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The next few months will determine our individual
and collective futures in two significant ways: first, with the King’s
College London Student’s Union Elections for next year’s student officers
we, the students, should engage with the nominees seeking to relay our discontents and strive for reform on our behalf as democratically elected representatives. Second, as the British General Election in May 2015 draws nearer,
the direction of the UK’s political future is for the first time malleable to us.
Our vote can help shape this country’s course of action. Two great opportunities to help create real change face us, yet our generation has been accused of
being the least politically engaged— especially when compared to our contemporaries in the 50s, 60s, and 70s — in today’s society. But I challenge you
to prove them wrong, because the future of politics doesn’t begin post-May
or next year, it’s already begun. As students, we get the rare chance to participate in direct democracy through the KCLSU Elections. Once elected, these
officers can and do help, but only if we help give them the voice to do it. As
for the British General Election, whether you’re eligible to or unable to vote,
engaging with the lections is relevant to all of us. Those elected will run the
government and influence our lives in significant ways as citizens, students,
employees, residents, etc. But just knowing about it is useful too. The focus of
this spiel has been on the elections personally and geographically closest to
the King’s student body, but what this issue also shows is that what’s happening here is connected to and influences what’s happening in the rest of
the world. Our world is a spider web of political and economic ambiguities
consisting of partnerships, infighting, and instability. And though change is
possible, we are the vessels through which this must happen. It’s a right mess
they’ve put us in. So, how should we go about dealing with it?

Happy reading!
Angela Buensuceso
President of the Politics Society
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The UK and the EU: In or Out?
By Anand Menon

T

he debate in Britain on its relationship with the European Union is as confusing as it is noisy. As the UK Independence Party, created to give a voice to opponents of EU
membership, continues to perform well in both polls and
elections, support for membership has reached its highest
level since 1991. Indeed, according to a poll carried out by
Lord Ashcroft, 33 percent of UKIP voters are themselves worried about Britain leaving the EU. In trying to make sense of
this morass of often contradictory information, the following
illustrates how the main current driver of British policy towards the EU is party politics. Driven by mutinous backbenchers, many of them alarmed by the rise of UKIP, David
Cameron has been compelled to pursue ever more hard line
policies in his dealings with his European partners. Caught
between the need to satisfy his own MPs and to come up with
a deal satisfactory to his European partners, the Prime Minister is struggling to reconcile the irreconcilable. With a referendum almost certain to be held at some point in the medium
term, the issue of Britain’s place in the European Union is
unlikely to disappear off the political agenda in the near future.
Renegotiating the Relationship
In a long awaited speech made in January 2013, David
Cameron laid down a framework for relations with the Euro-
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pean Union. He confirmed his intention to hold an in-out
referendum on membership by the end of 2017, while, in the
interim, seeking to negotiate a “new settlement” that could be
put to voters in a popular vote. More than a year later, in a
March 2014 article for the Daily Telegraph, the Prime Minister spelt out his ambitions more clearly, listing six “specific
changes” he wanted to secure from the EU (a seventh related
to the European Court of Human Rights).
Strikingly, significant progress has been made in addressing all six desiderata. The desire to prevent “vast migrations” when new countries join the EU has effectively been
addressed in the pledge made by Commission President Jean
Claude Juncker that no new enlargement would occur during
his tenure. A European Court of Justice Ruling in November
2014 reaffirmed the right of member states not to pay benefits to EU migrants who were not seeking work, effectively
addressing Cameron’s concerns on this score. National parliaments, acting in concert, already enjoy the right to block
Commission legislative proposals, while Commission Vice
President Frans Timmermans has promised to work more
closely with these parliaments than his predecessors.
As for Cameron’s desire to free business from red tape
and end “excessive interference” from Brussels, EU legislative

output has slowed dramatically since the Treaty of Lisbon
(2007). The Commission’s REFIT (Regulatory Fitness and
Performance) programme has led to the withdrawal of almost
300 legislative proposals to date and begun to instill a new,
deregulatory ethos within that institution. And Commissioner
Timmermans has himself argued that the EU needs a ‘culture
change’ in the way it regulates. Specifically, unnecessary regulation should be scrapped, giving business “immediate relief.”

Council noted that the concept of ever closer union allows for
different paths of integration for different countries, allowing
those that want to deepen integration to move ahead, while
respecting the wish of those who do not want to deepen any
further.”

Taking as a baseline the Prime Minister’s own statement of his objectives, significant progress has been made in
negotiating the “new settlement” to which he referred in his
Bloomberg speech. His response, however, has been to hardThe Prime Minister’s final substantive concern peren his tone and his demands. Emblematic of the changing
tained to the EU treaty commitment
mood was the decision to
“Opponents of British EU membership are airbrush David Cameron’s
to pursue an “ever closer union.”
Certainly, the offending phrase re- wont to claim that the UK is unable to influ- relative Europhilia of yore
mains in place, though it is worth ence the European Union, whose actions are, - the promise he made in
noting that the text goes on to recoghis
2013
Bloomberg
consequently,
damaging
to
British
interests.”
nize the need to respect “the diversispeech to campaign “with
ty of the culture and traditions of the
all my heart and soul” for
peoples of Europe as well as the national identities of the
Britain to stay in a reformed EU has been redacted from the
Member States and the organization of their public authoriversion of the speech on the Government’s website. More
ties at national, regional and local levels.” In a further concessubstantively, demands related to post-enlargement migrasion, the conclusions of the European Council meeting of
tion and a desire to prevent benefit tourism have been supJune 26-27, 2014 noted that the “UK raised some concerns
plemented by talk of a need to limit migration within the Eurelated to the future development of the EU. These concerns
ropean Union. While Cameron had spoken in his Telegraph
will need to be addressed. In this context, the European
article of the need to build the EU around “the right to work
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the right to work not the right to claim,” this position has
shifted noticeably. Foreign Secretary Philip Hammond has
commented that it should be possible to “stretch” freedom of
movement rules to curb the number of EU migrants coming
to the UK.
The Pervasiveness of Politics
The noticeable shift has stemmed largely from a need
to respond to the increasingly vociferous Euroscepticism of
some Conservative backbenchers. While some remain committed to membership, others wait to be persuaded that the
Prime Minister can deliver on his promise to renegotiate the
relationship with the EU. Others still make no secret of their
opposition to some of the basic principles underpinning EU
membership. Revealingly, 95 Conservative backbench members of parliament signed a letter in January 2014 calling for
parliament to be able to block and repeal EU laws via the repeal of the 1972 European Communities Act in relation to
specific pieces of legislation.
The Eurosceptic tendency within the Conservative Party is, of
course, fanned by the threat posed by the rise of support for
UKIP. The latter polled almost 27.5 percent of the vote in the
European elections – the first time in modern history that a
national election has not been won by Labour or the Conservatives. Following up on this triumph, Douglass Carswell,
who triggered a by-election in Clacton on Sea by defecting
from the Conservatives, secured the biggest increase in vote
share for any political party in any British by-election when
he recaptured his seat for UKIP. The triumph of Mark Reckless in Rochester and Strood on November 20 merely served
to intensify speculation that more of his former Conservative
colleagues might be willing to jump ship to Nigel Farage’s self
-proclaimed “insurrection.” Confronted with this threat from
the right, David Cameron’s own MPs are pressing him to
adopt a more openly Eurosceptical stance, by ratcheting up
his demands and making it clear that he would campaign for
an out vote in a referendum on British EU membership
should these not be met.
Squaring the Circle
The fundamental problem that David Cameron now
faces is that of coming up with a reform agenda that would be
acceptable to Britain’s partners, while convincing sufficient
numbers of his backbenchers to back it. The considerable
ambiguity with which the Government is attempting to
shroud its precise demands bears eloquent testimony to this
dilemma.
In attempting to square this circle, moreover, the
Prime Minister runs the risk of adding grist to the Eurosceptic mill. Opponents of British EU membership are wont to
claim that the UK is unable to influence the European Union,
whose actions are, consequently, damaging to British inter-
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ests. The increasing disengagement which has marked an
element of the Government’s response to its Eurosceptic critics, risks making this a self fulfilling prophecy. Thus, as part
of his bid to secure the leadership of his party in 2005, David
Cameron pledged to take the Conservatives out of the European People’s Party – a move that has excluded the UK from
a crucial forum within which deals are made and alliances
secured. Brussels insiders also intimate that London is not
playing the key role in current debates – for example over the
creation of a digital single market - that one might have expected.
While an approach to the EU based in part on a need
to placate domestic political opinion
has served to reduce British influence
and thus (albeit inadvertently) corroborate a key Eurosceptic claim, the
nature of the reform agenda set out by
London has also made alliances with
other member state governments
harder to secure.
The central substantive issue
dominating the political agenda at the
time of writing is migration. Here, as
we have seen, the British Government
has hardened its position from originally demanding limits to benefit
tourism and post enlargement migration flows, to questioning the principle of free movement. However it has
failed to secure support from other
member states in this quest. Angela
Merkel, currently the most influential
European leader, has repeatedly
stressed her opposition to any dilution of the principle, opposition public
echoed by several other EU leaders.
Towards a Referendum
At the political level, therefore, the debate on the UKEU relationship is febrile, and the Government is struggling
to reconcile the conflicting demands of its own backbenchers
and the requisites of a successful EU-level negotiation. However it is popular and not political opinion that will ultimately
determine the fate of this relationship.
In the short term, the likelihood of a referendum on
membership being held at all hinges crucially on the outcome
of this year’s General Election. The Conservatives are committed to holding a referendum on EU membership in 2017.
The Labour leadership, for its part, has refused to make such
a pledge, with Ed Miliband arguing that leaving the EU would
be bad for Britain, and that a popular vote would only be nec-

essary in the event of new powers being given to the EU.
Even in the event of a Labour victory, however, the
Europe issue will not disappear from the political agenda.
Should David Cameron fail to establish even a coalition Government, it is likely that his days as leader of the Conservative
Party will be numbered. In that event, the EU will feature
prominently on the agenda of a leadership contest. Just as
Cameron himself offered exit from the EPP as bait to tempt
party members and MPs to back his leadership bid, so too
would any future candidates for the leadership have to offer
some ‘red meat’ to ensure election. Not only, then, will Europe continue to haunt the party, but a new leader is likely to
adopt significantly more sceptical positions than his or her predecessor.
At some point in the medium
term it seems inevitable the UK will hold
a referendum on its membership of the
EU. It is hard to conceive of circumstances in which another Conservative
Government could come to power without promising one. Obviously, given the
highly unpredictable nature of British
politics at the moment, and the potentially long period before any referendum
is held, it is difficult to attempt a prediction as to what the outcome of any such
popular vote might be. The data are
nothing if not contradictory. As UKIP
continues to score well, support for UK
membership of the EU has strengthened
noticeably over the course of 2014. Yet
some pertinent factors can be outlined
here.
First, crucial to the outcome of
any referendum will be the issue of those
campaigning on each side. In the event
that a Conservative government were to campaign in favour
of membership, all the major national political parties would
be arrayed against UKIP, which, under normal circumstances, might be expected to tilt the vote against Brexit, not least
as many businesses will line up to portray the potentially dire
implications of such a step. Caution and fear might then
prove a powerful combination in prompting a vote in favour
of continued membership. Should the Conservative Party by
the time of any vote be committed to campaigning against
membership, this will clearly alter the calculus particularly if,
as is possible, a significant proportion of the popular press
aligns itself with the pro-Brexit camp.
Such speculation works under normal rules of the
game. Yet those rules may not still hold. Despite the warnings

of all the major national political parties and high profile
members of the business community, 45 percent of Scots voted ‘yes’ in the recent referendum on Scottish independence.
Whilst the explanations for this are many and varied, the outcome bore eloquent testament to a willingness on the part of
significant parts of the population to vote against “the establishment.” Decreasing faith in, and respect for, Britain’s political elite has contributed significantly to such a willingness –
and to the rise of UKIP south of the border. Should such sentiments persist up to the time of any referendum, the outcome will be all the harder to predict.
Much can happen between now and any popular vote
on EU membership. The outcome of the General election will
determine its timing. Given the unprecedented state of British party politics, with a number of smaller parties now competing directly with Labour and the Conservatives, predicting
the outcome of the May election is particularly difficult.
Whilst polls still put Labour ahead in terms of voting intentions, more and more respected pollsters are predicting a
Conservative victory.
In terms of what the various possible outcomes might
mean for British relations with the EU, a Conservative led
government under David Cameron will agree to a referendum
before the end of 2017 and try to undertake a renegotiation of
the terms of UK membership before it is held. Under a Labour administration – and particularly one propped up by
members of the Scottish Nationalist Party – there will be no
such popular vote unless treaty change gives the European
Union new powers. Yet the EU will not disappear from the
headlines, if only because such an outcome would probably
trigger a leadership election in the Conservative Party in
which candidates would be constrained to outdo each other
when it came to euroscepticism in order to prevail.
Whatever the short-term uncertainty that a referendum might provoke, we have perhaps reached a stage at
which such a popular vote on EU membership is now necessary. Even for many Europhile observers, the debate on Europe has poisoned both politics in the UK and the country’s
relationships with its EU partners to such an extent that it is
time to let the British people have a say and to lance this particular political boil. The process by which this is done promises to be both fascinating and unpredictable.

ANAND MENON
is a Professor of European Politics and
Foreign Affairs at Kings College London.
This article is based on a piece that appeared in
Thierry Chopin and Michel Foucher (eds.) ‘State of the
Union 2015,’ Paris, Schuman Foundation 2015.
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Unspoken Concerns: Discourses on Immigration in the UK
By Alexej Ulbricht

T

he election campaign for the 2010 general election saw
portance. And yet, even though immigration has been one of
the first televised leadership debates in the UK. The very
the dominant topics of the last five years, and really before
first question of the very first
that too, it occupies a peculiar
debate, put forward by a retired
“Politicians of the major parties, as well as place in UK (but especially
toxicologist from Cheshire, was
English) political discourse: it
UKIP have advanced an increasingly
‘What key elements for a fair,
is simultaneously one of the
xenophobic agenda…”
workable immigration policy
most persistent obsessions of
need to be put in place to actupoliticians and large parts of
ally make it work effectively?’ This was quite representative
the media while at one and the same time there is a percepof the importance that the issue of immigration had risen to
tion that it is a topic that is never talked about. There has
in political discourse.
been a pervasive, xenophobic discourse that has managed to
make immigration the dominant political topic of the past
Five years later we are headed into another general
few years while consistently asserting that nobody wants to
election and the topic of immigration has scarcely lost imtalk about it.
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Since immigration is going to be one of the key topics
going into this election, there are a few things worth being
aware of as one assesses the way that it is dealt with by various parties and commentators.

sis and proceeding from there. This idea is echoed in an often-heard statement from opponents of immigration, that
they are not opposed to immigration as such but opposed to
high numbers of immigration.

First and foremost: this is not a fact-based debate.
However this is misleading. If the debate of the last
This may seem a counter-intuitive statement to make on
few years has shown anything, it is that the facts of immigrasome level; after all, so much of
tion do not matter to the domithe debate on immigration pol- “There has been a pervasive, xenophobic dis- nant discourse on immigracourse that has managed to make immigra- tion. There have been a series
icy focuses on numbers. Numbers of net migration, costs
tion the dominant political topic of the past of studies showing that immiincurred on welfare and
few years while consistently asserting that gration has a positive impact
healthcare systems, effect on
on the economy as it can be
nobody wants to talk about it.”
economic productivity, effect
shown that immigrants tend to
on the job market, and so on
occupy jobs that are either unand so on. It would seem that while there may be disagreedesirable for locals or that there are skills-shortages rather
ments of how exactly to measure the impact of immigration,
than taking jobs away, and likewise benefits and healthcare
that it is ultimately all about conducting a cost-benefit analytourism have been shown to be insignificant. However, de-
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despite all this, the perception that immigration is something
dangerous that needs to be tightly controlled persists, and
continues to be spread by both media and politicians. Moreover, citing any of the research on the benefits of immigration
serves to mark you out as someone who has not understood
the worries of the people, as being out of touch, and typically
categorized as ostensively silencing the worries about immigration.

ing 100 000 was purely about the symbolic act of moving
below six figures.

Clearly, the hostility towards immigration is not really
grounded in the actual impact on the economy, it is grounded
in a series of fears. As well as fears around the perceived impact on the economy, this includes fears over issues of culture
and security. Nonetheless, it is important to note that with
regards to the economy this is not the expression of a rational
The idea of tight controls and regulation, of preventing
concern with quantity, this is about xenophobia, plain and
against “too much immigration” leads us down a false path.
simple. Politicians of the major parties, as well as UKIP have
It presumes that there is an
advanced an increasingly xenoobjective way of determining “The claim to speaking for a silenced majority phobic agenda, that reacts to
the threshold of too much,
has allowed advocates of anti-immigration the xenophobia perpetrated in
and that the numbers proof the mainstream media
discourse to claim more and more space and much
posed are arbitrary. The Conand is meant to represent the
time in the media, precisely to make up for xenophobia that it is claimed
servatives famously pledged
the alleged silencing.”
(and recently had to admit the
the populace has too.
impossibility ) to bring down
net migration below 100 000 a year during this parliament.
Of course the actors never couch their policies in these
What makes 100 000 the appropriate threshold was never
terms, hence the move into a quantitative vocabulary. Even
explained at all. And how could one? Immigration is a dyUKIP is quick to apologise when one of its members makes
namic issue, it can contribute to the economy and create jobs
an openly xenophobic statement (although of course arguably
as well as helping to fill existing jobs – the idea that one can
UKIP very deliberately expresses these things openly only to
establish a precise number of immigrants needed for optimal
then disavow them in the name of decorum). Nobody wants
benefit is a fool’s errand. And it seems pretty clear that pickto admit openly to embodying hostility – thus we have a curi-
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ous state of affairs where xenophobic agendas are advanced
while stating the value of diversity. Gordon Brown, in response to the question I mentioned at the beginning of this
article, proceeded to go through a list of professions which he
promised no more foreigners would be able to come to this
country for, only to immediately after state that Britain is a
tolerant and diverse country. In his famous ‘death of multiculturalism speech’ David Cameron spends considerable time
outlining the benefits that Muslim communities have brought
to the UK. In her speech outlining Labour’s immigration policy going into the election, Yvette Cooper first criticises the
Conservatives and UKIP for shoring up division and racism,
before detailing how Labour would be tougher on immigration.
This cognitive dissonance hardly registers with people.
This is because there is actually a long precedent for it. The
expression of fears around immigration is often presented as
a reaction or backlash to a previous regime of excessive multiculturalism, however this is misleading. There are in fact
significant continuities. Multiculturalism was always a specifically liberal framework. It was a process of opening up the
liberal polity to other ethnicities and certain forms of difference, but its fundamental aim was to further strengthen liberalism. Thus even as some form of differences were embraced,
there was always a concern with keeping cultural difference
within particular limits. This move for diversity was never
unequivocal, but rather tied up with a lingering hostility. The
legacy is that even as the xenophobic tendencies get stronger,
everybody can continue to stress the value of diversity, since
these were always both constituent parts of liberal multiculturalism.

“For many, Europe is really only an issue in so
far as it is the source of a stream of immigration that cannot be controlled by the UK government.”

The idea that immigration is something that is not
talked about has been crucial in the strengthening of xenophobic tendencies. It has allowed opponents of immigration
to dominate political discourse while at the same time presenting themselves as the speakers of a suppressed truth. It
is asserted that the people have worries, that these worries
have not been listened to, and that it is time to start listening.
To what extent ‘the people’ actually have these worries, and to
what extent the people are constructed as having these worries is ultimately unanswerable. But what is crucial is that
the claim to speaking for a silenced majority has allowed advocates of anti-immigration discourse to claim more and

more space and time in the media, precisely to make up for
the alleged silencing. It is this particular manoeuvre that has
allowed UKIP to consistently present itself as persecuted by
the media, while Nigel Farage was simultaneously the most
frequent guest on Question Time in 2014.
UKIP is of course the main benefactor of these tendencies – having managed to establish itself as the party that
addresses fears around immigration, even as the major parties one-up themselves on who will tighten regimes more.
This, more than Europe, really explains the continued success
of UKIP. For many, Europe is really only an issue in so far as
it is the source of a stream of immigration that cannot be controlled by the UK government. The eccentricities of the UK
voting system may limit the ultimate electoral impact of
UKIP however this means no relief for those who would favour a more progressive stance on immigration.
The discursive trope that these are the worries of the
people that have been silenced has led all parties to embrace
a default stance of immigration as a burden that must be curtailed. And this is really important: immigration is treated
only as a problem or potential problem to be solved. Immigrants are treated simply as a commodity that may or may
not benefit the country. There is something deeply dehumanising and unethical about this. Immigrants are not treated as
autonomous individuals deserving respect, but assessed
against how they may benefit us – to slip into a very liberal
vocabulary: they are treated as a means, not an end in themselves.
How might the xenophobic tendencies be counteracted
upon? What is needed is a party that actively challenges the
narratives of the negative impact as well as the narrative of
silenced concerns. The surge in popularity for the Greens as
well as the continued strength of the SNP show that there is
something to gain electorally from more positive discourse on
immigration. But the impact is limited as of yet. Moreover,
in order to move towards a truly ethical immigration policy,
we would have to go further than simply thinking of immigration as something that may benefit the country, and start
thinking about the actual lives of immigrants and consider
them as part of society.

