with corn, tea, and sugarcane, 
its fields speckled with orchids, its villages and 
markets vibrant and bustling. Beneath this satis-
factory exterior, however, people are suffering. In 
fact, right now, 900,000 people —nearly one in 
every sixteen — are experiencing a combination of 
swollen lymph glands, genital ulcers, night sweats, 
diarrhea, and fatigue: the symptoms of HIV/
AIDS. These dreary statistics, however, are about 
to change. Recently, the United Nations Popula-
tion Fund (UNFPA) and Malawian government 
teamed up to introduce the Condomize! Cam-
paign, a national effort unique to Africa, which 
encourages Malawian youths to use condoms to 
protect against HIV/AIDS and unwanted preg-
nancy. While it may seem like the shame associ-
ated with using condoms in Malawi, coupled with 
limited access to education, makes the fate of this 
program precarious, its tactical approach makes it 
likely that it will accomplish its mission. In addi-
tion, it will help make great strides in achieving 
“Universal Access” to HIV prevention, treatment, 
care and support.

The latest Malawi Demographic and Health 
Survey shows that over 70 percent of men and 
women ages 15-49 know that consistent usage of 
condoms prevents the spread of HIV. Despite this 
awareness, Malawian youths avoid using condoms 
for two main reasons. Firstly, Malawians view 
condoms as marks of licentiousness, and thus 
refuse to use them for fear of being identified as 
promiscuous. Secondly, Malawians believe that 
condoms detract from the pleasure of intimacy, a 
notion that can be debunked with proper educa-
tion. Low condom use can significantly explain 
why over half of Malawians affected with HIV are 
people under age 30. 

Therefore, in order to ensure its success, the 
Condomize! Campaign should prioritize eliminat-
ing the shame and misconceptions of using con-
doms. Bidia Deperthes, the UNFPA’s director of 
the campaign, asserts that removing these barriers 
will create “demand” for condoms among young 
people. Of course, the stigma will not disappear 
overnight. Campaign leaders, though, have al-
ready stepped in and begun educating women on 
the assortment of condoms available to them and 
how to use them “correctly and consistently.” Cur-
rently the campaign smartly targets college stu-
dents; it makes sense that those who are educated 
will influence those who are not to use protection. 
With time and applied pressure, Malawians will 
become more receptive to learning and applying 
this kind of information. The program, however, 

will not completely and impractically depend on 
college students’ influence. Within the next few 
months, the campaign expects to expand and edu-
cate youths of various educational and economic 
backgrounds. 

For years, the World Health Organization has 
been a proponent of “increased awareness on the 
need for continued progress in low- and middle-
income countries, providing recommendations to 
overcome persisting challenges.” Campaign lead-
ers strive to achieve increased awareness by strate-
gically incorporating education into the program. 
In 2004, approximately 12 percent of Malawian 
men and women were HIV positive; only about 
50 percent of men and women knew that HIV 
could be prevented by using a condom and limit-
ing sexual partners. It is no coincidence that the 
Malawi Demographic and Health Survey reports 
that “women [and men] who have never been 
married and have never had sex are least likely 
to know that using condoms and limiting sexual 
intercourse to one uninfected partner reduces the 
risk of HIV transmission.” Their inexperience 
has limited their exposure to and knowledge of 
methods for preventing HIV. However, thanks 
to prevention education, 70 percent of Malawi-
ans today know that condom usage and limited 
sexual partners can prevent HIV. This knowledge 

is at least partially responsible for driving the per-
centage of men and women who are HIV-positive 
down to six percent. If educated men and women 
set a positive example for the Malawian public like 
they are meant to, even though change will admit-
tedly be gradual, there stands no reason to believe 
that the results of this campaign should prove any 
less successful.

In developed countries like the United States, 
individuals with HIV often have access to anti-
retroviral treatments and live to tell their stories. 
Sadly this is not the case for most of the Malawi-
ans who are HIV-positive. The Condomize! Cam-
paign, fortunately, is just one movement of many 
trying to minimize the number of HIV-positive 
people in Malawi. In fact, research shows that if 
this movement, coupled with other development 
programs, continues and expands, our generation 
will live to see the first HIV/AIDS-free generation. 
With minimal educational, financial and psycho-
logical support, the Condomize! Campaign will 
help combat this major public health challenge 
and motivate other world leaders to rid their na-
tions of this crippling epidemic.

Fighting the Spread of HIV: 
Promoting Condom Use in Malawi
— Sara Isaac
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Malawian children orphaned by AIDS.



AMERICAS   //   7

The United Nations (UN): a platform on 
which to discuss international affairs, to voice de-
cisions over international military or humanitar-
ian missions, and to provide direct peacekeeping 
and humanitarian efforts. Throughout its history, 
however, the UN has suffered from controversies 
that have grown from its large, and sometimes in-
efficient, structure. The latest such criticism arose 
this October when the Boston-based lawyer group 
Institute for Justice and Democracy in Haiti 
(IJDH) filed a suit against the organization for its 
alleged lack of action in paying compensation to 
Haitian victims of the ongoing cholera epidemic. 
Such a situation demonstrates that the UN must 
take serious steps to meaningfully address its legal 
and moral duties concerning its operations.  

Following the devastating January earthquake 
in 2010, Haiti experienced its first modern chol-
era outbreak. As of November 2013, the epidemic 
has claimed at least 8,000 lives and sickened about 
700,000 people, approximately seven percent of 
the entire population. Evidence suggests that a 
group of Nepalese UN personnel is the source of 
the disease. A joint report released by Yale Law 
School and Yale School of Public Health offers a 
comprehensive review detailing UN accountabili-
ty over issues caused by its mission. After complet-
ing extensive desk and field research, the report 
argues that environmental, epidemiological, and 
journalistic investigations all strongly suggest that 
the epidemic is directly traceable to the presence 
of peacekeepers from the Mission des Nations Un-
ies pour la Stabilisation en Haïti (MINUSTAH, 
United Nations Stabilization Mission in Haiti). 

Since then, American and international news 
sources have cited first-hand information on the 
unsatisfactory sanitation control of the MINUS-
TAH base at Mirebalais. They note that waste 
from the base often spilled into the Artibonite 
River, a primary water source for Haitians. Stud-
ies traced the cholera bacterium strain to South 
Asia, and found that the Nepalese peacekeepers 
came from an area plagued by cholera. The his-
toric record of no symptomatic cholera cases in 
Haiti prior to this outbreak further strengthened 
evidence that Nepalese UN personnel introduced 
the bacterium. 

Because it pulls together operational person-
nel from all member states, the UN experiences 
difficulties ensuring a trouble-free workforce. 
Moreover, health and living facilities in Haiti were 
already poor due to the earthquake earlier that 
year. Despite such difficulties, the UN did vio-
late international humanitarian principles when 
it refused to accept responsibility for introduc-
ing cholera into Haiti. Its additional refusal to 
establish a claims commission for the victims of 
the epidemic further demonstrated its lack of ac-

countability and its violation of contractual obli-
gations to Haiti. 

Moreover, when sued by groups for compen-
sation, the UN cited its immunity to legal chal-
lenges: the 1946 Convention on the Privileges and 
Immunities of the United Nations safeguards it 
from charges made by single countries. Instead, 
the UN usually addresses its peacekeeping opera-
tions through Status of Forces Agreements signed 
with host countries. The Status of Forces Agree-
ment between Haiti and MINUSTAH was estab-
lished in 2004. Yet, the UN has not entertained 
any claims commission for over thirty such agree-
ments with other countries. There is little reason 
to believe that its agreement with Haiti will result 
in a remedy for the peacekeepers’ wrongdoings.

The UN must address its legal and moral du-
ties concerning its operations. New York Times re-
porter Rick Gladstone described the organization’s 
shortfalls in an article earlier this year. He called it 
“an institutional culture of privilege and excep-
tionalism in an organization that basically regu-
lates itself and is not necessarily answerable to any 
higher judicial authority.” To amend the situation, 
the UN must adhere to its Status of Forces Agree-
ment with the Haitian government; it must estab-
lish a claims commission. Such a display would 
exhibit the organization’s willingness to take re-
sponsibility and allow the UN to be continually 
perceived as a respectable international body that 
upholds international law. Apologizing publicly to 
the Haitian people would also protect the UN’s 

image, for it would demonstrate its determination 
to restore Haiti to proper conditions. Some have 
voiced concerns that a public acknowledgement 
of the Nepalese misstep would prevent countries 
from donating troops in the future. However, ac-
countability by the powerful is the cornerstone 
of human rights, which is why IJDH’s suit bears 
such importance. Together, these steps would set 
a precedent for addressing peacekeeping malfea-
sance and ensuring that peacekeepers are account-
able for their actions during further missions.

Though the legal fight may be ongoing, the 
UN has continued to fund local Haitian recovery 
movements. It must be noted, though, that this 
does not include compensation for the damage 
enacted by the cholera outbreak. In November 
2012, Secretary General Ban Ki-moon launched 
a $2.2 billion appeal to provide clean water and 
health facilities. To successfully contain the spread 
of the disease and treat existing victims, the UN 
and other available nations must help Haiti im-
mediately form a functioning sanitation system 
that not only distributes health supplies, but also 
enhances basic training on cholera treatment. 

UN and the Haitian Cholera Outbreak      
— Christopher Hsu
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Despite relief efforts, many Haitians continue to live in camps under unsanitary conditions. This helped spread the 

recent cholera outbreak.
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The importance of the judiciary in govern-
ment was exemplified recently in Guatemala. One 
of the most violent countries in Latin America, 
Guatemala did not have much of a judiciary to 
speak of in recent history. In 2009 the murder rate 
was 46 per 100,000, and crimes against women 
were considered a private affair rather than a le-
gal offense. Perhaps the most central issue was 
the corruption of former dictator Jose Efrain Rios 
Montt, who established a military-styled govern-
ment following a coup in the spring of 1982. Dur-
ing his reign, Ríos Montt oversaw a genocide that 
killed at least 1,771 Ixil Mayans. Even though he 
himself was overthrown in a coup just over a year 
after taking power, his crimes remained unchal-
lenged for some time. That was until Claudia 
Paz y Paz became Guatemala’s attorney general 
in 2010. The actions that Claudia Paz y Paz took 
against Ríos Montt proved that a strong judiciary 
is one of the most essential parts of a functioning 
democracy.

Claudia Paz y Paz brought Ríos Montt’s crimes 
to light and took them to the courts, showing that 
the power of the judiciary was not dead in Gua-
temala. Just the fact that Paz y Paz charged the 
former dictator with any offense at all was a huge 
leap for the country. According to Reed Brody, 
a representative of Human Rights Watch in the 
United States, “this is not only about the country’s 
past but about its present as well. In a country 
in which the powerful have always been above 
the law, just the fact of this trial is a historic af-
firmation that justice can exist.” This was not the 
only success of Paz y Paz’s career, though. She also 
passed two laws that made violent offenses against 
women a specific crime. This allowed citizens to 
have some hope for future changes in the Guate-
malan legal system.

Claudia Paz y Paz, who was likely nominated 
for the Nobel Peace Prize, has made amazing ju-
dicial bounds in one of the most dangerous places 
in Latin America. However, Guatemala still has a 
long way to go before it becomes an example of 
strong, democratic government. The biggest chal-
lenge it faces is the conclusion of Paz y Paz’s role 
as attorney general at the end of the year. Without 
her strong, determined presence, the judiciary fac-
es possible degradation. With luck, another indi-
vidual will emerge to continue Paz y Paz’s mission. 
Yet the situation in Guatemala shows how even 
the most dismal situations may be turned around, 
and why the judicial branch of government is the 
most important. 

The judiciary is the only branch of government 
that can truly act as an unbiased mediator of the 

law. When corruption or abuse of power arises, 
the law remains a benchmark for how officials 
must act. The law is not determined by an interest 
group or political party, but rather outside par-
ties formulating the best way to ensure basic hu-
man rights and justly punish a myriad of crimes. 
Without a strong judiciary, as seen in Guatemala 
with José Efraín Ríos Montt, violent offenders of 
the law are free to do as they please because there 
is no one to hold them accountable for their ac-
tions. Though a legislative body may question the 
executive, without a strong judiciary any convic-
tion by a legislative official of an executive leader 
can be seen as a political maneuver rather than 
a legitimate, lawful conviction. Additionally, the 
judicial branch is the only branch that can pro-
tect the legal rights of its citizens and ensure their 
rights are not being overlooked in favor protecting 
the political elite. 

The judicial branch is the ultimate check on 
governmental power in a democracy and the 
most important branch to ensure an efficient and 
representative government. If the judicial arm of 
a governing system is inefficient, then other of-
ficials are free to abuse power, citizens’ rights go 
unprotected, and the country ultimately suffers as 
a whole. It takes a powerful judicial branch with 
strong individuals like Claudia Paz y Paz to help 

ensure that laws are followed and corruption is 
dealt with. For, if there is no law, who is to really 
say what is illegal and what is not? 

What Is Illegal?:
The Rise of a Once-Suffering Guatemalan Judiciary
— Collette Anderson
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Claudia Paz y Paz and Hillary Clinton; Paz y Paz has taken great steps to reduce corruption within Guatemala.
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President Enrique Peña Nieto has an ambitious 
agenda for Mexico. He has already introduced a 
teacher evaluation program, an independent anti-
corruption commission, and an overhaul of the tax 
system. Nieto is also pushing for a constitutional 
amendment that would allow private investment in 
Pemex, the state-owned oil company. Pemex pro-
duces, transports, and sells products such as gasoline, 
petroleum, diesel, and natural and liquid gas. The 
Mexican Congress should pass President Nieto’s 
proposal, but the legislation is only a short-term ini-
tiative to spur economic growth. In the long-term, 
the government should break Pemex’s grip on the oil 
industry; the following competition will make the 
company more autonomous, modern, and profit-
able. The government should also take advantage of 
the current social, political, and economic climate to 
promote energy reform and decrease its heavy de-
pendence on oil and Pemex for revenue. 

Mexico’s government and economy have long 
been dependent on oil. In 1938, the government 
expelled all foreign-owned oil companies and cre-
ated Pemex, a state-owned company with a legal 
monopoly on Mexican oil. Oil became a symbol of 
Mexico’s independence and nationalism, and Pemex 
an extension of that symbol. The company could do 
no wrong and became increasingly inefficient and 
wasteful, a non-issue until, in recent years, its spend-
ing began to outweigh its profits. Pemex has spent 
billions of dollars in the Chicontepec oil field, which 
has yielded only a trickle of petroleum. The com-
pany hasn’t turned a profit since 2006. Oil makes up 
sixteen percent of the country’s export earnings and, 
so, significantly supports the government’s spending 
and the national economy. This decline in produc-
tion has forced the government to run bigger fiscal 
deficits, which is harmful to the economy and to the 
citizens of Mexico; it has also hampered Nieto’s bold 
new agenda.

Mexican shallow-water oilfields are rapidly de-
pleting and, to sustain the government, Pemex must, 
for the moment, look elsewhere. In the long term, 
the Mexican government should invest in alternative 
and cleaner energy. Oil is a finite resource, and Mex-
ico’s options are becoming fewer and more problem-
atic. The company does not have the technology, 
money, or experience to drill into the rather substan-
tial oil and natural gas reserves it has left, which are 
trapped in the deep waters of the Gulf of Mexico and 
hard-to-develop shale formations. To access them 
safely and productively, Pemex needs the help of ma-
jor foreign oil companies. President Nieto’s proposal 
would allow foreign companies to receive a share of 
revenues from the oil fields, rather than the oil itself. 
This balanced approach would limit foreign involve-

ment and retain Mexico’s ownership of and control 
over its oil, while still providing Pemex with able 
partners, more money, and better technology.

The proposed amendment is somewhat of a 
contentious topic. The left-wing Party of the Demo-
cratic Revolution (PRD) is opposed; the centrist In-
stitutional Revolutionary Party (PRI), which Nieto 
belongs to, and the conservative National Action 
Party (PAN) are for. In addition, Nieto faces pow-
erful resistance from the oil workers union. Nieto’s 
conservative opponents have called the plan inad-
equate, saying it doesn’t provide enough incentive 
for foreign oil companies to invest, while his liberal 
opponents oppose what they call “the theft of the 
nation’s resources.” These concerns are indeed im-
portant, but American oil companies have already 
expressed enthusiasm for the plan, and are eager 
to explore Mexico’s significant oil resources. In ad-
dition, foreign oil companies have accepted similar 
profit-sharing contracts in other countries, such as 
Iran and Ecuador. Nieto’s proposal would also guard 
against the “theft” of the nation’s resources by ensur-
ing Mexico has continued full claim to its oil and 
gas. Indeed, it is necessary for Mexico to allow and 
encourage foreign oil companies to partner with Pe-
mex. The government is dependent on the stream 
of money that comes from Pemex and needs to do 
something to ensure that stream keeps coming — 
for the moment, at least. 

In the long-term, Mexico needs to move away 
from its heavy dependence on oil and Pemex’s rev-
enues. This transition has already started; mere de-
cades ago oil counted as three-fourths of the nation’s 
exports and 20 percent of the nation’s GDP. Today, 

oil is around six percent of the nation’s GDP, and 
manufacturing (including cars, computers, and ap-
pliances) drives the economy. However, oil still funds 
over a third of the nation’s budget, with the govern-
ment squeezing money out of Pemex to pay for 30 
to 40 percent of its spending. 

Mexico should open Pemex to foreign companies 
and use the revenues Pemex will generate through 
these partnerships in astute and specific ways. Pemex 
needs to update its technology and use its resources 
more effectively. The government needs to eventual-
ly remake the company into a modern energy player, 
if it has any hope of surviving in the global market. 
Pemex’s slow growth is also a drag on the economy; 
the state-sponsored monopoly has triggered repeated 
booms and busts in the economy with overpriced 
goods, corruption, and inefficient policies. Pemex 
has had a stranglehold on the oil industry for de-
cades and the government should, eventually, open 
up the oil industry even more. With multiple Mexi-
can oil companies in the playing field, Pemex’s grip 
on the oil industry would be broken. By busting the 
state-owned-oil-monopoly, the ensuing competition 
would creative incentives for the company to im-
prove its efficiency. Private capital will help boost the 
company and therefore the Mexican economy in the 
short-term, but in the long-term the company needs 
fiscal and operational autonomy. 

In addition, the government needs to eliminate 
its usage of Pemex as a money tree. The government’s 
dependence on the company’s oil revenue should be 
substituted with a more robust and progressive tax 
system. The government should decrease, slowly but 
steadily, the percentage of its budget funded by oil 
revenues. In addition, a higher burden should be 
placed on high-income citizens and wealthy corpo-
rations. 

Mexico is changing. With its growing middle 
class and increasingly enriched democracy, the coun-
try should seize on the opportunity to explore other, 
cleaner forms of energy. Mexico is an up-and-coming 
nation with a now independent Supreme Court and 
free press, and more Americans moving to Mexico 
than Mexicans to the US. It is opening itself up to 
the world culturally, socially, and economically. Nat-
ural resources and environmental outcomes need to 
be considered as Mexico tries to increase economic 
growth. In 2011, environmental degradation cost 
the nation five percent of its GDP, and the country 
is behind others in decreasing carbon dioxide emis-
sions. In a world where oil is a finite resource, Mexi-
co wants to be one of the major players in the energy 
revolution. It is close to becoming a true middle-class 
society, and investing in clean energy will secure its 
future global position.

Bienvenidos a México : 
Mexico Refigures Oil Industry, Invites Foreign Investment
— Eliza Webb
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President Enrique Peña Nieto of Mexico, whose six-

year term began in 2012, is advocating a constitu-

tional amendment to open up Mexico’s oil to foreign 

investors.
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Rio de Janeiro will be busy over the next three 
years: in 2014 it hosts the FIFA World Cup, and 
two years later it is the site of the Olympic Games. 
For this Brazilian city, though, troubles have already 
emerged. In recent months, international reports 
have primarily focused on protests over skyrocket-
ing costs and government neglect. However, a more 
pressing issue deserves our attention. In preparation 
for the events, Rio authorities have forced many 
residents of the city’s slums (favelas) to leave their 
homes. This trend needs to be addressed and pre-
vented. Rio must integrate its changes with the lo-
cal community, turn away from displacement, and 
find other ways to lower the crime rate. By doing 
so, it will address many protesters’ concerns. 

Rio has a population of six million, of which 
one million live in the favelas. Despite this rather 
alarming statistic, policymakers have worked hard-
er to satisfy international tourists than to ensure the 
well-being of its own people. The global prestige of 
hosting the World Cup and Olympic games seems 
to have overshadowed Brazil’s concern for domestic 
issues. Instead of governing, it has created an ap-
pealing but artificial outer layer that disguises severe 
social issues. 

City government officials have implemented 
special police forces (UPPs) in favelas bordering the 
city’s wealthy areas. Nominally, they exist to lower 
the presence of crime and drug gangs in the area. 
(Brazil’s homicide rate is one of the highest in the 
world; its police officers are responsible for nearly 
20 percent of the deaths.) While this increased at-
tention may seem to address the outrageous crime 
rates, the government’s prescribed solution is merely 
temporary. Many argue that these police forces are 
a symptom of superficial development, and forego 
deeper infrastructural problems in the favelas. A re-
port by Al Jazeera in August 2013 cited water and 
sewage treatment, as well as waste disposal, as the 
primary overlooked concerns. In addition, some 
argue that UPP placement was determined by the 
area’s strategic value, rather than its crime rate. 

In the favelas, crime continues to be an issue. 
The UPPs, though meant to be legitimate police 
forces, frequently rely on extra-legal techniques that 
result in increased instability. Amarildo, a stonema-
son in a Rio favela of Rocinha, left his home this 
summer to buy lime for his family’s fish dinner. He 
never returned, and his family members claimed the 
favela’s UPP was responsible. Rocinha – typically 
considered a “pacified” favela since the UPP’s estab-
lishment there – became a focal point for Brazilians 
and international observers following Amarildo’s 
disappearance. The event increased public scrutiny 
of the UPP, and it soon became clear that the force 

frequently overstepped its boundaries as a pacify-
ing presence. The story of Amarildo is an extreme 
version of what favela residents have experienced in 
the last few years. They have been confronted by 
forced displacement, as well as violence by what the 
government considers a legitimate state force. The 
Brazilian government must recognize that its build-
up for the sporting events is having severe ramifica-
tions on its population that will continue long after 
the last fan leaves the stadium.

Brazil’s problems with displacement and crime 
are common themes with Olympic host countries. 
In preparation for Seoul’s 1988 games, 720,000 
were displaced; in 1992 Barcelona, over 600 fami-
lies were evicted; in 1996 Atlanta, around 30,000 
residents were forcibly removed; and, in China, 
nearly 1.5 million were displaced for the 2008 
Games. Such evictions frequently impact a city’s 
poorest residents – which often includes its im-
migrants – the hardest. Not only are they usually 
the ones forced to move, but also the increase in 
business and tourism causes rent prices to skyrocket 
– Barcelona’s housing prices rose 139 percent and 
Sydney’s rose 40 percent during the Olympic games 
in 1992 and 2000, respectively. Rio’s unique posi-
tion as the site of two major events within two years 
of each other magnifies the effects described above. 
Combined with Brazil’s slumping economy, these 
issues take center stage.

The problems are not merely infrastructural, 
though: since 2009 nearly 20,000 people have been 
forced from their Rio favela. Though the govern-
ment compensates families who leave, those who 
cannot (or will not) depart face stronger measures. 

Many who remain are often forced to live amongst 
rubble while construction workers demolish sur-
rounding buildings (favelas are destroyed because 
they are considered “high risk” or are in an area that 
is needed for public events). The thin layer of bra-
vado and success that has accompanied its reports 
will be washed away once the Olympic Games end 
and the government is again responsible to its citi-
zens.

The Brazilian government should have connect-
ed its development to that of the favelas. By destroy-
ing the areas and replacing them with structures 
not meant to improve public welfare, it destroys its 
credibility with Rio’s poorest citizens. If it had in-
vested $500 million (the amount spent to refurbish 
Maracana soccer stadium) into basic infrastructure 
and a smaller renovation, the city would likely be 
more peaceful, crime-free, and developed.

Brazil needs to be ready for its international de-
but in 2014. This, unfortunately, means that the 
push for better infrastructure in the favelas will be 
sidelined until after 2016. Moreover, the displace-
ment so frequently associated with global sporting 
events is not likely to be the primary concern. How-
ever, this situation cannot be ignored. It demands a 
reappraisal of the way international sporting events 
are organized. Eliminating poorer sections of a 
city does make it more appealing to tourists, but 
it ultimately ends up hurting the residents. In the 
time that remains, Rio should build up its favelas in 
coordination with its sporting sites. Doing so will 
help both the region’s permanent residents, as well 
as its temporary ones.

Favelas Face Uncertainty:
The Dark Side of Brazil’s Preparations for 2014
— Julia Jacovides
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Brazilian favelas, such as this one in Rio, need to be integrated into the country’s plans for the World Cup and 

Olympic games.
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Rio de Janeiro’s local government has under-
taken extensive urban development measures in 
preparation for the 2014 World Cup and 2016 
Summer Olympics. Brazil has made large eco-
nomic strides in the past few years, surging past 
Great Britain as the sixth largest economy on the 
globe. The upcoming games provide a great oppor-
tunity for Brazil to solidify itself as a global power, 
both economically and politically. However, poor 
urban planning and economic mismanagement 
have created controversy around Rio. Many of 
the blueprints for this massive infrastructure proj-
ect directly intersect with the city’s favelas—Rio’s 
“slums.” Forcible removal has resulted in protests 
and physical backlash. Tens of thousands of local 
residents have been removed from the land that 
their families have lived on for generations. Fur-
thermore, protests have erupted in response to 
the country’s frivolous expenditures. Brazilians 
are angry that billions of dollars were allocated 
to international sporting events while millions 
of citizens suffer from extreme poverty and poor 
public conditions. If Brazil continues to sacrifice 
the living standards of its own citizens, it will mar 
its international image and squander the potential 
economic and political boons that these events 
can provide. 

Brazil is perhaps the most prolific nascent 
global power. The World Cup and Olympics 
shine a spotlight on the emerging nation that will 
damage the nation’s credibility if this social unrest 
persists. Although Brazil has already committed 
to spending upwards of $13 billion on infrastruc-
ture, the Olympic Public Authority reallocated 
an additional $700 million in public finances to 
cover shortfalls in the operating budget as a re-
sult of financial mismanagement. Meanwhile, 3.5 
million people live in poverty in Rio alone. Hikes 
in public transportation costs recently served as 
a catalyst for major protests throughout cities in 
Brazil. Raising transportation costs after elimi-
nating upwards of $1 billion in public finances 
displays the government’s negligence of its own 
people. Brazil has already spent three times the 
amount that South Africa’s 2010 World Cup 
campaign totaled. Rather than focusing on estab-
lishing unnecessary, lavish structures, these funds 
could be used to build schools, homes, and hospi-
tals for the 40 million Brazilians in poverty. While 
these sporting events provide the opportunity to 
prove that Brazil is suitable for international busi-
ness and tourism, the rampant protests and riots 
will inevitably damage Brazil’s global image. If the 
government has any intentions of using the games 
to establish Brazil as a global power, it must first 

rectify internal strife by combating overspending. 
Roughly 20,000 Brazilians have been dis-

placed due to infrastructural demands, with over 
100,000 more at risk of losing their homes and 
businesses in the near future.  Often, demolition 
begins without advanced notice. Compensation is 
either inadequate or, in many cases, nonexistent, 
demonstrating that the rights of Brazilians are sec-
ondary to World Cup and Olympic preparations. 
The United Nations, along with international 
advocacy groups such as Amnesty International, 
have condemned Brazil’s actions as human rights 
violations, damaging the nation’s credibility. Bra-
zil, which has a history of razing favela communi-
ties, must tread lightly with its urban destruction. 
Since Rio is a dangerous town, the destruction of 
these communities and the subsequent backlash is 
exacerbating a negative image of Brazil.

In order to maintain security, the nation is us-
ing drones to monitor favelas and public spaces. 
Military police carrying rifles regularly patrolling 
Olympic areas eerily resemble the stories of Brazil-
ian “death squads” that made headlines as recently 
as 2009.  Many locals trust the local crime syndi-
cates more than the corrupt police forces that have 
been taking control of various favelas. Brazil’s dra-
conian measures to stifle the voices of the citizens 
are destroying its international reputation.

Brazil has handled preparations for the World 
Cup and Olympics poorly. Although the nation’s 
economy has surged in recent years, progress has 

come to a grinding halt. The GDP’s annual growth 
has decelerated while inflation continues to in-
crease. The games will not stimulate the economy 
if the struggles between the government and its 
constituents continue. The resulting protests and 
riots will do more damage to its economic pros-
pects than sacrificing expenses on extravagant in-
frastructure. Indeed, Brazil must realize that inter-
national sporting events cannot detract from basic 
public rights. Brazil is on the verge of becoming 
an international superpower but the violations 
against its own people are preventing the nation 
from garnering international prestige and author-
ity. Attempts to compromise must be made within 
the community: by working with its people rather 
than against them, Brazil will become a more at-
tractive location for commerce and tourism. 

Brazil Risks Squandering its 
Olympic Opportunity
—Kennan Budnik
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In the fall of 2013, just months after win-
ning a slim election with only 50.6 percent of the 
vote, Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro de-
cided that to properly address the many problems 
plaguing his country, he would need authority far 
beyond what is normally granted to the head of 
state. In a plea to his fellow people, and more im-
portantly, his parliament, Maduro asked for the 
ability to rule by presidential decree. He argued 
that this was essential in order to fast-track anti-
corruption legislation. While many opposed ex-
panding Maduro’s powers, the Parliament voted 
in his favor during a session on November 19. 
This special procedure – known in Venezuela as 
an “Enabling Law” – gives Maduro the power to 
bypass parliamentary approval for a period of one 
year. Venezuela, regarded by some metrics as one 
of the top ten most corrupt countries in the world, 
certainly needs a major legislative overhaul. When 
it comes to these issues, though, an autocratic fast 
track is not the solution. 

While the idea of enacting a law that gives the 
President legislative autonomy may seem foreign 
to some democratic nations, it is a familiar oc-
currence for Venezuelans. The last time the law 
was enacted was in 2010, when it granted then 
President Hugo Chavez with the authority in or-
der to provide immediate relief for over 100,000 
Venezuelans displaced by heavy flooding. In fact, 
Chavez received Enabling Law powers four times 
during his Presidency, which allowed him to rule 
by decree for four and a half of his fourteen years 
in office. During these years, Chavez decreed over 
200 bills into law. Although many of the laws 
were populist measures that offered substantial as-
sistance to Venezuelans, others – such as a decree 
that nationalized the Bank of Venezuela – were 
controversial. On the last day of his enabling 
powers granted to him in 2007, Chavez passed a 
mixed bag of 26 new laws.

It is exactly this type of trend that many in the 
opposition fear Maduro will replicate. Henrique 
Capriles responded to the President’s request with 
a public statement of disapproval, and an asser-
tion that the enabling powers would facilitate an 
attack on Maduro’s political opponents. Capriles, 
a Venezuelan governor and prominent opposi-
tional leader, was narrowly defeated by Maduro in 
the 2013 election. After the powers were granted, 
Capriles called for protest. He believes that Ma-
duro will use these undemocratic powers to turn 
Venezuela even more socialist than it is now. Ma-
duro’s first two decrees give validity to this claim. 
First, Maduro passed a law limiting the profits of 
private companies to make sure that consumers 

are not being charged too much, and the second 
was a law that gave the government much more 
oversight and control over imports. While these 
initial decrees seem well intentioned, they are 
clearly an attempt by Maduro to adopt a more 
socialist way of doing things.

Yet, Capriles’ firm stance against granting 
Maduro these decree powers should not be con-
fused with the nation’s reaction as a whole. A poll 
conducted by International Consulting Services 
showed that 71.5 percent of the country believed 
that the enabling law would be necessary to fight 
corruption. While it is important to consider the 
influence of survey wording before interpreting 
the data as a positive referendum on Maduro’s 
rule, the results do clearly demonstrate that Ven-
ezuelans are aware of the corruption within their 
country.

Nevertheless, Maduro is moving forward with 
his policies much too quickly, and has failed to gar-
ner a large and loyal following. In the past, when 
Chavez used his powers of decree, they were per-
ceived to be more legitimate, for he had won over 
the hearts and minds of the majority of his people 
following the revolution. Maduro, on the other 
hand, has not earned enough the popular support 
to legitimize decree rule in the eyes of many. He 
has taken his landslide election as permission to 
push his policy through unabated. But, because he 
only won 50.6 percent of the vote, overusing these 
decree powers may cause unrest in a large portion 
of his constituency. With Capriles at the helm, the 
protests are already beginning.

Maduro’s insistence on fighting corruption in 
his country is spot-on, but his methods are not. 
He was elected only recently, and with the slim-
mest Venezuelan presidential election margins in 
decades. His twelve months of legislative decree is 
too far-reaching, too soon. Corruption in Venezu-
ela must be addressed, but the immediate protests 

led by Capriles suggest that popular opinion will 
not support Maduro’s efforts for long. 
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Ending Corruption by Enabling Autocracy:
A Venezuelan Power Struggle
— Michael Clauw

Venezuela, regarded by some metrics 
as among the top ten most corrupt 
countries in the world, certainly needs 
a major legislative overhaul. When 
it comes to these issues, though, 
an autocratic fast track is not the 
solution.”
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The health of Argentine President Cristina 
Fernández took another turn on October 5, when 
she was rushed to the hospital with complaints 
of headaches.  Two days later, doctors discovered 
bleeding in her head—a subdural hematoma that 
was operated on the following day. This scare 
came after national concerns over Ms. Fernandez’s 
health in 2012 when she was misdiagnosed with 
thyroid cancer. The change in Ms. Fernández’s 
already tenuous health, ahead of the October 27 
midterm elections, has prompted more questions 
in Argentina about her long-term viability as the 
country’s leader. These questions come at a dis-
advantageous time for Fernández. A time when 
many in her country are re-assessing the place her 
Frenta para la Victoria (FPV) party will have in 
the future of Argentinian politics.

These medical emergencies have forced Ms. 
Fernández to suspend her campaign at a critical 
juncture.  In the midterm elections of October 
27, half of the seats in the Chamber of Deputies, 
the lower house of Argentina’s bicameral legisla-
ture, are being challenged.  Fernández’s party, the 
FPV, which has enjoyed popular support in recent 
years, is expected to lose many of those seats as 
voters grow increasingly irate with nationalization 
policies and high inflation.  Primaries in August 
confirmed this; although the FPV won nation-
wide, it lost seats in provinces that have histori-
cally supported the FPV.  Most notable among 
these losses was the province of Buenos Aires, 
which has the most seats in the Chamber.  Addi-
tionally, any loss of seats that would put the FPV 
coalition below the two-thirds mark would make 
it impossible for FPV to single-handedly amend 
the country’s constitution. The party stated plans 
to use this power in order to keep Fernández in of-
fice by changing the constitution to allow a third 
Presidential term.

Speculation remains as to whether the inter-
ruption may help her campaign as it did following 
the death of her late husband, the former presi-
dent Nestor Kirchner, when her approval rating 
rose a full 19 percent.  A new poll makes that out-
pouring of support seem less and less likely.  The 
Argentine newspaper La Nación reported that 95 
percent of voters do not plan to change their vote 
on the basis of Ms. Fernández’s health.  Another 
88 percent of voters agreed that after knowing 
of health problems, her image stayed the same. 
While this points to the fact that Fernández health 
is not a factor in many Argentinians’ decision, a 
five percent swing can have a much bigger impact 
on the distribution of seats as compared to single-
member district plurality systems like the US.

While Fernández recovers, embattled vice 
president Amado Boudou will be leading the na-
tion. Boudou has been in poor standing with Ar-
gentineans after a May 2012 allegation of embez-
zlement.  His leadership in Fernández’s stead may 
also have an impact on the elections, particularly 
if her health remains in questions in the months to 
come.  According to a poll by Management & Fit, 
47 percent of Argentineans viewed Mr. Boudou 
negatively.  A separate poll by La Nación revealed 
that 38 percent of the population believed Mr. 
Boudou was “not qualified to act as President,” 
with another 26 percent agreeing that he is “little 
qualified” for the role.  In what seems to be a move 
to assuage voters, cabinet chief Juan Manuel Abal 
Medina reiterated that “The president will [con-
tinue to] take the decisions,” emphasizing “The 
only person who has power is the president.” 

The shaky state of the FPV in the upcoming 
elections calls into question the place of Peronism, 
a longstanding Argentine political ideology cham-
pioned by Fernández and her party. Peronism, 
first introduced by Juan Peron in the 1940s is a 
populist, pro-working class ideology attached to 
eight of the last ten Argentinian presidents. Per-
onist candidates have traditionally maintained 
strong backing from the work and middle classes, 
however, in the face of rising inflation and poor 
business conditions, even they have been easing 
their support.

Fernández’s continued health is important for 
a strong FPV, particularly given her centralized 
style of governance.  For now, though, the mid-

term elections will be a telling indicator of how 
the nation feels about her presidency—and more 
broadly, how they feel about the Peronism she ad-
vocates.

EDITOR’S NOTE: On October 27, Cristina Fernán-
dez’s FPV party won enough seats to maintain a 
majority in both legislative houses, but failed to gar-
ner enough support to reach a two-thirds majority, 
meaning that Fernández’s ongoing, second Presiden-
tial term will be her last.

Ill-Timed:  
President Cristina Fernandez’s Health and Her FPV
— Shivum Bharill
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Cristina Fernandez’s health scare may is also cause for 

concern for the FPV.
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The slaying of a moose recently kindled an 
outburst of enmity in Canada. The frenzy began 
on October 4 when hunters in Nova Scotia posted 
pictures of a dead albino moose, a genetic rarity, 
on the Facebook page of a local hunting and gam-
ing shop. Within days the photos began circulat-
ing the web; Facebook users alone shared the pho-
to over a thousand times. Almost instantaneously, 
a firestorm of criticism ignited. Environmentalists 
and sympathetic Canadians were outraged by the 
hunters’ actions. Many believed that the hunters 
had no moral right to slay such a rare specimen: 
there have only been three albino moose sightings 
in Nova Scotia in the past year. Others, however, 
were more outraged by the hunters’ disregard for 
the cultural significance of the albino moose to 
the Mi’kmaq, Nova Scotia’s ‘First Nation’ or na-
tive population. 

Although it is legal to hunt moose in Canada 
— even the rare albino moose — the Mi’kmaq 
believe that the animal is sacred and therefore pro-
tected from game hunters. Most Canadian gov-
ernments have yet to translate this ancient belief 
into law. However, they have an imperative to do 
so. Several international treaties and declarations 
— most notably the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples — protect 
the cultural practices of native populations. Like 
most Western democracies, Canada is party to 
these declarations. It must, therefore, now take 
a pragmatic approach to protecting the First Na-
tions’ cultural identity by enacting laws honoring 
indigenous religious beliefs, such as the albino 
moose’s sanctity. 

The UN adopted the Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples in the late summer of 2007. 
At its core, the Declaration affirms the right of in-
digenous populations to act as sovereign nations. 
Although most UN member states adopted the 
Declaration, four nations — the United States, 
Canada, New Zealand, and Australia — refused 
to ratify the international law on the grounds that 
it undermined their own national sovereignty. The 
Canadian federal government stated that while it 
admired the “spirit” of the Declaration, some of 
its provisions were “incompatible with Canada’s 
constitutional framework.” Many of these provi-
sions related to disputed, and therefore controver-
sial, native land claims.

The original four opponents of the Declara-
tion have since endorsed it; the Canadian govern-
ment did so in 2010. The application of the Dec-
laration in Canada, however, is still forthcoming. 
The slaying of the albino moose in Nova Scotia 
demonstrates how much remains to be done. Ac-

cording to Article 12 of the Declaration, native 
populations worldwide possess “the right to mani-
fest, practice, develop and teach their spiritual and 
religious traditions, customs and ceremonies.” 
Furthermore, Article 29 states that indigenous 
populations have “the right to the conservation 
and protection of the environment.” In light of 
these two provisions, the Canadian government 
has a forthright mandate to protect Native Cana-
dian culture. 

This mandate does, however, come at a cost. If 
codified, it would set a precedent in Canadian law 
and jurisprudence that would have far-reaching 
implications in the administration and protection 
of native custom and tradition. By enacting laws 
that echo the voice of the Declaration, the Cana-
dian government would invite further criticism of 
its divergence from popular native opinion. This 
is already a volatile point of contention between 
native peoples and the federal Canadian govern-
ment, and has flared up in discussions on fracking. 
Furthermore, many detractors of the Declaration 
reject its legitimacy because it has no legal binding 
in Canadian courts and serves mainly to delineate, 
rather than enforce, native prerogatives. 

However, the Declaration’s lack of support in 
domestic Canadian courts does not detract from 
its content. The Canadian government adopted 
the Declaration after many years of debate and 

discord. The result of these discussions signifies 
that the federal Canadian government wishes to 
bolster its relationship with the First Nations. To 
reject the demands of native populations at this 
time would place Canada’s First Nation in a con-
voluted legal position. In addition, if the Cana-
dian Parliament ignores the Mi’kmaq people’s call 
for heightened protection of sacred animals, the 
federal government will undermine its standing as 
a world leader of human rights and sociocultural 
equity. 

Presently, the Canadian government seems to 
be asserting its support for the Declaration, there-
by distancing itself from the Declaration’s critics. 
Shortly after the albino moose controversy, the 
Canadian Department of Natural Resources held 
discussions with Mi’kmaq leaders to ensure the 
protection of albino moose in the future. Legisla-
tors have yet to debate this topic; however, these 
initial dialogues are necessary for the development 
of legislation that honors Mi’kmaq tradition, in-
digenous rights as espoused in the Declaration, 
and government interests. In the future respon-
sible laws will hopefully prevent further dishar-
mony between Canada’s First Nations and non-
native Canadians. More importantly, these laws 
will reaffirm Canada’s commitment to the rights 
of its native citizens as first described in the UN 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

How a Moose Caused a Controversy:
The Disjunction between Canada and its First Nations
— Stuart Richardson
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The Mi’kmaq people have lived in present-day northeastern Canada for over ten-thousand years. Many native 

Canadians still practice ancient traditions.
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It was all celebrations and toasts at the gold 
laden presidential palace in Naypyidaw, Myan-
mar, when President Thein Sein welcomed Shinzo 
Abe to his lavish adobe. This was the first visit by a 
Japanese prime minister to the developing nation 
since Takeo Fukuda’s 1977 visit. All of this is not 
without an agenda, and it is an agenda that des-
perately needs to be realized. Japan, facing a future 
of Chinese dominance, an aging population, and 
stagnating domestic economy must reach out and 
embrace the nations of Southeast Asia in order to 
meet these challenges. Forming strategic partner-
ships with these nations is Japan’s best option for 
continued growth at this point in time. 

Both Japan and Myanmar were eager to ce-
ment diplomatic and economic ties, both of which 
have been relatively good even during Japan’s bru-
tal WWII military regime. Japan has promised to 
provide “all possible assistance” to the new gov-
ernment and its attempts at democratic reform 
which has been initiated by President Thein Sein 
in 2011. Japan has kept its word so far as it re-
cently cancelled over $1.3 billion in debt and even 
offered $500 million in aid. 

Japan’s investments and interests in Myanmar, 
and to a larger extent, the Association of South-
east Asian Nations (ASEAN) countries in general 
are growing. Abe agreed to spend $200 million on 
a new special economic zone in Thilawa, just a few 
hundred kilometers south of Yargon, the commer-
cial capital of Myanmar. This money will be used 
to build a new port that will greatly improve its 
capacity for trade, perhaps with Japan.

Abe brought with him dozens of Japanese 
executives on his state visit urging them to find 
investment opportunities. Over the few years, 
dozens of Japanese ministers have been trekking 
to the ASEAN countries, which has established 
itself as a rare economic bright spot. Japan has 
promised investment, aid, and strategic and de-
velopmental advice to the developing region. Ja-
pan has the opportunity to increase its presence 
in an area which has largely been neglected by the 
Western powers in their pursuit of Chinese invest-
ments, through bilateral trade in the region. It’s 
quite likely that Japan views the ASEAN region as 
a potential regional power within the next few de-
cades. Abe seems to have realized this sort of early 
investment, at a low cost to Japan, could prove to 
be extremely valuable in keeping Japan’s labor-dry 
economy propped up and relevant. 

Japan’s investments in the ASEAN region are 
crucial in order to slowly reduce its reliance on 
China as a destination for investing. With the re-
cent squabble over the Senkaku/Diaoyu islands, 

there’s been a lot of Anti-Japanese sentiment boil-
ing over in China. Some rather grotesque TV 
shows highlight the extent of this negativity. They 
feature Chinese actors dressed up in Japanese 
WWII costumes being killed in a variety of ways. 
Japanese investors are beginning to realize China 
is a risky place to conduct business. 

The foundations for this transition have already 
been laid by the Japanese government, which has 
already started to purchase ASEAN government 
bonds. Japanese companies are following suit as 
well. Honda, for example, intends to move its 
entire supply chain over to Thailand from China, 
even at the risk of the severe Thai floods.

Trade is not the only thing on the agenda, as 
Japan could use the ASEAN region as a way to 
counterbalance Chinese influence by leveraging 
the region’s shaky relationships with China in 
light of territorial disputes. Japanese officials al-
ready held talks about diplomatic ties, naval assis-
tance, sales of ships, planes, and artillery, and even 
joint military exercises as Japan continues to stress 
ties with China over the Senkaku/Diaoyu islands. 

Even countries that Japan has historically 
few ties with are now in the sights of the Prime 
Minister’s Office. Japan has helped bail out the 
debt-stricken Vietnamese state banking sector by 
encouraging banks to acquire stakes in Vietnam-
ese banks. Japan’s commitments to Vietnam now 
stand at over $5.1 billion. Vietnam also has mari-

time disputes with China, and not surprisingly, 
Japan is helping Vietnam improve its naval ca-
pabilities and is training Vietnamese soldiers and 
seamen. Japan is also extending its hand to the 
Philippines by providing aid and investments as 
well. The Philippines, too, has its own set of quar-
rels with the Chinese over the Scarborough Shoal. 
By strengthening military ties with the ASEAN 
region, Japan will have made very essential friends 
in warding off Chinese military influence, and 
it will even secure Japanese military contractors 
brand new lineup of government customers. An-
other clever Japanese hedge against its own eco-
nomic demise. 

The ASEAN-Japanese relationship is still in 
its infancy, but regardless, it is one with great po-
tential. As the passage of time continues to bur-
den the aging Japanese population, the ASEAN 
nations can provide Japan with a rather endless 
stream of labor they can rely on. This is while the 
Japanese will generate the much needed industrial 
activity in the ASEAN nations. It is truly a mu-
tually beneficial agreement that will surely prove 
to play a bigger role in Japan’s foreign policy. 
The ASEAN-Japanese relationship is very much 
in mutual interests of both the Japanese and the 
ASEAN nations. It’s a partnership that will carry 
them both well into the next century. 