ALEXEJ ULBRICHT
is a Teaching Fellow at the School of Oriental and African
Studies, University of London.
His book, Multicultural Immunisation: Liberalism and Esposito,
is out now on Edinburgh University Press.
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Why the General Election Result Won’t Matter
by Anton Howes

The Importance of Economic Growth
standards has decreased dramatically. The difference bey far the most important issue for modern economies is
tween the 1 percent and the other 99 was once meat and fish
the ability to achieve and sustain economic growth. This
on the table, affordable clothes, and the ability to comfortably
does not necessarily mean the level of Gross Domestic Prodsurvive the winter. In modern times, even some of the most
uct, the total value of goods and services produced by an
dispossessed live an incomparably better existence than their
economy in a given year, but rather the annual increase in the
ancestors. Think cheap cotton clothes, versus the fact that
actual living standards conferred by the full exploitation of
even wealthier, middle-class individuals less than a hundred
technological advances. By way of illustration, just try to imyears ago would only be able to afford two or three shirts,
agine your life had you lived in the year 1750, around the time
worn or passed down until they disintegrated. Within even
when modern economic growth began. As a percentage of
living memory, relatively well-off families in the United
your wage, you would most likely pay a substantial amount
States, the world’s economic leader, would resort to wrapping
on heating and lighting your home with candles and coal,
their family’s solitary pair of shoes in plastic bread bags or
have no access to running water, not be able to travel abroad
cling film in order to preserve them during the winter. Today,
due to the great expense of time
US families earning under
and money, just about be able to “The difference between the 1 percent and $5,000 a year spend only 16
fund a social life (consisting at the other 99 was once meat and fish on the percent of their budgets on
best of limited reading, an infrefood, and 3.5 percent on clothtable, affordable clothes, and the ability to ing. That’s compared to the
quent trip to the theatre and the
comfortably survive the winter.”
occasional sip of the relatively
urban “middle class” family of
new imported luxury of coffee),
1901 spending a whopping 46
and work back-breakingly long hours in your chosen profespercent on food, and 15 percent on clothing.2
sion. To make a bad situation worse, you would also lack any
effective treatment for that broken back. In short, the world
The key point here is that economic growth trumps all
of 1750 was significantly poorer than it is today, a situation
other political concerns. It decreases the inequality that really
that is only partially reflected in the figures for GDP per capimatters, improves our health, prolongs our expected lifeta growth.1
span, makes nearly every good or service you can think of
cheaper over time, and even invents new ones to choose from.
At the same time, while inequality of wealth or income
As individuals and as a society, we work significantly fewer
may be a little higher than we would like, inequality of living
hours than at any time in human history, and yet still create

B
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more value for the rest of humanity at the same time! 3 By
cal potential; or else they seek to boost potential GDP and
working fewer hours while increasing living standards, we
then wait for spending to catch up. You might broadly charachave more time than ever before to spend with families and
terise these as demand-side and supply-side policies, respecfriends, playing sports, consuming entertainment, and engagtively. However, neither of them will change the trend ecoing in progressing culture. In
nomic growth rate very much.
short, sustained and persistent “...the issue of increasing innovation with- That’s not to say that these polieconomic growth is humanity’s
in an economy is rarely discussed as part cies may not boost the overall
greatest achievement; from its
level of GDP, but that they are
of
the
predominant
political
debate
over
source, all else flows. It’s such a
unlikely to have any effect on
economic policy.”
large and indisputable phenomeraising that underlying and
non, that some economic historibroadly sustained 1-3 percent
ans have taken to calling it “The Great Fact”.
growth rate that we’ve come to expect.
The Persistence of Trend Economic Growth
What created the modern world was a rapid acceleration in invention and innovation, followed by the marshalling
of investment to exploit those new innovations to their full
potential. Nevertheless, the Britain of the Industrial Revolution grew by only around 0.5 percent of GDP per capita for
about a century. In the modern day, however, we have largely managed to systematise that innovative process, while
eliminating some of the barriers to growth such as imperfect
capital markets. We now generally expect around 1-3 percent
GDP per capita growth per year; anything less is labelled either stagnation or recession.

Assessing Policies to boost Trend Economic Growth
The problem with demand-boosting policies is that
while they result in some rather large short-term growth, they
will only ever be one-off spurts: there is no way that they can
boost spending beyond the technological potential. To illustrate, imagine a country with some farms that use horsedrawn ploughs, and others that use more productive tractors.
Boosting agricultural spending by whatever means may result
in all farms adopting the more productive tractors. This could
very well achieve a rapid increase in economic growth, perhaps achieving that potential in a short amount of time. But
ultimately, demand-side policies won’t do anything to boost
the rate of growth once all farms have adopted tractors, at
least until someone comes up with an even more productive
machine.

Indeed, what is most striking about trend economic
growth is its remarkable persistence. Take France, a country
that regularly practises the sort of extractive policies, with
high taxes and burdensome regulation, which would generalOn the other hand, supply-boosting policies may actuly suggest the strangulation of
ally affect the trend rate of eco“Most proposals for boosting economic
economic growth. And yet,
nomic growth, but only by a
growth either actively raise the amount of tiny amount. Without accomFrance is wealthier in terms of
GDP per capita than the UK.
spending in an industry so that it can more panying demand-side policies
That is also the same France
to bring economic growth closfully
exploit
its
technological
potential;
or
that had drastic political instier to its potential, all they do is
else they seek to boost potential GDP and raise the potential level of
tutional changes in 1789, 1804,
1814, 1830, 1848, 1852, 1870,
growth. The rate at which actuthen wait for spending to catch up.”
1940, 1946, and 1958. The last
al spending catches up with
time that Britain had any such sweeping political change was
potential is estimated at around 2 percent of the gap per year.
as long ago as 1688! One would expect the dramatic upheaval
Thus, if you had a 2 percent growth rate and increased potenof formal institutions to significantly dent trend growth rates,
tial GDP by, say, a huge £1Trn from £16Trn to £17Trn, then
but it seems as though a culture of innovation and investment
the trend growth rate would only increase to 2.13 percent per
is so persistent as to trump political change. This is not to
year.4 A trillion pound increase in potential GDP is massive,
deny the fact that some policies may harm economic growth
and essentially unprecedented in terms of domestic economic
or be costly to society, but that once they already have that
policies, yet even then would only increase economic growth
tendency to innovate, people seem to do so even under subby a rounding error.
stantially less-than-ideal circumstances.
Nevertheless, there may be some policies that boost
This point can also be illustrated by evaluating the eftrend economic growth rates by further systematising the
fects of pro-growth policies too. Most proposals for boosting
innovation process. If we could develop as a society from execonomic growth either actively raise the amount of spending
periencing 0.5 percent annual growth during the early stages
in an industry so that it can more fully exploit its technologiof the Industrial Revolution to now expecting 1-3 percent
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annually, it is plausible that there may be policies to boost
that trend rate still further. Despite the massive importance
of such a change, the issue of increasing innovation within an
economy is rarely discussed as part of the predominant political debate over economic policy. This largely stems from the
difficulty in assessing changes – innovation is a gradual and
incremental process, making it all the more difficult to measure. Indeed, both the origins of sustained economic growth in
the 18th Century and the original process of systematisation
around the 1870s are still poorly understood, with little consensus among economic historians.
In the long-term, finding out what boosts innovation
in a society could have transformative effects. While the difference between 2 and 4 percent annual growth does not
sound like much, achieving it would involve a doubling of the
rate at which we as a society enrich ourselves and increase
living standards. As such, there ought to be greater emphasis
in both academic and policy-making circles on finding out
what causes an increase in the rate of innovation. There are,
of course, a few candidate policies that might plausibly boost
the rate of innovation, and might be a starting point for further study: encouraging greater spending by firms and individuals on Research and Development; directly boosting R&D
spending by governments; ensuring a more efficient pipeline
for new ideas and discoveries on their route from university
laboratories to shop-fronts; ensuring that unproductive firms
are not insulated from the productivity-enhancing pressures
of competition; ensuring that legislation and policy can rapidly accommodate technological developments without quashing them; perhaps some kind of patent reforms; or perhaps
ensuring that populations are both educated and skilled
enough to be capable of further innovations.
The Importance of Monetary Policy to keep Economic Growth at Trend
In the short- and medium-terms, there are policies by
which the UK can ensure greater economic stability and higher levels of GDP, even if it cannot boost the underlying trend
rate. After all, there are periods like the most recent recession, when growth falls far short of its potential. So while demand-side policies have their limits in terms of boosting
growth, they could potentially ensure that output (i.e. inflation-adjusted GDP growth) never falls short. In other words,
the UK and many other countries often unnecessarily fall
short of fully exploiting the opportunities of currently available technologies. Indeed, this appears to be what happened in
the UK from mid-2007.5
Establishing the size of this output gap between current and potential GDP is, of course, extremely difficult.
However, many modern central banks rely on inflationtargeting in order to bring the amount of money in the econo-
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my up to the amount where there is enough to fully exploit
the available technological opportunities. After all, one would
expect to have moderate inflation if there were only slightly
too much credit sloshing around the system. This makes the
system fairly good at responding to demand-shocks, when the
amount of available credit falls short for whatever reason,
and thereby brings economic growth down with it. Under its
existing mandate, a fall in inflation would cause the Bank of
England to decrease interest rates, or, once it has reached the
point where interest rates cannot fall any further (i.e. just
above 0 percent) to find other means to increase available
credit, such as through Quantitative Easing.
Assessing Policies to Keep Economic Growth at
Trend
However, there are cases when inflation can be caused
by supply shocks, which can complicate the signal. For example, the recent drop in the price of oil would both decrease
inflation and increase output. Under inflation-targeting, this
positive supply shock would make it appear as though output
had fallen short of its potential when it had not. A subsequent
increase in credit would thus risk causing an unsustainable
economic bubble and later inflation, with the amount of credit far exceeding what was necessary to fully exploit the opportunities offered by existing technologies. Conversely, a hypothetical increase in the price of oil would increase inflation
while decreasing output. It would thus appear as though the
output gap had been closed when in fact it had widened. If
the Bank of England were to blindly follow the inflationtargeting rule, it would thus tighten credit in the economy,
further widening the output gap as output fell, and potentially causing unnecessary recession and unemployment.6
In practice, the Bank of England tries not to blindly
follow the inflation-targeting rule. As has happened in the
case of the recent supply shock from falling oil prices, the
Governor of the Bank of England wrote to the Chancellor to
explain the very good reasons he allowed inflation to fall below its 2% target. However, this raises the problem of giving
too much discretion to the individuals who run the Bank of
England. As such, it leaves businesses and investors hanging
on the every word of the Governor of the Bank of England,
rather than giving them a more predictable, rule-based system. More importantly, the problem of discretion is compounded by the fallibility of even experts – if the Bank of
England were to incorrectly assess whether or not a fall or
rise in inflation were due to supply or demand factors, the
consequences for the economy could be devastating. Given
economic data’s complexity, time lags and myriad measurement problems, such a catastrophic mistake seems likely.
One increasingly popular alternative to inflationtargeting that avoids many of these pitfalls is Nominal GDP

Level-targeting (NGDPLT), most recently popularised by
economist Scott Sumner.7 Rather than seeking to separate
inflation and real output growth, the central bank would instead target a trend growth line of Nominal GDP (i.e. GDP
growth without stripping out the effects of inflation, or Real
GDP plus inflation) of perhaps 5 percent per year. 8 By simultaneously measuring both output growth and inflation
growth, NGDPLT would accommodate both demand and
supply shocks. For example, should a negative supply shock
occur to increase inflation and decrease output (such as an
increase in Value Added Tax) then the effect on NGDP would
take into account which effect was greater. As such, the appropriate policy response would be more likely to be chosen
automatically. If the fall in output were completely offset by
the increase in inflation, then this effect would show up in no
change to trend NGDP, without the need to measure real
GDP and inflation separately. The central bank would therefore keep credit stable, rather than running the risk under an
inflation-targeting regime of a rise in inflation being met by
tighter credit and unnecessarily plunging the economy further into recession.
NGDPLT therefore removes a large element of discretion from central bankers, as well as making them more likely
to make the correct decisions in the case of various economic
shocks. The removal of discretion increases investor stability
and confidence, rather than forcing them to wait with bated
breath as to how the Bank of England will interpret each economic shock. There is a further policy innovation that would
allow the central bank to rely on immediate market signals
rather than taking a “wait and see” approach to each change.
The central bank would only need to measure the inflation
expectations indicated by markets in order to see if its policies are having the desired effect. After all, it is inflation expectations that actually influence interest rates in the wider
economy, and thus the level of credit available. The central
bank should thus examine how inflation-protected securities
and various other asset markets respond within minutes of
each announcement.9
A second element to the debate around monetary policy is that it potentially renders the debate around austerity
meaningless from the point of view of general economic
growth. Austerity policies may very well have both winners
and losers in terms of the distribution of resources, but central banks have the ability to keep overall economic growth
and thus overall improvements in living standards on a stable
upward trajectory. Central banks can offset any decreases in
government spending on goods and services in the economy
by boosting available credit and allowing growth to continue
regardless. The ability of monetary policy to offset economic
shocks does not change according to whether or not that
shock came about as a result of Treasury policy. As such, in

macroeconomic terms, the level of spending boosts or spending cuts should make little difference under an effective monetary policy regime such as NGDPLT.
Conclusion
None of the major political parties going into the General Election have provided a coherent policy response to the
two most important economic issues facing the UK: the
boosting of the trend economic growth rate; and maintaining
actual economic growth at its technological potential. As
such, the result of the General Election will not matter all that
much.
With regards to boosting the trend economic growth
rate, the parties may be excused by the lack of a clear understanding among even academics and policy-makers as to
what exactly may increase trend growth rates further. The
responsibility therefore lies with them to provide politicians
with the policy tools by which to greater enrich society. As to
the negative effects of any particular party in power, the example of persistently developed economies such as France
indicates that trend economic growth is surprisingly persistent.
With regards to maintaining actual economic growth
at its technological potential, any government economic policies are likely to at most involve tinkering around the edges,
with the Bank of England attempting to offset any particularly major economic shocks. Indeed, it is from the independent
Bank of England, insulated from the pressures of elections,
that there are signs of an intellectual shift away from inflation
-targeting.10 Should the Governor openly advocate a new target, the government would surely approve the change, bowing to the greater expertise of central bank officials. Nevertheless, such a change could happen irrespective of the party
in power.
The lack of the General Election’s significance for
trend economic growth should therefore be both a source of
disappointment, that we do not know how to boost it further;
but also a source of optimism, because it is remarkably robust. Rather than hanging on the election result, let us hope
that the Bank of England will soon provide us with a policy of
Nominal GDP Level Targeting to better keep our economy
fulfilling its technological potential.

ANTON HOWES
is a PHD candidate in Department of Political Economy at
King’s College London. He is also a research associate for
the Adam Smith Institute and a consultant researcher for
the Centre for Market Reform of Education.
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On the Frontline: Enforced Disappearances and Latin America
By Ariel E. Dulitzky

E

nforced disappearances cannot be understood without
Latin America. For better or worse, the region has always been at the forefront of the use and/or fight of this policy and technique of terror. In 2015, the United Nations Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances will
celebrate its 35th anniversary. And each anniversary is an appropriate time to reflect on what has been achieved, what has
been learned, and what remains to be accomplished. Through
the Working Group we see Latin America as a space where
the use of enforced disappearances was widespread but also a
place where the most effective responses in terms of truth,
justice, reparations and memory emerged. Latin American
victims, in spite of intense resistance from the Argentine dictatorship were able to convince Governments to create the
Working Group in 1980 as the first specialized human rights
mechanism within the UN.
Latin American victims went to the UN after the InterAmerican Commission on Human Rights made its historic
1979 visit to Argentina, in the midst of the dictatorship. This
visit and the subsequent report marked a watershed in the
history of the human rights movement showing how useful on
-site visits areas are to unmask enforced disappearances, to
raise awareness, to conceptualize and document disappearances, and to legitimize and protect human rights organizations. When the OAS, under pressure from the dictatorship,
refused to condemn Argentina, human rights defenders and
relatives turned part of their efforts to the UN.
Latin America’s experience shows us that enforced
disappearances of people is a terror technique. In the region,
they were traditionally part of the national security doctrine,
a strategy against so-called subversive or terrorists groups
used by the State, particularly Armed and Security Forces,
intelligence services, or paramilitary groups acting with the
cooperation, tolerance, or acquiescence of the state. Often
this policy was a coordinated effort between multiple states,
the archetypical example of which is Operation Condor and
most of the time supported or at least tolerated by the U.S.
Today, in some countries of the region, disappearances occur
in other contexts such as the disappearances carried out by
organized crime groups in Mexico which requires a rethinking of its contours.
Sadly its use in the region, even in democratic contexts, has also become globalized. However, there are some
encouraging signs. In the context of the “war on terror”, the
CIA “extraordinary rendition” program used enforced disap-
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“Often this policy was a coordinated effort
between multiple states, the archetypical example of which is Operation Condor and
most of the time supported or at least tolerated by the U.S.”

pearances but Latin America was the only region where no
country cooperated or assisted the agency mainly because of
the trauma the phenomenon engendered in the area.
During the first years of its existence, the Working
Group could not rely on legal instruments which defined enforced disappearances. For this reason, a large part of the
Group’s efforts focused on identifying the phenomenon and
establishing legal principles to define it and especially to prevent, prosecute, punish, and eradicate this crime. Since its
first report the Working Group affirmed the inalienable right

for families to know the truth about their loved ones’ fates. In
that first report, the Working Group identified the phenomenon of the disappearance of pregnant women and the babies
born during their disappearance, infants who were then illegally taken by the captors. This phenomenon would later
lead to special legislation in multiple treaties, for example the
International Convention on the Rights of the Child and its
Article 8 on the right to identity.
Since then, an important number of Latin American
countries have propelled the progressive development of international law in the struggle against enforced disappearances. Latin America was in the forefront of discussions which
led to the 1992 adoption of the United Nations’ Declaration
on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance, the Inter-American Convention on the Forced Disappearance of Persons of 1994, and the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance approved by the United Nations in 2006. Latin
America also contributed to the creation of the International
Criminal Court in 1998 and the inclusion of enforced disappearance as one of the international crimes over which the
International Criminal Court has jurisdiction.
The crime of enforced disappearance was also reflected
in domestic legislation with a great number of Latin American countries including it as an autonomous crime in their
criminal codes. This trend was also accompanied by a sustained effort throughout the region to bring perpetrators
to justice. While Argentina and Chile are at the forefront of
this fight, we can see some impressive developments in many
other countries. Former head of States such as Fujimori in
Peru are in jail in part for his command responsibility in enforced disappearances. In Guatemala, Rios Mont was tried
and convicted for genocide (including acts of disappearances)
although his sentences was later overturned. In Colombia,
with important pockets of impunity and sometimes with serious setbacks, there has been progress made in terms of individual responsibility for those who commit this serious crime.
But still, there is a long way to go in other countries such as
El Salvador, Guatemala, Mexico, Brazil, Uruguay, Honduras,
and Paraguay. The family of each person who disappeared
has searched, is searching, and will continue to search for
their loved ones until they know their fate or their resting
place. The Working Group has more than 45,000 cases of
enforced disappearances still open, synonymous of failure for
both the Working Group and Latin America as a whole.
Through the use of Truth Commissions, forensic anthropology teams in Argentina, Peru, or Guatemala, specialized forensic medical services like in Chile, national search
plans, we have learned that enforced disappearance is a continuous crime until the fate the person is established. And as

such, they are not a question of the past.
Undoubtedly the Inter-American Commission and the
Inter-American Court of Human Rights made crucial contributions to the fight. From the visits and reports of the Commission to the first three cases1 submitted to the Court were
enforced disappearance cases, the Inter-American system has
led the international response to this crime. The Court’s comprehensive doctrine and its jurisprudence in terms of the continuous nature of the crime, the right to know the truth, the
right to reparations, the right to justice and the inapplicability of amnesty laws and statutes of limitation in cases of enforced disappearances are all essential contributions made by
the inter-American system to Latin America and to the entire
world.
But beyond these international actors, Latin America
contributed to the development of the human rights movement through the associations of relatives and human rights
organizations. From the traditional and historic Mothers and
Grandmothers of the Plaza de Mayo in Argentina, the Vicaría
de la Solidaridad in Chile or FEDEFAM to the new models
such as Asociación Pro-Búsqueda de Niñas y Niños Desaparecidos in El Salvador or CADHAC in Mexico, many organizations demonstrated new strategies for resistance against dictatorships and injustices committed during civil wars and
even in democratic systems. Their work, vision, endurance,
and strategic partnerships with international actors served as
a model in other parts of the world. It is not possible to study
and conceive the human rights movement today without analyzing its origins and consolidation during the 1970s, 80s,
and 90s in Latin America, largely in reaction to enforced disappearances. Finally, we cannot understand this movement
without acknowledging the key role played by women who
lead this struggle for truth, justice, reparations, and memory
for the victims of enforced disappearances in many countries
of the region.
We have travelled a long road but there is still a very
long way to go. But, we are not satisfied. The mottoes that
emerged from Latin America continue to guide us: NUNCA
MÁS; DÓNDE ESTÁN?; JUICIO Y CASTIGO; VERDAD,
JUSTICIA Y REPARACIÓN; FUE EL ESTADO.