Japan’s Embrace of the Southeast
The First Step to US-China Cooperation on North Korea
— Akshay Suggula
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Turkmenistan has not been a major player on 
the world stage during its 22-year history, but 
this has worked out well for its unusual former 
President, Sapamurat Niyazov, who ruled this 
oil-rich, ex-Soviet republic with an iron fist. He 
preserved the Soviet-era secret police and censor-
ship system, banned all political parties except his 
own, and forbade all government officials from 
leaving the country. But Niyazov was best known 
for his erratic, eccentric ruling style. Throughout 
history, there have been many brutal dictators, 
but few have renamed the month of January after 
himself, or outlawed lip-synching and gold fill-
ings for teeth. Following Niyazov’s death in 2006, 
Gurbanguly Berdimuhamedow succeeded him. In 
the first seven years of his rule, Berdimuhamedow 
used Turkmenistan’s bountiful natural resources 
to bankroll a continuation of Niyazov’s style of 
governance. This situation is unlikely to change, 
unless the major world powers stop enabling Ber-
dimuhamedow with lucrative resource deals.  

When Berdimuhamedow took power in 2006, 
there was reason to believe that he would relax the 
state’s rigid control over all aspects of life. Indeed, 
the initial signs were positive. Berdimuhamedow 
called for Turkmenistan’s first elections, which 
President-for-Life Niyazov had little need for, and 
dismantled his predecessor’s bizarre personality 
cult. But these hopes for change were short-lived.  
In 2009 and 2012, elections were held in which 
all the candidates were members of Berdimu-
hamedow’s ruling party, and members of the op-
position were prohibited from running for office. 
The BBC reported that the Organization for Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe, which monitors 
elections in Central Asia, did not even send ob-
servers in 2012, stating that “…an observer mis-
sion would not add value because fundamental 
freedoms continued to be restricted.”  Media and 
communications remained heavily censored, with 
Freedom House ranking Turkmenistan 196 out 
of 197 countries surveyed in terms of press free-
dom. When Berdimuhamedow fell off his horse 
at a public event in April 2013, the Turkmen me-
dia were forbidden to report on it, and anyone 
crossing the country’s borders had their electronic 
devices searched to prevent video of the incident 
from being released. The optimism surrounding 
Berdimuhamedow’s accession has now given way 
to resignation.  

Given Turkmenistan’s strategic place in the 
world, this is unlikely to change. Berdimuhame-
dow’s unwillingness to begin political reforms 
in Turkmenistan stems from the nation’s boun-
tiful natural resources, which makes other na-

tions wary of applying pressure. In addition to 
substantial deposits of oil, Turkmenistan has the 
sixth largest natural gas reserves in the world. Be-
cause of its location in the middle of Central Asia, 
Turkmenistan is actively courted by the nations 
of Europe and Asia as a supplier of natural gas. 
The most aggressive player in the region is China, 
which seeks to diversify its energy sources away 
from the Middle East, and has no qualms collabo-
rating with a less than legitimate regime. In Sep-
tember 2013, Chinese President Xi Jinping visited 
Turkmenistan to promote closer ties with the re-
gion, and to celebrate the opening of a natural gas 
pipeline to China. 

The United States is also eager to maintain 
good relations with Turkmenistan, in the hopes 
that the partnership will form the cornerstone of 
its “New Silk Road” program, which will connect 
Central Asia to Pakistan through Afghanistan. 
The United States hopes that long-term economic 
growth will bring stability to Afghanistan and 
Pakistan, but is unwilling to confront Turkmeni-
stan about its oppressive regime lest it jeopardize 
these other strategic considerations. The European 
Union (EU), which is on record against human 
rights abuses in Turkmenistan, is also unwilling 
to impose harsher sanctions against the Berdimu-
hamedow regime, due to the fact that Europe is 
one of Turkmenistan’s largest natural gas custom-
ers. 

 For the foreseeable future, it seems unlikely 
that any serious challenge will be mounted against 
the autocratic Turkmen government. Berdimu-
hamedow retains an iron grip on the Turkmen 
people, bolstered by his nation’s great resource 
wealth. With change from within nearly impos-
sible and little pressure from the world’s major 
powers, any chance of transformation appears to 
be non-existent. Although Turkmenistan has shed 
some of the more peculiar aspects of the Niyazov 
era, the Berdimuhamedow era promises to be 
equally autocratic unless the rest of the world is 
willing confront the new regime head-on. 

Smoke and Mirrors:
Transition in Turkmenistan
— Jon Vreede
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Meeting between Turkmen President Gurbanguly Berdimuhamedow and Barack and Michelle Obama.



As Asia continues to grow economically, the 
focus on development is shifting from industrial 
to financial markets. At the annual APEC (Asia-
Pacific Economic Cooperation) meeting in Sep-
tember, South Korea, Australia, Singapore and 
New Zealand signed a joint Statement of Intent 
to launch a pilot program for the Asia Regional 
Funds Passport (ARFP). The Passport – which 
has been under consideration since 2009 – is an 
agreement among Asian nations to establish a sys-
tem of regulation for a more integrated financial 
market. Modeled off of Europe’s Undertakings for 
Collective Investment of Transferrable Securities 
(UCITS), the ARFP would allow nations to trans-
fer funds between member states with ease, thus 
integrating financial markets across Asia. Passport 
proponents champion its potential to accelerate 
capital growth, increasing cooperation between 
fund managers and a rising demographic of inves-
tors in Asia. Regardless of widespread skepticism 
concerning Asia’s ability to successfully implement 
the program, the recent Statement of Intent repre-
sents a huge step towards increased regional coop-
eration. Asia’s current investment climate and the 
initiative of ARFP proponents make success for 
the Asia Regional Funds Passport imminent.

Recent history has underscored the need for a 
system like the ARFP. During the 1997 Asian fi-
nancial crisis, the entire region experienced slump-
ing currencies due to credit bubbles and fixed cur-
rency exchange rates.  The panic’s aftermath led to 
the promotion of reform in Asia’s financial market, 
and directly resulted in the formation of APEC in 
1998. Subsequently, Asia substantially developed 
its bond market through concentrated efforts by 
the Executives’ Meeting of East Asia and Pacific 
(EMEAP) between 2003 and 2005. The global 
credit crisis of 2008 only reinforced the growth of 
Asian financial markets, as investors increasingly 
began to look to the East for opportunities. The 
growth that has followed financial crisis strategi-
cally places Asia to adopt financial reforms that 
open up and integrate the market. 

In addition to its financial resilience, Asia’s in-
vestment climate is perfectly situated to adopt the 
ARFP. The number of high-net-worth individuals 
in Asia is expected to increase by 88 percent be-
fore 2022, generating a whole new pool of wealth 
to provide the initial funds necessary to jumpstart 
the system. Pension coverage represents another 
area of rising opportunity. In the US and Europe, 
an average of 70 percent of the populations have 
a pension fund, compared to only 15 percent in 
Asia. Few Asian countries have superannuation 

contribution systems set up for workers, which 
has created a need for those individuals to have 
access to savings plans for retirement. These de-
mographic features highlight a potential market 
for pension funds. With a rising middle class and 
an increasingly elderly population, conditions in 
Asia have never been more conducive to an open 
financial system to bring in investments. 

Speculation opportunities have not been lost 
on fund managers. According to an investor poll 
by RBC Investor Services in 2012, at least 74 per-
cent of Asian asset managers were “quite or very 
interested” in the prospect of an Asia Regional 
Funds Passport, despite global financial crises. 
There exists good reason to be interested; Asia cur-
rently contains 60 percent of the world’s popula-
tion, but only 13 percent of the world’s total funds 
under management. State Street released a report 
estimating Asia’s potential growth in fund assets 
to be over ten percent in 2014, reaching as high 
as 15.3 percent for larger countries like China. A 
standardized system like the ARFP would help 
Asia realize this potential by encouraging investor 
security through market standards and regulation. 
Support by fund managers is crucial to the cred-
ibility of the ARFP. 

Despite these conditions, some argue that 
adopting a system based on UCITS may be over-
ly-ambitious for Asia, which lacks a centralized 
entity like the EU and faces large development 
disparities. Yet organizations such as APEC and 
Southeast Asian nations comprising ASEAN+3 
are already playing a unifying role that will suf-
fice to implement the program. Australia’s part in 
promoting the Passport will be especially instru-
mental to its future success. As the world’s third 
largest holder of funds after Luxembourg and the 
United States, Australia has a key strategic interest 
in the ARFP. Not only does it want to encourage 
financial market growth in the Asian region, but 
Australia would be the preferred choice for cen-
tral management of the Passport. John Brogden, 
Chief Executive of Australia’s Financial Services 
Council, expressed his belief that the agreement 
has the potential to make financial services “Aus-

tralia’s next major export industry.” Singapore and 
South Korea display similar enthusiasm for the 
agreement, as it would likely lead to many funds 
pooling within their markets. 

The Asia Regional Funds Passport may be a 
great milestone on the way to Asian regional coop-
eration. Despite stark political and economic frag-
mentation relative to Europe, the climate in Asia 
has never been more conducive to cooperation on 
a multilateral financial market system. The ARFP 
offers a wealth of opportunity to secure more in-
vestments for countries throughout the Asian re-
gion, while also benefitting investment companies 
around the globe. Should the 2016 Pilot Program 
find success, the world will see the rise of Asia not 
just as an industrial hub, but also as a formidable 
financial complex.
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The Asia Regional Funds Passport:
A Milestone in Regional Cooperation
— Olivia Blanchette

Asia’s current investment climate and 
the initiative of ARFP proponents make 
success for the Asia Regional Funds 
Passport imminent.”
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For the first few decades after its independence 
in 1946, the Philippines struggled to maintain 
an economy that was free of both political cor-
ruption and of foreign economic help. This eco-
nomic instability made it harder to obtain for-
eign investments, which worsened the problem. 
However, since the election of Filipino President 
Benigno Aquino III in June 2010, the Philippines 
has seen incredible economic expansion, up from 
5.2 percent growth in 2006 to 7.6 percent in the 
first half of 2013. This growth – along with the 
overall stability of the government – has attracted 
the attention of three main international credit 
rating services: Fitch, Standard & Poor’s (S&P), 
and Moody’s. In March 2013, Fitch Ratings be-
came the first investor’s service to upgrade the 
Philippines from a “junk-grade” investment to 
an “investment-grade” rating. S&P and Moody’s 
followed suit in May and October, respectively. 
These upgrades reflect the economic resurgence 
of the Philippines. Forecasts suggest that Ty-
phoon Haiyan will have little impact on this year’s 
growth, which ultimately shows that investing in 
the Philippines is not only a worthy expenditure, 
but an investment opportunity that is not to be 
missed. 

Over the past few years, the Philippines’ fis-
cal policy improvements have allowed for rev-
enue growth that in turn has been funneled into 
increases in infrastructure and social spending. 
Interestingly, compared to other countries with a 
similar investment grade, revenue generation still 
remains weak in the Philippines, which may be a 
result of the Philippines’ unique reliance on remit-
tances, or money brought into the country by Fili-
pinos working abroad. As the country has grown, 
the Filipino government has been increasing its 
funding from domestic sources, which reflects the 
government’s important ability to maintain a bal-
ance of external debt and liquidity in its banking 
system. Though its economy is growing incredibly 
fast, the Philippines has still been able to maintain 
relatively low inflation, increase its real GDP, and 
preserve a current account surplus. All three credit 
rating services cite that the Philippines’ central 
bank, the Bangki Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP), has 
remained remarkably stable in the face of global 
financial crisis, indicating that the debt level is rel-
atively resistant to international shock, and thus 
has a good probability of long-term stability. De-
spite its rapid growth pattern, the Filipino econ-
omy has achieved considerable success in keeping 
the economy stable through its transition.

Although the Philippines was once considered 
to be the “sick man of Asia,” its economy is finally 

seeing some much needed money to improve its 
infrastructure. The current international invest-
ment context is highly favorable to the country’s 
on-the-rise economy. The investment-grade en-
dorsement by these three major credit rating ser-
vices, coupled with Europe’s and the United States’ 
the low interest rates - and therefore less attractive 
investment conditions - make the Philippines and 
other similarly situated Asian countries look in-
creasingly attractive to foreign investors. President 
Aquino regards these credit endorsements as, “an 
institutional affirmation of [the Philippines’] good 
governance agenda. Sound fiscal management and 
integrity-based leadership have led to a resurgent 
economy in the face of uncertainties in the global 
arena.”

However, some have argued that the invest-
ment-grade ratings for the Philippines may cause 
more harm than good. In August 2013, three 
months after the upgrade, S&P warned the Phil-
ippines about sources of vulnerability that could 
incite reconsideration of its investment-grade sta-
tus, the largest of which is the threat of asset bub-
bles. With the investment-grade bump, the Phil-
ippines is expected to see a huge influx of foreign 
capital. The surge may cause the economy to heat 
up faster than the BSP could potentially handle, 
which could cause soaring inflation rates. Volatile 
capital inflows could also cause currency instabil-
ity and, thus, inflation. These concerns are largely 
unwarranted, however, as BSP Deputy Governor 
Diwa Guinigundo has outlined a few measures 
that would combat this capital influx volatility, 
including relaxing regulations to give banks more 
flexibility and creating hedging facilities that act 
to minimize risk of market instability. While soar-
ing inflation rates may be a risk in the long run, 
Moody’s stated in its October press release that 
“inflation remains well anchored and is currently 
below the central bank’s target range.”

The upgrade of the Philippines to an invest-
ment-grade country is a reflection of the Philip-

pines’ ability to maintain stability in the face of the 
astronomical growth. It acts, therefore, as an invo-
cation to global investors to further assist its de-
velopment. Finance Secretary Cesar Purisima has 
said that the influx of money will be used to open 
up financing plans for local businesses, encour-
age more investments to create jobs around the 
country, and reduce the cost of borrowing money. 
Investors across the world have shifted their focus 
to Asia, which is seeing bouts of intense economic 
development. The Philippines has commanded 
the attention of foreign investors with its remark-
able handle on stability in the face of large influxes 
of capital.  Foreign investors see this significant 
growth and want to gain access, just as one would 
want to buy a growing stock. The Philippines is 
no longer the “sick man of Asia,” and is instead 
is acting as a role model for quick and sustained 
economic growth

The Sick Man Got Healthy: 
The Philippines is an investment-grade country
—Rebecca Volpano

Forecasts suggest that Typhoon Haiyan 
will have little impact on this year’s 
growth, which ultimately shows that 
investing in the Philippines is not only a 
worthy expenditure, but an investment 
opportunity that is not to be missed.”



On July 29, 2013 in the southern Chinese city 
of Shenzhen, a mentally ill man stabbed multiple 
bystanders, killing three. The attacker had no 
motive, but rather a history of untreated men-
tal problems. In 2009, 100 million Chinese had 
mental health problems and 16 million of those 
had serious conditions such as schizophrenia and 
paranoid psychosis. Rural China possesses the 
largest amount of these cases, most of which have 
gone untreated due to a lack of psychotherapy 
care. Recently the central government introduced 
the New Cooperative Medical Scheme (NCMS), a 
new reimbursement policy that attempts to make 
health care affordable and accessible to the major-
ity of rural Chinese farmers. Under the NCMS, 
however, only 45,000 patients have received free 
outpatient treatment and 7,000 free inpatient 
treatment – numbers that reflect the policy’s cur-
rent lack of success. Along with rectifying the 
NCMS, the central government should also pass 
policies that will specifically combat mental illness 
and encourage families to bring the ill to local psy-
chotherapists.

Like many aspects of Chinese governance, the 
NCMS gives an immense amount of power to the 
localities and entrusts them to carry out its provi-
sions. They control the price of registration fees 
and reimbursement rates, along with the overall 
budget, all of which can determine whether poor 
rural farmers decide to seek medical attention. 
The Communist Party of China (CPC) made a 
smart decision by delegating these responsibilities 
to local governments since it cannot realistically 
recognize and meet the needs of every farming 
village. Local governments are better equipped to 
know the number of mentally ill in their districts 
and what resources are necessary to treat them. 
Considering the number of mentally ill in rural 
China, it becomes evident that local governments 
do not have enough psychoanalysts to manage 
these patients.  

Unfortunately, China lacks the professionals 
to teach medical students. In a recent interview 
with Dr. Xu Yong, the Director of Education and 
Training at Shanghai Mental Health Center and 
at the Medical School of Jiaotong University, and 
Dr. Jianping Wang, a Professor at the School of 
Psychology at Beijing Normal University,  both 
discussed this issue. When asked, “What do you 
see as the biggest challenges for mental health care 
in China?” Dr. Yong responded, “[it] is the short-
age of trained mental health professionals. There 
are only 16,383 psychiatrists amongst a popula-
tion of 1.2 billion.” Dr. Wang added that “a lack 
of systemic and high-quality training programs 

for medical students” explains these low numbers. 
Furthermore, a social stigma exists in becoming 
a therapist. The Chinese view psychotherapy as a 
“High-Risk, Low-Reward,” profession due to low-
er pay compared to other medical specialties and 
higher social risks. The central government needs 
to pass policies that will entice young medical stu-
dents to study psychoanalysis by providing stable 
job security and a reasonable pay.

While some say that mental health aware-
ness and treatment has improved in China, this 
has only transpired in wealthy Chinese cities that 
have most of the resources allocated to healthcare. 
However, the most recent violent incidents have 
occurred in rural villages and towns. It remains 
apparent that in order to combat mental illness in 
China, significant focus must be placed on these 
rural cases.
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Mental Illness in Rural China
The Environmental Costs of China’s Development
— Ryan Lorch

WIKIMEDIA

The need for better access to psychotherapy is vital in the Chinese countryside.



20   //   ASIA

Until the summer of 2009, the lush, green 
Swat Valley in northern Pakistan had been torn 
apart by violence. The Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan 
(TTP or Pakistani Taliban) were in control of the 
picturesque valley and were implementing their 
style of governance. Democracy was denounced 
as a Western creation incompatible with an Islam-
ic society, irreparable damage was done to girls’ 
education as countless schools were bombed, and 
religious fundamentalists were given a free hand 
in spreading their hate and dogmatic ideology. 
The Swat valley was at the mercy of the extrem-
ists until May of 2009, when the Pakistan army 
entered and fought a prolonged war to restore 
state control in the troubled region. This was a 
watershed moment, and it is extremely relevant 
today, because the hugely successful army opera-
tion illustrated how to deal with religious extrem-
ists: with force. Prior to the army operation, the 
government tried to negotiate with the extremists, 
and, although an agreement was reached, the ex-
tremists constantly violated the ceasefire and con-
tinued to use violence. They could not be tamed 
until the axe of the army came down. Pakistan 
needs to learn from the Swat operation and realize 
that the use of force is the only way to make the 
militants submit. 

Today, the issue of how to deal with terror-
ism is at the heart of political debate in Pakistan. 
The country is being torn apart by terrorism and 
increasingly so as each year goes by. Terrorist at-
tacks are increasing in frequency and the TTP and 
its affiliate groups have the entire nation at their 
mercy. Since 2003, over 50,000 Pakistanis, in-
cluding civil servants, armed forces, and ordinary 
men, women, and children have died in terrorist 
attacks, with countless more injured. 

This May, the center-right government of 
the Pakistan Muslim League – Nawaz (PML-N) 
won the national elections with a strong man-
date. The province most troubled by terrorism, 
Khayber Pakhtunkhwah (KPK), is controlled by 
a rival center-right party, the Pakistan Tehreek-e-
Insaf (PTI). The PTI campaigned on the promise 
of holding dialogue with the TTP and the party 
stands resolute on their promise. In September, 
the incumbent PML-N called an All Parties Con-
ference (APC) and with heavy pressure from the 
right, especially the PTI, a unanimous resolu-
tion was reached committing the government to 
hold dialogue with the TTP. The APC resolution, 
agreed upon unanimously, is seen as a document 
of surrender by the left. It is certainly not the cor-
rect solution to the problem of militancy and reli-
gious extremism in Pakistan. 

The TTP’s response to the APC resolution has 
been a slap in the face of the government, yet it 
is a slap the government does not feel. The state 

has extended a hand to the terrorists, giving them 
the opportunity to have their crimes forgiven 
for the sake of peace, but this gesture has only 
been met with belligerence. There was an attack 
on a church during Sunday mass in the city of 
Peshawar, the capital of KPK, which killed over 
80 people. Although the TTP claims that it had 
no involvement in the attack, the organization 
condoned the attack saying it was in accordance 
with Sharia. Within the same week, further vio-
lence led to the death of over 40 people in Pesha-
war. This time the TTP claimed responsibility for 
the attacks. Moreover, they vowed to kill Malala 
Yousafzai, the 14-year-old girl who was shot in the 
head by Taliban militants because she campaigned 
for girls’ education in the Swat Valley. The recent 
spate of violence brought the leftists out in force 
to condemn the government verdict and call for 
action against the militants. They labeled those 
who support peace talks as “Taliban apologists” 
and “sympathizers.”  Peace negotiations are not 
possible with a terrorist organization that has the 
state at its fingertips. Yet the PTI stubbornly in-
sists on holding dialogue. 

Peace negotiations can only be fruitful if there 
is a possibility of finding common ground, but 
there is none to be found with the Taliban. The 
TTP has declared democracy as un-Islamic, and 
they have sworn to use violence until their ver-
sion of the Sharia is enacted in Pakistan. Pakistan 
already implements the Sharia, but it is not a Tal-
iban-approved Sharia which condones the mas-
sacre of Christians and members of other faiths. 
The TTP has made it clear that it wants their ver-
sion of Sharia enforced throughout Pakistan, and 
therefore the government cannot make geographi-
cal arrangements. There are no grounds for nego-
tiation, and any settlement or concessions made 
to these extremists would be detrimental to the 
future of human rights and freedom in Pakistan. 

Those who support peace talks very naively 
make a historical argument. They use examples 
of the peace reached between the British govern-
ment and the IRA and talk about the willingness 
of America in negotiating a peace with the Tali-
ban. The pro-peace-talks school of thought feels 
that Pakistan should follow the same path. This 
shows a complete failure to understand the very 
obvious differences in the nature and demand of 

various militant groups. Unlike the IRA, the TTP 
is not a separatist or nationalist group that wants 
an independent state. It wants to implement its 
agenda in Pakistan while at the same time refus-
ing to use democratic means. It is very important 
not to confuse militant separatists with militant 
sectarian outfits. Militant separatists like the IRA 
fought state oppression against a minority ethnic-
ity. It was a nationalist movement. On the other 
hand, the Taliban are fighting an ideological fight. 
They are not involved in a nationalist struggle and 
they are not willing to use democracy to fight for 
ideological space. The distinction between the 
IRA and the TTP is one that is not understood 
by Pakistan’s right-wing. It is these historically 
unfounded connections to the IRA that make the 
right-wing seem ‘apologetic’ towards the Taliban 
sectarian menace. 

Pakistanis have to live with the devil they have 
created and allowing them to get any stronger 
though bogus peace agreements will not help in 
the long run. The cancer needs to be removed. A 
two eyes for an eye approach is necessary. 