ARIEL E. DULITZKY
is the Chair-Rapporteur of the United Nations Working Group on Enforced Disappearances and the Director
of the Human Rights Clinic at the University of Texas in
Austin. Two of his relatives disappeared in Argentina,
Alicia Inés Naymark Gabe and Matilde Itzigsohn de
García in 1976 and 1977.
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Suit up to go to Jail: How the Multi-Institutional Approach Against Corruption
can Work in Brazil
By Fernanda Odilla V. de Figueiredo

I

n November 2014, a Brazilian executive was pictured
wearing an elegant suit jacket while pushing his expensive
suitcase. It was not a business trip nor a holiday, as the photo
might suggest at first glance. The man suited up to go to jail.
He and another two dozen executives from Brazil’s six largest
construction firms were arrested on corruption charges. They
were accused of bribing former managers of Petrobras, the
giant state-controlled oil company, and signing fraudulent
contracts designed to funnel money to politicians. Although
corruption scandals like this can be very familiar to Latin
Americans, this new group of inmates is part of an unprecedented change in Brazil.
In what is a rare case of effective cooperation between
the Federal Police, the Federal prosecution service and the
judiciary, Brazil has witnessed an impressive bribery and
kickback investigation dubbed “Car Wash” (Lava Jato in Portuguese)1. The scandal has made newspaper headlines every
single day since March 2014, when the police made the first
arrests. The investigation has already identified 10 billion
reais ($3.7 billion) of suspicious payments, over 40 people
have been indicted, and around 40 politicians are about to be
investigated by the Supreme Court, making the petrolão (the
“big oily”) Brazil’s biggest corruption scandal until now.
Unfortunately, nobody can guarantee that there are
not worse cases waiting to be “discovered”. Brazil has long
faced widespread corruption scandals at all levels and in all
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branches of the political system. Accusations of corruption,
including bribery, improper use of public funds and of public
office as well as vote buying have tarnished all six presidential
administrations since democracy was restored in 1985, following 21 years of military rule. The media has revealed most
of the scandals, but few politicians have been convicted in
court or sanctioned by the institutions they worked for.
Thirty years after democratisation, Brazil is still trying
to find ways to increase transparency and accountability, with
a range of different laws and internal procedures. In this crusade, the country has been tackling corruption through an
accountability system built up through institutional multiplicity. Different public agencies in the Federal sphere perform three primary as well as complementary/compensatory
checks and balances mechanisms: oversight, investigation
and punishment.
The Federal Accounting Tribunal (Tribunal de Contas
da União, or TCU) and the Office of the Comptroller General
of the Union (Controladoria-Geral da União, or CGU) manage the oversight mechanisms and are responsible for administrative punishments. The first is the Congressional agency
to check the Executive’s expenditures and main contracts.
The second, created in 2003 to implement internal control
inside the Federal government, also checks how public money
is being invested.

Both bodies have distinct methods and monitoring
techniques and they generally conduct their activities autonomously. While the TCU usually imposes fines as punishment
for wrongdoings, the CGU can suspend or expel a federal bureaucrat or even declare a company ineligible to sign contracts with all the Federal government agencies. Clearly, the
TCU and CGU have complementary anti-corruption mechanisms, although they almost never share their findings during
the investigation phase. This mismatch can at least provide
safeguards when one of them fails to detect frauds and the
other agency is able to catch them. While the TCU and CGU
act in the administrative sphere, the Federal Police (Polícia
Federal, PF) and the Federal Public Prosecutors’ Office
(Ministério Público Federal, MPF) are the central agencies
investigating to take corruption cases to court through civil
and criminal suits. The Federal Police is under the Federal
government structure (and budget), while since 1988 the
Federal Public Prosecutors’ Office has had an independent
structure.

Brazil. Enacted in 2013, the Brazilian Clean Company Act, for
instance, holds companies liable for bribery and corruption in
Brazil as well as overseas. However, government members
are still discussing some aspects of the law which has prevented its application.
Hence, the idea that corrupt politicians, high level bureaucrats and executives are, to some extent, immune from
accountability has some truth to it. In addition, the institutional advancement carried out in Brazil has not been followed by a change in public perception that corruption is being curbed. Despite institutional improvements to formalize
merit-based recruitment of new bureaucrats, and to increase
work resources and checks and balances mechanisms, the
constant sequence of scandals show how corruption in Brazil
remains common practice in the public sphere. It also potentially increases tolerance of corruption among citizens.

As the Federal executive has its own accountability
system composed primarily of the Office of the Comptroller
According to the Brazilian rule of law, Federal police
General of the Union, the Federal Police and the Federal Revofficers should investigate, and then prosecutors take the casenue Service, it can compete healthily and also cooperate
es with the strongest evidence to court. Prosecutors also have
within external bodies such as the Federal Accounting Tribuauthority to conduct their
nal and the Federal Public
“The
Brazilian
criminal
justice
system
seems
own investigations, under the
Prosecutors’ Office. There are,
to be very slow to impose sanctions and to however, potential disadnew Constitution ratified in
1988. The Federal Police and punish properly those involved in corruption, vantages associated with this
the Prosecutors’ Office both
multi-institutional
antiespecially the powerful.”
cooperate and compete in anti
corruption system, such as un-corruption cases. Whether
productive tensions between
cooperation or conflict prevails usually depends on who is
institutions performing similar roles and the waste of public
leading the investigation on both sides.
money to support too many accountability bodies, especially
when they are not that efficient.
However, in the past two decades there has been an
increase in the number of task forces formed by police, proseThe Brazilian case suggests that there are more pros
cutors and other bodies such as the revenue service, CGU and
than cons in this approach as long as all the mechanisms
TCU in order to improve the chances of spotting wrongdoings
work properly. The investigation that sent the well-dressed
and increasing the quality of evidence collected during invesbusinessman to jail, for instance, indicates how task force
tigations. Despite all these efforts to curb the misuse of public
harmony including not only police officers and prosecutors
office for private gains, the most important institution inbut also an efficient judge, can produce positive effects in the
volved in punishing corruption-related offenses is the judicifight against corruption. In addition, it shows that the availaary.
ble multi-institutional anti-corruption tools work, although
there is always room for improvement.
In Brazil, the judiciary is the ultimate sanctioning authority that can easily review and rescind punishments imThe remarkable scene of powerful people involved in
posed by administrative bodies as well as sentences imposed
corruption being incarcerated when the evidence against
by lower courts in appeal processes. Indeed, the Brazilian
them is strong enough, however, should not be an exception.
criminal justice system seems to be very slow to impose sanctions and to punish properly those involved in corruption,
especially the powerful. It allows, for instance, rich and powFERNANDA ODILLA V. DE FIGUEIREDO
erful people to take advantage of loopholes and of this slowis a PhD student within the Brazil Institute at King’s
ness in due process.
College London. Her research focuses on bureaucrat
Important laws also can take too long to take effect in

corruption and quality of government in Brazil.
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The Unlikely Trailblazers for the Militarisation of Public Security in Brazil
By Christoph Harig

O

n March 31, 1964, troops based in the city of Juiz de
Fora set out on a 180 km journey to Brazil´s seat of government Rio de Janeiro to oust President João Goulart. Apologists of military rule and the Armed Forces still refer to this
coup as a “democratic revolution” which supposedly prevented Brazil from becoming a communist country. The military
governed until 1985 and the Army unit from Juiz de Fora is
known as “Brigada 31 de Março”. During the regime, the Army Police held political prisoners in immediate vicinity of the
brigade´s barracks. One of them was Dilma Rousseff, Brazil's
current President. Arrested in 1970 for her membership in a
guerrilla organisation, she spent parts of her three years of
captivity in Juiz de Fora.
In recent years, members of the “Brigada 31 de Março”
have been acting in the streets of Rio again, albeit under different circumstances. Soldiers from Juiz de Fora have participated in the “Pacification Force” which supports Rio´s campaign of taking control over neighbourhoods that are dominated by drug gangs. While military deployments for
“guaranteeing law and order” (GLO) are constitutionally allowed and have been taking place frequently since 1985, the
mission in the favela agglomerations Alemão and Penha between December 2010 and June 2012 nevertheless marked a
watershed. In total 8,764 soldiers maintained a constant
presence in the area and regularly carried out law enforcement tasks. Since the return to democracy, this was the first
GLO mission that lasted longer than two months. The ongoing operation in the Complexo da Maré is another long-term
commitment. Starting in April 2014 and originally scheduled
to end after the Football World Cup in July, Mrs. Rousseff
approved the request of Rio´s state government to extend its
duration. Soldiers are due to be replaced by police forces in
May 2015. It is not without a certain irony that this unprecedented scope of soldiers´ involvement in public security is
taking place during Mrs. Rousseff´s presidency (January
2011-present).
The symbolism involving the Brazilian President and
the “Brigada 31 de Março” could be interpreted as positive
sign of reconciliation and the establishment of civilian supremacy over the military. Most scholars agree that the Brazilian Armed Forces abide by the rules of democracy and apparently do not have any desire to return to power in the foreseeable future. Yet, still using a reference to the date of the
coup also highlights the military's reluctance to officially
apologise for having established an authoritarian government, not to speak of the human rights abuses committed
at that time. Mrs. Rousseff, who was tortured during her imprisonment, finally banned the Armed Forces from openly
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commemorating the coup´s anniversary. Moreover, her reelection campaign in 2014 explicitly referred to her past as
regime opponent. Nonetheless, Rousseff does not seek open
confrontation with the military; she stood against the abolition of the Amnesty law as proposed by the National Truth
Commission. Hence, perpetrators of human rights violations,
on the part of both soldiers and guerrilla members, are unlikely to be held legally accountable.
Apart from the issue of clarifying the past, one would
probably expect that Rousseff and politicians with a similar
background would try to keep the Armed Forces´ involvement in public security to a minimum. Yet, as counterintuitive as it may seem, it was the legislation of Dilma´s predecessors and fellow regime opponents Fernando Henrique
Cardoso (a sociology professor banned from teaching by the
military regime who spent several years in exile) and Lula da
Silva (a trade union activist, imprisoned for leading a strike
campaign in 1980) that paved the way for the extensive use of
troops we are seeing today. A decree by Cardoso on GLO em-

powered the military to take over the operational control of
police forces which are politically subordinate to state governments. These are the “Polícia Civil”, mainly in charge of
investigations, and the “Polícia Militar”, generally responsible
for ostensive patrols and the control of public order. Cardoso´s decree also expanded the possibility of invoking a GLO
from a means of last resort to situations in which it can be
“presumed that a disturbance of public order is possible”.
Moreover, the Army received the right to arrest suspects.
President Lula later extended this legislation to Air Force and
Navy. Allegations of misconduct during military operations in
Rio during the 1990s had led to several proceedings in ordinary civil courts. In 2010, Lula's government expanded legal
safeguards for soldiers in GLO operations and ensured that
soldiers´ actions in GLO operations would fall under military
jurisdiction. This legal framework is not only used in Rio´s
Pacification. GLO missions often take place during forbidden,
yet frequently occurring, police strikes. Apart from this, state
governors are arguably trivialising requests for GLO missions
in less urgent situations. However, criticism should equally
be directed at the President who is legally responsible for approving these demands. After all, state and federal governments are consensually levering out the federative pact,
which foresees the single states´ responsibility for public se-

curity.
Politicians can count on popular opinion in this regard: “fighting crime jointly with police forces” achieved the
highest score in a representative survey about the Armed

“Perpetrators of human rights violations, on
the part of both soldiers and guerrilla members, are unlikely to be held legally
accountable.”
Forces´ most appropriate missions. The large-scale GLO operations in Rio, however, have shown that this model does
not necessarily lead to sustainable results. Significant resistance from local drug gangs complicates the transition
from military occupation to service provision by regular police forces and other state agents. Some incidents in the Complexo da Maré show that balancing friendly interactions with
citizens and firm behaviour is a highwire act for troops. After
a soldier was shot dead, conservative commentators blamed
arguably far-too-lenient rules of engagement for putting soldiers´ lives at risk. Conversely, members of the “Pacification
Force” were supposedly following these rules of engagement
when they shot and hurt the passengers of a car (one of them
an Air Force sergeant on holiday) that did not obey an order
to stop at a checkpoint. With authorities trying to take control
over several strategic areas of the city before hosting the
Olympic Games in 2016, we will probably witness more situations in which this tension comes to light.

CHRISTOPH HARIG
is a PHD candidate at King’s College London.
His research focuses on the militarization of
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Uruguay: Time to Fight for More and Better Investments
By Pablo M. Garcia

E

merging from the 2001-2002 deep financial crisis, the
Uruguayan economy entered a strong cycle of expansion. The annual growth rate, which had averaged 2.2 percent
during the second half of the twentieth century, accelerated
to an average of 5.5 percent during the 2004-2014 period. In
a country with moderate demographic growth, this robust
economic performance translated into a sharp increase in per
capita income, which more than doubled from the trough
reached during the crisis. The sustained economic recovery
and the increase in average income resulted in significant
welfare gains for a population that had been hit hard by the
crisis.1
An important part of the economic growth observed
after 2002 can be explained by higher investment levels.
While total investment represented about 15 percent of GDP
before the crisis, it averaged 20.5 percent after 2004, reaching a peak of 24 percent in 2013. The increase in investment
was driven especially by foreign direct investment (FDI),
which has been multiplied by 10 in the last decade, becoming
an extremely important variable in the economic performance of the country.
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The strategy
In a country with a small domestic market, a limited
productive base, and the predominance of short value chains,
the potential to attract investment depends heavily on the
outlook for penetrating external markets and on the consistency of policies for investment attraction, sector incentives, and export promotion and facilitation. In turn, to maximize the impact of investment, the country needs to establish the conditions for promoting the dissemination of
knowledge, skills, and innovation as an integral part of
broader strategies for productive and industrial development.
In this context, the country strategy has focused on
acting simultaneously on a set of cross cutting factors that
affect the country’s attractiveness for investment in the broad
sense and, at the same time, bearing in mind the reduced size
of the domestic market, moving forward with a series of specific actions to improve trade facilitation so as to ensure that
foreign investors setting up operations in the country would
have maximum access to third markets. The government’s
policy for investment attraction has been to encourage all
forms of investment. For instance, the general regime of incentives does not discriminate between foreign and local in-

vestors from the tax viewpoint, and no prior authorization is
required for foreign investment.

opportunity (and maybe the necessity) to implement a new
investment promotion strategy.

The approach, thus, has encompassed a series of reforms, which include the signing of Bilateral Investment
Treaties with a group of important countries in order to provide legal coverage and predictability to investments. The
strategy also included the signing of Double Taxation Treaties
as mechanisms for making the tax treatment of investments
more efficient and transparent. These measures have been
supplemented with the approval of a Public-Private Partnerships Law for infrastructure investments to optimize the investment promotion regime. It is also worth mentioning the
government’s efforts to consolidate an “expanded market” by
strengthening Uruguay’s position as a regional logistics hub,

It is key to recognize that the market for FDI is extremely competitive and becoming more so year-by-year.
Today there are thought to be well over 1,000 Investment
Promotion Agencies (IPAs) worldwide – national, regional,
municipal as well as free economic zones – all of which are
competing for a share of mobile FDI projects. In this context,
Uruguay should promptly adopt an Investment Attraction
Policy 2.0, where a) the investment attraction policy is proactive; b) the investment attraction policy is selective; and c)
the investment attraction policy seeks to maximize the local
impact of FDI.

“Much of the FDI arriving to Uruguay is
geared towards supplying the markets of
the larger MERCOSUR members from a
base in Uruguay.”
for example, with the implementation of a new customs code
and a single foreign trade window. In fact, much of the FDI
arriving to Uruguay is geared towards supplying the markets
of the larger MERCOSUR members from a base in Uruguay,
selected precisely for these reasons.
Thus far, said strategy has been highly fruitful for the
country, enabling FDI growth. However, this dynamism has
been counteracted by a high degree of investment concentration. In the period 2008-2012, the primary and construction
sectors (including hotels and restaurants) represented 53.7
percent of total FDI received by the country, while the industry sector accounted for just 10.8 percent. In addition, significant amounts of investment were excessively concentrated in
a few large-scale paper and forestry projects. The sector concentration of FDI is compounded by the concentration of investment sources: MERCOSUR has substantially increased
its share, representing 47 percent of total FDI inflows in
2012, with Argentina alone accounting for 36.5 percent in
that year, or 2.0 percent of GDP.
In need of a renewed strategy
In the current international setting, a possible slowdown of the region’s economies, falling commodity prices,
and a potential rise in US interest rates raise concerns regarding the future of private capital flows into the country. 2
This new scenario together with the investment concentration pattern makes a change in the investment attraction policy of paramount relevance. The new Uruguayan Government, which will take office in March 2015, is faced with the

In the highly competitive business of FDI attraction,
the promotion policy must be proactive rather than reactive. In a proactive investment promotion policy, the IPA
takes the initiative to identify sectors in which it can make the
most compelling business case to potential investors. It,
then, identifies target geographic markets that are sources of
investment in those sectors, finding the most promising companies to target. Following this, it draws up and implements
a marketing plan to direct approach those companies to interest them in their location. In a reactive investment promotion policy, the IPA merely waits for investors, in any sector,
to make contact with them. In the past years, most of the investment attraction policy in Uruguay has been reactive. It’s
also true that the country has made significant improvements
in terms of policy and business environment but now is the
time to complement that, with a proactive and selective approach.
Additionally, it is imperative that the new investment
attraction policy not only attracts a greater amount of foreign
capital, but that it is geared towards maximizing the potential
benefits that can arise from the influx of foreign capital. Currently, the increasing consensus about the relative importance of both the quantity and “quality” of the FDI
(especially in the context of developing countries), makes a
favorable scenario for focused, integrated and proactive interventions. In this context, the type of investment, the target
sectors, the nature of the assets transnational corporations
transfer to the receptor economy as well as the characteristics
of the local subsidies are key variables to keep in mind when
designing public policies towards FDI. Ultimately, the country’s macroeconomic and business environment is crucial and
could help cater for the FDI multiplier effect and make the
Investment Attraction Policy 2.0 work properly.

PABLO M. GARCIA
is Trade and Investment Lead Economist at the
Inter-American Development Bank.
25

Dialogue | Americas

The United States and Cuba Readjust their Special Relationship
By Dr. Joshua Simon

I

n public addresses delivered simultaneously last December, President Barack Obama of the United States and
President Raùl Castro of Cuba announced that their two nations would re-establish diplomatic relations severed in the
aftermath of the Cuban Revolution more than 50 years ago.
Each also reported that with the assistance of Pope Francis
they had successfully concluded negotiations which brought a
Cuban double-agent and an American contractor convicted of
sabotage in Cuba back to the United States, and sent three
Cubans convicted of espionage in the United States back to
Cuba. Since December, American diplomats and a Congressional delegation have travelled to Havana for talks with Cuban diplomats and government officials, the Cuban government has freed a number of political dissidents whose detention had been criticized by the United States, the US State
Department has promised to review its official designation of
Cuba as a state sponsor of terrorism, and the Obama administration has removed some limitations on trade and travel
between the United States and Cuba.

These sudden steps seem to promise a dramatic détente, but substantial impediments remain to normalized
relations between the United States and Cuba. In their press
conferences, both leaders emphasized continuities as well as
changes in their respective countries’ outlook on one another.
Obama insisted that his administration’s shift in policy represented only a “new approach” to an abiding set of aims, emphasizing that the United States took pride in its long history
of efforts to bring “democracy and human rights” to Cuba.
Acknowledging that over half a century of U.S.-imposed com-
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mercial and diplomatic isolation had failed to topple Cuba’s
government, he promised that he would continue to
“promote [American] values through engagement” in Cuba.
Despite these assurances, President Obama’s announcement
aroused hostility amongst Miami’s vocal community of aging
Cuban exiles, and expressions of opposition from CubanAmerican and Floridian politicians in both parties.

“(Castro): normal bilateral relations between
the US and Cuba would be impossible until
the former “returned the territory illegally occupied by the Guantánamo Naval Base” to its
rightful owner. ”
For his part, Castro highlighted the incompleteness of
the rapprochement, urging the United States to lift the trade
embargo imposed upon his island immediately, while underlining his people’s firm dedication to “self-determination”
and his government’s continued commitment to establishing

“a prosperous and sustainable socialism” in Cuba. In a more
recent speech at the third annual summit of the Community
of Latin American and Caribbean States (CELAC), Castro
expressed his hope that “Cuba and the United States would
learn the art of civilized coexistence, based on respect for the
differences between their two governments.” He also expanded upon his country’s remaining grievances against the United States, winning applause from his audience for declaring
that normal bilateral relations between the U.S. and Cuba
would be impossible until the former “returned the territory

illegally occupied by the Guantánamo Naval Base” to its
rightful owner.
Castro’s provocative demand should serve as a reminder that, though most analysts have discussed the last
two months’ events as the long-overdue thawing of a Cold
War quarrel, the United States and Cuba’s special relationship has origins that extend back to the Spanish-American
War of 1898, and implications relevant to the recent War on
Terror. Guantánamo is notorious today as a military prison
where the United States has detained and tortured “unlawful
combatants” captured in Afghanistan, Iraq, Yemen, and elsewhere. The US originally acquired the base in the early twentieth century after intervening in a Cuban rebellion against
Spanish rule. As one of the conditions
for the withdrawal of US troops from
the island in 1902, the newly independent Cuban government was forced
to adopt a range of limitations on its
sovereignty, and to lease territory on
its southeastern shore to the United
States Navy for an indefinite period.
Since 1959, the Cuban government has
regularly questioned the validity of the
lease at the UN and other international
fora. However, given the strength of
domestic political opposition to even
President Obama’s more limited efforts to move prisoners held at Guantánamo to other secure facilities, it
does not seem likely that ongoing negotiations will result in the United
States relinquishing its Cuban outpost.

quagmires in the Middle East and Central Asia and an influx
of Chinese investment have weakened the United States’ hegemony within the western hemisphere. Though he did not,
and perhaps could not admit it then, President Obama’s new
approach to Cuba reflects a healthy humility in the face of
unified opposition that is too often absent in his country’s
conduct of foreign policy, and represents an important step
toward rehabilitating the United States’ tarnished reputation
amongst its closest neighbors.

Success in this respect will hinge on Obama’s ability to
convince a recalcitrant Congress to follow his diplomatic lead
and dismantle the commercial and financial embargo imposed by the United States against Cuba. Having long proved
ineffective in its express purpose
of changing the Cuban regime,
the embargo continues to exact a
terrible human cost, depriving
Cubans of necessary medical supplies and inflating the prices of
essential goods. The embargo is
also legally embarrassing. The
General Assembly of the United
Nations has passed resolutions
calling for its end in each of its
last thirteen sessions, citing clear
contraventions of the principles
of sovereign equality, nonintervention, and freedom of
trade and navigation enshrined in
international law. But American
lawmakers often seem to delight
in defying international opinion,
and so long as the Cuban exile
Forged as the United States becommunity can sway elections in
gan its precipitous rise up the ranks of
the critical swing state of Florida,
world powers, the special relationship
“Forged as the United States began an end to the embargo is unlikely.
with Cuba is being readjusted as Amerits precipitous rise up the ranks of For the present we are left to take
ica’s global influence approaches a
solace in the hope, best expressed
world powers, the special relation- by the Cuban patriot and poet
point of inflection. President Obama
ship with Cuba is being readjusted José Martí, that “like stones rolloptimistically characterized the context of his administration’s shift in
ing down hills, fair ideas reach
as America’s global influence appolicy as “a moment of renewed [US]
their objectives despite all obstaproaches a point of inflection. ”
leadership in the Americas,” noting
cles and barriers. It may be possithat Cuba’s representatives would, for the first time since
ble to speed or to hinder them, but it is impossible to stop
1969, be present at this year’s Summit of the Americas, a pethem.”
riodic conference organized by the traditionally USdominated Organization of American States (OAS). He did
not mention that Cuba’s invitation was the result of a vote at
the 2012 Summit supported by every Latin American and
DR. JOSHUA SIMON
Caribbean nation present, and opposed by the United States
is a Lecturer in North American Politics at
and Canada alone. The 2012 vote forms part of a pattern of
King's College London, University of London.
defiant actions undertaken over the last decade as serial

27

Dialogue | Americas

From Mérida & CARSI to Obama’s New Plan: Any Impact on the Gang
Situation in Central America?
By Florina Cristiana Matei and Michelle Cortez

S

ince the end of the Cold War, the United States (US) has
been supporting Latin America’s democracy and security
through a series of diplomatic, social and security-related
initiatives and programs.1 Fighting gangs has been part of
these endeavours since the early 1990s, when the US government became aware of the challenges posed domestically by
gangs and enacted numerous anti-gang initiatives. This article examines efforts by the US to counter the gang problem in
Central America, including the Central American Regional
Security Initiative (CARSI) and the Mérida Initiative, as well
as recent endeavours pursued by the Obama administration.
The article also reviews the changes in Central American government attitudes toward fighting gangs, and assesses the
impact (if any) of US policies on the region’s security.

and regional cooperation, and assist security and judicial reforms. In 2010, Congress created the Central American Regional Security Initiative to separate Central America from
the Mexico-focused Mérida Initiative.2 CARSI sought to not
only provide Central America with equipment and training,
but also to strengthen the ability of government institutions
to address security challenges and the underlying societal
issues that have permeated regional insecurity.3

Prior to the Obama Administration, critics argued that
the US did not invest sufficient thought, time, or resources in
Central America, especially in relation to gangs. In light of
President Obama’s new plan for Central America, however, a
shift in policy may be underway. Requesting $1 billion for
2016, Obama’s plan is almost three times what has generally
Launched by US president George W. Bush in 2007,
been allocated to Central America.4 This new strategy takes a
the Mérida Initiative enabled
three-pronged approach,
the United States to provide “To keep ignoring Central America’s security tackling security, good govresources, equipment, and
ernance, and international
challenges will cause ‘the entire Western
training to Mexico and Central
investment in an effort to
Hemisphere
[to]
feel
the
consequences’.”
America to support law enbring stability to the region.
forcement, foster interagency
As Vice President Joe Biden
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stated, to keep ignoring Central America’s security challenges
will cause “the entire Western Hemisphere [to] feel the consequences.”5 This multi-faceted approach may prove to be the
start of what the region requires to combat insecurity.
Governments receiving US aid in the region have also
become more involved in the fight against gangs. In El Salvador, for example, a controversial gang truce was initiated in
2012, a drastic departure from the hard line approaches taken by the Northern Triangle countries in the past. While the
truce was contentious from the start, it produced tangible
results. After nine months, a 40 percent drop in murders was
reported from the previous year.6 The trend continued in
2013, with homicides rates still falling. By the end of 2013,
however, the truce disintegrated. Detractors contended that
gangs had focused on increasing extortion and drug trade
operations during the relative stability. By mid-2014, murders reached pre-truce levels.7 Instead of supporting the second gang truce signed in January 2015, the Salvadoran state
will initiate new anti-crime plans with the support of the
community police force,8 aligning with the Obama administration’s plan for Central America regarding increasing
community-based policing. President of Salvador Sánchez
Cerén stated that he also sees the need to “purge judges and
the Police to remove those who impede…effective…work
against insecurity,”9 a modest indication that Central American governments may finally take steps toward overcoming
institutional obstacles to effectively fight gangs.
So far, US anti-gang policies in Central America have
had sporadic success. The Mérida Initiative, for one, has provided governments with the theoretical and practical
“democratic” toolkit against gangs, while specific joint law
enforcement operations have occasionally resulted in successful anti-gang operations. But the overall effects on gang
evolution in the region are fairly inconspicuous, mainly due
to unreliable data. For example, after five years in place, little
to no information is available concerning the outcomes of
CARSI. US agencies “reportedly monitor and report on CARSI through internal channels, but they have not publically
released the metrics used to assess the initiative’s performance.”10 Unless this information is made available, any progress or limitations cannot be comprehensively evaluated.
On another note, despite all of the above-mentioned
initiatives, there is need for more efforts. Central America’s
gang problem is “long-term, and one for which there are no
magic solutions.”11 Like other kinds of crime, it “can be reduced but never eliminated.”12 Indeed, given the region’s violent history, deeply ingrained official corruption, and chronic
poverty, fighting gangs needs to remain an endless anticipative, strategic, and preparative process, aimed at minimizing
to the degree possible the levels of violence, crime, and loss of

life and property. The US and the countries it supports in
Central America need to focus on more attainable objectives
in the fight against gangs, such as reforming justice institutions, instead of “defining the problem in absolute terms -dismantling organized crime or stopping illegal drug flows.
Such [unattainable] goals […] guarantee costly failures.”13
Part of the reason gangs have proliferated throughout the
region is because they “provide a modicum of safety, albeit
perverse safety” to citizens who tend to have little trust in
government due to historical legacies of corruption. States
able to reduce violence do not remove the problem of gangs
entirely, but “lessen [their] grip on society, thereby giving
citizens greater confidence in government, encouraging citizen cooperation with law enforcement, and aiding the transformation of a national security threat into a public safety
problem.”14

“The US and the countries it supports in
Central America need to focus on more attainable objectives in the fight against
gangs, such as reforming justice institutions,
instead of ‘defining the problem in absolute
terms’.”
Arguably, US anti-gang assistance for Central America
will continue and, in line with the approach envisioned by
both CARSI and the Obama Administration’s new plan, may
be more effective in minimizing the gang threat. Focusing on
realistic reforms, providing data, and committing to transparency on all sides should be the focus of future efforts in the
region. These comprehensive approaches may be the only
way to turn Central America from the Western Hemisphere’s
problem child into its success story.
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Keystone XL: North American Energy Independence and the Struggle Against
Fossil Fuels
By Linton Singarayer

A

s Republicans on Capitol Hill vote in favour of the authorisation of the Keystone XL pipeline and prepare for
yet another political battle with President Obama, you could
be forgiven for believing the pipeline is a matter that exclusively affects the USA. That it is yet another divisive issue that
seeks only to further exacerbate the partisan thinking that
has gripped Washington for the great majority of President
Obama’s administration.
The reality, however, is that Keystone XL holds the
keys to matters that affect North America as a whole, in particular Canada, in relation to the future of energy security and
independence of the continent. It also symbolises an emerging global struggle against the planet’s dependence on fossil
fuels. Environmental advocates opposed to the pipeline have
long argued that Keystone, which would provide over
830,000 barrels of crude every day to the Gulf Coast of the
USA, could be catastrophic for the world climate. Proponents
of the bill point towards the significant economic virtues the
pipeline could bring to the USA and Canada, and the potential for North America to finally become, at least close to, energy independent. The CEO of the American Petroleum Institute, Jack Gerard, recently stated that Keystone has the capability to supply “100 percent of US liquid fuel needs from
North American sources within 10 years,”1 bringing to light
the significance Keystone could have for the continent.
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It is therefore clear why the Keystone issue is increasingly at the forefront of Canadian-American relations.
Obama’s continued delaying and jockeying on the confirmation of Keystone dating back to 2011 — when the President
stated that the route needed to be changed in Nebraska to
avoid running through farmland, to his current promises to
veto the pipeline — have created frustration and tension

“Environmental advocates opposed to the
pipeline have long argued that Keystone,
which would provide over 830,000 barrels of
crude every day to the Gulf Coast of the USA,
could be catastrophic for the world climate.”
among Canadian business and governmental officials. Failure
of Keystone could cost Canada “C$632 billion ($573 billion)
in foregone growth over 25 years,”2 making their frustration
understandable. The potential for Keystone to also jumpstart
gestating free-trade policies underline the pipeline’s vital importance to North American interests.
The question to be posed is clear with all this taken
into account; why is President Obama so apparently set on
vetoing the proposed pipeline? If Congressional Republicans
are to be believed, a small minority of radical environmentalists have pressured the Administration into coming out

against the pipeline, so as to look strong on environmental
issues, an area of policy Obama has largely failed in after having vested most of his legislative political capital in
the first two years of his Presidency. Opponents of Keystone,
within the US and out, have long stated that the pipeline
would spell doom for the environment but information from
the Federal Government itself is puzzlingly contradictory.

By looking at the issue of Keystone as a more symbolic
struggle against fossil fuel reliance of the world at the expense
of the environment, we can perhaps see why President
Obama is so set on vetoing a pipeline that, if taken at face
value, is practically invaluable to North American energy. For
various reasons, Obama has been incapable of bringing significant reforms to turn the tide of global warming since be-

“Keystone is a battle that could potentially signify the beginning of a greater struggle in
global politics: the question of whether economic and energy security is more important
than protecting the already fragile environment.”
The State Department recently conducted a fourth investigation into the environmental impact of the pipeline, stating
that Keystone would not in fact be responsible for a spike in
US carbon emissions. Despite this, the Environmental Protection Agency recently provided a conflicting and puzzling
analysis of Keystone that seemed to confirm many fears of
those against it, such as former NASA scientist James Hansen, who in 2011 claimed that the pipeline would spell “game
over” for the world climate. The EPA’s assessment has proven
controversial, with many frustrated individuals from within
TransCanada, the company constructing the pipeline, and the
Canadian government have accused the EPA of colluding
with the Obama administration to oppose the pipeline. Gary
Doer, the ambassador of Canada to the USA, wrote a scathing
note to Secretary of State John Kerry, stating that the EPA
“used out-of-date data, worst-case scenarios, and erroneous
comparisons when it weighed in.”3
What this reveals is that at the heart of Keystone is a
battle that could potentially signify the beginning of a greater
struggle in global politics: the question of whether economic
and energy security is more important than protecting the
already fragile environment. Bill McKibben, the founder of
the environmental advocacy group 350, stated that the issue
of Keystone has helped to raise issues of awareness regarding
the perceived outdated and destructive policies regarding oil
manufacturing and processing: “[Keystone’s] biggest effect
has been to help to galvanise opposition to all kinds of infrastructure projects- against coal ports on the West Coast,
against coal mines in Australia, against fracking in Poland.”4

ing elected to office in 2008. Instead, he has turned to highlighting Keystone as an issue to galvanise a lagging movement in the USA, and indeed the world, having accepted that
any significant legislation would have to pass through the
now-Republican controlled Congress, as well as attempting to
secure his own legacy as a President.
The potential for a shift in relations between the United States and Canada could be substantial if Keystone is vetoed. Canadian lawmakers have already grown weary of President Obama’s posturing, and outright rejection would surely
spark fury from business and political leaders inside the
country. However, Keystone has become a rallying point for
activists in that there is a genuine belief for success in defeating the pipeline from being constructed, something that has
seemingly inspired and energised protesters around the
globe. Whatever the outcome, environmental issues are sure
to be front and centre for Canadian-American relations in
2015 and beyond.

LINTON SINGARAYER
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The Keystone issue has acted as a catalyst for the environmental movement to renew itself and to re-enter the public consciousness. As the quote goes: “When America sneezes,
the whole world catches a cold.” While at first this may seem
to be out of context, in reality it holds tremendous significance in this issue. The Keystone problem, has become the
first true significant battle between the green movement and
the fossil fuels industry, and more importantly, one that can
be won by the green movement, explaining why it has enraptured activists from all corners of the globe.
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The GOP and the Threat of Climate Change Denial
By James Resnick

T

he year 2014 was the Earth’s warmest year on record
since 1880.1 If that isn’t alarming enough, NASA and
NOAA scientists also noted that “the 10 warmest years in the
instrumental record, with the exception of 1998, have now
occurred since 2000.”2 What causes this warming? For 97
percent of climate scientists, the answer is that climatewarming trends over the past century are very likely due to
human activity.3 Coupled with an overwhelming consensus
amongst scientists, there is also a consensus among scientific
associations, including the World Health Organisation
(WHO), the World Meteorological Organisation (WMO) and
the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC), that human activity has contributed to climate change.
These concerns then raise the question of what is currently being put forward, which proposals are likely to be implemented, and the means by which solutions can be met.
Though the BRIC countries and their rapidly expanding
economies play an increasingly important role in addressing
energy and environmental issues, the United States also continues to hold an obligatory leadership role in addressing

“Big money has corrupted policy-making to
the extent that even human contribution to
climate change is debated. ”
these issues. Yet, what is considerably concerning is the power of lobbies and the partisanship in Washington politics that
has led to large swathes of the Republican party denying the
scientific consensus on climate change on the basis of what
would appear as weak and unsubstantiated claims.
Though not entirely concrete as to why climate-denial
is so pernicious within the GOP, Jeffrey Sachs notes that
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there are two main sources of climate denial. The first being
the “libertarian ideology, which opposes government more
than climate change;” secondly, the climate fight “between oil
giants like Exxon Mobil, Chevron, and Koch Industries, and
the general public.”4 For Sachs, big money has corrupted policy-making to the extent that even human contribution to
climate change is debated. The influence of money within the
United States Congress extends to the Supreme Court, whereby Citizens United was passed in 2010, essentially stripping
away all limitations and restrictions on campaign financing,
lobbying and financial politicking. This means that a very
small minority of wealthy, powerful interests, such as the
Republican-supporting billionaire Koch Brothers, are having
an alarming level of influence on policymaking in Congress. It
is why in February of this year, Supreme Court Judge Ruth
Bader Ginsburg stated that if she had to pick one case to undo, it would be the Citizens United decision which has resulted in the system “being polluted by money.”5
As a result, Republican senators throughout the country overwhelmingly deny man-made contribution to climate
change. For Republican James Inhofe, Chair of the Senate
Committee on Environment and Public Works, “God’s still up
there. The arrogance of people to think that we, human beings, would be able to change what he is doing in the climate
is to me outrageous.”6 Outrageous is not human activity’s
ability to affect the climate, outrageous is Inhofe’s detachment from the scientific consensus, and the fact that a climate-denier holds a prominent leadership role on such issues. Yet these are the views of the most prominent figures
within the Republican party. Senate majority leader Mitch
McConnell and Speaker of the House John Boehner argue
against effective government action to tackle climate change,
by making reference to the economic implications of environmental regulations. In October 2014, McConnell stated to the

Cincinnati Enquirer, “I’m not a scientist. I am interested in
protecting Kentucky’s economy. I’m interested in having low
cost electricity.”7 McConnell’s position on renewable energy
isn’t particularly surprising given the fact that Kentucky, for
which he is the Senator, was the third largest coal-producing
state in 2012, and that about 93 percent of Kentucky’s gross
electricity generation in 2013 came from coal.8 Additionally,
Obama’s drive to cut carbon emissions by reducing coalmining was criticised by McConnell to such a degree that he
stated he would be going “to war with him over coal.”9

“(Republican and Speaker of the House)
Boehner’s qualms about environmental regulations and their impact on the economy
are irrational to the extent that Boehner is
essentially trading the economy over environmental sustainability.”
Boehner similarly places the economy over the environment
as he called the latest US-China deal to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions “the latest example of the president’s crusade
against affordable, reliable energy that is already hurting jobs
and squeezing middle class families.”10 While there are legitimate claims that free-market alternatives could provide the
answer to tackling climate change, Boehner’s qualms about
environmental regulations and their impact on the economy
are irrational to the extent that Boehner is essentially trading
the economy over environmental sustainability.

in the 1970s when the Clean Air Act was initially adopted.”12
Beyond political lobbying, special interest groups also attempt to fuel the climate denial machine by influencing scientists into producing bogus reports on climate
change. For example, in 2011, Greenpeace revealed that Dr
Willie Soon, an astrophysicist at the Harvard-Smithsonian
Center, had received substantial grants totalling over $1 million since 2001 from the Charles G. Koch Foundation and
American Petroleum Institute to argue in a review paper the
falsehood of man-made contribution to climate change.13 The
influence of the climate denying machine most certainly
needs to be tackled. Hence, until there is campaign spending
reform, a shift in priorities away from solely economic prosperity and towards environmental sustainability, and effective exposure to the deceits espoused on certain right-wing
media, the critical responsibility of tackling climate change
cannot be effectively achieved.