No Peace Without War 
— Sharik Bashir

Peace negotiations can only be fruitful if 
there is a possibility of finding common 
ground, but there is none to be found 
with the Taliban.”
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When Shinzo Abe led Japan’s centre-right Lib-
eral Democratic Party (LDP) to victory in the 2012 
elections on promises of an economic revival, few 
knew what to expect. For many, it was difficult to 
forget that Abe was a disgraced former Prime Minis-
ter best known for his denial of Japanese war crimes 
during World War II. Yet a year into his current 
stint as Prime Minister, Abe has completely remade 
his image into that of an intrepid reformer, primari-
ly by driving a wide-reaching campaign to overhaul 
the Japanese economy that has been affectionately 
dubbed “Abenomics.” Though Japan has seen at-
tempts at reform before, this time it seems to be 
working. As unemployment falls and markets rise, 
some have begun to hail the beginning of a new era 
of economic growth. Moreover, Abe has proved a 
committed salesman, embarking on a global tour 
to Wall Street, APEC, and elsewhere to peddle his 
“new-and-improved” Japan as ripe for investment. 
It is premature, however, to say that Abenomics has 
definitively ended 20 years of economic stagnation 
and deflation, referred to by many as Japan’s “lost 
decades.” What Abenomics has done is present a 
chance to break with Japan’s economic past. In 
order to ensure sustainable growth, though, Abe 
needs to redouble his efforts at even bolder reform, 
and confront the structural problems at the heart of 
the Japanese economy.

Abenomics aims to eliminate Japan’s economic 
woes through three “arrows”: economic stimulus, 
quantitative easing, and structural reforms geared 
towards boosting competitiveness. The first two ar-
rows have, thus far, been met with a healthy degree 
of success. A cheaper yen has boosted exports and 
reversed a long trend of deflation, and the Nik-
kei Stock Index has grown by leaps and bounds, 
nearing pre-2008 levels. Yet the third and most im-
portant arrow, structural reforms, appears to have 
fallen short of the mark.

When Prime Minister Abe joined negotiations 
towards Japan’s inclusion in the Trans-Pacific Part-
nership (TPP) free-trade zone, many observers 
hoped that this was the beginning of the end for 
Japan’s long-standing protectionist trade policies. 
However, this optimism proved premature in June 
when the much-anticipated “third arrow” was re-
vealed to consist of little more than a half-hearted 
hodgepodge of minor deregulations and rehashed 
plans for Special Economic Zones like those that 
Abe’s predecessor Yoshihiko Noda attempted with 
little success. The Nikkei failed to react with any 
fervor to the proposals, and the economy has shown 
few signs of doing so either.

The third arrow, it seemed, had succumbed 
to that which had doomed numerous economic 
reforms before it – excessive catering to electoral 
interest groups. Agricultural and business unions, 
core support blocs for the LDP, have long opposed 

sweeping structural changes in hopes of continu-
ing to benefit from trade barriers and a restrictive 
labor market. Despite Abe’s trumpeting of the TPP 
at October’s APEC summit, he has yet to show 
any real effort to begin dismantling agricultural 
tariffs, which for dozens of products stand at over 
200 percent. Though many farmers fear that the 
already declining agricultural sector will be unable 
to compete with imported products should Japan 
lower its tariffs, Organization for Economic Coop-
eration and Development (OECD) observers note 
that attempting to preserve jobs in a protected, un-
competitive industry will only harm growth in the 
long run.

Perhaps the greatest concern, however, comes 
from the apparent backtracking on the most im-
portant of the proposed structural reforms: the 
opening of the labor market. Notorious for its low 
labor mobility, Japanese labor law makes it exceed-
ingly difficult for companies to hire and fire people, 
leading among other things to the trend of “banish-
ment rooms,” where companies will assign employ-
ees meaningless tasks or nothing at all until they re-
sign of their own free will. Abe’s economic advisors 
had spoken earlier in the year about the importance 
of making it easier for businesses in failing indus-
tries to fire employees, but the influence of LDP 
support blocs appears to have indefinitely stalled 
any such measure. 

Also of concern is the increasingly pressing need 
to balance growth with fiscal discipline - a daunt-
ing task considering a public debt lingering near 
an unheard-of 250 percent of the GDP. The Prime 
Minister has long stressed the importance of long-
term economic sustainability, but serious deficit 

reduction cannot be achieved without sacrificing 
growth, unless it is accompanied by greater struc-
tural reform. Unfortunately, Prime Minister Abe’s 
caution against radical change is likely to continue 
in the coming months as his government gauges the 
electoral backlash against the decision to continue 
with plans to reduce public debt by raising the con-
sumption tax from five percent to eight percent this 
coming April. Yet without more drastic action, the 
tax hike poses the risk of crippling growth altogeth-
er, as was the case the last time the consumption 
tax was raised in 1997. If the same happens again, 
another round of stimulus may not be enough. If 
Abe truly hopes to simultaneously rein in the deficit 
and encourage continuing growth he cannot back 
down from difficult structural reforms.

Nevertheless, there exists reason to believe that 
Shinzo Abe may yet renew his commitment to 
challenging the norms that have governed Japa-
nese economic policy for decades. Coming off a 
landslide electoral win in the Upper House of the 
Diet, Abe’s government is more popular than ever. 
Enjoying approval ratings of over 60 percent and 
booming business confidence, Abe should seize this 
opportunity to truly defy the business cliques and 
agricultural unions to pass genuine labor law and 
tariff reform. Until this happens, significant wage 
increases are unlikely to accompany the devaluation 
of the yen. Without such a rise, consumption will 
remain stagnant and tax revenue will slump.  While 
Abenomics has undoubtedly made impressive prog-
ress, it needs to be bolder now more than ever, or 
else be consigned to the trash heap of half-measure 
reforms that litter Japan’s lost decades.

Missing the Target 
— Trevor Grayeb
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PM Abe speaks on his economic reform program at Chatham House in London. 
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While visiting my family in Russia this sum-
mer, my cousin described to us how corruption 
taints every facet of life in Russia. For instance, 
anyone can pass their driving test if they are will-
ing to pay off the examiner. This is why her friend 
is licensed even though she has gotten into over a 
dozen accidents. This unsettling story proves the 
flexibility of Russian law, as well as the breadth 
of corruption among Russian officials. Many of 
those in the penal system, though, experience cor-
ruption in a much more severe way.

Two members of the Russian punk rock group, 
Pussy Riot, have not been silenced by their two-
year imprisonment for “hooliganism.” In fact, 
they have continued to bring about controversy 
by exposing the inhumane conditions and abuse 
that take place within Russian prisons. One mem-
ber, Nedezhda Tolokonnikova, recently went on a 
hunger strike and wrote an open letter to the pub-
lic describing the cruelty that prisoners, especially 
women, experience on a daily basis. While it is 
well known that a large majority of institutions in 
Russia are corrupt, this specific letter has brought 
the issue of prison reform to the main stage for 
the first time in decades. The resulting interna-
tional scrutiny will be beneficial in contributing 
to increased transparency and reform within the 
Russian penitentiary system. 

One cannot help but compare these penal 
colonies to the gulags that were present during the 
Soviet era. The use of prison labor in Russia dates 
back to the days of Stalin, who used it to speed up 
the rate of national industrialization. While the 
Soviet era is over, Russian use of intense prison 
labor has not subsided. Tolokonnikova’s letter 
details how women are forced to work between 
12 to 16 hours a day, seven days a week, through 
sickness and injury. Failure to comply with their 
duties may result in physical punishment. In 
2009, Sergey Magnitsky died behind bars due to 
inadequate medical treatment for a number of ill-
nesses including gall stones, a blocked gall blad-
der, and an inflamed pancreas. In addition, he was 
reportedly beaten just hours prior to his death. 
Magnitsky’s arrest alone was considered unlawful 
and his sudden death after only 358 days in prison 
added to the severity of the situation. In response, 
the United States adopted the Magnitsky Bill, 
which prohibited the Russian officials involved in 
his death from entering the United States or using 
the United States banking system. Other inter-
national actors also took diplomatic measures to 
voice their disapproval. Even with the media at-
tention that the Magnitsky case drew, the Russian 
government did not take action within its own 
borders to prevent future cases of human rights 
violations in Russian prisons. In fact, one of the 
most profound measures they took was not to en-

act changes in the prison system, but to retaliate 
against the United States: they passed a bill ban-
ning, among other things, Americans from adopt-
ing Russian children.  

Unlike Magnitsky, Tolokonnikova’s letter and 
hunger strike have managed to generate such a 
public outcry that the state has been forced to 
respond. It has raised inmates’ wages and low-
ered the number of required work hours. These 
reforms simply skim the surface of the system’s 
deeply rooted corruption. Profound change 
would require intense reform, including location 
shifts, increased transparency, and a universal code 
of prison guard conduct. In Russia, there is a stark 
contrast between the metropolitan cities of St. 
Petersburg and Moscow and the barren country-
side. After one train ride between the two cities, 
it became quite apparent how those who live in 
rural areas are neglected. It is no coincidence that 
prisons are located in rural areas at a significant 
distance from any large cities. Not only are prison-
ers serving a prison sentence, but they are exiled 
from mainstream society and moved to towns 
where the citizens have little influence or inter-
est in changing the national institutions. Former 
United States ambassador to Russia, William J. 
Burns, described the system as one that “combines 
the country’s emblematic features—vast distances, 
harsh climate, and an uncaring bureaucracy—and 
fuses them into a massive instrument of punish-
ment.” Although still unacceptable, it is under-
standable how the abuse that takes place inside 
Russian prisons continues to be ignored and over-
looked. The need for prison reform is simply not 
within the physical and psychological viewpoint 
of the wealthier urban population.

Increased transparency of the penitentiary sys-
tem would help to compensate for the physical 
and conceptual distance between the public and 
the prisoners. If people were simply more aware 
of the inhumane conditions and archaic forms of 
punishment that take place such as beatings and 
inner prisoner-discipline, they would identify 
which specific abuses need to be addressed and 
feel more determined to demand change. Citizens 

would instill pressure on the government that it 
be held accountable for the harmful and injurious 
effects of the penitentiary system. 

In addition to the desolate location of prisons, 
the system itself presents internal struggles. Prison 
guards are responsible for protecting the perimeter 
of the property, while the inmates have their own 
previously prohibited method of “inner prisoner-
discipline.” Selected prisoners are given elevated 
status and act as internal enforcers on the prison 
governor’s behalf. Criminals who have been con-
victed of major crimes instill fear and distress on 
the other prisoners with shorter terms. Although 
this system was banned in 2010, it is clear from 
Tolokonnikova’s letter that a similar system re-
mains intact in her prison. 

Another positive reform would be the estab-
lishment of a universal code of conduct for all 
prison governors to follow. The current situation 
suggests that constitutional law is not applied 
within prisons and that prison governors alone are 
responsible for deciding the punishments to be 
administered throughout the penal colony. There-
fore, it is difficult to predict and control exactly 
how the prison governor will manage his power. 
This uncertainty heightens the susceptibility of 
the prisoners because there are no regulations to 
protect them from the potential abuse that the 
governors may impart. A universal code of con-
duct would also help to enforce a relationship of 
mutual respect between the officers and the pris-
oners. This would likely lead to less conflict and 
fewer hostile confrontations.

The domestic and international celebrity that 
has been brought about by the Pussy Riot con-
viction has helped to shed light on the major is-
sue of abuse within Russian prisons. The case of 
Tolokonnikova will hopefully inspire other cur-
rent and past prisoners to step forward with their 
grievances, leading to further pressure for prison 
reform.

The Need for Russian Prison Reform
— Anna Quintero

Not only are prisoners serving a prison 
sentence, but they are exiled from 
mainstream society and moved to towns 
where the citizens have little influence 
or interest in changing the national 
institutions.”



By the end of 2017 at the latest, Britain’s posi-
tion in the EU will be voted upon and the “simple 
choice” will be made. While many people may 
want to give into the populist rhetoric that the 
United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) is 
using and vote against British membership in the 
European Union, the British people should not go 
down that path without considering the economic 
and political repercussions of such an action. Eco-
nomically this would be a disastrous decision for 
Britain.  

Euroskepticism is based on the idea that Eu-
ropean integration is harmful to the sovereign 
states of Europe, but this has different meanings 
to different countries. Britain’s relationship with 
the EU makes their Euroskepticism unique. The 
main argument for the UKIP’s Euroskepticism is 
its belief that the EU is impeding Britain’s sover-
eignty and hurting its democracy. Due to the in-
creasing number of issues that the EU decides, in-
stead of these issues being determined by the Brit-
ish Parliament, they fear that the British people 
are losing their ability to vote and their opinions 
are not being heard. In addition, UKIP advocates 
for preservation of the British identity. Many of 
their policies linked to immigration and asylum 
show a racist and ethnocentric mindset bent on 
restoring “Britishness” in the United Kingdom. 
Their policies and ideology are extreme but they 
demonstrate the fact that Euroskepticism is a real 
existing political belief in the UK.

While the UKIP may still be a minor politi-
cal party, some of its ideas have resonated in the 
much larger Conservative Party. Unlike UKIP, the 
Conservatives attitude toward EU policy should 
be classified as “questioning” rather than “skep-
tical.” They view the EU with suspicion and do 
not want to be fully committed to it. The dis-
trust among members of the Conservative party 
is strong enough, however, that Prime Minister 
Cameron has promised a referendum vote on 
Britain’s membership in the EU should his party 
win the upcoming election. He has promised to 
renegotiate Britain’s relationship with the EU and 
then give the people the ability to vote on these 
new terms. The fact that Cameron has to promise 
this vote in order to win the election shows that 
there are enough Euroskeptics or, at the very least, 
people who are sufficiently disillusioned with the 
transcontinental institution, that it made sense 
for him to make this political gamble. If enough 
people were not at least somewhat skeptical of the 
EU, he never would have made this promise.

UKIP claims that if Britain were to leave the 
EU, it would establish its own free trade agree-
ments, making the economy stronger. This, how-
ever, is not the case. It is hard for many British 
people to grapple with this, but, as many people 

like to point out, the empire of the past is gone. 
What remains of the once great British Empire is 
Northern Ireland, England, Wales, and Scotland, 
which add up to roughly 62.7 million people.  
As the economies of the world move eastward 
towards China and India, this small of a popu-
lation is simply not a large enough trading bloc 
to make deals with alone, especially since most 
countries will focus on making deals with the 
EU instead of smaller, ineffectual deals with the 
UK. President Barack Obama and his adminis-
tration have already vocalized this sentiment. In 
a speech given in late May of 2013, President 
Obama warned that should the UK back out of 
the EU, they would not be a part of the soon-to-
be-negotiated free trade deal between the US and 
the EU, which will be worth hundreds of billions 
of dollars a year. He also warned that a separate 
deal with Britain was highly unlikely. The US is 
one of Britain’s largest trading partners, and losing 
out on the free trade agreement would be a huge 
blow to its economy. Many countries would surely 
follow suit and make agreements with the EU, of 
which Britain would not benefit from.  

Leaving the EU could also result in Britain los-
ing its ability to influence decisions made at the 
top levels of international organizations such as 
the G8, the WTO, and the UN. Prime Minister 
Cameron, who personally has no desire for the 
UK to leave the EU despite promising the referen-
dum, said, “Membership of these organizations is 
not national vanity – it is in our national interest. 
The fact is that it is in international institutions 
that many of the rules of the game are set on trade, 

tax and regulation. When a country like ours is af-
fected profoundly by those rules, I want us to have 
a say on them.” He recognizes that these organi-
zations are very important for Britain to remain 
an active global player and that leaving the EU 
could hurt its standing in them. Others have also 
warned that leaving the EU, and, as a result, not 
being a part of the creation process of free trade 
agreements, would push the UK “to the sidelines.” 
Creating more distance between Britain and the 
rest of the continent would be disastrous for the 
UK, which has been warned that once it is out of 
the EU, it is out for good. 

Leaving the European Union would be ruin-
ous for the United Kingdom. Should there be a 
referendum, British citizens need to move away 
from their history of reluctance to integrate and 
finally commit fully to the European project. If 
they decide otherwise, Britain’s days as an influ-
ential player in world politics are certainly num-
bered.
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The Empire has Fallen
— Ben Newman
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Prime Minister David Cameron.



The financial crisis of 2008 sent the European 
Eurozone into an economic crash, and five years 
down the road, the attempts at stabilization have 
produced mediocre results and shaky economies. 
While the leading countries of the EU, Germany 
and France, maintained robust growth and below 
average unemployment, countries such as Greece 
and Italy saw their national debt and unemploy-
ment hit record highs. During the height of the 
crisis, the EU agreed to provide monetary bailouts 
to the most afflicted countries, provided they ac-
cept harsh spending cuts and tax increases. The EU 
central bank has deemed a third round of bailouts 
necessary for the beleaguered nations, but opposi-
tion to the loans and austerity measures is growing 
across Europe. Throughout the EU, citizens have 
become increasingly disenchanted with the notion 
of a loan to struggling countries and have chosen 
to champion political parties with anti-austerity, 
anti-bailout messages instead. The prominence 
of these far right parties in both Germany and 
Greece has frightened the central European banks 
during bailout talks that require steady leadership 
and no political upheaval to succeed. Ultimately, 
however, these fears are unfounded as long as Eu-
ropean leaders have faith in the strength of the EU 
and ignore these extreme conservative views. The 
cries for dissolution of the EU are nothing more 
than the tantrums of very small, yet very vocal, 
minorities. Firm support for the next bailout by 
the governments of the EU is the only condition 
necessary to assuage investors’ fears and create a 
comprehensive and successful stimulus program.

Internationally viewed as the leaders of the 
EU, Germany’s contentious election was a shock 
to investors expecting a strong, unified support-
er of the bailout. By maintaining low debt and 
a flexible, high tech workforce, Germany was 
able to survive the 2008 collapse relatively unaf-
fected, with low unemployment and strong yearly 
growth. Yet the country has seen one of the larg-
est rises for voters of extreme conservative parties 
across Europe. Frustrated by Europe’s constant 
demand for larger and more frequent loans, the 
German people have expressed a popular inter-
est in ending all payments to indebted countries. 
Ruled for the past eight years by the Christian 
Democratic Union, voters in the latest round of 
parliamentary elections in 2013 gave Alterna-
tives for Germany, or AfD, six percent of seats in 
government. Espousing the anti-EU, anti-bailout 
message currently popular in German society, the 
AfD drew enough votes to knock the CDU’s main 
coalition partner, the Free Democratic Party, out 
of government. With a party platform that is viru-

lently anti-aid, the AfD is attempting to stymie 
any talks of a new bailout. The EU, nervous about 
the weaknesses of the Euro, is now panicking over 
the possibility of Germany pulling out of its loan 
agreement if they were to accede to any of this 
party’s demands. Yet, this specter of the EU’s col-
lapse is entirely unfounded, existing only in the 
minds of the European bankers and not in the 
minds of the German people. Chancellor Merkel, 
head of the CDU, has flatly refused to consider 
AfD for a coalition partner, opting instead to 
form a “grand coalition” with the leading liberal 
opposition party, the Social Democrats, or SPD. 
The extreme message of the AfD ultimately forced 
the CDU into a partnership with a pro-EU, pro-
bailout party. Despite the buzz surrounding the 
AfD, their message only netted them a fraction of 
the seats in the government, far too little to hinder 
the upcoming economic negotiations in any way.

In Greece, an even more extreme conservative 
party has risen in to an attempt derail European 
confidence in Greece’s economy and hope for a 
new bailout. The New Dawn Party, a fascist, xe-
nophobic party, has held anywhere from six to 12 
percent of the public’s support in the past four 
years. The austerity measures foisted upon the 
Grecian people have infuriated a country with un-
employment over 20 percent.  The Grecian people 
believe that the massive public sector layoffs, wage 
freezes and other actions stipulated by the bailout 
agreement have crippled their livelihoods. Ad-
ditionally, the general populace sees the current 
bailout loans as small and insufficient to stimulate 
the Grecian economy. Focusing their anger on the 
EU, a portion of the populace has swarmed to 
the New Dawn party, a party that is committed 
to reducing Greece’s austerity measures and mini-
mizing the Eurozone’s control over the economic 
policy of Greece. However, just as in Germany, 
there is no logic to the concerns about the success 
of this party.  The current, moderate government 
of Greece is pleading for another bailout. Their 

message is a reflection of the sentiment of a ma-
jority of the Grecian people: while angry over the 
measures that the EU has enacted to cut Greece’s 
spending, the populace recognizes the need for the 
money this bailout will provide. Furthermore, the 
New Dawn party has actually lost most of its sup-
port in the past few months, as more moderate 
conservatives return to the ruling New Democ-
racy party. The final blow to the New Dawn party, 
which might be enough to calm investors, was the 
arrest of multiple New Dawn party officials, in-
cluding the party leader Niko Michaloliakos, all 
of whom are charged with murder. Sensationalist 
new stories have painted Greece as a country on 
the brink of political chaos, but the reality is much 
more optimistic. Despite being angry about the 
EU conditions for the bailout, Greece has shown 
bankers that it recognizes the need for the upcom-
ing bailout.

The majority parties of leading EU states agree 
that, however painful, more bailouts are neces-
sary. The electorates of Germany and Greece have 
displayed anger and discontent over the course of 
the EU by voting for these conservative parties, 
but it was just a display of anger. Both Greece and 
Germany have shown their desire for both the 
bailouts and the EU. As long as bankers recognize 
that the predominant message is one of EU inte-
gration, the EU bailout talks will be a success.
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The Rise of Conservative Parties in the EU: 
Unfounded Concerns Threaten Shaky Bailouts
— Daniel Hecker

Firm support for the next bailout 
by the governments of the EU is 
the only condition necessary to 
assuage investors’ fears and create a 
comprehensive and successful stimulus 
program.”



In early November, German authorities of-
fered an eager world its first glimpse at a massive 
trove of previously-lost 20th century European art. 
Authorities discovered the collection, comprised 
of roughly 1,400 pieces, during a routine tax 
investigation in Munich last year.  This marked 
the largest discovery of lost art in Europe since 
the end of the Second World War. The findings 
have captivated art fanatics around the globe. As 
officials have slowly analyzed the collection, they 
have found previously unknown and lost works by 
Matisse, Picasso, and Renoir. For all the academic 
interest and passion that the find has generated, 
though, there has been chaos and confusion to 
match. Many question the German government’s 
delayed revelation of the find, and ownership 
claims (both legitimate and invented) have flood-
ed official offices. As the German government at-
tempts to discern ownership, it must balance ac-
curacy with citizens’ interest in resolving a painful 
chapter in their national history.

Minister of Propaganda Joseph Goebbels gave 
the order to seize what he called “deviant” artwork 
from Jewish owners attempting to flee Germany.  
He felt they did not reflect the ideals of the Third 
Reich, nor that they aligned with the regime’s 
views regarding the value of art. Officials either 
forcibly confiscated the pieces, or bought them at 
artificially lowered prices. Goebbels and his staff 
earmarked a vast majority of them for eventual de-
struction. In this way, many works were lost to the 
fires of Nazi Germany. Those precious few pieces 
that did survive have been scattered around the 
world, through means both legitimate and other-
wise. This is what makes the discovery of such a 
big collection so stunning. 

The location of Cornelius Gurlitt – owner of 
the apartment in which officials discovered the 
artwork – is currently unknown. The elderly Mr. 
Gurlitt, nearing 80, is the son of the late Hildeb-
rand Gurlitt, a museum worker in Weimar Ger-
many. Hildebrand lost his job when officials dis-
covered he had a Jewish relative. He became an art 
dealer, and Goebbels selected Gurlitt to sell some 
banned Modernist works to overseas buyers.