JAMES RESNICK
is a first year BA International Relations undergraduate
student at King’s College London, University of London.

Running through the list of potential GOP nominees
for president in 2016, it is especially concerning that only one
potential candidate, John Bolton, actually acknowledges that
human activity contributes to climate change.11 Rand Paul,
Ted Cruz, Marco Rubio, Chris Christie, Jeb Bush - the frontrunners - and the absurd periphery of Donald Trump, Sarah
Palin, Rick Perry and Michele Bachmann have all publicly
stated either that human activity doesn’t affect the climate or
that economic performance should be prioritised over energy
sustainability. It poses the question of why almost all of these
potential candidates for presidency deny scientific reality.
The strongest argument is the influence of big money in politics: that only those on the right, only those that argue there
is a debate on climate change, only those that support the
Keystone Pipeline, only those that benefit the energy industry, will receive generous campaign funding. Because of Citizens United and the unlimited capabilities of a powerful minority to determine elections, the political landscape has
shifted to the right. For example, Debbie Wasserman-Schultz,
Chair of the Democratic National Committee, noted that cap
and trade, a market based solution to cap emissions, and a
policy that Republican politicians have rallied against in recent years was “originally a Republican idea. It was developed
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‘The Right to Spit in the Face of
Others’: The Changing Meanings of
Free Speech in History
By Charles Walton

S

hould there be limits on free speech? The question has
been raised in the wake of the Charlie Hebdo massacre in
Paris last January, but it is hardly new. Debates over freedom
of expression stretch back for centuries. Although the history
of these debates may not provide clear-cut answers for us
today, it can perhaps broaden our conceptual framework by
showing us how the purpose, limits and impact of free speech
have changed over time. At the very least, it reminds us that
freedom and limits have generally been seen as complementary throughout history, not contradictory. Current, quasilibertarian views, which eschew any and all limits, are relatively new. Arguably, they are also naïve.
From Parrhesia to the Enlightenment: A Means of
Moral Improvement
The Ancient Greeks conceived free expression in terms
of parrhesia, or “candid speech.”1 To speak in the name of
parrhesia was not just a right but a duty since the polity’s
health was thought to depend on it. The legitimate use of parrhesia, however, involved pre-requisites. First, one had to be
free from all social dependencies so as to speak on behalf of
the general interest and not just the interests of a particular
group or patron. Second, one had to be motivated by a desire
to speak truth to power (intentions mattered) and accept the
great risks that such criticism would incur. Indeed, if there
were no risks, such speech was considered of little value. For
the Epicureans, one had to be trained in the art of “educating
the soul,” since the aim of parrhesia was to critique oneself or
the predominant opinions of one’s own society (and not those
of other societies). Perhaps the most interesting aspect of
parrhesia was that it took free speech to be, not an end in
itself, but rather means to pursue moral improvement.
The purpose and perceived benefits of free speech have
expanded in modern times. Today, it is widely seen as a
means to expose abuses of power, foster pluralism and realise
the fulfilment of individuals. Still, as with Ancient Greek parrhesia, prerequisites and limits have persisted. In his Areopagitica of 1640 – that ‘Ur’ text of modern press freedom, which
argued for abolishing book licensing –, John Milton assured
his Protestant readers that this freedom should not be extended to Roman Catholics, who, being superstitious
“papists,” “should be extirpate[d].” He insisted on criminalising speech deemed to be “impious or evil,” and contrary to
manners.2 A few decades later, Spinoza, one of the most radical early Enlightenment philosophers, insisted that while
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speech motivated by the genuine effort to use “reason” should
be free, speech deriving from the intention to lie, insult, harm
or usurp was to be treated as an “action”, and actions could
be punished.3 Kant devised similar criteria in the late eighteenth century: speech expressed as if one were a disinterested
scholar speaking to other disinterested scholars constituted
the public use of reason and was to be free; speech expressed
as a particular person bearing particular interests and duties
could be legitimately restricted.4
In all of these early modern conceptions of free speech,
morality was central. It constituted the principle’s purpose
and limit. Nor did contemporaries see this as a contradiction.
For them, freedom meant moral autonomy, not “no holds
barred.” A fundamental right, the freedom of expression implied fundamental duties.
Free Speech in the French Revolution
Were these early free-speech philosophers simply too
timid to push their principles to their logical conclusion: limitless freedom? It might seem so from our perspective, but we

der established by the law.” Article 11 accorded citizens the
right to communicate their ideas but held them responsible
“for abuses of this freedom as shall be defined by the law.”
The irony is that, the legal limits revolutionaries expected
turned out to be entirely absent during the Revolution’s early
years. De facto freedom reigned, not because of rising tolerance thresholds for injurious speech but because of legal and
judicial chaos. Tolerance thresholds declined, and one can see
why: In this new democratic and patriotic climate, honour
and dignity – individual and collective – were more important than ever, and attacks on them elicited demands for
punitive vengeance.
A few Jacobin revolutionaries did occasionally make
the case for unlimited free speech, but their views were fleeting and largely ignored. Robespierre adopted a stridently liberal position on the matter in 1791, when the Jacobin Club
was a besieged minority faction. By 1792, he was warning the
nation about the dangers of unchecked “calumny,” or slander.
By 1794, he was authorising indictments for crimes of speech
and opinion: about one third of the victims of the Terror were
convicted for such crimes.6

“Press freedom meant freedom from prepublication censorship, not the right to air injurious speech with impunity.”

should keep in mind that French Revolutionaries, who were
hardly timid about anything, shared these Enlightenment
views. After wresting sovereignty away from the monarchy in
1789, they went on to abolish privilege (the Old Regime’s core
principle), dismantled the justice system and expropriated
the Church. Still, they insisted that freedom of expression be
accompanied by limits. The comte de Mirabeau, a leading
deputy and great admirer of Milton’s Areopagitica (he wrote
an updated version of the tract in 1788), explained the principle’s logic: “We give you a desk to write a calumnious letter, a
press for a libel; you must be punished once the crime is committed. It is the crime one punishes, and the freedom of men
should not be hampered under the pretext that they might
want to commit crimes.”5 In short, press freedom meant freedom from pre-publication censorship, not the right to air injurious speech with impunity.
Revolutionaries inscribed these views in the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen of 1789. Article
10 granted the freedom of opinions, even religious ones,
“provided their manifestation does not disturb the public or-

Even Thomas Paine, author of Rights of Man and witness to the political events unfolding in Paris in 1793, worried
about the explosive impact of calumny. He pressed for its
punishment. Writing to the powerful Jacobin Georges Danton just weeks after the infamous revolutionary tribunals
were created and just weeks before several provinces went
into armed revolt against Paris radicalism, Paine decried
what he took to be the Revolution’s greatest problem:
“Calumny is a species of treachery that ought to be punished
as any other kind of treachery […] the [provinces] did not
send their deputies to Paris to be insulted, and every insult
shown to them is an insult to [those provinces] that elected
and sent them.” For Paine, words mattered because they had
palpable political effects. Injurious speech could offend and
rile. It poisoned politics, polarising society and sparking civil
strife.
The Anglo-American Tradition
French ideas about free speech and limits were not
unique. The British and Americans largely shared them. In
his Commentaries on the Laws of England (1760s), the British jurist William Blackstone explained that press freedom
meant “laying no previous restraints upon publications and
not in freedom from censure for criminal matter when pub-
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published.” Although the famous First Amendment of the
American Bill of Rights did not mention limits, or even allude
to them, it was generally assumed at the time to follow British
jurisprudence, even though some, such as Benjamin Franklin,
worried that its laconic formulation left room for doubt: “Few
of us have any distinct Ideas of its Nature and Extent.”7

ed of speech offences by a French court in 2013, the French
anti-Semitic comedian Dieudonné (currently charged with
another speech offense in the wake of the Charlie Hebdo
massacres) aired his views on the principle: “One must let
[Charlie Hebdo] have the freedom to spit in the faces of
blacks and Muslims. One must give blacks and Muslims the
right to spit in the face of others [Jews]. That’s what we call
freedom of expression.”10

Today’s notion of limitless free speech is relatively
new. Although it was expressed from time to time since the
French Revolution, it grew into a quasi-consensual view only
This depressing view hardly echoes those of the freein the late twentieth century. Voltaire’s apocryphal saying “I
speech philosophers of the Enlightenment. They wanted to
detest what you say but will
see religious minorities em“Today’s notion of limitless free speech is
defend to the death your right
powered and protected, not
to say it,” was invented by his
insulted and provoked. When,
relatively new.”
early twentieth-century biogin article 10 of the Declaration
rapher, A. Beatrice Hall.8 Though fabricated, the mantra was
of Rights, they declared that “No one shall be disquieted for
cited by Noam Chomsky, who controversially defended the
his opinions, even religious ones,” they had not just the infree-speech rights of Holocaust denier Robert Faurisson after
quisitorial state in mind but societal bigotry as well.
the Frenchman was prosecuted, fined and dismissed from his
academic post at the University of Lyon II.9 Chomsky even
But there are practical, and not just theoretical, conwrote a preface to one of Faurisson’s books defending Faurissiderations to favour limits. If the French Revolution radicalson’s free speech rights. In terms of jurisprudence, the US
ised, at least partly, because of the absence of limits on injuriSupreme Court began adopting a more tolerant stance toous speech in its early years (which exacerbated hatreds and
wards seditious and hate speech only in the 1950s, when it
intensified demands for punishment), the case of interwar
began incorporating Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes’s famous
Europe in the 1930s suggests that limits on speech can actuminority opinion of the 1920s into its majority opinions.
ally protect democracies from anti-democratic forces. The
political sociologist Giovanni Capoccia has shown that the
Despite the spread of libertarian views and greater
countries that successfully resisted fascist political takeover
legal tolerance today, free speech is far from absolute. UK
before the Nazi military invasions (Czechoslovakia, Finland
libel laws, which place the burden of proof on defendants, are
and Belgium) employed a mix of repressive and inclusive
routinely criticized for their chilling effect: they prevent the
strategies. Among the repressive ones were bans on fascist
airing of salutary suspicions that might prompt official invesspeech.11
tigation of abuses of power. In the US, the Patriot Act of 2001
authorises the government to impose gag orders on individuEmbracing ‘Limit’ Politics
als in the name of “national security.” In many western counDemocracy encompasses many different principles,
tries, large companies and wealthy individuals can file SLAPP
including free speech and various kinds of pluralism – relisuits (strategic lawsuit against public participation) against
gious, ethnic and sexual. It would be nice to assume that all
their critics. These suits, which
democratic values, imple“History
thus
offers
theoretical
and
practical
plaintiffs do not expect to win on
mented in their absolute
legal grounds, force defendants reasons for taking the question of limits seri- form, automatically harmoto bear the costs – often ruinous
ously. And indeed, a world without limits nise with each other. Unfor– of prolonged litigation. The
tunately, history provides
gets dark quickly.”
mere threat of a SLAPP suit oflittle evidence that they do.
ten suffices to silence people
Regulations, laws, moral
(and the profit-seeking media). In France, the principle of
conditioning (education) have all been employed to establish
laïcité – the quasi-cult of secularism – has served to justify
normative limits – that is, the boundaries that define when
restrictions on all sorts of expression, including the wearing
one person’s use of freedom impinges upon the peace and
of religious signs, such as headscarves.
freedom of others. The politics of ‘limit’ setting is admittedly
messy and contentious. But we would arguably do better to
Can we do better than ‘spit in the face of others’?
shift the debate from “should there be limits?” to “how shall
History thus offers theoretical and practical reasons
we go about setting and renegotiating them?” There is no
for taking the question of limits seriously. And indeed, a
reason to equate all limits with gulags or guillotines, and not
world without limits gets dark quickly. Upon being exoneratall forms of censure (which a society needs to work out nor-

36

-mative values) amount to censorship. It is arguably better to
negotiate limits through transparent democratic discussion
than to repudiate all limits out of hand, with the risk of allowing less transparent forces control public discussion or,
worse, letting mutual hatreds escalate to the point that the
security state will intervene, imposing limits on us all without
consent.

CHARLES WALTON
is a Reader in History at the University of Warwick and
Director of the Eighteenth-Century Centre. He is the author of Policing Public Opinion in the French Revolution: The Culture of Calumny and the Problem of Free Speech (Oxford: 2009).
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PIIGS Face Economic Upheaval
By James Troy

T

he PIIGS ( Portugal, Italy, Ireland, Greece and Spain) of
the Eurozone may finally have cause to be optimistic, but
their recent positive economic performances and newfound
investor confidence may be in danger of fallout from the latest dispute regarding the terms of the Greek bailout programme.
The past year has bore witness to an ever expanding
volume of articles dedicated to the celebration of the recent
positive economic performances of the PIIGS of Europe.
Headlines utilising the infamous adynaton of aerial swine to
refer to the signs of recovery within these economies have
seemingly proved too irresistible for journalists to ignore, and
articles hailing the perceived economic turnarounds in the
Eurozone’s peripheral countries have been published in
abundance. They have however surfaced against a backdrop
of economic woes within the Eurozone and 2015 has already
seen the introduction of a Quantitative Easing programme
and a resurfacing of political obstacles stemming from arguably the most notorious of PIIGS, Greece.
The Global financial crisis of 2007/2008 had a devastating impact on the Eurozone and in particular, the peripheral economies in question. Although each of these economies threatened the survival of the single currency, each
country had arrived at their respective points of crises as a
result of failures in numerous sectors and policies.
Although upon adoption of the Euro, Portugal’s debt to
GDP ratio was below 60 percent (as stipulated in the Maastricht treaty as a key requirement for the adoption of the single currency), by 2009 levels had risen to 70 percent. The
deepening of the Global Financial Crisis and the bailout from
the Troika’ (the European Commission, the European Central
Bank and the International Monetary Fund) led to further
increases in levels of debt. Despite the implementation of
austerity measures and widespread spending cuts, levels
reached a high of 129 percent in 2013.
The Italian economy is heavily influenced by the tourism sector and thus the majority of Italians work in the service industry which is vulnerable in times of economic downturns. The prolonged financial woes experienced by Italy
(Europe’s third largest economy) stem from a history of high
government debt, below par economic growth and a lack of
competitiveness.
Ireland’s economy (referred to as ‘the Celtic tiger’ in
the decade prior to the Global Financial Crisis) was the first
of the Eurozone to slip into recession in 2008. The availabil-

38

ity of cheap credit had helped fuel a boom in both the housing
and financial sectors which were left exposed when the credit
crunch hit. The bailout of Irish banking sector by the IMF
and the Troika to the tune of 67.5 billion euros plunged the
country into an age of austerity.
Not unlike the situation in Ireland prior to the financial crisis, Spain too enjoyed a decade of boom in real estate.
Between 1997 and 2007, house prices rose annually at a rate
of 8 percent. However, this speculative bubble burst with the
onset of the financial crisis causing construction to all but
halt by 2008. This resulted in a massive rise in unemployment facilitating a widening of the duality of the Spanish labour market, not to mention causing huge strain for the
Spanish banking sector. In 2012, Spain agreed with Eurozone
partners to a rescue package to the tune of €100 billion in
order to shore up the banking system.
Perhaps the most notorious of the PIIGS and also the
most maligned is Greece. Having supposedly met the convergence criteria as outlined in the Maastricht Treaty, Greece
adopted the single currency in 2001. It was later revealed that
the Greek budget deficit had actually exceeded the limit of 3
percent to qualify. In any case, having adopted the Euro,
Greece had access to much more credit at much lower interest rates than it had under the Drachma. Consequently,
Greeks enjoyed a high living standard with high levels of social protection and generous pension schemes - essentially
bankrolled through a massive increase in deficit spending.
What’s more, the Greek Government was notoriously inefficient when it came to fiscal policy. With the onset of the credit crunch, and a crisis of confidence in the economy, Greece
found it impossible to borrow in order to continue to meet
her obligations and to pay her debts which had been hugely
inflated since joining the Euro. Greece has since received two
bailout packages worth an accumulative €240 billion.
However, it would appear that having endured austeri-

ty and widespread institutional and structural reforms, the
PIIGS are beginning to make a comeback. By restructuring,
firms have regained their competitiveness and after years in
the wilderness, investor confidence seems to be returning to
the “peripheral economies”. Share prices have risen and continue to outperform their neighbours and it has been predicted that the economies will grow faster than those of Northern
Europe. It is also thought that the PIIGS will reap the benefits
of recent developments such as the fall in the price of oil and
a weakened Euro - facilitated by the recent ECB pledge to
purchase 60 billion Euros worth of Government bonds a
month for at least the next 19 months.
Portugal regained it’s economic sovereignty by exiting
its bailout programme in May of 2014 and although laden
with a heavy debt burden, her economy returned to growth in
the same year and is forecast to grow by 1.5 percent in 2015
due to an expected boost in agricultural exports thanks to a
weakened Euro. Although the Italian economy has endured
its longest recession and has found it difficult to rebound, it is
predicted to take advantage of supportive circumstances such
as the weakened Euro and reduced energy costs - circumstances that will help to facilitate a return to growth in 2015.
Having returned to growth at a rate of 1.4 percent in 2014,
the Spanish economy is also expected to expand further this
year. However, perhaps Ireland have the most cause for optimism. The economy is set to continue as the fastest growing
in the Eurozone and with the fall in oil prices expected to re-

duce inflation and a weakened Euro set to boost exports, the
Irish economy is predicted to expand at a rate of 3.5 percent
in 2015.
Although the peripheral economies would seem to be
on the up, the fate of the Eurozone once again would seem to
hinge upon the possibility of a “Grexit” as fresh disputes have
arisen over the terms of Greek bailout loans. The newly elected Syriza party has pledged to reverse austerity measures
imposed as a condition of its bailout package - a promise
which may have to be considerably watered down, due to the
four month extension of the bailout programme, agreed upon
on the 20th of February. Although a Grexit may have been
temporarily avoided, uncertainty still remains concerning the
sustainability of Greek debt and thus the default scenario is
likely to resurface in the near future. A Grexit could represent
a major obstacle for the Eurozone and could in particular,
trigger a deterioration of the recent confidence boost in the
peripheral economies. It would therefore seem to me, that it
is too early to suggest that PIIGS may fly as the worst case
scenario could keep them firmly grounded for the foreseeable
future.
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Hybrid Warfare in the Ukraine
By Alvina Hoffman

T

he undeclared war in Ukraine challenges the European
Union and NATO in an unprecedented way. Russia
seems to stay unimpressed with diplomatic efforts and the
sanctions regime imposed. While the sanctions — in combination with low oil prices — have significantly weakened Russia’s economy, its position in Ukraine remains unchanged.
What makes it so difficult to find the right way forward?
After its war on Georgia in 2008, which served as a
testing ground for hybrid warfare, Russia seems to have refined its technique. What happened in Crimea and what has
taken over in Eastern Ukraine display classic symptoms of
hybrid warfare: the military dimension, the unclear distinction between regular and irregular forces as well as between
civilians and soldiers, and the actual conduct of military activities while war has not been officially declared. These clearly refer to the activity of the “green men” on the Crimean peninsula and the seemingly unclear origins of separatist fighters
in the East of the country.
Yet one of the central aspects of hybrid warfare is the
conviction that war can be won not by using force, but by
making an emotional and intellectual appeal to a population.
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This can be achieved through propaganda aiming at “winning
hearts and minds” of the population through information and
political instruments, and discourse that frame the enemy in
a certain way and repeatedly denies any participation in the
war. The Kremlin continuously refers to Ukraine being “in a
state of civil war,” while emphasising the “fascist nature” of
the regime in Kyiv waging war against its own people. This
leads to two major problems: negotiating a ceasefire with
Russia becomes impossible since Putin insists on Russia not
being a belligerent; while on the other hand, with the Kremlin
constructing an image of a fascist Ukrainian regime, oppressing ethnic Russians and Russian speakers, Putin argues that
the defence of ethnic Russian lies with Russia itself, justifying
external involvement while hinging on support by the population for such measures. The Ukrainian government has not
refrained from using alienating narratives themselves by calling all separatist sympathisers “evil incarnates.” This reinforces differences and contributes to a further split within the
predominantly Russian regions, the very hearts and minds
they need to capture most.
At the early stages of this low intensity conflict, popular support for Putin and his politics was very high. Yet with

“The mobilization of Russian voluntary and
paid fighters was easy since most of the participants considered their involvement as a
paid adventure.”
the increasing intensity and casualties, proof is given that the
conflict has taken a turn that neither the Russian army involved and the Russian society want to see. Levada, an independent polling research organisation, indicates that support
of the Kremlin in case of a military conflict has dropped from
74 percent to 41 percent since March, while opposition has
risen from 13 percent to 43 percent.
Against this backdrop, it is important to analyse the
constitution of the pro-Russian separatist fighters. Dr. Nikolay Mitrokhin, a research fellow from the University of Bremen, has conducted in-depth research into the main figures
involved in the fighting. He distinguishes between three distinct groups and phases of mobilisation that saw deep extension of the main participants.
In the first stages of the conflict in April 2014, the separatists were mainly constituted of local criminal gangs. Their
leaders, however, are not merely criminals but some of them
Russian citizens and officers of the FSB or GRU, the foreign
military intelligence main directorate. Despite not having
many details about their lives, it is known that these leaders
served for the Soviet or Russian army, some of them as officers. The second phase saw an increasing involvement of these
GRU and FSB officers, who took part in the seizure of the
administrative buildings as well as the shooting of two
Ukrainian military helicopters. The last group of participants
are Russian nationalists who had already taken part in several wars and were mobilised during the Crimea seizure.
Their experience in previous wars was vital for the proRussian separatist front, since already in May 2014 the euphoria had quickly diminished and had manifested itself into
a lack of troops. This initiated the Russian side to actively
look for former soldiers in the Afghanistan, Chechnya and
Georgia wars, ideal candidates to operate the heavy military
guns that since June had been provided by the Russians. The
mobilisation of Russian voluntary and paid fighters was easy
since most of the participants considered their involvement
as a paid adventure. But many of them are now facing problems leaving the Ukraine since they were not allowed to bring
their passports. It is vital for the separatists to keep those
experienced fighters. Internal conflicts within the separatists
and plundering of the own population has led to severe defeats during the summer. Only when Russia provided regular
troops were the separatists able to win important battles. Mi-

trokhin’s research, published in Russian and German only,
offers very interesting insights into the practices of hybrid
warfare, especially concerning the military side of it.
What is to be done? Russia’s framing of NATO’s involvement in the Ukraine has justified its increasing participation, since it sees its vital interests and very existence
threatened by NATO encroachment. This puts NATO and the
EU into a dilemma. Disengaging from the Russian sphere of
influence would deescalate the confrontation with Russia. Yet
the future of the post-Soviet states is questionable. The problem lies with the lack of agency of these states. The current
conflict in the Ukraine shows how these states are torn between the EU or Russia, the general assumption being that
the conflict can only be resolved involving a variety of external actors. The military dimension seems to be overemphasised when trying to find solutions, while the battle for
the hearts and minds of the people plays an equally important role. The Ukrainian president Poroshenko needs to
stop alienating ethnic Russians and those who sympathise
with the separatists. As Levada has shown, any further escalation and the possibility of higher intensity conflict does not
meet popular support. While the Kremlin does not count on
this support and shows alertness and the assertiveness to go
further, Poroshenko can save the unity by appealing to his
people as a whole. Chances are high that with an increasing
intensity of the conflict, the propaganda instruments won’t be
as successful anymore.

ALVINA HOFFMAN
is a 2014 graduate of the BA International Politics
programme at the Department of Political Economy at
King’s College London. She is now pursuing an MA in
International Relations with an interest in Eurasia, Islam
in International Relations, and critical theory at the
London School of Economics and Political Science.

41

Dialogue | Europe

Croatia’s Political Lessons to the UK
By Jakov Fabinger

I

n December 2011, Croatian democracy saw an end of its
two-party political system – a decline in the number of
total votes that went to the two mainstream parties alternating in power in all parliamentary and most local elections.
The general belief is that the same development awaits
the UK in May this year, as voters prepare for the 56th general election. A comprehensive poll published by The Guardian on January 28 points out that UK’s major parties – Labour of the left, Conservatives of the right, and Liberal Democrats of the centre – can collectively expect to attain 47 seats
less than they currently hold.
How likely is it that Croatia, still entrapped in its postcommunist and wartime contexts, can accurately prognosticate the outcome of a general election in the UK?
A historical overview of the political developments in
the two countries makes them seem like night and day. In the
20th century alone, Croatia was part of one empire, two Kingdoms, two communist and one fascist state, and a royal dictatorship until finally becoming a democracy that it is today,
with first multi-party elections held in 1990.
This strongly contrasts with the UK , a constitutional monarchy with a unitary democracy, holding democratic elections
since 1802.
Yet, an analysis of the run-up of the 2011 Croatian
General Election and its aftermath help elucidate remarkable
political parallels.
The political spectrum is a parallel in itself. The main
Croatian parties are Croatian Democratic Union HDZ
(corresponds to UK’s Conservatives), and Social-Democratic
Party SDP (equivalent of Labour). Prior to the 2011 election,
Croatian Party of Social Liberals HSLS was another strong
party, ideologically an equivalent of UK’s Liberal Democrats.
Before the 2011 Croatian election, HDZ, HSLS, and a
few minor parties were in power. SDP was in the opposition,
but always came first in election polls. Politically, this was
practically identical to today’s Britain where Conservatives
and Liberal Democrats are ruling while Labour is in opposition.
This system dismantlement is another political parallel
between UK currently and Croatia in 2011. The two major
parties – HDZ and SDP in Croatia, Conservatives and Labour
in UK – are losing seats to parties ideologically further away
from the centre, whose popularity surge is attributable to
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times of economic instability and the failure of the political
establishment to deal with it. What is most interesting is that,
in both countries, the centre parties, which in the past enjoyed medium popularity with reasonable hopes for a prosperous future, inevitably receive the hardest blow.
The Croatian political climate experienced this over a
period of 11 years. HSLS, the Croatian Party of Social Liberals, attained an impressive 16 percent of the vote in the 2000
general election, the most that any party apart from HDZ and
SDP ever did. That same year, they made the fatal error of
entering in a coalition with the socialist SDP, a decision that
had its profound consequence in the following, 2003 general
election: their vote share fell to 1 percent.
Does the same fate eventually await the Liberal Democrats? They gained 22 percent of the vote in the 2010 UK general election, then stunned their voters by entering a coalition
with the Conservatives. Now the Guardian polls predict Liberal Democrats’ seats number will halve. The reason? they
entered a coalition with mainstream conservative CDU, in
2009. Germany’s FDP, also a socially liberal centre party, lost
4 million votes and all of their 93 seats in the 2013 German
general election. Reason: they entered a coalition with CDU
in 2009.
The numbers don’t add up for the LibDems
Croatians used to say “a vote for HSLS is a vote for
SDP” before the 2003 general election. Voters are obviously
disappointed when their vote against major parties ends up
being a vote of confidence for them. An average Croatian voter figured he can only prevent a left government from coming
to power if he votes for the biggest right-wing party, even if
he ideologically belongs to the centre. Since HSLS seemed
willing to enter any coalition to reach ministerial positions,
common sense prompted voters to vote HDZ, the nearest best
alternative.
The UK had its own “HSLS-moment” in 2010 when
Nick Clegg, prompted by the instantaneous opportunity to
hold power, formed a coalition with the Conservatives. It
seemed like a win-win situation: the Liberal Democrats hold
power for the first time, and the Conservatives have a stable
majority. But really, it was a Liberal Democrat suicide, an act
that repulsed their voters permanently.
This is why the Scottish National Party keeps reiterating to their voter base that they will “under no circumstances”
form a coalition with the Conservatives. They do this to present themselves as an independent party, not merchandise.

Similar attempts of Nick Clegg’s, though curative rather than
preventative, were marked when he called Cameron a coward
for pulling out of TV debates. As expected, Clegg’s attempts to
regain autonomy in voter’s eyes have little impact.
Conservative Party hasn’t come unaffected by the
changing political climate either. The 2014 European Parliament elections, though by all means no indicator of potential
parliamentary developments, provided quantitative data to
suggest that conservative popularity is falling sharply. Hence,
the recent defections of the Conservatives to UKIP.
Similarly, when it became apparent that HDZ was losing its position as the strongest Croatian party, members
started defecting in all directions. A new party HDSSB, Croatian Union for Slavonija and Baranja, emerged. Its membership base is effectively identical to HDZ’s: most members are
conservative middle-aged Catholic men, and the only notable
difference between the two parties is that HDSSB operates
exclusively in the geographic region of Slavonija, while HDZ
targets all regions.
HDSSB achieved much success, taking HDZ’s seats
from Slavonija in the 2011 election purely because voters feel
disconnected from the mainstream parties for geographical
reasons. Sounds familiar?
Of course it does. The Scottish Nationalist Party are set
to increase their vote share by stealing Labour’s seats in Scotland, firstly because of their geographical feature and secondly the dismantlement of the political establishment which
they themselves promote.
Particularly interesting here is UKIP, whose main
strength is their leader, competent to present himself as a
“people’s man” by eloquently conveying to his target audience
the message they want to hear. Nigel Farage understands that

a direct approach, an attack on the existing political establishment, is highly appealing to the voters, particularly those
who once were middle-class but were pushed down into lower when the financial crisis hit in 2008. For them, neither the
Conservatives nor Labour offer a concrete plan of action that
will give them back their job, and dignity. It is only reasonable to assume that the voters will put faith in alternative parties to end their misery. Not because the alternatives may be
able to help, but because the mainstream parties aren’t able
to.
Lastly, the election aftermath. The most likely outcome
seems a Labour-SNP coalition that would push Conservatives
back into opposition and put David Cameron on the spotlight.
When HDZ lost the Croatian election in 2011, their leader,
Jadranka Kosor, was challenged for leadership in an internal
election. She lost.
Regardless of the result, the Liberal Democrats have
little to look forward to if the Croatian model is followed.
HSLS is no longer considered a credible party and is unable
to escape the “other parties” classification in election polls.
It is therefore deductible that the only parties that will
profit out of the UK general election in May are UKIP and
SNP. SNP’s seats are set to quadruple, which might give them
power to determine the government. And then there is UKIP.
Despite being disadvantaged by the electoral system which
punishes parties that have no geographical voter bases, they
are more than likely going to establish themselves as a political alternative to major parties. Except in this case, the political alternative will have truly alternative measures to bring to
the table.
JAKOV FABINGER
is a first year BSc Economics and Management
undergraduate student at King's College London.
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Limiting EU Migration: A Credible Proposal or a Pre-election Tactic?
By Klara Ovcackova

I

n December 2014, immigration and racial relations was
considered the most important issue facing Britain by 47
percent of people - surpassing the economy and the NHS by
over 10 percent. Immigration has been a prominent issue
figuring in the political agenda of UK parties for decades.
However, the debate has shifted from focusing on immigration in general to immigration from the European Union
(EU) specifically. The predominant focus of the debate has
also largely shifted from whether immigration should be limited, to how it should be limited.
The key concept promoted by the major parties is controlled migration. While the plans of the Labour Party and
the Liberal Democrats remain vague, UKIP and the Conservative Party continue to make the most concrete proposals. After an EU-wide backlash against Cameron’s proposals of quotas on EU migrants, which would have breached
the freedom of movement, Conservatives turned to the issue
of benefits instead. In a speech he gave at the end of November 2014, Cameron set out a plan to deter EU migration by
restricting EU migrants’ access to UK benefits.
However, is reduction of benefits the solution that anti
-immigration and anti-EU voters are looking for? It is true
that with an increase in EU migration, the number of EU nationals claiming working age benefits in the UK increased as
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well. The figure went up from 65,000 claimants in February
2008 to 131,000 in February 2014. However, data from the
Department for Work and Pensions and HM Revenue & Customs reveal that in 2014, 92.6 percent of benefit claimants
were British, 5 percent were immigrants from outside the EU
and only 2.5 percent of claimants were EU migrants. Moreover, the percentage of families from the EU receiving Child
Tax Credit and/or Working Tax Credit as of March 2014 was
6.8 percent, compared to 6.4 percent in 2013. Other families
from outside the UK accounted for 9.1 percent compared to
8.8 percent in the previous year. Hence, non-EU migrants
actually claim more benefits than EU migrants.

“It is true that with an increase in EU
migration, the number of EU nationals
claiming working age benefits in the UK
increase as well.”
Moreover, Cameron claims that in-work benefits
attract unskilled workers. However, studies show that Britain
is attractive predominantly due to its work opportunities rather than its social security system. In 2014, 68 percent of EU
nationals said work was the reason for migrating to the UK,
compared to 54 percent in 2009. This increase can be explained by the UK’s bettering economy, compared with other

EU countries. The second most stated reason for coming to
the UK is studying. It is also crucial to note that the new reforms would only affect new migrants, making the savings of
such proposals rather marginal.
There is little confidence that these policies could even
be enacted. Cameron admitted that the majority of his plans
would require treaty change as the EU considers introducing
different rules regarding in-work benefits for the British and
EU citizens discriminatory. However, treaty change is extremely difficult to achieve, as it requires unanimity of the
European Council as well as the consent of the European Parliament. Being an arduous and open-ended process, treaty
change is somewhat of a nightmare in the EU and member
states are reluctant to commence it. A Chatham HouseYouGov survey from January 2015 shows that 49 percent of
the public would support restriction of free movement even if
their own rights to live and work elsewhere in the EU would
be limited as well. However, a poll conducted in November
2014 showed that 73 percent of Britons do not believe that
Cameron will be able to negotiate a deal with other European
leaders to introduce controls on freedom of movement.
Overall, the issue of migration within the EU does
not figure on the agenda of the European Commission. The
2015 Work Programme of the European Commission solely
focuses on non-EU and illegal immigration. The Commission’s neglect of the issue is hardly surprising. Illegal immigration and asylum seekers are salient issues in many countries, but when it comes to EU migration, Britain is isolated
in fighting for tighter rules on EU migration (the only excep-

“Cameron admitted that the majority of his
plans would require treaty change as the EU
considers introducing different rules regarding in-work benefits for the British and EU
citizens discriminatory.”

one sector, which is largely dependent on migrants due to
lack of education and training of UK citizens. Re-instating the
Migration Impacts Fund would also aid ‘public service providers to deal with transitional pressures of immigration’. The
OECD also released a statement that better integration policies, rather than quotas or public spending limits, are the
most effective way to manage migration. Moreover, greater
monitoring of benefit allocation should be introduced to address abuse of the freedom of movement. However, all these
policies require extensive funds, which the UK government
would be reluctant to expend during recession.
On one hand, minor policy changes and exceptional
rulings of the ECJ, while helpful, are not going to result in a
significant reduction of EU migration. Restricting certain
social security benefits to migrants may save the government
some money but will not result in greater control over the
UK’s borders. On the other hand, any radical renegotiation
would most likely result in EU-wide deadlock. The electorate
will not be persuaded by what the parties would like to do,
but by what they actually can do. The major parties thus need
to focus on policies that are within their control if they want
to prove that they are not just trying to avoid discussion on
more pressing topics, like the economy or the NHS, and that
they are not just reacting to the threat of UKIP.

KLARA OVCACKOVA
is a second year European Politics student at
King’s College London. Klara is a co-founder of, and
contributor to, a student-led blog, Europe Exposed
(https://europexposed.wordpress.com/).

tion being Switzerland). Some exceptions can be made. In
November 2014, the European Court of Justice decided in
Germany’s favor in the Dano case, the right of residence of a
Romanian woman was terminated on the grounds of benefit
tourism. Therefore, there is some chance for policies allowing
greater scrutiny of benefit claimants and the right of member
states to deny benefits or even residence to EU migrants in
certain cases.
There are other policies, which could be enacted and
which are actually within Cameron’s control. Reducing the
demand for EU migrant workers is one. This would require
greater education and training of UK citizens. Construction is
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First Past the Post: Anchor or Anachronism?
By Jonathan Andrews

T

he May 2015 general election will be, so we’re repeatedly
told, the most unpredictable in modern times – with
broadcasters now considering a seven-party debate,1 and with
anticipation of a newly emerging six-party system
(comprising the Conservatives, Labour, Lib Dems, UKIP,
Greens and SNP) which by all accounts will make the 2010
election – then noted for its unpredictability2 – look remarkably calm by comparison. Yet this election will also be fought
according to the traditional Westminster electoral system –
First-Past-the-Post - which has been routinely criticised as
anachronistic and more fitting of a two-party system than sixparty. Are such criticisms fair? Well, I’ve no doubt that the
outcome of the next election will further highlight one of
FPTP’s key weaknesses – its tendency to ‘pick the wrong winner’.3 But at the same time, certain advantages of FPTP will
also be highlighted – its simplicity, for example.
Much has also been made of bias in the parliamentary
electoral system which hands Labour an in-built advantage,4
due to both constituency boundaries – organised in such a
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way that Labour tend to win more seats with smaller majorities, while the Tories pile up larger majorities in fewer seats5
– and the tendency for Labour MPs to be elected on lower
turnouts.6 Some commentators, most notably YouGov’s Peter
Kellner, have argued that this bias won’t factor into the 2015
election, being cancelled out by Tory incumbency bonuses; 7
but more recent research reveals that the incumbency bonus
is actually hindering the Conservatives; Liberal Democrat
MPs own incumbency biases are cancelling out potential Tory
gains by preventing them from polling top in Liberal Democrat-Conservative marginals.8 And further research has even
found no incumbency bonus among Conservative MPs to exist.9
A close election, then, in which the Conservatives poll
slightly more votes (as now appears likely)10 but Labour wins
most seats will highlight starkly a key weakness of First-Pastthe-Post – its tendency to produce the ‘wrong leader’ – without the associated strength of producing a ‘strong government’, since all predictions point to parliament being hung.11

Furthermore, with the Fixed-Term Parliaments Act 2011
making it incredibly difficult for another election to be called
afterwards,12 and with the Lib Dems vowing to vote down any
attempt to form a minority administration,13 a coalition will
be required – and so the number of seats won by minor parties will be extremely important, more so than ever before.
The 2010 election didn’t produce nearly as much mayhem as
the 2015 election will in this regard – the ConservativeLiberal Democrat coalition was the only viable majority coalition that could have been formed, save a left-leaning ‘rainbow
coalition’ which would have required at least five parties
(Labour, Liberal Democrats, SNP, Plaid Cymru, and the
SDLP) for a bare majority and which would have been prone
to protracted disagreements and collapse at any point, more
likely sooner rather than later.14 Moreover, there was no discrepancy regarding the number of votes and seats received –
the Conservatives and Liberal Democrats polled first and
third respectively in both – and both parties were able to justify the decision by arguing that, combined, their vote shares
exceeded 50 percent.15
After the next election, however, a very different landscape is likely to emerge. Polls currently predict the SNP to
gain a large number of seats, some reaching into the midfifties;16 notably, all predict they will surpass the Liberal
Democrats to become the third-largest party in the commons.17 18 But they will do so despite winning less than 3 percent of the nationwide vote share. Meanwhile, all polls predict UKIP to score third on vote share – sometimes narrowly,19 sometimes widely with as many as 20 percent of votes, 20
but always third – yet the most realistic sources suggest UKIP
will win only five seats in May21 – less than a fifth of the
SNP’s lowest projected total – and more likely four since in
one of these seats – South Thanet, where Farage is standing –
they have now lost their lead and are polling 5-8 percent behind the Conservatives.22 Likewise, several polls also put the
Green parties before the Liberal Democrats in voting intention;23 yet despite being widely tipped to retain Brighton Pavilion, yet are predicted to win no further seats,24 whereas the
Liberal Democrats are likely to retain at least 20 at worst.25
As such, thanks to the electoral system, Britain is very
likely to vote Conservative first and UKIP third; yet may well
awaken on May 6th to find a Labour-SNP coalition26 the only
viable option instead, with Greens and Ukippers alike having
plenty to feel short-changed about. Even if the eventual result
isn’t so extremely skewed, it’s highly unlikely the third party
by vote share – universally predicted to be UKIP – will be
able to enter a coalition, since the Conservatives and UKIP
combined are unlikely to win enough seats, Nick Clegg has
recently ruled out working alongside UKIP in a coalition, and
Labour and the SNP are unlikely to be interested in teaming
up with UKIP. There is almost no possibility, then, of the first

and third parties by vote share forming a coalition; and absolutely no chance of the parties’ combined votes surpassing 50
percent unless it were a Labour-Conservative grand coalition.
Therefore, the key inefficiency of First-Past-the-Post – that it
picks the ‘wrong winner’ – will be magnified this May, far
more starkly than in 2010.
Yet despite this, there are strengths of First-Past-thePost which will become far more relevant this May, though
for the sake of brevity I will focus only on one – its simplicity.
Where STV and AV require people to list multiple preferences
and name multiple parties, FPTP allows only one vote; and in
an era of multi-party politics, I’d argue such a quality dramatically increases in importance. It’s far easier to motivate people to vote if they only have to make one decision – evidence
from Scottish elections, when STV was introduced in 2007
and the subsequent 2012 election, demonstrate that when
voters feel a need to rank multiple parties, not simply pick
one, they are less likely to turn out; and when they do so, they
are more likely to vote wrongly and their votes more likely to
be discounted as invalid.27 28 This, logically, will have even
more of an impact when there are many more parties to
choose from as serious contenders; and so FPTP’s avoidance
of this complexity becomes far more of a benefit than usual.
In conclusion, then, it’s clear that, barring a sudden
and unexpected upset, the next election will demonstrate several of First-Past-the-Post’s flaws – its tendency to pick the
wrong winner (or in this case, winners) and to drive down the
gains made by minor parties – while also filing to demonstrate its most-cited strength, the ability to produce strong
majority governments. Yet at the same time, the added confusion of a six-party system will make FPTP’s reputation for
simplicity far more important. I’d wager that the electoral
result will cause just as much soul-searching as 2010 did regarding the efficiency of the system – but equally, just like the
2011 AV referendum, this is unlikely to come to anything. The
two main parties, whom FPTP benefits disproportionately,
will do everything in their power to maintain it; and ultimately, when faced with a simple or complex electoral system, the
electorate will pick the simple choice, deeply problematic though it is.
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Peshawar: What Next for Pakistan?
By Tayyaba Rafiq