Though these details are widely reported and 
accepted, they have not yet been confirmed. The 
German government has refused to confirm any 
details of the investigation beyond acknowledg-
ing that the artworks were indeed discovered in 
an apartment. In an attempt to avoid a frenzy of 
unfounded claims, it has also refused to provide a 
complete list of the works discovered. Instead, the 
German government will be taking an undeter-
mined amount of time to sift through the works 

and to discern their provenance. This has infuri-
ated those who claim they are descendants of 
the original rightful owners. Yet, considering the 
minefield of false claims that have already begun 
to take shape, the German government has made 
the correct decision to reveal as few details as pos-
sible. The investigation must be done deliberately 
and with great deal of caution. 

The approach has (rightfully) upset many, but 
it is the legal one. Moreover, it is by far the best 
process for ensuring that these priceless works 
finally rest in their rightful homes, be they in 
houses, apartments, museums, or storage units. 
By rushing through the investigation and fail-
ing to accurately ascertain the ownership of these 
works of art, the German government would sim-
ply compound the difficult problem that it already 
faces. 

The process of determining the works’ prov-
enance is complicated due to the murky legal pro-
ceedings that surrounded their initial forfeiture. 
While some works were seized, some were sold 
legally to the Nazis. Admittedly, the original own-
ers were often Jewish citizens looking to offload 
their possessions out of desperation as they sought 
to flee for their lives. This meant that they were 
willing to sell the work at appallingly low prices 
that in no way reflected their true values. The fact 
remains, though, that the artwork was sold. Since 
that initial transaction, many of these works have 
passed through various hands. Some of the works 
discovered in Mr. Gurlitt’s apartment even toured 

the United States, before disappearing again. 
Due to these factors, the best course of action 

for the German government to pursue is to main-
tain its current policy of extreme caution and dis-
cretion. This must apply not only with the analysis 
of the art itself, but also with the release of the in-
formation to the public.  By revealing too much to 
the press, the German government would simply 
find itself inundated with even more ownership 
claims, and many would be illegitimate. Although 
many members of the press and German public 
are urging the government to divulge more infor-
mation, particularly to the descendants of original 
owners, this would only serve to further delay the 
return of these works to their rightful owners. 
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On June 23, Edi Rama’s Socialist Party of Al-
bania (PSSH) and its alliance predictably won the 
parliamentary election after being part of the oppo-
sition for eight years. The transition in government 
came after a vote of no confidence to Sali Berisha’s 
center-right Democratic Party (PDSH), and as a di-
rect response to the polarized election being closely 
monitored by the European Union (EU). A joint 
statement by Catherine Ashton, High Representa-
tive of the European Union, and Commissioner 
Stefan Fule encouraged “a timely formation of the 
government to address the immediate challenges 
ahead to ensure that the country’s reform agenda 
is vigorously pursued and the European integration 
process can gain renewed momentum.” The EU’s 
rhetoric of unrealistic expectations concerning 
Albania’s stagnant progression from the once con-
fined communist state, and transformation into a 
modern democratic nation and integration into the 
EU more specifically, are of no avail. To the outside 
observers of the election, including High Represen-
tative Catharine Ashton, the parliamentary election 
appeared to have taken place in an orderly man-
ner. But what the outside pundits do not detect is 
the detrimental failure of domestic institutions and 
the Albanian people’s consent of such an ignomini-
ous phenomenon. Acknowledging Albania’s recent 
election as successful is a misguided aspiration. 
Even though the election process was conducted in 
line with EU and international standards, on the 
contrary, the elections were quite antithetical as a 
result of Albania’s nearly inexplicable politics. 

 In the preceding election, the Democratic 
Party (PDSH) was forced into a coalition with the 
newly formed center-left Socialist Movement for 
Integration (LSI), a fragment of the Socialist Party, 
in order to retain control of government for a sec-
ond term. As a result, PDSH attained the four LSI 
seats needed to form a majority in parliament. But 
relying on the opposition to form a government has 
costs and inefficiencies. In exchange for the seats, 
LSI deputies (MPs) were assigned to four cabinet 
(ministerial) positions. During this year’s election, 
the two major parties in Albania came to a similar 
dilemma when neither of them won enough seats 
to form a government on their own. The only dif-
ference this time around was that Ilir Meta’s LSI 
party quadrupled its parliamentary seats from four 
to 16. PSSH retained the same seats, but PDSH 
lost 15. PSSH’s electoral victory came as a result 
of the alliance with the flip-flopping LSI at a cost 
of five ministerial positions that control 78 percent 
of the country’s budget. Assuredly, the socialist LSI 
party is the make-or-break party with a sky high 
price tag. 

This has strong implications concerning Alba-
nia’s relationship with the EU in the coming years. 
The obvious result is strict measures to ameliorate 
integration into the EU and augment its struggling 
and stagnant economy. But in reality, Albania’s new 
government resembles a “Neo-Nomenkatura,” a 
model in which key administrative positions in the 
public sector are dispensed to individuals affiliated 
with the party. Meritocracy and qualification bares 
no mention to new appointments; therefore imple-
menting reforms will be challenging. For example, 
in Edi Rama’s newly formed government, Ditmir 
Bushati, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, is the son 
of Sulejman Bushaiti who was the People’s Party 
Secretary of the Shkodra Province and close friend 
to Enver Hoxha, the communist totalitarian dicta-
tor of Albania. The newly appointed Minister of Fi-
nance, Shkelqim Cani, is an accused suspect in the 
disappearance of the Albanian Treasury following 
the fall of communism in the early 1990s. Three 
other ministers come from the same family. The 
level of nepotism in the new cabinet appointees is 
alarming. But this is not uncommon to Albanians 
because every time the government changes, ev-
eryone in a public sector job – from ministers and 
directors to the janitors of government buildings, 
and controversially the supreme court judges – is 
replaced with members of the party in power. 

Neo-Nomenkatura was the impulse that urged 
the Albanian people in the middle of the political 
spectrum to change party allegiance. Complex Al-
banian politics alongside deteriorating economic 
conditions and mass unemployment propelled 
the people towards change. Yet, the course of this 
change is unclear. The two main political parties, 
the Democrats and the Socialists, have very similar 

programs and both support the country’s integra-
tion into Europe. Furthermore, there is minimal 
deviation on other policies between the two in 
regards to job creation, tax reform, and the war 
against corruption. In essence, the electorate had 
a choice between two halves from the same pie. 
In the preceding two terms when the Democrats 
controlled parliament, every public sector job was 
assigned to a Democrat. Since the private sector 
is weak and underdeveloped in Albania, the pub-
lic sector provides the majority of the jobs. With 
the recent change in government, those currently 
employed in the public sector will be let go, and 
affiliates of the Socialist Party will enthusiastically 
replace them. This occurrence has happened every 
time there is a change in government in Albania, 
and will continue to happen unless there are con-
siderable institutional changes.

Due to the results of the 2013 Albanian parlia-
mentary election, twenty some hard-earned years of 
democratic transition appear to be stuck in limbo. 
Externally, the country shows promise and opti-
mism, but internally - and realistically - it’s a huge 
mess. Major institutional changes that are very 
unlikely to occur anytime soon are needed imme-
diately. But before any real reforms can occur, the 
Albanian people’s communist mindset and ideol-
ogy need to change. The EU does not have reason 
to expect much from a country that, in its first free 
election after some 50 years of communist-totali-
tarian rule, willingly voted the communist party to 
power once again. The current elections revealed a 
new hope for change, and many changes are ex-
pected from Edi Rama’s Socialist Party, but they 
will not be definitive unless there are revolutionary 
educational and governmental reforms. 

26   //   EUROPE 

Elections in Albania:  
Democracy Deteriorates as Self-interest Triumphs
— Erlind Shehu

WIKIMEDIA COMMONS

Edi Rama (left) with former socialist Greek PM George Papandreou.
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For Leonarda Dibrani, October 9 marks the 
most humiliating day of her life. During a class 
trip, French gendarmes pulled the 15 year-old 
from the student bus, forcing her to abandon her 
classmates. They escorted her to the Lyon airport 
to catch a 1pm flight with the rest of her family, 
illegal immigrants residing in France for over four 
years, for deportation back to Kosovo. Her case 
sparked debate across the country after she made 
public pleas to be allowed to return to her school 
and civil rights groups discussed the legitimacy of 
her deportation. 

The Dibrani family moved to France from It-
aly in January 2009 and applied for asylum under 
claims of persecution in Kosovo. French authori-
ties denied their plea, unable to ascertain the na-
tionalities of the five Dibrani children and finding 
no trace of their persecution in Kosovo. In sub-
sequent requests by the French government, the 
family refused to leave their residence in eastern 
France, so they were ultimately deported. 

In response to Leonarda’s deportation, thou-
sands of students took to the streets, protesting 
that it is unfair to expel immigrant children and 
deny them an education and a better life. In a tele-
vised response, François Hollande claimed the de-
portation of the Dibrani family had been carried 
out in a lawful manner but that authorities had 
neglected the “necessary discernment” in detain-
ing a student during a class outing. According to 
an article in The New York Times, Mr. Hollande 
clarified, “if Ms. Dibrani wished to continue her 
education in France, she would be allowed to do 
so but that her family would not be permitted to 
return.” 

President Hollande’s remarks were met with 
much criticism, for it is illogical and problem-
atic to separate a 15 year-old from her family. 
Leonarda responded from Kosovo in French say-
ing that she did not want to abandon her family, 
and The Guardian reported, “Leonarda criticised 
Hollande as ‘having no heart’ and said her family 
would return to France anyway.” Though Leon-
arda’s situation has gained more recognition than 
those of thousands of other French immigrants, it 
highlights the necessity for the government to be 
more proactive and efficient in taking a firm stand 
on illegal immigration.

This case brings up the thorny issues of both 
illegal immigrants and the Roma people. It is im-
portant for governments of the 28-member Eu-
ropean Union to allow for the free movement of 
citizens between countries. At the same time, in 
order to prevent similar dilemmas to that of the 
Dibrani family, European governments need to 

bolster border controls and expedite immigration 
applications to protect both immigrants and citi-
zens. Hundreds of thousands of immigrants have 
entered Europe each year for the last few years. 
According to the BBC, 18.3 percent of asylum ap-
plicants are headed for France.

In the case of the Dibrani family, the parents, 
both Kosovar, did not have the right to reside in 
France after the denial of their asylum because 
Kosovo is not part of the EU. There is no docu-
mentation of where the children were born, but 
their father claims that they were born in Italy. He 
did not originally relay this information for fear 
that his family would not be granted asylum in 
France and be told to return to Italy where ben-
efits are not as generous.

The bigger issue seems to be the treatment of 
Roma people in Europe. They are mostly concen-
trated in the east but move westwards in order to 
benefit from better social welfare packages. While 
in Romania, families must pay for school and 
Roma children die daily of starvation; in France, 
children attend school for free and commonly 
receive a full meal. France, a large proponent of 
human rights, mandates these benefits. However, 
the prevalent discrimination against the Roma 
people and their lifestyle has been augmented 
by the harsh reality that the government cannot 
provide jobs and adequate living conditions for a 
large percentage of its citizens. 

While speaking with The Guardian, an official 
from the Interior Ministry said, “Free movement 
of peoples within the EU was never expected to 
apply to people who are often illiterate and fre-
quently – to put it carefully – have little aptitude 
for work. We already have to find room, at a time 
of high unemployment and budget cuts, for asy-
lum-seekers from Syria and Africa. At least most 
of those want to stand on their own feet here.” 
Moreover, recent polls in France indicate that 77 
percent of the population supports the deporta-
tion of illegal immigrants and a 12 percent in-
crease in deportations between 2011 and 2012. 

On the other hand, in line with the argument 
of thousands of students and civil rights activists, 
this debacle is a prime example of France’s harsh 
deportation measures against illegal immigrants. 
Claims that immigrants do not make a concerted 
effort to assimilate are common, but in the case 
of the Dibrani family, the children enrolled in 
French schools and learned the language. The Di-
brani family is not a model family, as there have 
been claims of familial abuse and records of consis-
tent school absence, but nonetheless the children 
integrated into French society enough that they 
consider France to be their home. Many would 
argue that it therefore be considered a violation of 
human rights to prevent the family from return-
ing “home” to France. 

The French government must work with other 
EU governments to clarify immigration policy 
and speed up all claims by asylum seekers so that 
children and families are not left floundering. If 
asylum is not granted to a family such as the Di-
branis, they should not be able to reside in the 
country benefiting from government programs 
for multiple years. EU governments are working 
to harmonize policies and expedite processes, but 
these changes cannot come soon enough. With 
easy land-crossing and boatloads of desperate 
refugees, the situation will only get worse before 
it can get any better.

Leonarda and the European 
Immigration Dilemma
— Leah Stavenhagen

The French government must work with 
other EU governments to clarify immi-
gration policy and speed up all claims 
by asylum seekers so that children and 
families are not left floundering.”
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Since the beginning of October, Italy has expe-
rienced a series of shipwrecks seriously calling into 
question the refugee policy of the European Union. 
On October 3, a ship carrying around five hun-
dred Eritrean asylum seekers capsized after its en-
gines failed while travelling to the Italian island of 
Lampedusa. As of October 12, 359 passengers were 
reported dead. Only eight days later, two separate 
ships carrying Palestinians and Syrians capsized, 
one killing at least 34 on the way to Lampedusa 
and the other killing at least 12 off of the Egyp-
tian coast. The devastating shipwrecks catalyzed the 
Italian plea to fellow EU members for help with 
refugee processing on the Italian coast. In order to 
alleviate such problems in the future, there must be 
a revised system of processing asylum seekers enter-
ing Europe.

This series of catastrophes is not only a problem 
for Italian refugee policy, but for the EU’s policy as 
a whole. In the past fifteen years, refugee and im-
migration policies have elevated from the national 
to the supranational level in order to standardize 
them across all EU countries. The Dublin Regula-
tion, adopted in 2003, clarified the most important 
guideline for the acceptance of asylum seekers, stat-
ing that the first country an asylum seeker enters 
is responsible for processing and deliberating their 
application. The Convention did not relieve the 
stress the Southern and Eastern European countries 
feel due to a disproportionate amount of migrants.  
Most immigration destinations in Europe have 
unstable economies, high unemployment rates, 
and are overall less equipped to handle the influx 
of the asylum-seekers. Countries such as Italy can-
not adequately support the asylum-seekers during 
the application process, and consequently request 
assistance from EU Member states. However, the 
wealthier and more efficient countries will not as-
sist them because the regulations of the Dublin 
Convention do not provide incentives to do so.  
The only way to avoid such catastrophes, like the 
ones in Lampedusa, is to reassess asylum policy at 
the EU level.

The best long-term solution to the asylum prob-
lem is the reallocation of responsibilities and an in-
crease in funding to alleviate both disproportional 
asylum applications and burdensome asylum costs. 
A study on asylum “burden-sharing” performed by 
Dr. Eiko Thielemann et al. determined that coun-
tries such as Cyprus, Malta and Sweden bear the 
greatest percentage difference between the actual 
number and “fair share” of asylum seekers. These 
countries take in up to 2500 percent above its fair 
share of asylum seekers. Surprisingly, Italy processes 
fewer asylum seekers than expected when using 
Thielemann, et al.’s metric, along with Denmark, 
Spain and others. The most effective way to reduce 
asylum costs and applications would be to disperse 

the two factors throughout the EU member states 
using this “fair share” metric as a guideline for al-
locating asylum seekers. 

While the rational approach to solving the il-
legal migration problem would be a reallocation of 
asylum responsibilities, there are important ethical 
and logistical concerns with such an approach. In 
the proposed system, asylum-seekers would be forc-
ibly moved to different countries in order to meet 
the allocations. For instance, if Italy received too 
many asylum-applications, some applicants would 
be randomly placed in a country that an EU official 
chooses, sometimes against the will of the applicant. 
This would pose a serious threat to the freedom of 
movement that an adherence to true human rights 
demands.  However, in order to minimize the dan-
gers of their travels many asylum-seekers simply go 
to the EU member state that is closest to him or 
her, rather than their desired destination. Although 
critics claim the asylum burden sharing metric is 
unethical, reallocation to another country would 
simply put the asylum-seeker in the same position 
as he or she was in beforehand. 

Even with these ethical concerns in mind, the 
benefits of a reallocation of responsibilities out-
weigh them. First, responsibility-sharing would 
be greatly beneficial to the general message of EU 
solidarity. If countries that were not overburdened 
with asylum-seekers accepted greater responsibil-
ity, it would send a strong message that Eurozone 
countries are willing to help their fellow member 
state and progress the EU as a whole. Solidarity 
has been a central tenant of the philosophy of the 
European community since the end of World War 
II, and asylum policy could be another arena for 
European countries to express it.

Second, responsibility-sharing is the only way 

to stave off a “race to the bottom” that Thiele-
mann et. al. isolate. The authors argue that indi-
vidual countries that accept greater percentages of 
asylum-seekers, such as the European border states 
will be branded as having a “soft touch,” causing 
a positive feedback that leads to even greater in-
fluxes of asylum-seekers. To counteract such trends, 
destination countries implement unusually harsh 
asylum-policies, causing a “race to the bottom” in 
which asylum policies become ever more stringent. 
Allocating set numbers of asylum applications to 
each country would deter such a devolution and 
ensure that the EU maintains its commitment to 
the Geneva Convention: to ensure that countries 
respect refugees’ rights and to maintain a minimum 
standard of consideration. 

Implementing responsibility-sharing policies 
now would hedge against any shifts in destination 
trends in the future. For instance, if over the next 
ten years asylum seekers increasingly seek entry into 
Italy and Spain rather than in Sweden and Cyprus, 
these new destination countries would face the 
same problems that Sweden and Cyprus are facing 
now. By adopting and accepting responsibility for 
asylum-seekers now in an unpressured time, certain 
countries would avoid heavy, onslaughts of asylum-
seekers in the future. 

The recent events in Lampedusa are indicative 
of the larger problem of the desperation of illegal 
migrants to the EU. Without policies to reallocate 
the responsibility of accepting asylum-applicants 
appropriately across all member states, tragedies 
like those of the recent shipwrecks are bound to 
happen. Effective responsibility sharing is necessary 
to avoid high concentrations of migrants entering 
few nations and causing dangerous oversaturation.

The EU’s Refugee Problem
— Matt Rosenthal
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Migrants arriving at the Italian island of Lampedusa.
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Big Wallets, Big Spenders:
Foreigners Find a New Home in London
— Olivia Singer

 Commuters traveling on the London Un-
derground are much more likely to hear people 
speaking Russian than in years past. This is the re-
sult of an influx of foreigners who have, in recent 
years, decided to make London their new home. 
The Anglo British no longer control Central Lon-
don; in their place, Russian immigrants have es-
tablished a strong presence.  Many Londoners do 
not trust the recent appearance of foreign busi-
nessmen; they feel uncomfortable with the idea 
of outsiders having such a strong influence over 
the local markets. However, they cannot deny the 
positive impact Russians have had on the city’s 
economy. These immigrants should be welcomed, 
not turned into a cause for concern. The British 
should not let a minority of Russian oligarchs 
overshadow the clear benefits that the Russians 
and other immigrants bring to the UK’s economy 
and society as a whole. 

Many Russian government workers and busi-
nessmen have properties in France, New York, 
and Israel. Though it is clear that many Russians 
have made London their new home, the question 
of why they have relocated is less apparent. Lon-
don has been an international financial hotspot 
for more than 500 years.  During the 15th and 
16th centuries, the Italian Medicis recognized the 
city’s financial power and sent bankers to London; 
meanwhile, the Russians and English were linked 
due to a mutualistic fur trade relationship.  To-
day, more than 250,000 Russians live in London 
and hundreds more have properties or businesses 
there. They have a multitude of jobs including 
salespeople, doctors, professors, lawyers, and real 
estate agents. In addition to London’s relatively 
close proximity to Russia, Russians are also at-
tracted to London’s chic culture and well-devel-
oped financial services. With its strong capitalist 
market, it is easy for foreigners to start their own 
businesses while enjoying the UK’s unique tax 
advantages. The UK’s tax regulations differ from 
many other nations’ in that they allow residents 
and foreigners to set up offshore accounts for fi-
nances gained within the London market; this can 
be done without paying taxes on the capital gain. 
The excellent quality of a London education is an 
additional reason for the recent influx of Russians.  
It also helps to explain the rising number of chil-
dren born in the UK to Russian parents. As Rus-
sian immigrants establish roots in the UK, it has 
become increasingly evident that they constitute a 
strong national minority, and are here to stay. 

However, many British are not yet willing to 
welcome these Russian immigrants with open 
arms; many critics continue to meditate on the 

corrupt business practices of Russian oil tycoons. 
The 2009 book Londongrad by Mark Holling-
sworth and Stewart Lansley highlights British 
fear of the Russian invasion. The book discusses 
the suspicious acts of Boris Berezovsky, Roman 
Abramovich, and other notorious Russian oli-
garchs who once had homes in London.  The 
British call it “London’s Circle of Russian exiles.” 
The recent sentencing of Mikhail Khodorkovsky 
merely legitimizes British fears, and mistrust 
continues to permeate their responses to Russian 
immigration. Khodorkovsky, previously ranked 
number 16 on the Forbes list of billionaires, was 
sent to a Siberian prison in 2005 due to illegal 
business practices. According to Russia Now, the 
British believe that “the Russians who come to 
[the UK] are either fugitive oligarchs with dodgy 
money, call girls, or spies of every kind.” However 
this perception is no longer accurate. The new 
generation of Russian immigrants has integrated 
itself into the English education system, and is 
often bi- or trilingual. Many graduate from UK 
universities and go on to pursue professional or 
academic vocations. They are making positive 
contributions to the UK’s economy and produc-
ing societal advancements. For instance, Russians 
have revived the yacht market in the UK, one of 
Britain’s oldest industries. Russians are buying 
yachts from British companies and are willing 
to pay for the best design and the highest quality 
materials. This has created an influx of jobs in the 
yacht industry and related industries.

No matter where these Russian immigrants are 
getting their money from, their spending habits 
are helping the UK’s economy. Economists pre-
dict that if the Russian immigrants were to leave 
the UK, the economy would most definitely see 
a decline. About 241,000 Russians visited Britain 
in 2010 on business and or tourism. Cutting ties 
with Russia based off of skepticism and mistrust 
would negatively impact the economy. The former 
mayor of London, Ken Livingstone, agrees that 
the UK should encourage Russian government 

and business men to invest in the London Stock 
Exchange and that the Russian tourists should be 
accepted “as individuals and for the business that 
they bring.” The new generation of foreigners in 
the UK can act as a peaceful link between the UK 
and their home countries if the British do not let 
the reputation of notorious oligarchs taint their 
perception of all foreigners who desire to live and 
do business in the UK.  

However, they cannot deny the positive 
impact Russians have had on the city’s 
economy. These immigrants should be 
welcomed, not turned into a cause for 
concern.”



“Culture is not an ordinary good but rather a 
very special one that contributes to human dig-
nity, to the singularity of the human race, to its 
capacity to become and remain subject to law and 
free deliberation.” This statement by French phi-
losophe Bernard-Henri Lévi (BHL) for the special 
status of French culture, the “exception culturel-
le,” exemplifies French policy since Charles de 
Gaulle’s presidency in the 1950s. France’s cultural 
policy has been among the most aggressive pro-
tectionist policies in the world, which has helped 
preserve French culture and maintain its influence 
throughout the world. Many critics believe that 
this policy is backward and stifles innovation, but 
in reality, the cultural exception has protected 
French culture in an Anglophone world. However, 
to modernize its approach, France needs make ad-
justments to its current policy, such as approving 
the proposed taxes on the collection of personal 
data by Internet companies, such as Google, in 
France, in addition to providing subsidies strictly 
to French companies.   