D

ecember 16th witnessed the deadliest attack to ever take
place on Pakistani soil, with the massacre of over 140
civilians, the vast majority of them being children, at Army
Public School (APS) in Peshawar. Whilst Pakistan is a nation
that has portrayed extraordinary resilience in the face of regular terrorist activity, making it the second deadliest country
for terrorism after Iraq,1 the mindless slaughter of innocent
children nevertheless sent shockwaves throughout the country. Scenes of horrific, blood stained classrooms and burnt
textbooks, coupled with grieving mothers at the bullet-ridden
walls of APS seemed to move the world as a whole. Though
the death toll of Pakistani civilians since the beginning of the
War on Terror has now reached into the tens of thousands,
these particular attacks sparked national outrage to an extent
we have not seen before.
With chilling warnings of an imminent assault by the
Taliban, it is important to place this massacre within a broader context. Unlike the mainstream Western perception that
these children were murdered solely for “going to school” (as
tweeted by British Prime Minister, David Cameron), the true
reasons behind the slaughter are far more complex. This massive over-simplification of the situation must be disregarded
and it should instead be noted that the true cause was not
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ideologically or politically motivated, but instead it was a reason far more brutal and mindless; that of revenge. Since the
government, under heavy pressure from the country’s powerful military, agreed to discontinue placating the Taliban and
carry out an operation aimed at removing all extremist
threats posed towards the nation, Tehreek-e Taliban (also
known as the Pakistani Taliban) has threatened retaliatory
attacks. Following the launch of Operation Zarb-e-Azb, involving the heavy deployment of thousands of Pakistani
troops to North Waziristan, part of the Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FETA), situated close to the Afghan border, many Taliban fighters were scoured from their bases.
With their subsequent promises to wage war upon the Pakistani government, which it perceives as being pawns of the
US, it is almost insulting to simplify such a complex and dangerous situation.
The response to the Peshawar attacks has been swift
and unified, which is surprising for a nation that is perceived
to be a notoriously unstable democracy. Due to Pakistan’s
political development being overshadowed by three military
coups and an inefficient bureaucracy, many Pakistanis were
astonished to find how quickly politicians congregated in order to bring the perpetrators to justice. Even opposition

leader, Imran Khan who hosted nationwide protests against
ingrained corruption and electoral rigging, called off further
demonstrations against the Prime Minister, Nawaz Sharif, in
a show of national unity.
However, the situation has recently taken a darker
twist with the lifting of the death penalty moratorium.
Though some facing capital punishment are in fact accused of
aiding Tehreek-e-Taliban members, many others on death
row are simply there for crimes such as theft. This is cause for
concern in the eyes of some human rights groups who claim
that the Pakistani government is merely scapegoating petty
criminals to placate the public and to give the impression it is
close to closing the chapter on Peshawar.
Furthermore, anti-Afghan sentiments have risen abruptly following the attacks, as many are accused of aiding
militants, due to ethnic ties. With a large proportion of the
Taliban being of Pashtun descent (Afghanistan’s largest ethnic group), Afghans as a whole have unfortunately been connected to the terrorists, inducing escalating tensions; whereas
the fact that the Taliban also comprises of foreign fighters,
such as Uzbeks, is largely overlooked. As Pakistan holds approximately 3 million Afghan refugees who fled the Soviet
occupation and subsequent American invasion, many have
now integrated into society, supporting the fact that the vast
majority of the refugees have been residing in the country
peacefully for decades. Nevertheless, recent reports suggest
that 30,000 Afghans have now left Pakistan following the
Peshawar incident due to deepening fault lines between communities when unity is of utmost importance.
Whilst we have previously looked at solely short-term
strategies in order to purge the Taliban from Pakistan, perhaps this tragedy will allow for more diverse solutions to be
considered by the state’s government and military. The targeting of terrorist groups is a necessary measure but the road
to achieving peace and stability does not have a single route.
Diplomatic means should also be engaged with in order to
isolate the most extreme factions and limit the number of
civilian deaths. Additionally, Pakistan’s central government
should invest in its most underdeveloped areas, including
Balochistan and the FETA, as alienating the civilian population of these particular regions, simply provides a breeding
ground for radicalisation. Likewise, another step to preventing further citizens joining the Taliban’s ranks should be independent investigations into the operation of US drones
within these territories. With an alarming rate of civilian casualties (for example the use of a US drone on October 30,
2006, killing at least 69 children2), drone strikes are said to
be the “new Guantanamo Bay” in recruitment drives by militant organisations, thus proving to be counterproductive to
America’s own long-term aims.

Moreover, whilst difficult to see occurring anytime in
the near future, perhaps it is time to solve Pakistan’s deeperrooted problems in order to finally solve the issue of terrorism. The profoundly corrupt and feudal-like political frameworks running throughout the country contribute towards
social disparity, resulting in the allowance of easy targets for
ideologically driven militant groups. With the current system,
it is fair to say that only the wealthy and well connected ac-

“By integrating the most susceptible into
mainstream society, Pakistan could save itself
from future tragedies like Peshawar.”
quire the most high-ranking positions, therefore keeping the
status quo of arguably incompetent politicians and their allies
in power. Together with the concern of unequal distribution
of resources, there is a clear lack of infrastructure in certain
areas of the country, which also happen to be sectors of high
terrorist activity. By integrating the most susceptible into
mainstream society, Pakistan could save itself from future
tragedies like Peshawar.
With these points in mind it is easy to paint a picture
of Pakistan as that of a deadly state infected by fanatics and
ruled by incompetent politicians. Whilst there may be elements of truth in this, it is important to remember the nation’s potential in order to look at the current situation more
positively. Pakistan is undoubtedly a country with a vast array of assets, including its young population, abundant natural resources, a multitude of ethnicities, languages and cultures, as well as its strategically vital geographical position.
Peshawar was not the first deplorable terrorist attack the nation has seen and nor will it be the last, but if Pakistan is allowed to flourish, stability will inevitably be restored. It is
indeed desolate that it was the murder of 140 innocents,
which finally caused Pakistanis to unite against its plague of
ideological militancy, but perhaps this will also allow it to
return to its beloved status of a thriving, colourful and vibrant
homeland to millions of Pakistanis, including the global diaspora, once again.
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The Journey of the Afghan Migrant: From Displacement to Return
By Marlotte van Dael

D

ecades of conflict and political instability have left a
country in socio-economic misery, an infrastructure in
ruins and a refugee problem that continues to be one of the
most pressing in the world. Going back to the Cold War, Afghanistan became a battleground for the enforcement of a
pro-communist regime. Lasting for over nine years from 1979
to 1989, the Soviet War in Afghanistan has led to the displacement of many Afghans, amounting to half of the population by 1985. Despite the fact that the last Soviet troops had
left in 1989 the country remained to be in serious instability
due to continuing civil wars.1

largest and most protracted refugee populations under UNHCR’s mandate.3

In 1996, the Taliban seized power in Kabul, and by
1997 the Islamic fundamentalist political movement controlled two-thirds of the country. While the movement was
responsible for the creation of some sort of stability after two
decades of conflict, it enforced a rigorous interpretation of
Islamic Law (Sharia). The Taliban committed systematic
massacres against its civilians and were responsible for numerous of other human rights abuses including the brutal
treatment of women. As a result, hundreds of thousands of
Afghans were again forced to flee from their homes to safety.

Arriving in the receiving country the journey of the
Afghan migrant is not over. Migrants often live in difficult
socioeconomic situations and have compromised access to
human rights.6 When arriving in their host country, migrants
face numerous challenges that could cause depression and
anxiety, with many going through problems such as destitution, homelessness, immigration issues and the powerlessness to help their family, whether in the host country or back
home.7 This is just to name a few, and it is not to say that improving circumstances might not exist, with the possibility of
the host country providing education and safety to, especially
young, refugees.8

According to the United Nations High Commissioner
for Refugees (UNHCR), in July 2014 there were 2,690,775
refugees and 75,414 asylum seekers originating from Afghanistan, with another 683,301 Internally Displaced Persons.2
The majority of Afghan refugees have fled to the neighbouring countries of Pakistan and Iran. On January 2014 this
number amounted to 1,615,876 refugees in Pakistan and
840,158 refugees in Iran. Together they constitute one of the
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Although the vast majority of Afghan refugees fled to
Iran and Pakistan, a considerable number of refugees entering into Europe also originate from Afghanistan. In 2013 Afghanistan ranked third after Syria and Russia in the number
of EU asylum applications while in 2012 it still ranked first.4 5
While many European troops were fighting in Afghanistan,
the Afghan migrant sought refuge in their countries, most of
them finding their way to Germany, France and Sweden.

Moreover, the situation of the Afghan migrant strongly
depends on the host country in question. Taking a closer look
at Iran and Pakistan, the two most popular hosts for Afghan
refugees, the countries have patiently enabled refugees to
access their education, health and job markets.9 But the situation remains difficult and contradictory. For example, while

they might be able to provide them with greater job and educational opportunities, Iran and Pakistan are increasingly
pressuring Afghan refugees to return home with deprivation
of their rights as refugees and arbitrary abuse as a result.10 11
Back in 2001 the situation changed. As a result of the
terrorist attack on the World Trade Centre in New York City
on September 11 the US invaded Afghanistan. International
forces led by NATO took over security control after the Taliban were ousted in 2001. Consequently, more than 5.8 million Afghan refugees returned home since 2002, representing
20 percent of Afghanistan’s population.12 More recently since
2012 an estimated 2.4 million undocumented Afghan migrants have gradually begun their voluntary return home
from Iran and Pakistan, now constituting 25 per cent of Afghanistan’s population.13 Migrants who return home can end
up in very differing situations and the impact on the country
can vary from beneficial to undesirable.
After the withdrawal of most international forces, an
important question is whether the present government is
equipped to face the challenge of facilitating a sustainable
return of the large number of refugees Afghanistan counts.
What is left for the Afghan migrant when he or she finally
returns home after years of displacement? In the beginning of
the year Afghanistan has formed a new government of national unity with President Ashraf Ghani and chief executive
Abdullah Abdullah in power.14 Although the UNHCR anticipates that the new government will commit to an enabling
environment for sustainable returns it also faces many challenges.15 The size and capability of the Afghan governing
structure has increased significantly since 2001. However,
corruption and ethnic and political tensions are at the forefront of Afghanistan’s major fractions. In addition, while Afghan forces are being trained and international forces depart,
civil society activists are afraid that the significant gains made
since 2001 are at risk.16
It is estimated that approximately 40 percent of the
returnees in Afghanistan have not yet fully reintegrated.17
Coming back from years in exile, hundreds of thousands of
Afghan refugees are unable to find a home or a steady income, leaving them particularly vulnerable and eventually
becoming Internally Displaced Persons within Afghanistan.
When an Afghan migrant returns it needs security and economic opportunities. However, the country still faces major
challenges such as widespread unemployment and illiteracy.18
A sustainable reintegration of displaced Afghans affects the overall stability of the country, its fragile economy
and will further impact migration dynamics in the subregion.19 Besides posing challenges the return of, especially
high-qualified, migrants can help to reconstruct Afghanistan.

Afghan migrants, especially the youth, are in the position to
contribute to the social and economic prosperity of the country. Organisations such as the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) and the International Organization for Migration (IOM) recognise this and offer aid and
resettlement assistance to Afghans who wish to return voluntarily and help develop the local capacities of Afghan institutions on migration.
Nevertheless, although a large number of Afghan migrants are gradually returning home, many Afghan war refugees still remain in their host countries. There are difficulties
such as specific needs, vulnerabilities and protection concerns that prevent their return. In addition, Afghanistan remains in an extremely volatile position, with a problematic
politico-economic condition and where even the basic needs
such as shelter and drinking water are deficient. 20 Moreover,
the security situation and human rights continue to be undermined. For example, ethnic refugee groups such as that of
Hazara are almost without the option of considering voluntary repatriation while facing targeting killings and persecution by the Taliban and other anti-Shia factions upon their
return.21 Indeed, the Taliban continues to be an important
insurgency, threatening the security of the average Afghan
and the overall stability in 2015.22 23 In the meantime, Afghan
migrants are melting into the receiving country’s population,
like that of the ethnic Pashtun population in Pakistan, while
some of them that have not been in Afghanistan since they
were little can understandably lose connection with their
home country.24
Ready to commit to an enabling environment for a
sustainable return of its people, Afghanistan’s government,
civil society and institutions on migration now need to follow
through. With persistent economic insecurity, a problematic
security situation and lacking in providing even the basic services this will not be an easy task. Afghanistan and its people
have faced persistent hardship leaving many displaced. While
most international forces have left the country the Afghans
will be responsible for the reconstruction of their country
after three decades of conflict. This should be done with the
help of Afghan migrants who are able to return and who want
to return, while providing them with the vital economic and
social opportunities to thrive. Consequently, more displaced
Afghans will hopefully be able to return to a country in which
they will have increased chances to find safety, job opportunities and a home.
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A New Model of Major Power Relations Between China and the US:
Rhetoric and Reality
By Professor Richard Hu

T

he present US-China relationship defies any classical
characterization of major power relations in history. On
one hand, the US-China relationship faces an old question of
power transition. It is a question, as Hillary Clinton describes, “to find a new answer to the ancient question of what
happens when an established power and a rising power
meet."1 On the other hand, the present US-China relationship
is complex, different from that between the Soviet Union and
the United States in the Cold War. Whatever may be said
about the “China threat,” Beijing is largely pro-status quo
power in world politics. It neither propagates a competing
ideology nor organizes an international coalition against
Washington. There are actually vibrant and interdependent
economic relations between the two countries. Washington
states it does not seek to contain the rise of China and hopes
to integrate China into the existing international order. Chinese leaders believe a non-confrontational relationship with
the US is essential for China’s international environment and
economic development. Based on this mutual understanding,
both China and the US have sought to build a stable and cooperative relationship since the end of the Cold War.
However, managing this neither-foe-nor-friend relationship is a new challenge for both countries. As Chinese
power continues to rise, Washington is readjusting its global
strategic focus to Asia. The US strategic rebalancing and China’s rapid rise are changing the strategic landscapes and
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foundation for future US-China relations. To address the US
and regional concerns about China’s rise, Chinese President
Xi Jinping proposed to build a model of major power relationship between China and the United States in 2012.2 By
this new model, the Chinese side hopes to avoid the classic
Thucydides trap of war and build a relationship that respects
each other’s core national interest and achieve win-win cooperation in global governance. Yet the Chinese proposal has
not pacified American anxieties and suspicion about the rise
of China and its future strategic intention. As the Chinese
become more enthusiastic about the new relationship, the
Americans actually turn to be more skeptical.
The irony is caused by the inherent logic of the power
transition game in world politics. For the rising power, the
Chinese want to avoid conflict and confrontation with the
dominant power and request Washington to respect its core
national interests. It is quite understandable. From the Chinese perspective, the China-US relationship is characterized
by “competition cum cooperation” and the key challenge for
bilateral relationship is how to manage bilateral competition
while expanding cooperation over issues of mutual interests.
More practically, the Chinese side believes building a “new
model of major power relations” hinges upon whether the
two sides can have constructive interactions in the AsiaPacific region over the long term. China increasingly feels the
heat when Washington “pivots” to Asia with more military

deployments and intensified diplomatic maneuvering at China’s periphery. So the Chinese approach focuses on managing China-US differences or conflict of interests in Asia.

more capable ocean-going naval force to protect the sea lanes
from which China receives the energy, resources, and global
trade on which it increasingly depends? Is the United States
willing to counsel restraint to its friends and allies in the Asia
But the US has quite different interpretations of the
-Pacific region and urge them to make efforts to find a comnew model of US-China relations. Washington is more pragpromise with China on issues where China feels strongly that
matic in how to manage competition while forging cooperaits interests are threatened?”6 Most Chinese elites believe that
tion on issues where the US and Chinese interests converge.
the US could accept China’s future leading position in such
Washington is not interested
areas as its gross domestic
in slogan or “normative char“The US-China relationship is complicated product, volume of foreign
acterization” of the relationtra de, an d diplom atic /
but
not
unique
to
that
of
a
rising
power
and
ship, rather concrete steps of
economic impact in Asia, and
actions and operationalized
to a less degree, the mutual
an established power.”
cooperation in the “new model
strategic deterrence between
3
of major power relations.” Washington is getting concerned
the two countries, along with the peaceful co-existence of
by China’s rapid pace of military modernization, unfair trade
both great powers. But Washington would never accept a fupractices, and more assertive actions regarding the East and
ture Chinese military advantage over the United States. ChiSouth China Seas, such as the declaration of the Air Defense
na’s relatively marginal military advantage against the US in
Identification Zone (ADIZ) in December 2013. Another
the West Pacific could provide it with a sizable “strategic
American skepticism about China’s proposal is that Beijing
space” in East Asia, which means the offshore waters along
may want to use the hollow phrase to frame the United States
the South China Sea, the Taiwan Strait, and up to the Korean
and get unilateral concessions from Washington on the issues
Peninsula (beyond what is the first island chain). The domiconcerning Chinese “core national interests.” As Michael
nant role of the United States in East Asia has been built on
Chase puts it, the new model “appears to require Washington
Washington’s overall military superiority in the West Pacific,
to accommodate China’s interests and to do so largely on Beieast of Okinawa and Guam, under the so-called San Francisco
jing’s terms—apparently without reciprocal adjustments.”4 If
System after 1945, which consolidated its position in Asia.
Washington accepts this concept, it will be trapped in de facto “unilateral concession” to China.
China’s rise will continue to narrow the gap in power
and military capabilities beThe US-China rela- “The effect of strategic distrust between China tween the US and China. This
tionship is complicated but
and the US is also contingent on how they will make the process of
not unique to that of a rising
“power transition” more intermanage their relations on the world stage.” esting. Although the process
power and an established
power. As the rising power
could be peaceful, the realist
signals to the established power of its benign intention, the
assumption about war and rivalry between China and the US
latter has all reasons to believe it might just be a smoke
is powerful. As Iain Johnston argues, it may transpire into
screen designed to affect its perception of the rising power’s
misperceptions that will drive the two countries eventually
intention. Thus the biggest obstacle to building the new mainto conflict.7 Such self-fulfilling nature of major power relajor power relationship is strategic distrust. As China rises, it
tions makes the rhetoric of “new major power relations” bewill eventually expand its “strategic space” at its periphery
tween China and the US difficult to turn into reality.
and that move will be viewed by Washington as a constraint
of the US or even trying to drive it out of Asia. 5 The strategic
suspicions deriving from this anticipated geopolitical rivalry
is the hard reality that makes all political rhetoric look pale.
The effect of strategic distrust between China and the
US is also contingent on how they manage their relations on
the world stage. As former National Security Advisor Stephen
Hadley put it, “Is the United States ready to accept an increasingly powerful China playing an enhanced role on the
world stage – perhaps ultimately a role on a par with that
played by the United States itself? Is the United States ready
to accept that as China’s economy grows, it will build a larger,
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Hong Kong: The Failure of the Umbrella Movement
By Henry Yau