Even fifty years after de Gaulle created the 
policy, the cultural exception continues to play a 
pivotal role in France. Since its formal creation in 
1993 during the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade negotiations, European trade agreements 
have continued to uphold exception culturelle. It 
claims that cultural goods and services in France 
need to be protected from market forces and 
thus must be treated differently than commercial 
goods. For example, the French government forces 
all French radio stations to play a certain percent-
age of their songs in French and bans the use of 
words with foreign, particularly English, origins. 
Now, given the importance of the Internet to ev-
eryday life, the French government is considering 
extending the cultural exception to include cyber-
space. In January 2013, the French government 
proposed levying a one percent tax on Internet 
companies such as Google through the collection 
of personal data on all Internet capable devices. 
Nicholas Colin, a tax minister for the Ministry 
of the Economy and Finance, said that ‘with data 
collection … companies ‘create value’ when they 
turn consumers’ information into a product that 
can be sold. Taxing data really means taxing cre-
ation of this new value.”

Cultural exception helps fund and maintain 
French culture through the creation of new taxes 
and subsidies. As BHL said in the Huffington Post, 
the cultural exception means that the French are 
“defending the universality of distinctive individ-
ual voices, voices which, by America’s own credo, 
are entitled to scrupulous respect.” In other words, 

movies such as The Artist and television shows 
such as Les Guignols de l’Info, the French equiva-
lent of The Colbert Report, may not have been pro-
duced without the cultural exception. The French 
understand that television and movies are going to 
be in English more often than not. The exception 
culturelle helps ensure that French cultural prod-
ucts are able to enter the market without losing 
their appeal. 

Along with defending France’s culture, since 
the current Internet market is not conducive for 
their progress, French companies need the taxes 
and subsidies to enter the market. Fleur Pellerin, 
France’s digital economy minister, argues that the 
current economic environment prevents smaller 
French businesses from developing and “challeng-
ing” the “dominant positions” gained by larger 
foreign companies. Dominant companies such as 
Google and YouTube leave little market share for 
French Internet companies such as Dailymotion. 
Since French Internet companies such as Daily-
motion have a limited amount of market power, 
it is more difficult for smaller companies to chal-
lenge larger firms and thus innovate. 

This is where the taxes and subsides would 
help spark innovation in the technology sector in 
France. According to the Financial Times, such a 
tax would create a level playing field for French 
companies in the digital economy, and therefore 
expand France’s influence in technology. A combi-
nation of taxes and subsidies would level the play-
ing field because French technology firms would 

have more financial resources at their disposal, 
thus allowing them to innovate and become more 
competitive. By levying taxes and providing sub-
sidies on Internet companies, France may be able 
to inject some needed economic growth into its 
stagnant economy.

Critics of this new tax on both sides of the At-
lantic claim that this policy is hurting the global 
market. They argue that the tax is anti-American 
and places a strain on US-French trade relations. 
They have also argued that American compa-
nies are already trying to provide support to the 
French. In February 2013, Google agreed to pro-
vide about $81 million to help French publica-
tions develop their digital operations. 

On the other hand, as Simon Kuper of the 
Financial Times said, critics may not under-
stand this policy because “the world doesn’t speak 
French, it rarely hears what the French say, and 
an Anglo-American narrative is disseminated in 
which France is cast as an irrational obstacle to 
progress.” Alternative proposals to the French 
government’s tax proposal may be missing com-
ponents as well. For example, Google’s agreement 
to help French newspapers and magazines would 
not include the right to link their content. Gilles 
Vercken, an intellectual property lawyer, says that 
new streaming technologies would hurt French 
artists who receive about $260 million a year. 
Furthermore, France’s tax proposal can “help pay 
down the debt and balance the budget, above all 
when they replace outdated taxes that distort the 
market.” Without government support, American 
companies will overwhelm the French technology 
sector. 

The new tax proposal would not hurt trade re-
lations. With the cultural exception in full effect, 
over $1 billion in commercial transactions are 
conducted between the US and France each day 
on average according to the US Department of 
State. This tax would not harm US-French trade, 
as the French need American products and vice 
versa. So, the cultural exception may not be as 
backward as one might think at first glance. 

In a world that is dominated by the English 
language and Anglo-American influences, the cul-
tural exception, including this Internet tax, does 
make sense for the French, and the international 
community should accept that. France does not 
want to lose what has made it a unique entity in 
this world. Taxing companies such as Google and 
YouTube does and will help prove that France’s 
vibrant culture is more than just an “ordinary 
good.”
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Une vraie exception culturelle: 
Should France change its cultural exception policy?
— Paul Sherman
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Cultural exception helps to protect French culture from 

the threat of Anglophone influence. Above, the Eiffel 

Tower from the Trocadero gardens.
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Lebanon Shrugs: 
Evaluating Disassociation with Syria
— Ali Habhab
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Lebanese Parliament Building in Nejmeh Square, 

Beirut, Lebanon. 

On a balmy fall day in the streets of the Leba-
nese capital, it is not unusual to find the green-
banded flag of the Syrian opposition draped over 
dwellings in Beirut’s western districts. Meanwhile, 
just to the city’s south, an obelisk sports a sprawl-
ing, obsequious photo of Syria’s president, Bashar 
Al-Assad. These two images mark the increasing 
division between Lebanon’s contentious Sunni 
and Shiite populations, with the former largely 
supporting the rebel effort and the latter strongly 
behind the Syrian government, which is run by 
Alawites, an offshoot of the Shiite sect. 

From the outset of the 2011 revolt, the Syrian 
Civil War has been an earthquake for Lebanon, 
shattering the century-long domination of Syr-
ian influence in Lebanese affairs and re-exposing 
Lebanese society to the sectarian tensions left over 
from the 15-year civil war from which it has yet to 
recover from. Fears of renewed civil strife gripped 
Lebanon in 2011 and forced divisive and ill-
equipped Lebanese politicians to answer the criti-
cal question of the war. Each would have to decide 
which side of the Syrian War to support. 

Facing a potential free-for-all in the streets of 
Beirut, Lebanon’s leaders instead elected to have 
the Lebanese government “disassociate” itself 
from the conflict, refusing to support or criticize 
either party. In retrospect, disassociation was the 
only choice, because supporting the Syrian gov-
ernment would only serve to increase tensions. 
Conversely, supporting the rebels would draw a 
serious response from the Syrian government and 
its allies. As the Lebanese look back on the tumul-
tuous years since the start of the revolt in Syria, 
they can be thankful for the rare show of foresight 
from their political leadership. Shrugging off the 
question of allegiance in the Syrian Civil War has 
spared Lebanon from being engulfed in a greater 
conflict. Although the fragile state has faced an 
increasing level of instability since the start of 
Syria’s Civil War, a return to the level of tension 
experienced during the Lebanese Civil war in the 
1980s was sharply avoided. By dissociating itself 
from the troubles next door, Lebanon distanced 
itself from violence, and spared its people from 
an all-out war.

The spring of 2011 was marked by sweeping 
change in the Arab World and although not wide-
ly reported, Lebanon was a big part of this change. 
In January of 2011, the unity-government led by 
Prime Minister Saad Hariri collapsed when the 
Hezbollah-dominated March 8 Alliance withdrew 
from the cabinet. By the time a new government 
was formed in June 2011, the seeds of armed in-
surgency in Syria had already been planted. The 

Lebanese members of parliament selected the 
Sunni technocrat Nijab Mikati as their next Prime 
Minister because of his neutrality toward Syrian 
leadership. This placed Prime Minister Mikati at 
the helm of a new unity government described by 
the New York Times as “Hezbollah dominated.” 

However, as Syria plunged deeper into vio-
lence, factions within the Lebanese government 
began to grow more contentious and it seemed 
another government was doomed to fail. Fears of 
a spillover effect flared when conflict erupted in 
the northern Lebanese city of Tripoli, where the 
Sunnis of the Bab al-Tabbaneh neighborhood at-
tacked Alawite forces in the Jabal Mohsen neigh-
borhood, a historical enclave for Lebanon’s min-
iscule Alawite population. In addition, Lebanese 
leaders became particularly distressed as hundreds 
of thousands of Syrian refugees flooded into Leba-
non. According to the Associated Press, the Syrian 
refugee population in Lebanon has grown to 1.4 
million. Lebanese President Michel Suleiman and 
Prime Minister Nijab Mikati began to feel pres-
sure from both sides in the conflict, and called 
for a National Dialogue session in June 2012. On 
June 11, 2012, the parties at the National Dia-
logue emerged with the Baabda Declaration, an 
agreement outlining Lebanon’s neutrality on the 
Syrian issue, a new policy of distance from external 
issues, and a reaffirmation of the Taif Agreement. 
The Baabda Declaration put in words what the 
government had been trying to achieve since the 
outset of the Syrian Civil War: a firm statement 
of disassociation from the neighboring conflict. A 
strong policy of neutrality had cleared the ambi-
guity deliberately pursued by political factions on 
both the pro- and anti-Assad sides of the conflict. 

Therefore, Lebanon avoided the mistakes of other 
Arab nations, whose willingness to weigh in on 
the conflict only dragged them into a bloody war 
with no winners. 

Fears of a revitalization of the Lebanese Civil 
War were largely quelled as the disassociation pol-
icy began to take hold in the Lebanese political 
psyche. Although the fiery rhetoric of the pro-Syr-
ian March 8 Alliance and the anti-Syrian March 
14 Alliance continued, the voices that called for a 
direct confrontation were marginalized and even-
tually grew silent. Similarly, the conflict in Tripoli 
remained localized, despite claiming dozens of 
lives. 

The real test of the policy came, however, 
when Hezbollah stepped up its military support 
for the Syrian government, culminating with the 
Battle of Qusair in May 2013. Hezbollah decided 
Qusair was too important to leave in the hands 
of the rebels, as Qusair’s proximity to the Leba-
nese border made it a key smuggling point in the 
conflict. Hezbollah and the Syrian Army’s ensuing 
victory at Qusair reopened debate in Lebanon, 
where critics saw Hezbollah as undermining the 
Baabda Agreement. However, the criticism never 
reached a point of violence, demonstrating Leba-
non’s new path of restraint. 

As the conflict nears its three year anniversary, 
Lebanon has reason to be thankful. The flashpoint 
Syrian Civil War could have spelled the death of 
the peaceful, post-Taif Lebanon, but a rare show 
of political restraint saved the country from total 
conflict. Disassociation from Syria has meant dis-
sociation from Lebanon’s violent past and a new 
lease on peace. By avoiding direct involvement in 
the war next door, Lebanon dodged antagonism 
from both the Syrian government and the increas-
ingly Islamist rebels, ensuring, at least for now, 
that flames don’t reignite in the streets of Beirut. 



When Saudi women drive they violate religious 
decree, not secular law. Saudi Arabia has fatwas 
that are formal legal opinions from authoritative 
religious leaders, but they are not strict legal rules. 
In 1991 a fatwa was issued claiming women are 
not allowed to drive because driving can lead to 
women being alone with men in an unsupervised 
environment, unveiling of the face, and increased 
potential for adultery. Women are systematically 
discriminated against in Saudi Arabia and their 
fight for equality is a major challenge. However, 
with the rise of social media women have incred-
ibly valuable resources they can use to maximize 
their impact on social change. Facebook events, 
petitions and YouTube videos are tools activists 
can use to garner support for women’s’ right to 
drive and push for a change in custom to lessen 
the gender inequality gap in Saudi Arabia.

This new reliance on technology marks a sharp 
contrast with Saudi women’s last major push for 
driving reform. In 1991 a group of 40 women or-
ganized a drive-in to overturn the fatwa. During 
1991, Iraq invaded Kuwait and Saudi Arabia was 
in a state of national emergency. These women 
argued that the national emergency might deter 
men from driving so women should have the 
right to drive. Unfortunately, the protest ended 
unsuccessfully. The women were prohibited from 
leaving Saudi Arabia for a year, those with gov-
ernment jobs were fired, and mosques through-
out Saudi Arabia insulted the women, saying they 
were out to destroy Saudi society. Brochures were 
handed out with the names and phone numbers 
of these women: families were encouraged to call 
the protestors homes in order to push the protes-
tors to come back and find Islam. 

It is challenging to speculate why the 1991 
protest did not succeed. However, the advances 
in technology and the political and social cli-
mate of the present day introduce a new era with 
potential for change. In the early 1990s the in-
ternational arena was not focused on social and 
political equality the way it is today, especially 
with regard to the Middle East. In 2011, the start 
of the Arab Spring changed this. Massive revolts 
against oppressive regimes took place throughout 
the Middle East. This event inspired women in 
Saudi Arabia, particularly Manal al-Sharif. On 
May 17, 2011 not only did al-Sharif get into her 
car and drive, but she also recorded the event and 
posted it on YouTube. Her video went viral and 
stirred domestic and international conversations 
about women’s rights in Saudi Arabia. Female 
members of Saudi Arabia’s formal advisory Shura 
Council began urging King Abdullah to lift the 

fatwa. Religious leaders, though, did not change 
their stance; they continue to fight to maintain 
the fatwa. Sheikh Saleh Al-Loheidan, a Saudi cler-
ic, claimed that allowing women to drive could 
damage their ovaries and pelvises, which could 
lead to birth defects. Medical experts unequivo-
cally denounced his comments as false. Tension 
in the political and social spheres in Saudi Arabia 
is rising, and pressure from activists for women’s 
right to drive has the potential to result in King 
Abdullah lifting the fatwa that bans women from 
driving.

Another difference between the 1991 protest 
and those today lies in the increased organization 
facilitated by the emergence of social media tools. 
Online petitions and Facebook events help spread 
messages about protests supporting women’s right 
to drive. YouTube videos such as the one Sharif 
posted prove that women are seriously dedicated 
to gaining the right to drive, and that they are 
willing to risk unemployment and public harass-
ment for a larger victory. 

Saudi women protesting driving restrictions 
fight for more than just the opportunity to oper-
ate a vehicle. The demonstrations’ larger goal is to 
move Saudi Arabia closer to social equality and 
away from gender discrimination. Many Saudi 
women have little power over their educational 
and employment opportunities. However, the key 
to their success is not necessarily altering the per-
sonal beliefs of traditional men and women in the 
country; this is an unachievable goal. Instead, the 
victory for women’s right to drive lies in their abil-
ity to effectively organize strong protests, and to 

continue to drive and face the consequences. 
One of the reasons many women are hesitant 

to drive is because of the negative consequences of 
being caught. Not only do they face fines or arrest 
but also larger social consequences. Families of the 
woman are embarrassed, and the women are per-
ceived as defiant. Considering the aforementioned 
pamphlets encouraging the harassment of these 
women, it is not surprising that many women are 
disinclined to take action. Driving demonstrations 
are without doubt high-risk events for women, 
but the potential for reward is worth the risk. 

It is difficult to change the beliefs of a popu-
lation, but Saudi women have an unprecedented 
opportunity to lift the fatwa. Although it is a hard 
battle to win, there are enough historical events 
that show equality is not impossible to achieve. 
Saudi Arabian women may not be able to drive 
next week or even next year, but the more pres-
sure that citizens place on Saudi politics the closer 
women get to finally having more control, inde-
pendence, and equality in their everyday lives. 
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Social Media and its Potential 
to Help Women Drive in Saudi Arabia
— Anisha Kingra
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Saudi women cannot drive. A new social media cam-

paign hopes to change this.



MIDDLE EAST  //   33

Resurgence of Violence in Iraq:  
A Return to Pre-War Conditions 
— Brendan Failla

Death and violence are daily occurrences in to-
day’s Iraq, and they have wreaked havoc on daily 
life. Drivers in Baghdad avoid rush hour out of 
fear of an explosion while sitting in a traffic jam. 
Families are afraid to travel to the market to feed 
their children, fearing a crowded marketplace will 
become an easy target for a deadly bombing in the 
blink of an eye. Ordinary tasks have become haz-
ardous and life-threatening. The AFP news agency 
reported that there have been only 16 days free of 
terrorism-related deaths in Iraq since the start of 
2013. The BBC reports that 2013 has proven to be 
the deadliest year since 2008, with United Nations 
estimates reporting 7,000 people killed in deadly 
attacks in 2013. Considering the resurgence of vio-
lence due to Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki’s 
mismanagement of the government, flaring sectar-
ian tensions, and the increased presence of Al-Qae-
da, Iraq is on the road to pre-war conditions. 

Three years ago, Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-
Maliki opposed the presence of US troops in Iraq 
and refused to grant immunity to US troops from 
trial in Iraqi courts. Ironically, only two years after 
the withdrawal of US combat troops, Mr. Maliki 
traveled to Washington to discuss with President 
Obama the possibility of receiving new US aid, 
requesting military aircraft, drones, weapons, and 
intelligence. Iraq’s efforts to combat violence have 
proven futile, and Mr. Maliki’s sudden trip to the 
United States displays his desperate need for a solu-
tion which would bring a peaceful future in Iraq. 
Since the US withdrawal, Iraq’s counterterrorism 
forces have struggled to match years of successful 
US military guidance. Iraqi forces currently lack the 
intelligence and equipment necessary to carry out 
effective operations in remote desert areas where 
many insurgents reside. To make matters worse, 
political quarreling has stood in the way of proper 
funding and destroyed competent leadership. 

Moreover, prior to Mr. Maliki’s visit, US Sena-
tors John McCain (R-Ariz.) Carl Levin (D-MI), 
James Inhofe (R-OK), Robert Menendez (D-NJ), 
Bob Corker (R-TN), and Lindsey Graham (R-SC) 
wrote to President Obama, warning that Mr. Ma-
liki’s “mismanagement of Iraqi politics” is to blame 
for the flaring sectarian tensions. After the col-
lapse of Saddaam Hussein’s Sunni-led government, 
Sunnis have felt victimized and disenfranchised. 
Mr. Maliki, a Shi’ite, has failed to increase Sunni 
participation in the Iraqi government, isolated his 
Sunni opponents in parliament, accelerated violent 
crackdowns on Sunni protests, and labeled any op-
position as terrorism. Mr. Maliki has also margin-
alized the Kurdish population. This sectarian and 

authoritarian agenda strengthens Sunni indigna-
tion against the Shi’ite government in Iraq and, ac-
cording to the senators, it has driven “many Sunni 
Iraqis into the arms of Al-Qaeda in Iraq.” Similarly, 
Mr. Maliki and his government have alienated “the 
many Shia Iraqis who have a democratic, inclu-
sive, and pluralistic vision for their country.” The 
senators’ letter to Obama described Mr. Maliki’s 
mismanagement as a “failure of governance” that 
contributes to the rise in violence, consequently 
“radicalizing Shia militant groups” to fight back. 
These scenes resemble conditions that plunged Iraq 
into a decade of violence, and the senators worry a 
similar fate “could befall Iraq once again.”

The Syrian civil war has also had a direct effect 
on Sunni-Shiite relations in Iraq. As the conflict 
threatens regional stability, Sunni Islamists have 
streamed across the border to join forces fighting 
against the Alawite-Shiite Assad regime. The neigh-
boring Syrian conflict further widens the rift be-
tween Sunnis and Shiites in Iraq.

Furthermore, Al-Qaeda in Iraq, a majority 
Sunni jihadist group, has resurged. As the Syrian 
conflict rages on its border, Al-Qaeda in Iraq has 
adopted a new name and identity under the “Islam-
ic State of Iraq and Syria,” or ISIS. ISIS has taken 
credit for many car bombings, assaults, and assas-
sinations. As the situation in Iraq and Syria con-
tinues to deteriorate, ISIS will only grow stronger, 
resulting in more lethal attacks in Iraq.

So far, Al-Qaeda has increased bloodshed and 
death tolls by employing strategies of coordinated 

bombings and attacks on targets such as markets, 
buses, cafes, pilgrimage areas, and busy streets in 
mainly Shiite areas. Al-Qaeda also frequently tar-
gets Sunni militias, which rebelled against Al-Qae-
da in 2007 to fight alongside US troops and the 
Iraqi security forces and government. Resentment 
towards these groups will grow as counter-produc-
tive government raids, mass arrests, and sectarian 
strife agitates the population.

With Al-Qaeda in Iraq rapidly gaining power 
and the Syrian civil war transforming Al-Qaeda’s 
abilities, Iraq faces a danger far more grave than 
sectarian tensions and political quarreling: a com-
plete meltdown and return to pre-war conditions. 
Baghdad must show commitment to changes in 
the structure of the Iraqi government. Any hope for 
a peaceful and flourishing future rests in political 
and social stability. If Mr. Maliki fails to include all 
ethnic groups and religious sects under a reformed 
government, sectarian strife and the growth of Al-
Qaeda in Iraq shall persist. Any self-serving political 
agenda influencing the marginalization, alienation, 
and disenfranchising of Kurdish, Shi’ite, and Sunni 
Iraqis must stop. The upcoming April 2014 Iraqi 
parliamentary elections present an opportunity 
for the government to ensure an inclusive and fair 
election. If Iraq continues down its current road, a 
return to pre-war conditions is inevitable. Sectarian 
conflict will dominate daily life, Al-Qaeda’s threat 
will intensify, and Iraqi citizens will continue to live 
in constant fear for their lives.
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A vehicle explosion on a street in Baghdad, Iraq, destroying more than twenty cars, killing two people and 

wounding as many as thirty.
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A Shift in Strategy:
Turkish Relations with the Kurdistan Regional Government
— Colin Driscoll
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Guerilla fighter for the Kurdistan Workers Party mans 

his post along a smuggling route in Southeastern 

Turkey.

In recent months, Turkey entered an agreement 
with the Kurdish Regional Government concern-
ing the construction of an oil pipeline from the 
Kurdish region of Iraq into Turkey. Considering 
Turkey has generally opposed all measures of Kurd-
ish independence for fear of internal rebellion, this 
development marks a significant deviation from 
precedent. In addition to the pipeline agreement, 
several foreign and domestic policy initiatives make 
it evident that Turkish attitudes are changing. An 
analysis of Turkey’s actions conveys a shift from its 
opposition to Kurdish autonomy toward a more 
comprehensive strategy to gain influence in the 
Middle East. It is apparent that Ankara has replaced 
its fear of Kurdish separatism with the desire for 
regional power.

Historically, Turkey has used any means neces-
sary to curb Kurdish ambitions for independence. 
This suppression has taken violent and nonviolent 
forms. Military operations have been carried out 
periodically since the 1970s. They were primarily 
directed against the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK), 
a Marxist group created for the establishment of a 
Kurdish state that conducted an armed insurgency 
following Maoist principles. For instance, in the 
1990s, Turkish security forces destroyed more than 
4,000 villages and killed as many as 30,000 people 
suspected of supporting the insurgency. Many of 
the casualties were Kurdish civilians. Another ex-
ample of aggressive Turkish policies regarding the 
PKK occurred as recently as 2011. As reported by 
the New York Times, an attack in October 2011 that 
killed 24 Turkish soldiers precipitated the deploy-
ment of 10,000 troops to southeastern Turkey and 
northern Iraq. The purpose of the operation was to 
destroy PKK militant bases in the Qandil Moun-
tains. These martial undertakings were comple-
mented by political repression. In fact, the founder 
of the republic, Mustafa Kemal Ataturk went so far 
as to deny the existence of Kurds; many in Turkey 
followed his lead until 1991. In recent years it has 
been common practice to label any Kurd a terrorist 
in order to deny basic rights. It has not been until 
this year that Ankara has shown restraint in its op-
pression of Kurds.

Early this year the Turkish government made 
two agreements that suggest a new strategy of co-
operation with the Kurdish population. The first 
was a ceasefire between Turkish and PKK forces. 
In March 2013 Abdullah Öcalan, the leader of the 
PKK, called for an end to violence and the com-
mencement of a peaceful political campaign for 
Kurdish rights. Ankara responded with a promise 
to end military operations and consider Kurdish 
demands. The past few months have seen several 

reforms making concessions to Kurdish demands, 
including allowing the use of the Kurdish language 
in private schools and during political campaigns. 
Some argue that these measures are not enough, 
but they are a significant improvement on previous 
policy in their move toward cooperation. 

The second agreement was made between An-
kara and the Kurdish Regional Government, the 
semi-autonomous Kurdish province of Iraq. It al-
lows for the construction of an oil pipeline between 
the Kurdish region of Iraq and Turkey. The pipeline 
currently has the capacity to export over 350,000 
barrels a day and is projected to have a capacity of 
500,000 barrels per day in the near future. Such 
a large quantity of oil has the potential to reform 
the region’s economic landscape. This new financial 
relationship suggests a strengthened political part-
nership between the two governments. It is a step 
forward for peace between the Turkish government 
and the Kurds and could have interesting implica-
tions for the politics of the region.

Strategy changes in foreign policy do not come 
unmotivated. It is clear that Turkey’s position has 
shifted, but the inspiration for this change is not 
obvious. It is evident, though, that Turkey’s new ap-
proach to Kurdish relations reveals its ambition for 
increased influence in the Middle East, but also for 
better standing in world politics in general.

Turkey’s new posture toward the PKK has the 
possibility to strengthen its relationship with the 
European Union. A major impediment to democ-
ratization and healthy relations with the EU is Tur-
key’s history of human rights violations against its 
own citizenry. Many of these offenses were directly 
due to Turkish laws designed to restrict the rights 

and ability of the PKK to conduct actions against 
the state. The new peace process has already seen 
the repeal or revision of some such laws and there 
is potential for future reforms that would create a 
more just and transparent legal system. This would 
be a large step towards the acceptance of Turkey’s 
bid to join the EU, which has significant political 
and economic benefits for Turkey.

With respect to the power balance in the Mid-
dle East, perhaps most interesting are the conse-
quences of a strong relationship between Turkey 
and the Kurdish regional government. This rela-
tionship comes with two major benefits for Turkey. 
The first is security along its southeastern border. 
Considering the quasi-independent Kurdish state 
in northern Iraq and the large Kurdish population 
currently attempting to gain more autonomy in 
northern Syria, friendly relations between Ankara 
and the Kurds will protect Turkey’s southeastern 
flank. The second benefit to Turkey is energy in-
dependence from Iran. Ankara currently relies on 
Iran and Russia for oil and natural gas. The new 
pipeline between northern Iraq and Turkey has the 
dual effect of alleviating the burden of dependence 
and giving Turkey more economic power. Turkey 
has also made plans to start purchasing natural gas 
from the Kurdish Regional Government for simi-
lar reasons. With its own energy resources, Ankara 
is less beholden to Iranian interests. Indeed, Tur-
key wishes to become the oil-exporting hub of the 
Mediterranean through the pipeline. 

This does not come without its downsides. In-
creased cooperation with Erbil, the capital of the 
Kurdish province of Iraq, has increased tension 
between Ankara and Baghdad. In its attempts to 
limit Kurdish independence, the Iraqi government 
has tried to maintain control over Kurdish oil ex-
ports. The pipeline agreement was made in spite 
of protests from Baghdad. In fact, Baghdad has 
threatened to sever all diplomatic ties with Turkey 
if the partnership proceeds. The threat this poses 
could push Baghdad even closer to Tehran, further 
polarizing the region. While deterioration of rela-
tions with Baghdad is not ideal, the gains from the 
agreement with Erbil outweigh the costs.

Despite possible drawbacks, Turkey’s reconciled 
relationship with the Kurds has given it the poten-
tial for regional power. A strong Ankara-Erbil axis 
has real economic and political benefits for Turkey. 
Through continued cooperation with both the 
PKK and the Kurdish Regional Government, An-
kara will see these benefits realized. Turkey’s shift 
in strategy has given it a promising position in the 
Middle East.
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The U.S decision to refrain from military ac-
tion in Syria has perpetuated growing strains in 
the United States’ relationship with Turkey. A 
modern and westernized Muslim country, Turkey 
has proven to be one of America’s most important 
allies in the Middle East. It has often acted as an 
intermediary for diplomatic relations with other 
Muslim countries in the region. The already-dete-
riorating connection between the two has seen a 
strong downturn due to Prime Minister Erdoğan’s 
unwillingness to resume positive relations with Is-
rael, and to the recent crackdown on protests in 
Taksim Gezi Park. Recent events have caused a 
serious fray between the US and Turkey, one that 
would require serious deliberation and reconcilia-
tion from both sides to fix. In order for the United 
States to resume its strong presence in the Middle 
East, and for Turkey to improve its position with 
Western countries, the two need to come to the 
table and reestablish positive ties.

Erdoğan has continually refused to patch up 
relations with Israel. As recently as eight years ago, 
Turkey was one of Israel’s most important allies; 
the two countries shared a plethora of intelligence 
and generally enjoyed a healthy relationship. The 
2010 Gaza flotilla raid killed nine Turkish activ-
ists, and the Turkish-Israeli relationship has since 
spiraled downwards. David Ignatius of the Wash-
ington Post recently reported that Turkey has re-
vealed the names of ten Iranians working as spies 
for the Israeli intelligence agency, Mossad. This 
disclosure comes as a huge setback for the United 
States and Israel as they attempt to stop Iran from 
procuring a nuclear weapon. 

Turkey’s continued relations and collaboration 
with Iran has upset many Americans. In spring of 
2010, Brazil and Turkey were negotiating a nu-
clear deal with Iran that worked directly against 
American interests. Turkey’s “No” vote in the UN 
Security Council against more sanctions on Iran 
furthered the deterioration of that relationship. 
In 2010, President Obama attempted to improve 
relations, using a number of meetings with Prime 
Minister Erdoğan to patch up ties with the Re-
public of Turkey. According to a number of Turk-
ish officials, the 2010-2012 period has often been 
called a “golden age” for US-Turkey relations. 
They began coordinating, sharing intelligence, and 
collaborating in assessing situations in the Middle 
East in order to ensure stability and progress.

However, relations have cooled since 2012. Ac-
cording to US officials, the protests and violence 
that erupted in Gezi Park, Istanbul were terribly 
mishandled by the Turkish authorities. Peaceful 
picketing by a few protestors who did not want 
to see Gezi Park turned into a shopping mall was 
quickly met with a brutal eviction by Turkish po-
lice. This erupted into violent protests throughout 

Istanbul and Turkey that addressed a wide range 
of concerns, including freedom of the press, free-
dom of assembly, and the government’s recent 
intrusion on secularism in the country. The brut-
ish response by Erdoğan and Turkish police was 
widely looked down upon by Westerners, particu-
larly in the US. In the words of one State Depart-
ment official, “We believe that Turkey’s long-term 
stability, security and prosperity is best guaranteed 
by upholding the fundamental freedoms of ex-
pression, assembly and association, which is what 
it seems these individuals were doing.”  

Erdoğan’s increasing reputation as an authori-
tarian ruler is making it more difficult for Presi-
dent Obama and American officials to work with 
him. The Turkish Republic was founded on prin-
ciples of secularism, freedom, and Westernization, 
but new laws and reforms instituted by Erdoğan 
have been the subject of harsh criticism by Turks 
and Westerners alike. These nuances have turned 
the US-Turkey relationship into a difficult one, 
where both sides acknowledge the other’s impor-
tant issues, but oppose several, if not many, of 
their decisions.

More recently, US inaction in Syria has upset 
Turkish officials. Thousands of refugees, many of 
whom are likely Jihadists, have crossed the Syrian 
border into Turkey. Turkey, lacking the means to 
launch a successful full-scale attack on the Assad 
regime, has sought and advocated for US military 
intervention in Syria. American political infight-
ing has caused the US to avoid military action, 
despite President Obama’s red-line threat. Turkey 

began with a policy that Assad should instill re-
forms, but is now advocating for an end to the 
regime. Generally, Turkey has not been supportive 
of efforts by Russia and the US to get rid of Syria’s 
chemical weapon arsenal. Turkish officials believe 
that this process has allowed Assad to continue the 
civil war without having to answer to the world 
powers. They also think that at this point, a diplo-
matic solution is no longer possible.

Turkish and American officials will not fix 
the significant problems that have arisen between 
their countries any time soon. Both states have 
many internal issues that must be resolved before 
they can come together and fix their relationship. 
At the same time, however, both know of the vital 
importance of the other. Direct, face-to-face meet-
ings between leadership from both countries need 
to occur in order to patch up one of the most im-
portant international relationships in the world. 
American support for any country is absolutely 
vital for prominence on the world stage. Con-
versely, Americans see Turkey as their ally in the 
Middle East. Turkey is an influential, moderate, 
Islamic country that will undoubtedly be vital in 
future negotiations with other Muslim countries, 
particularly ones that have taken issue in the past 
with American policies.  

The Deterioration of a Once-Great Alliance
—Jacob Abudaram
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President Obama and Prime Minister talk at the G-20 summit in Seoul, 2010
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Jordan is not a wealthy country.  Even in its 
good years, it has relied on foreign aid.  And while 
there has been increased aid in response to the 
Syrian crisis and the resulting flow of refugees into 
surrounding countries, including Jordan, it hasn’t 
been enough.  Jordan’s government and economy 
cannot sustain the needs of the growing num-
ber of long-term refugees while also meeting the 
growing needs of its own population.  

If containing the violence of the Syrian civil 
war within Syria is an international priority, ap-
propriate amounts of foreign aid need to go to-
wards stabilizing the economies of the surround-
ing countries.  When resources are scarce and 
people become desperate, social stability is lost. 
People will look for someone to blame, and with 
nothing to lose, they are more likely to turn to-
wards violence.  Jordan is one of the most stable 
countries in the region, and ensuring its economic 
stability is the best way to prevent the violence 
from spreading.

This is becoming a more urgent need as more 
refugees settle in Jordan with no indication of 
when or if they will be able to return home.  The 
New York Times recently estimated that the num-
ber of Syrian refugees in Jordan is approximately 
600,000 (though there are likely more who are 
uncounted).  That is almost ten percent of Jor-
dan’s current population, which is just under 6.5 
million people.  Many of these refugees are living 
in refugee camps, including Zaatari, the largest 
one, and are sustained only by the aid they receive 
there.  But as the conflict in Syria drags on and 
these settlements begin to look more long-term, 
some refugees have begun seeking employment, 
shopping in local stores, and building more per-
manent homes.

This puts economic strain on the local popula-
tion.  The unemployment rate estimate for 2012 
in Jordan was 12.5 percent.  For the third quarter 
of 2013, the Jordanian Department of Statistics 
estimated that it had risen to 14 percent, and 
there aren’t any signs of the trend turning around.  
And these are the official rates—estimates for the 
unofficial rate run as high as 30 percent.  There 
are other effects as well, which are exacerbated 
by increasing unemployment.  As marketplace.
org notes, “it’s a basic supply-and-demand thing.”  
With refugees coming in who are willing to work 
for less, wages are driven down.  Meanwhile, pric-
es on Jordan’s already-limited resources are bid up 
by the increased demand.  The result is that an 
increasing number of Jordanians find themselves 
out of work, pushed out of their apartments by 
rising rents, and facing higher prices on essential 

goods like fuel and food.  They then watch as their 
Syrian counterparts receive vouchers for food and 
discounts.  It’s easy to understand why this breeds 
resentment and hostility towards the refugees in 
many quarters.  And this kind of hostility is ex-
actly what the international community needs to 
prevent if the conflict is going to be contained 
within Syria.  

Not only are wages being driven down and 
prices up, but public services are also being 
stretched past their limits trying to provide for the 
drastically increased population.  In particular, 
schools that are trying to absorb Syrian children 
face challenges with integrating the new students 
as well as increased costs. Most of the children 
coming in are still dealing with the traumatizing 
effects of the war in their country, and are under-
standably more likely to act out. In fact, many 
children have missed school and fallen behind. 
Some schools can no longer afford basic services 
like trash pick-up due to the increased costs of 
hosting more students. 

Aid that goes towards creating an improved 
economy for both Jordanians and Syrians would 
be the most effective in preventing the rise of 
hostilities.  It’s also important to keep the peace 
among the refugees, which would also be easier in 
an improved economic climate. Within the refu-
gee camps, all refugees are not living in the same 
conditions.  The Jordan Times notes that “social 
classes have emerged.”  Some families have multi-
ple trailers, and one family even built a swimming 
pool for themselves.  Others are living in tents 
and shelters with tin roofs, sharing mattresses and 
struggling to get by.  International aid should be 

helping those who need it most.  There are cur-
rently poor Jordanian families, especially those 
hardest hit by the recent economic changes, who 
are worse off than some of the refugees.  There 
have even been reports of Jordanian families so 
desperate for food and shelter that they have tried 
to sneak into the refugee camps.

Aid should certainly continue to go to those 
refugees who need it especially as providing aid 
for the refugees is perhaps the most effective way 
to deliver humanitarian aid in the Syrian crisis at 
large.  While efforts should still be made to get 
food, blankets, and medical supplies (in particu-
lar,  polio vaccinations to respond to the recent 
outbreaks) into the country, the success of those 
missions is not high due to the ongoing violence 
and the fact that some of the aid, once in the 
country, doesn’t reach those it’s intended for.

 Many Jordanians have Syrian relatives or 
friends, and the country as a whole does want to 
help the refugees—they have, after all, taken in 
over 600,000 of them, and more are crossing the 
border every day.  However, this aid can’t all be 
at the expense of the Jordanian people, and the 
Jordanian government knows this.  

Foreign aid that could be distributed to refu-
gees as well as to Jordanians would be the most 
effective in creating a stable environment where 
sectarian tensions are less likely to take hold, and 
hostilities are less likely to escalate into violence. If 
the international community is serious about con-
taining the violence within Syria, economic stabil-
ity in the surrounding countries—particularly in 
Jordan—should be a priority.

Suppy and Demand:
The Syrian Refugee Crisis in Jordan
— Lissa Kryska
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Zaatari refugee camp in Jordan.
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Former National Security Agency (NSA) con-
tractor Edward Snowden has provoked both ire 
and praise for leaking an array of classified docu-
ments that disclose US and allied espionage ef-
forts around the world. Some people, such as 
Rep. Mike Rogers (R-MI), who chairs the House 
Intelligence Committee, believe he is a traitor 
and that his actions have greatly undermined the 
nation’s security. Others, including many of the 
leaders and citizens of US allies, paint him as a 
noble martyr who deserves clemency for exposing 
the questionable practices of Western intelligence 
agencies, the NSA in particular.

Whatever one’s opinion of Snowden, his ac-
tions have provided an unprecedented look into 
the mysterious world of intelligence. Largely due 
to a lack of declassified data, scholars of inter-
national relations have long struggled to under-
stand international intelligence cooperation. Un-
der what conditions does such cooperation take 
place? Do conventional notions of international 
relations theory also apply to the secretive matters 
of intelligence? Snowden’s leaks show that intel-
ligence cooperation between states is much more 
extensive than previously believed and that global-
ization and the rise of transnational terrorism en-
courage cooperation despite significant obstacles 
to doing so.

In explaining the behavior of today’s govern-
ments, liberal-institutionalists point to the central 
role that multilateral institutions play in encour-
aging cooperation between states. Rationalists, on 
the other hand, argue that national self-interest 
determines with whom and to what extent states 
work together. Applying these theories to intelli-
gence cooperation has thus far been difficult not 
only because of insufficient information but also 
because of the nature of intelligence itself. Here, 
significant bargaining and commitment problems 
have historically discouraged cooperation and so 
states should only rarely and minimally share in-
telligence. When an intelligence agency decides 
whether or not to cooperate with a foreign coun-
terpart, it must ask itself a number of questions, 
including if the information being shared is in fact 
reliable, whether it has been collected through 
questionable means such as torture, and the prob-
ability that the intelligence will merely be passed 
on to a third party. United States policymakers, 
for instance, have suspected Pakistan’s intelligence 
arm, the Inter-Services Intelligence Agency (ISI), 
of passing information on to Al-Qaeda and the 
Taliban, therefore thwarting US counterterrorism 
operations.

For these reasons academics have generally ar-

gued that intelligence cooperation rarely occurs, 
and that when it does, it is largely on a bilateral 
basis. Trust between states is purported to be a 
central factor in overcoming obstacles to coopera-
tion; and, without a body of arbitration to ame-
liorate bargaining and commitment problems, 
intelligence agencies have little else but mutual 
trust upon which to found cooperation. Recent 
revelations, though, seemingly contradict the no-
tion that division, not cooperation, is the status 
quo in international intelligence. Snowden’s leaks 
make clear that the US is quite willing to work 
with close and questionable partners alike in pur-
suing its national interests. 

The relationship between the United King-
dom’s Government Communication’s Headquar-
ters (GCHQ) and the NSA exemplifies the impor-
tance of trust in motivating durable and profitable 
relations between intelligence agencies. Indeed, 
the US and the British Commonwealth formed 
the ‘five-eyes’ alliance in 1946 to establish a global 
signals intelligence (SIGINT) network aimed at 
spying on the Soviet Union and the People’s Re-
public of China. But what of cooperation with 
less trustworthy partners such as Israel and Paki-
stan? We have recently learned, for instance, that 
Israel is both a major target of US intelligence and 
counterintelligence efforts and a primary recipi-
ent of raw American and international electronic 
data from the NSA. This is surprising because 

sharing raw intelligence, as opposed to analysis, 
should theoretically only happen under uniquely 
constructive circumstances. The case of Pakistan 
is even more surprising. The ISI’s connections to 
militant Islamists as well as the country’s interest 
in maintaining influence in Afghanistan combine 
to make Pakistan an incredibly unreliable partner 
for the US.  Yet, US-Pakistan intelligence coop-
eration has proven fruitful on an array of issues, 
such as the capture of September 11 mastermind 
Khalid Sheik Muhammad and, as recently report-
ed by the Washington Post, explicit collaboration 
between the CIA and ISI in carrying out drone 
strikes.

While mutual trust certainly plays an impor-
tant role in determining whether or not intelli-
gence agencies share information with one an-
other, recent revelations belie the notion that trust 
is central to cooperative relations. There are two 
tentative ideas that explain the surprising extent 
to which the US works with an array of actors, 
including those with dubious and possibly malig-
nant intentions. 

First, globalization—the spread of mass tran-
sit and communications as well as economic in-
terconnectivity—means that the US has certain 
interests in nearly every corner of the globe with 
even the most incredulous partners. The reliance 
of these governments on electronic communica-
tion and the US’s capability and proclivity to spy 
on its partners also mitigates fears of defection 
from cooperation. 

Second, the rise of transnational terrorism over 
the past thirty years—itself perhaps motivated and 
empowered by globalization—has transformed 
intelligence collection into a much more active, 
aggressive venture. In the past, such as during the 
Cold War, intelligence acted to avoid war whereas 
today it actively helps fights one.

The ubiquity of overlapping state interests and 
the enduring threat of terrorism encourage inter-
national intelligence cooperation despite, in many 
cases, a considerable lack of trust. In a globalized 
world, states must now decide whether or not to 
cooperate with unprecedented frequency. Deci-
sions to cooperate, then, not only reflect imme-
diate interests but also anticipated interaction in 
the future. Edward Snowden may either be a hero 
or a traitor, but his actions have certainly proven 
quite informative to our understanding of how 
the world works.
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Edward Snowden, who previously worked as a con-

tractor for the National Security Agency, threw global 

politics into disarray after leaking classified documents 

earlier this year.

Edward Snowden, Intelligence, and the
Globalization of the National Interest
— Michael Casey
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It is no secret that the United States and Iran 
have had strained relations for the past 34 years. 
The Islamic Revolution of 1979 ushered in a pe-
riod of severe anti-Western sentiment and since 
then no formal diplomatic ties existed between 
the US and Iran. Currently, the most contentious 
topic is Iran’s nuclear program. 

Iran has the capacity to enrich some of its ura-
nium to 20 percent, a level which many believe 
puts the country eight months out from a nuclear 
weapon. Citing its membership in the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), Iran denies it’s 
on a path towards a weapon, and is instead in 
pursuit of increased nuclear energy and enhanced 
medical technologies. A US report saying weap-
ons work stopped in 2003 supports this claim. 

Yet, despite the report’s findings, the US and 
UN have imposed harsh sanctions on Iran and 
continue to toughen them. Many, such as Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, even argue 
for military intervention. He addressed the UN 
General Assembly with his desire to attack Iran 
and impair its nuclear program, stating that “if 
Israel is forced to stand alone, Israel will stand 
alone.”

The sanctions and threats are unnecessarily 
harsh. Iran has the right to develop its nuclear 
program for energy and medicine. Addition-
ally, no credible reports attest to the fact that any 
weapon research is currently taking place – the ac-
cusations are speculation. Again, a US intelligence 
report states that Iran halted all nuclear weapon 
development in 2003 – ten years ago.

International law guarantees Iran the right to 
have a nuclear program. The Nuclear Non-Prolif-
eration Treaty (NPT) entitles its signatories to de-
velop a civilian nuclear program, which includes 
stockpiling uranium and constructing a heavy-
water reactor. The question at hand is whether or 
not Iran’s intentions are peaceful.

With all the international attention Iran is giv-
en, it makes little sense why it would be develop-
ing nuclear weapons. First of all, it is a signatory of 
the NPT. Understandably this is not a guarantee 
of non-proliferation, but it certainly shows that 
there is a dislike for weapons of mass destruction, 
especially since Iran was a victim of Iraqi chemical 
warfare in the Iran-Iraq War.

Also, International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy  (IAEA)  inspectors visit Iranian nuclear facili-
ties on a weekly basis. It is nearly impossible to 
construct a weapon undetected under the super-
vision of these inspectors. If the inspectors were 
expelled (which has not happened), Iranian inten-
tions would be clear. Not to mention that eight 

uninterrupted months would have to follow after 
expulsion in order to construct one bomb. 

Eight months is a significant amount of time 
to pass uninterrupted, and the Iranians realize the 
United States or Israel would certainly respond to 
the removal of IAEA inspectors. Ayatollah Khame-
nei, President Rouhani, and the rest of the Iranian 
government are rational and willing to negotiate. 
Anti-American slogans have been taken down and 
Khamenei has instructed Iranian hardliners not to 
interfere with nuclear talks. They also recognize 
the fact that one warhead is not a nuclear arsenal 
and by no means could it stack up against Israel’s 
80 or the United States’ 5,000. 

The sanctions against Iran – intended to halt 
nuclear production – are hypocritical. India and 
Pakistan, both of whom are not members of the 
NPT, possess nuclear weapons. Not just enriched 
uranium but an actual stockpile of warheads, yet 
neither country currently has sanctions in place. 
Pakistan’s nuclear weapons also pose much more 
of a threat than a supposed nuclear weapon in 
Iran; Pakistan’s nuclear weapons could be seized 
by radical militants at any point whereas Iran has 
a stable government.

India and Pakistan did have sanctions for a 
brief period of time from 1998 to 2001; how-
ever, they were removed because of each country’s 
cooperation against terrorism. Meanwhile, Iran 
helped the US take down the Taliban in Afghani-
stan, yet it earned a place on President Bush’s “Axis 
of Evil.’”

Some may argue that easing sanctions on Iran 
poses a risk. Those claims are false considering 
the international community would benefit from 
open Iranian borders. Iran is currently OPEC’s 
third largest producer of crude oil even under the 
crippling sanctions. If Iranian oil enters European 
and American markets, both sides would ben-
efit significantly. The price would drop, reducing 
expenses by millions. Iran would gain a massive 
amount of profit from previously restricted mar-
kets and the economy would stabilize. Hyperin-
flation would end and Western products would 
enter the economy. 

There is also the question of why Iran won’t 
halt higher level enrichment and ship their current 
stock abroad, despite international demands. It is 
because the 20 percent enriched uranium is nec-
essary for medical isotopes for cancer treatment. 
Many Iranian lives would be saved as the sanc-
tions have caused a shortage of life-saving cancer 
medication. Historically, they have been denied 
access to foreign uranium for peaceful purposes 
and the government does not want to impair the 
healthcare system even further than the sanctions 
already have.  Additionally, the cost to import 
such uranium, instead of domestically producing 
it, imposes significant financial obligations. 

As long as the IAEA inspectors remain with-
in Iranian borders, the international sanctions 
should be lifted and the Iranians should be al-
lowed to enrich uranium, as guaranteed by the 
NPT. Both Iran and the international community 
would benefit from this. Rouhani and Khamenei 
do not possess a desire to create a nuclear weapon 
because they understand the violent implications 
of even attempting to expel the inspectors. Con-
trary to arguments being made by many on the 
world stage, the lifting of sanctions on Iran would 
be in the international community’s best interest. 

Iran’s Right to Nuclear Enrichment: 
The Argument against Imposed Sanctions
— Ryan Strong

Meanwhile, Iran helped the US take 
down the Taliban in Afghanistan, yet it 
earned a place on President Bush’s 
‘Axis of Evil.’”
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Campaigns to develop a knowledge-based 
economy successfully increased demand for high-
er quality education in the United Arab Emirates 
(UAE) over the past decade. Government reform, 
however, overlooks the public school system in 
favor of supporting the more profitable, more re-
sourceful private sector. In order to overcome the 
disparity between public and private schools, fami-
lies must pay abnormally high tuition fees, leading 
to the commercialization of the private education 
industry. Coupled with recruitment efforts abroad 
and the flawed federal moderation system, afford-
able education grows increasingly absent. 

The private school system, by nature, organizes 
its priorities in response to market pressures. The 
UAE, with foreigners unentitled to state educa-
tion comprising 80 percent of the population, is 
the perfect location for private schools to gather 
more students. As the number of students in the 
private education system increases, private schools 
grow increasingly able to maintain modern facili-
ties and high quality teachers, which in turn in-
creases government investment. Such superiority 
attracts citizens as well as expatriates, 88 percent 
of which attended private schools in the start of 
the 2013-2014 academic year, doubling atten-
dance in the past decade with a rise of 8.7 percent 
in the last year alone.

However, despite the growing student body 
and government investment, tuition fees remain 
high in accordance with the high demand. Foreign 
schools with campuses in the UAE, such as the 
American School of Dubai, charge up to $17,650 
per year for primary school and nearly $25,000 
for secondary school. And these fees continue to 
rise, with an average increase of six percent in tu-
ition fees over the past year. Many private schools 
claim that such high prices reflect the higher labor 
and rental costs of the UAE. Nevertheless, private 
schools achieved the equivalent of $1.1 billion in 
total revenues from tuition fees in the 2011-2012 
academic year, an increase of 16.3 percent from 
the previous year. 

Institutions for higher education are now also 
actively recruiting abroad in search of a larger 
market, promoting the greater demand that justi-
fies higher tuition fees. Recent attention focuses 
primarily on China due to their large population; 
of the 3.6 million university students studying 
abroad in 2010, 17 percent were Chinese. Such 
study abroad students not only increase tuition 
revenues, but also provide a more expansive 
alumni network among private universities. These 
connections reward schools in the form of inter-
national reputation, cultural ties, future students, 
and larger donations. 

The government supports recruitment abroad 
through student visas granted with minimal bu-
reaucratic impediments and the promise of a size-
able job market for university graduates in the 
hopes that visiting families would boost the tour-
ism industry. Often considered the business cen-
ter of the Middle East, UAE offers security that 
other nations do not. Of the seven million who 
graduated from Chinese universities in May 2013, 
over three million still searched for employment 
in August. Federal incentive to offer jobs to for-
eign students derives from a commitment to the 
tourism industry. In fact, 214,000 Chinese tour-
ists visited Dubai alone in 2011, up from 25,000 
tourists only a decade earlier. 

Government influence also extends into the 
tuition fee moderation system, currently con-
trolled by the Knowledge and Human Resources 
Development Authority (KHRDA). The KHR-
DA’s capitalist belief in the private education sys-
tem as a commodity rather than a public service 
influences their decision to monitor education 
fees rather leniently, preferring to allow market 
forces to control pricing. In the absence of a suit-
able public school system, however, increased do-
mestic demand for higher quality education and 
heavier recruitment abroad has led to abnormally 
high pricing that requires greater moderation. 

The current moderation system places no cap 
on education fees, citing that lower cost options 
are available. Rather, they rate schools as out-
standing, good, acceptable, or satisfactory, and 
allow the schools with better education ratings to 
charge higher tuition fees. Notified in advance of 
upcoming audits, schools actively prepare to rank 
higher and achieve minimal moderation of future 
fee increases. 

Newly opened schools are also free to model 
their tuition system without regulation for the 
first three years based on their independent as-
sessment of market conditions. Because future 
supervision only considers raising tuition fees and 
not its original value, new schools are free to begin 
with an inflated pricing system.

The government’s current plan to increase qual-
ity education in the UAE through attracting pri-
vate schools to the nation rather than developing 
better education programs in the existing public 
school system, however, creates a conflict of inter-

est. The KHRDA tends to rank schools more leni-
ently, allowing private schools to increase tuition 
fees more so than necessary in the hopes that they 
remain stationed in the UAE. The few schools ul-
timately ranked badly are also unable to increase 
their tuition fees and retain those funds to better 
the education they provide. As such, the system 
only reinforces the fact that higher quality educa-
tion requires a distinctly higher price. 

Limited moderation among newly opened 
schools also incentivizes more private schools to 
establish campuses in the UAE; 12 schools opened 
for the 2012-2013 academic year, and another 21 
schools are scheduled to open over the next three 
years. Although such incentives attract institutions 
of higher quality education to the area, it also in-
creases competition among existing schools, driv-
ing tuition fees still higher. 

The government promised a knowledge-based 
economy through greater commitment to the de-
velopment of human capital, primarily through 
the education system. In order to do so, it must 
ensure that low cost options also provide the high 
quality education necessary to achieve their goals. 
Support of recruitment abroad and a modera-
tion system skewed in favor of high-cost private 
education only increases the disparity between the 
public and private school systems through greater 
competition. Only through the reduced commer-
cialization of education, and its recognition as a 
public service, will government attitudes favor 
greater public education and therefore lower pri-
vate tuition costs.

The Profitable Public Service: 
Education in the United Arab Emirates
— Nisreen Salka

The private school system, by nature, 
organizes its priorities in response to 
market pressures.”
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For young revolutionaries and Western policy-
makers alike, the Arab Spring once promised a re-
spite from the harsh authoritarianism that has long 
characterized Middle East politics. Although that 
dream lives on for many people, the hope of emerg-
ing liberal democracies has dissipated as chaos, civil 
war, and repression engulf the region.

In Egypt, the military overthrew longtime 
dictator Hosni Mubarak only to then depose the 
democratically elected Muslim Brotherhood and 
violently push the organization back underground. 
Libya, which owes its freedom from Muammar 
Gaddafi to Western intervention, remains on the 
verge of anarchy. Bahrain and Saudi Arabia have 
resorted to police action and bribery to maintain 
stability, and Syria is a humanitarian catastrophe. 

In such distressing and disorganized circum-
stances, American policymakers increasingly find 
themselves in a fix: to what extent should the US 
cooperate with – and at times, substantially sup-
port – elements within the Middle East that wield 
power, but undermine US ideological objectives 
such as freedom and democracy? The US has faced 
this question many times before when working 
with Mubarak and Bashar Al-Assad, and currently 
faces it in its dealings with House of Saud. Yet, 
ideological concerns rarely arose in those situations 
because counter-movements posed little chance of 
success and actually jeopardized US interests. The 
Arab Spring, on the other hand, has empowered 
democratic movements and thus complicated, for 
good reason, the United States’ relationships with 
the region’s more unsavory regimes. 

While the United States should not cease pro-
moting its core values, it can best pursue its na-
tional interests by dealing with those who possess 
the power to protect and preserve those interests. 
The imposition of liberalism should be, for now, 
a second-order concern. This line of reasoning 
should neither be construed as a return to a mus-
cular neo-conservatism nor as an abandonment of 
liberal ideals. Rather, it should serve as a call for 
cautious pragmatism that recognizes the limits of 
US power. Indeed, such a foreign policy largely re-
sembles the one pursued by the Obama administra-
tion. (A few questionable tactical decisions aside: 
the president’s chemical weapons “red line,” and the 
proposed and then retracted call for military strikes 
against Syria comes to mind.) President Obama 
should continue to judiciously exercise US power 
abroad, and should not shy away from cooperat-
ing with unpleasant individuals and organizations 
when doing so clearly furthers US interests.

In Egypt, for example, US officials supported 
the removal of Mubarak as well as the Muslim 

Brotherhood despite opposition from Saudi Arabia, 
which did not wish to see autocratic regimes like 
itself fall in a wave of revolution. The move wisely 
reflected both US concern for human rights as well 
as its more material interests. The Muslim Brother-
hood, after all, was in charge, and US military aid 
gave it influence over the Egyptian military. The 
Obama administration recently suspended (“reca-
librated”) aid to the Egyptian army due to the re-
cent coup d’état and bloody crackdown against the 
Muslim Brotherhood and its sympathizers. These 
developments have proven morally and politically 
problematic, but the US still has enduring interests 
in Egypt and the region, such as the Egyptian-Is-
raeli peace, the stability of the Sinai Peninsula, and 
global trade through the Suez Canal. Given such 
long term interests, it makes little sense to so sig-
nificantly undermine US influence within Egypt 
by cutting off military aid.

A similar logic applies to Iran. Before the Arab 
Spring, Iran was poised to establish a sphere of in-
fluence from Western Afghanistan to the Levant, 
which would have made it a regional hegemon. 
Iraq and Syria, where Shia governments find affin-
ity with similarly Shia Iran, were the pillars upon 
which Iran would have wielded power. The Syrian 
Civil War, though, increasingly looks like a Sunni 
insurgency against the governing Alawite minor-
ity. Additionally, the chaos in Syria has bled into 
Iraq, where Sunni discontent has resulted in levels 

of violence last seen during the darkest days of the 
Iraq War. 

As a result, the US is now in a position of 
strength in persuading Iran to dismantle its nuclear 
weapons program. The Arab Spring has signifi-
cantly weakened Iran geopolitically and US-im-
posed sanctions have crippled it economically. The 
nuclear program, then, appears more like a failed 
initiative that has produced little else but global 
isolation and domestic economic crisis. If the US 
– as it is doing now – provides Iranian leaders with 
an avenue out of sanctions as well as an array of 
face-saving measures that preserve national sover-
eignty, then we can expect a welcome détente in 
the now 44-year US-Iran cold war. The election of 
Hassan Rouhani, after all, was a direct rebuke of 
the revolutionary foreign policy of Mahmoud Ah-
madinejad. The Arab Spring may be mess, but the 
US can continue to successfully pursue its interests 
if it prioritizes pragmatism over ideology. 

US Realpolitik and the Failed Promise 
of the Arab Spring
— Michael Casey
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US Secretary of State John Kerry and Egyptian Defense Minister General Abdul Fatah Khalil al-Sisi.
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In 1995, plagued by corruption and debt, Qa-
tari citizens supported Emir Hamad bin Khalifa Al 
Thani’s bloodless coup of his embezzling father’s 
regime. Over the following years, careful facilita-
tion of the nation’s natural gas and oil reserves 
led to the highest GDP per capita in the world, 
with an unemployment rate of only 0.5 percent 
in 2012. The Emir then proceeded to invest the 
wealth in rising Islamist movements, such as the 
Libyan and Egyptian rebel factions. Ultimately, 
this meant he failed to secure his authority once 
their regimes toppled. 

In June 2013, however, the Emir’s choice to 
abdicate in favor of his son, Tamim, marked a 
new strategy for accumulating power in the re-
gion. Sheikh Tamim bin Hamad Al Thani prefers 
a quieter, perhaps more diplomatic, approach to 
increasing Qatar’s sphere of influence: domestic 
reform, reorganization of the news network Al 
Jazeera, and substitution of militant financial in-
vestment with diplomacy.

In the first of a series of reforms, Tamim called 
for a more diversified economy, and increased in-
centives for both private and international invest-
ment in industries other than oil and natural gas. 
Such an initiative declassifies Qatar as a country 
largely submissive to the natural resources indus-
try, and thus opens relations with governments 
wary of the state’s dominance over the oil-rich re-
gion’s policies. Although Qatar will neither lower 
its exports nor relinquish its profits, thus main-
taining its financial health, economic diversifica-
tion removes the stigma of corruption that often 
surrounds the industry. As such, diversification 
presents a more hardworking image of Qatar in 
the hopes of better relations with foreign states 
and international organizations.

One such option for diversification presented 
itself after the Emir requested and secured Qatar 
as the location for the 2022 FIFA World Cup. An 
enormous tourist attraction, the World Cup will 
help expand the services sector, improve infra-
structure, and support cultural attractions. Con-
struction of the $100 billion stadium also drew 
attention to workers’ rights issues, thereby devel-
oping social platforms that the country previously 
lacked. In anticipation of the event, the Hamad 
International Airport also accelerated production 
to open by 2014, while the Qatari Museum Au-
thority increased its annual budget to $250 mil-
lion. 

Often criticized that his domestic policies do 
not reflect Qatar’s support of democratic revolu-
tions abroad, Tamim also outlined several consti-
tutional reforms in his induction speech in June, 

including required parliamentary elections before 
the end of the year. Increasing support for parlia-
mentary selection of the prime minister suggests 
a transition towards a constitutional monarchy 
rather than an absolute monarchy, and would al-
low for greater democratic freedoms. 

In pursuit of stronger democratic values in the 
short term, the new emir promised the release of 
poet Muhammed ibn al-Dheeb al-Ajami from a 
life sentence in prison; he was jailed for mocking 
prominent Qatari leaders. The decision marks a 
unique attempt to limit censorship and allow cre-
ative thinkers to speak their mind about govern-
ment policy within a purely professional context. 
Cohesion in political alignment will promote a 
more trusting relationship with Western powers, 
while protecting the traditional Qatari identity.

Such reforms also extend into the Qatari news 
network Al Jazeera, previously accused of bias in 
favor of rebel movements across the Middle East 
and North Africa in accordance with Qatar’s for-
eign policy. Although Qatar will most likely con-
tinue to fund the organization with $200 million 
to $300 million annually, the Emir promises limit-
ed government pressure on the independent news 
corporation. The contradiction between words 
and actions implies that the Emir will continue to 
utilize Al Jazeera to promote Qatar’s internation-
alist policies abroad, albeit to a lesser extent. He 
will, though, exercise greater subtlety in the hopes 
of improving relations with countries previously 
hurt by Al Jazeera’s selective reporting. 

Finally, the new regime will reduce the funding 
of rebel movements in Libya, Egypt, and Syria; it 
will, instead, act as a third party mediator. Previ-
ous financial support to such political groups did 
not lead to greater influence as planned, especially 
because the new Libyan government fell, the Mus-
lim Brotherhood lost control of Egypt, and Bashar 
Al Assad’s forces grow increasingly resilient to the 
Syrian rebels’ attacks. 

In asking the deputy director of the Qatar In-
vestment Authority, Hamad bin Jassim, to step 
down, the new emir also signals a dramatic change 
in the allocation of financial support as a means 
of extending Qatari influence abroad. Diplomacy, 

unlike financial backing, leaves no paper trail, 
does not clearly choose a side in international 
conflict, and improves Qatar’s image as a coopera-
tive nation. The ambiguity naturally surrounding 
diplomatic relations clouds others’ perception of 
Qatar’s stance on regional issues, instead shifting 
the emphasis to its collaborative involvement. 

Alongside his father, Tamim has already 
moved toward more diplomatic measures through 
the Anti-Corruption and Integrity in Arab Coun-
tries (ACIAC) campaign in collaboration with 
the United Nations Development Program in 
2012. According to Transparency International, 
the public’s perception of corruption in Qatar has 
dwindled since the state’s signing of the accompa-
nying agreement. Qatar’s movement towards less 
financial backing of militias, greater diplomatic 
relations, and improved international image in-
creases its credibility as a mediator in foreign pol-
icy, thereby allowing Qatar to extend its influence 
in the region at the opportune moment. 

However, others argue that the new emir 
pursues such policies solely to improve domestic 
standards, and thus lacks an international agenda. 
Abdicated emir Hamad bin Khalifa Al Thani in-
vested too much money abroad – nearly $3 bil-
lion in arms and humanitarian aid to Syria – for 
the current emir to completely disentangle Qatar 
from involvement in international affairs. Further-
more, domestic matters remain relatively stable as 
the nation boasts the highest income per capita in 
the world at approximately $100,000, low crime 
rates, and a renowned public education program. 

Rather, Emir Tamim bin Hamad Al Thani 
believes in his father’s internationalist vision, but 
prefers to accomplish it through a more subtle 
approach that attracts Western support through 
domestic reform, disguised control of the news 
agency Al Jazeera, and the substitution of financial 
investment with greater diplomatic efforts. 

The Hidden Authority: 
Qatar’s Silent Shift in Foreign Policy
— Nisreen Salka

Sheikh Tamim bin Hamad Al Thani 
prefers a quieter, perhaps more 
diplomatic, approach to increasing 
Qatar’s sphere of influence.”
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Many of the walls throughout the northern 
Syrian city of Ras al-Ayn had been peppered with 
Islamist slogans, the work of armed radicals and 
fundamentalists who once controlled the area. 
In recent months, Kurdish rebels have begun to 
reclaim it, erasing much of the propaganda and 
replacing it with messages of their own. Scrawled 
next to one church is a declaration, “Kurds and 
Christians will always be friends.”

The Kurds have received comparatively little 
attention throughout Syria’s civil war, now well 
into in its third year. Comprising roughly ten per-
cent of Syria’s pre-war population, they are indeed 
a minority, but not a negligible one. The Kurd-
ish people are ethnically distinct from their Arab 
compatriots: they have their own language, cul-
ture, history, and politics. Following the Ottoman 
Empire’s collapse after World War I, the Allied 
Powers promised the Kurds a sovereign homeland 
of their own. Subsequent peace conferences led 
to a different outcome, and forced them to live 
as second-class citizens among the new nations 
of Turkey, Iran, Iraq, and Syria.  The Kurds have 
been waging wars of independence ever since.

 While much of their leadership is fractured 
along political and regional lines, there still exists 
a unifying idea of Kurdish nationalism: the be-
lief that Kurdish-majority territories can separate 
from their respective governments and unite as a 
contiguous nation. This dream gave way to open 
conflict in northern Syria a year after nationwide 
violence erupted. The Kurdish fighters represent 
a third faction in the civil war, unaligned with 
either the government or the opposition forces. 
They now control a sizeable pocket of territory, 
but their fight is far from over.  It is time for the 
United States to lead the West in acknowledging 
the Kurdish role in Syria’s civil war, assisting their 
struggle against both Assad and al-Qaeda’s allies, 
and including this long disenfranchised group in 
any future peacemaking process.  

Locked in battle with the Kurds for their north-
ern stronghold are Islamic militants like Jabhat al-
Nusra, the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant 
(ISIL), and other groups affiliated with al-Qaeda. 
These factions have all but replaced the interna-
tionally-recognized Free Syrian Army (FSA) as the 
primary opponent to the Assad regime. The most 
alarming of the non-state entities is ISIL, now op-
erating with as many as 12,000 fighters. A manifes-
tation of Iraq’s al-Qaeda, ISIL wishes to unite the 
Sunni-dominated regions of Iraq and Syria under 
a Salafist caliphate. ISIL and its fellow combatants 
constitute the greatest security concern for the re-
gion and the United States. Secretary John Kerry’s 

roadmap for peace in Syria must reflect this threat. 
Kurdish police commander, Sores Xani, recently 
described his people’s struggle: “The Assad regime 
only oppressed us. The Jihadists want to exter-
minate us.” While there should be no place for 
Bashar al-Assad and his family in the new Syria, 
peace can only be achieved once the United States 
shifts its priority from punishing the incumbent 
leaders to defeating the Islamists. The Kurds have 
been doing that for over a year now. 

Since its formation, the FSA has been the 
West’s preferred contender in the conflict. The 
army answers to the Syrian National Coalition 
and the umbrella Syrian National Council (SNC), 
which the United States and many in the inter-
national community consider to be the legitimate 
government of Syria. The FSA’s goals of estab-
lishing a democratic and pluralistic government 
have, so far, been compatible with US interests in 
the region. Their relative strength in the conflict, 
however, is dwindling. The FSA is no longer a safe 
bet. Their numbers are almost even with those of 
the Islamists and the scales continue to tip in favor 
of the latter. Kurdish brigades, meanwhile, have 
had considerably greater success battling ISIL, al-
Nusra, and government forces while maintaining 
the integrity of their territorial gains. In the words 
of one Kurdish commander, “Yes, [al-Qaeda] has 
quantity, but they are lousy fighters. They are un-
organized. It is easy for us to kill them.”

Behind the Kurdish frontline, life goes on. 
Rights for the Kurds have improved immensely 
from their pre-war state: there is greater participa-
tion in regional politics and their mother tongue 
has reappeared in public schools. Much like the 

Kurdish-majority enclave of northern Iraq, which 
enjoys high levels of autonomy, northeast Syria is 
one of the most stable areas of the country. The 
de-facto rulers of Syrian Kurdistan, the Demo-
cratic Union Party (PYD), have just formed an 
interim autonomous government and, unlike the 
FSA, promise to attend peace talks in Geneva. The 
PYD will also bring a significant bargaining chip 
to the peace process: oil. Almost all of Syria’s prov-
en reserves exist within Kurdistan, placing much 
of the nation’s economic future in Kurdish hands. 

The lack of Western attention to the PYD’s 
struggle is not entirely unjustified. It is not within 
its power, nor is it its goal, to change the fate of 
Syria as a whole. The Kurdish objective is one of 
autonomy. Many observers worry that, if success-
ful, the PYD will break away from Syria altogeth-
er. The United States could provide them with all 
the assistance it can muster, and that still would 
not guarantee a favorable regime in Damascus. 
Secretary Kerry would also have to tread carefully 
with his overt support for the Kurds, so as not to 
damage American relations with their nemesis, 
Turkey. 

Including the Kurds in the peace process, 
however, is the bare minimum the United States 
can do. Considering the recent settlement with its 
own Kurdish rebels, even the Turkish government 
would be amenable to the idea. Beyond that, there 
are many options Washington could pursue bol-
stering the PYD’s influence in the civil war. While 
doing so would not usher in a dramatic turn-
around for the conflict, it would certainly abate 
the security concerns posed by the Islamist mili-
tant groups. If US officials were also to facilitate a 
strong military and political partnership between 
the FSA and the PYD, such a union would add 
another frontline to wear down Assad’s forces and 
create the leverage necessary to eliminate his place 
in the new Syria. 

The Other Side of Syria:
The PYD and its Kurdish fighters
— Alex Leader
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A map illustrating the traditional definition of Kurdistan.
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