I

n September 2014, one of the most important financial,
commercial and political cities in Asia made remarkable
headline news since the handover ceremony in 1997. A former British Colony and a member of the Asian tigers found
itself in the middle of a political crisis after thousands of people took the streets and occupied Central- the economic and
political HQ of Hong Kong (HK). Technically, the protest is
still ongoing, but the streets are cleared and the city by enlarged has returned to normality. The movement has one aim
- remove the committee that chooses the candidates and have
free elections of the Chief Executive (CE) of the HK government.
For several months, seven million residents watched
as politics went from dialogues at a meeting room to medieval-style siege between protestors (mainly students) and police. The main battle started at the end of September, and as
the event unfolded and law enforcement units attempted to
clear the roads, the bitter struggle lasted for two months. The
whole movement was truly sensational, as protestors stocked
up for food, water, tents and home-made protection gear, the
entire police force stayed up day and night, and kept watch on
the camp and waited for further orders.
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First, the context is important. HK is a Special Administrative Region, defined as part of China but has great autonomy on the affairs of its city. The Basic Law is the Constitution of HK and the government controls all political agenda
within its territory except for defence and foreign diplomatic
affairs. This one country, two systems and its constitution is
the foundation of the city’s governing structure, designed and

“The movement has one aim- remove the committee that chooses the candidates and have
free elections of the Chief Executive of the
Hong Kong government.”
agreed upon by the Chinese and British government back in
the 80s. In legal terms — derive from the Basic Law— the city
is due for political reforms and introducing universal suffrage
in 2017. The main focus of this reform is to allow residents to
vote directly for their CE. At the moment, the CE is elected by
a committee of 1,200 people, selected by Beijing.
The essence of the reform is to establish universal suffrage (first city in China), the caveat is that the candidates are

pre-selected (vetted election candidates) before being presented to the electorate. The members of the Electoral Committee are a negotiable clause; however, protestors demand
the committee to be scrapped. Other issues such as poverty,
rising house prices, inflation and the flooding of mainland
tourists are also key issues that encouraged large sways of
students to take the streets. Moral and legal discourses are
interesting, therefore this article aims to discuss why the
campaign has failed.
Firstly, Maneuverability in politics. The simple fact is
that the “Occupy Movement” is going nowhere and people are
fed up. Although fighting for democracy is often described as
“morally upright”, the siege lasted far too long and no substantial negotiations reaped any real results. There are two
sides to this: the first is Beijing and the HK government who
insist on negotiation and find room for compromise in the
selection of the members of the Electoral Committee; the other side is the protestors, who demand completely free and fair
elections, in which they advocate a democratic system that is
only used in few countries, excluding the US, UK, France and
Germany. In this case, to demand a democratic system that is
unique and offers extensive liberty within a single-party state
induces a direct confrontation and challenge to the very foundation of the Communist Party. From this, there is no area
where political interest overlaps and thus no room to maneuver. To add, millions of residents are tired of finding other
long-winded arduous ways to get around the city; in this
densely-populated metropolis, British-styled patience is a
luxury.
Secondly, the role of Commercial Interest. The movement claims this type of civil disobedience does not affect
other people’s lives because it is “self-sacrificing”, comparable
to Ghandi and his independence movement. Despite this, HK
did suffer economically, especially when the movement decided to spark spontaneous and disruptive protest in other
hubs of HK, chiefly in Mong Kok. The protest in Central may
have dissuaded many affluent tourists from shopping, but
occupying Mong Kok was a completely different story. Local
businesses, chain-stores and various other commercial buildings were forced to shut. When rent is 30-50 thousand
pounds a month, closing the store for one day can be costly,
let alone several weeks. This reduced the confidence of the
local people (as seen by counter-protests) and thousands of
people whose jobs depended on those stores and buildings
live in uncertainty.
Thirdly, Question of Consensus. Who shouts the loudest here? Is the loudest view the majority view? There is certainly no doubt that the Umbrella movement is the loudest.
But in actual fact, polls conducted by the University of Hong
Kong and the Ming Po newspaper showed that the majority

of interviewees would like reforms to go ahead and request
further political reforms after 2017. There are also polls that
the “Occupy Movement” has lost the confidence and trust of
the public; with a result of 55 percent against and 25 percent
for the movement, these statistics imply that it should be disbanded immediately.
Finally, Leadership. Brian Tai, Lester Shum and Agnes
Chow are the leaders of the movement and by the end of November, the three had asked the protest to end and handed
themselves in to the authorities (as promised) for breaking

“Although fighting for democracy is often described as ‘morally upright’, the siege lasted
far too long and no substantial negotiations
reaped any real results.”
the law. The logic is to fight for a morally-upright cause but at
the same time, be willing to take on the legal consequences of
their activities. Thus, the movement was left leaderless and
aimless, coupled by frustrations of the public and damages to
businesses, the movement collapsed by mid-December.
The Umbrella Movement — their idealistic position,
hopes for optimistic outcomes, and romanticised philosophy
were the causes of their downfall. The protest left a government exhausted, created polarised communities, and damaged relationships. Although Lord Powell said the protest will
not change a thing, I believe negotiations can. I want democracy for HK, but at the same time, I don’t think it’s logical to
expect to achieve democracy overnight. If the movement
wants to make a change, they must find a sensible position at
the negotiation table and make a proposal that Beijing will at
least consider. That way, they will have higher chances of
achieving change and gaining the support of the moderates.
This is politics, and fighting for democracy can be done in a
different and more effective manner than ineffective revolutionary attempts.
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Balancing the 38th: A Future of Cooperation or Conflict within the Korean
Peninsula?
By Cameron Rogers

O

pening constructive dialogue between North and South
Korea has been one of the major concerns within East
Asia since the 1948 divide. Dealing with a nation as erratic
and elusive as North Korea is no easy task, the South Korean
government recognises this and treads carefully in its foreign
policy to avoid any escalation that could be detrimental to its
people. Unification within the peninsula is a far-fetched possibility, most people in the South realise this, and all people
in the North know it. Yet, in the interest of the South Korean
government to maintain security for its citizens, any action
that could mitigate tension between the two nations would be
welcomed.

“Unification within the peninsula is a
far-fetched possibility, most people in the
South realise that, and all people in the
North know it.”
Recently, South Korean president Park Geun-hye announced she would be willing to hold a summit meeting with
North Korea, in an attempt to ease tensions and perhaps further the almost non-existent relations between the two countries. Similarly, Kim Jong-un announced in his televised New
Year’s speech that his country / the North would welcome
dialogue with the South, only if the right ‘atmosphere and
conditions’ are met. Taken from face-value, these words uttered should bring optimism to the people of both North and
South Korea - it represents a chance to put an end to the
world’s longest stale mate. However, whenever these bursts
of optimism arise within the peninsula, there tends to be a
regression back to unfortunate normality, and one should
take these statements with a pinch of salt .
The end of last year saw accusations flying across borders due to the North Korean government being the suspected coordinator of the hacker attacks that left Sony in disarray.
The North denies involvement in the hacks, and has asked
the US to provide solid evidence that backs the accusations.
This war of words between the various governments on both
sides of the spectrum could be the stimulus that has pushed
the Korean leaders to voice intended actions of collaboration
between the two nations. The US is South Koreas most important ally within the region, and tensions between the US
and the North could have knock on effects for the South. It is
important for Park Geun-hye to maintain relative stability
within the North, meaning that this controversy could very
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well be the principle reason behind the president’s statement.
Similarly, although North Korea often issues aggressive
threats towards both the US and the South, they fully understand that aggravating the US too much could be detrimental,
due to their huge military hegemony within the region. It is in
the interest of both nations to regulate tensions to no more
than empty threats, as combative action would lead to utter
chaos within the peninsula.
The main question that needs to be answered, with
this in mind, is whether it would be possible to further cooperation over the coming years, and further reduce the two
nations’ mutual suspicion of each other. There have been
signs that there could be cooperation between the North and
South in the future , and although there have in cases been
minor success, the majority of attempts have been fruitless.
The North has a tendency to backtrack, with Kim Jong-un
stating during his appointment as Supreme Leader that he
would like to see more cooperation with the South, yet not
showing much evidence through action. Such statements
were made in 2012, a year before the Korean crisis in 2013.
This particular crisis was also caused through the North’s
launching of satellites and missiles, despite various threat of
sanction from the UN for going forward with them. The crisis
even caused North Korea’s closest ally China to criticise the
action, which further isolated North Korea on the international sphere.

“There have been signs that there could be cooperation between the North and South in the
future , and although there have in cases been
minor success, the majority of attempts have
been fruitless.”
With North Korea seemingly cornered from all sides,
one would presume that the logical steps for them to take
would be to express a more passive stance to reduce the possibility of aggressive action. With this in mind it would be
logical for the nation to hold a summit or even regular summits with the South. Yet whenever the prospect of cooperation arises amongst the two Korean nations, it often falls into
a situation where the North, South and the US discuss about
talks, without doing much to actually pave the way for dialogue. An even more pressing issue is that due to the North’s
behaviour there are very few countries who would be willing

to be neutral mediators for the talks. China did facilitate third
party calls between North Korea and Japan, but China’s recent attitude towards North Korea leaves them hunched in a
corner, leaving no perspective for a neutral mediator in future
talks due to the North’s behaviour.
Concrete steps forward in the easing of tension is farfetched, even though the words uttered by the respective Korean leaders would prove otherwise. If the North is not willing to play by the rules of the international order, other nations will be less willing to aid the country in negotiations.
Also, although Park Geun-hye has said there would be no precondition for a summit, both countries would have very particular agendas they would wish to push, meaning that talks
would, in reality, simply be an opportunity for both Korean
nations to voice an unattainable wish list that neither would
agree on. It is this lack of middle ground that would prevent
both nations from cooperating even in the case of a summit,
thinning the possibility of solid cooperation and more regional stability.

simply be sporadic moments of the North blowing its war
horn yet not taking any real action, as they have done consistently in the past. Yet it would seem that the status quo for
both the Koreans nations will resume, simply an unstable
balancing of interests between the countries, as opposed to
more stable cooperation.
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“Both countries have very particular agendas
they would wish to push.”
The option of an all out war is not in anyone’s interest
and would be hugely expensive and destructive. There will
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Courting Controversy: The ICC and the Politics of Palestinian Justice
By Carly Beckerman-Boys

“”

W

hen Palestinian President, Mahmoud Abbas signed
official documentation for joining the International
Criminal Court (ICC) on New Year’s Eve 2014, the move was
little more than symbolic. No one seriously expected that the
ICC, which deals principally in mass murder and genocide,
would tackle the offence of Israeli settlement building. By
summer, however, failed talks, kidnapping, murder, retaliation, rockets, and repression had spawned a new Gaza war,
and accusations of atrocities appeared to attract real attention from Chief Prosecutor, Fatou Bensouda. In January
2015, Bensouda launched a preliminary investigation into
Israeli war crimes, prompting an explosive mix of international support and censure. While this has, of course, renewed public interest in Palestinian human rights, the investigation is unlikely to deliver anything more tangible than
trends on Twitter. Somewhat paradoxically, this inactivity is
also precisely what Abbas needs.
Although the ICC prosecuting Israeli officials presents
an unlikely scenario, it is not an impossible one. The preliminary investigation must first establish jurisdiction, and any
prosecutions are a long time in the future. Under the principle of complementarity, an accused government must be fail-
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ing to investigate alleged war crimes domestically before the
ICC can intervene. As the Israeli government does complete
internal investigations (the Turkel Commission recently proposed 18 recommendations for boosting the impartiality and
independence of these inquiries beyond international standards), the well-developed Israeli justice system may prevent
intrusion. Jurisdiction also comprises a territorial element as
the ICC has no power in territory belonging to non-members.
The State of Palestine is a signatory to the Rome Statute, but
is Hamas-controlled Gaza part of this state? Israel is not a
member of the court, so are alleged crimes committed within
East Jerusalem, Israel proper or Area C admissible?
These are tough issues to grapple with, and the complexity of preliminary investigations is why they can take
years. The court is currently undertaking eight similar primaries, including a decade-long adventure with Columbian law.
The politics of these investigations is another reason why
they may fizzle and fade away. The court would encounter an
uncooperative Israel and several hostile great powers (though
the ICC is currently investigating Britain, Russia and the
United States anyway), and this may also produce a sedative
effect on the preliminary investigation. Israel has even lob-

bied member states to cut ICC funding. These hurdles may be
overcome, of course, but this is hardly, to quote George Tenet, a “slam dunk.”

stonewall, achieve a domestic PR battle and force Abbas to
shoulder the blame and embarrassment for Palestine failing
in its responsibilities to the ICC.

In terms of Palestinian politics, stalled inquires may
An additional problem with robust ICC action would
actually be a good thing. It is important to recognise that Palbe financial. Should the court decide to prosecute Israeli offiestine’s ascension to the Rome Statute was more of a political
cials, Congressional leaders in the United States would, most
tactic than a humanitarian strategy. It is, perhaps, a little unlikely, threaten to cut off aid. The Palestinian Authority curfair to dismiss Palestine’s membership
rently enjoys $400 million in
of the ICC as ‘“merely”’ symbolic, beAmerican funding. Since the Israecause the court has immense propali government frequently withganda power. As the international inholds Palestinian tax revenue as a
stitution responsible for labelling the
form of punishment, the American
world’s worst criminals, the ICC – by
lifeline is vital. Although President
commencing exploratory inquiries into
Obama has not explicitly endorsed
Israeli conduct – has essentially gifted
an aid reduction, the US State DeAbbas with much needed rhetorical
partment has warned of such conleverage. The Gaza War in 2014 highsequences, and bombastic legislalighted deep resentment among young
tors such as Senators Lindsey GraPalestinians towards Fatah’s leaderham and Rand Paul could easily
ship in the West Bank; any edge, therecreate a groundswell of pro-Israel
fore, was welcome. Just as signing Palsupport – especially close to elecestine into membership of the court
tion dates. This issue remains
was an act of defiance, of resistance,
dormant so long as the ICC has yet
the ICC’s attention gives Abbas an opto issue a report on its preliminary
portunity to raise awareness and ap“If the ICC decided to prosecute investigation, and it is in Abbas’s
peal to his base. Should Bensouda acIsraelis for war crimes, the main interest for it to stay that way.
tually decide to pursue an Israeli prosecution, however, this would create dilemma in Palestinian politics becomes one of backlash. ”
several unmanageable problems for
Unfortunately, this leads to
the president and his coterie.
a rather gloomy assessment. A
very brief overview of the procedures and politics surroundIf the ICC decided to prosecute Israelis for war crimes,
ing Bensouda’s investigation suggests that the ICC is not a
the main dilemma in Palestinian politics becomes one of
tool for promoting Palestinian justice. There is, however, a
backlash. Although the court has not always demonstrated
ray of hope emanating from an unlikely source. As long as the
the best record in securing convictions against government
threat exists, in theory, that Israeli officials could be subject
officials, it has done remarkably well against non-state actors.
to international prosecution, there is a powerful incentive for
The court deals with entire ‘Situations’ rather than individual
Israel to pursue allegations of war crimes as thoroughly as
crimes, so all parties involved are open to scrutiny. This
possible. This may be a small, cynical concession, but it imleaves Hamas and Islamic Jihad as potential defendants: for
bues Palestine’s membership of the ICC with slightly more
indiscriminately targeting Israeli civilians, summarily executvalue and provides the tiniest of steps forward towards posiing suspected collaborators and placing vulnerable Gazans in
tive change.
danger through the movement and storage of weapons.
While it is doubtful Hamas would accept the legitimacy of any negative ICC assessment (and the jurisdiction could
be dubious anyway), this would widen the rift between Hamas and Fatah when Abbas simply does not possess the political strength for further internal conflict. The Palestinian Authority would have to cooperate with any ICC investigation,
and this would only cement Abbas’ image as an Israeli stooge.
Even if the PA investigated war crimes allegations domestically to ward off ICC intervention, Hamas would simply
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Arms for Antiques: A Classicist’s Perspective on the Cultural Violence in
the Middle East
By Jerome Gavin

O

ver the last 12 months, ISIS have gone from being a reltiques they feel are ideologically challenging, and the sale of
atively poorly understood group founded in 1999 to the
others on the black market. They irrevocably ruin the original
most discussed and potent terror threat of the century. While
sites of the pieces they sell by employing heavy machinery to
the human consequences of the ISIS campaign have been
pull them from the ground, with complete disregard for its
undoubtedly catastrophic, this article will focus on a lesser
historical and cultural value. The satellite images from sites
known (and in no way more important) issue: the organisalike Apamea, famed for its treasured 300BC colonnade are
tion’s fatal impact on an enorespecially sad: it proves the remous part of the cultural herit- “Artifacts of a rich and timelessly valuable duction of what many considage of the Middle East. Artiered the heart of ancient heritancient history are being irreversibly
facts of a rich and timelessly
age, to looking like Swiss cheese
valuable ancient history are stripped away, leaving archaeological sites (in the words of historian Kathabeing irreversibly stripped
ryn Hanson).
as crumbling wreckages”
away, leaving archaeological
sites as crumbling wreckages, in order to fund the correThe financing of ISIS is of particular relevance now.
spondingly destructive activities of ISIS.
With plunging oil prices, the organisation is struggling to finance its campaign of terror. This desperation was laid bare
An Iraqi military operation back in June 2014 led to
in the recent kidnapping of a Japanese journalist Kenji Goto
the capture of 162 memory sticks detailing the administration
and his friend, Haruna Yukawa, along with a $200 million
of ISIS, the findings of which were published by The Guardiransom demand, which wasn’t met leading to their barbaric
an. Since then, there has been an increased concern for anexecutions. Desperate measures trigger a drive towards the
tiques in the conflict zone. Evidence suggests that from just
decimation of ancient sites. It is believed that ISIS as a ‘state’
one region in Syria, up to $36 million had been gained from
are not looting sites themselves, but instead earn millions by
the smuggling of artifacts. ISIS, in its hunger to be perceived
imposing taxes on the pieces that are sold on the black maras a legitimate 'state', imposes levies on the looters and sets
ket.
them up as ‘archaeologists’, prompting the destruction of an-
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The thing is, before I started doing my research into all
this, I had no idea of the extent of the issue – and many even
in the classics community, experts in ancient history and archaeology, still don’t. It’s a recent, and burning, issue that has
been widely excluded from public debate. What’s more, these
terror-funding activities are closer to home than we’d like to
think. Stolen artifacts have made their way into the possession of collectors possibly not just in the Middle East, but
North America and in Europe too. The money made by these
artifacts is being used to fund a war and an oppressive regime
against the very people who have the most right to these arti-

bombed, and about the ways in which museums have had to
be sealed off for protection. British forces are training local
forces on how to deal with these artifacts too.

“This cultural violence is irreparable. ‘We
have a responsibility to defend our collective
World cultural heritage.’”
“The problem is, there is no unified approach in fractured places like Syria. No one is protecting these artifacts. As
a result, the local looters treat these sites as their personal
bank of treasures.”
As IS sweeps across areas of the Middle East, they not
only gain from the looting of artifacts, but also destroy those
that conflict with their violent dogma. We have seen the
Raqqa lions butchered, and 6th Century Buddhas that were
once carved into a Syrian mountain blown apart with dynamite - to name but two examples. This cultural violence is
irreparable. “We have a responsibility to defend our collective
World cultural heritage” claims an animated Dr. Wootton.
“Our antiques market does have a lot to answer for.”

facts, the locals. What are the concrete efforts being made? Is
there much that can be done in the face of the violent and
repressive rule of this terrorist group?
Where There’s a Will There is a Way
I organised a meeting with Dr. Will Wootton, the foremost expert on the subject at our very own King’s College
London. It was my first interview, so I had checked and rechecked my prepared questions. We sat down in his office
and I ended up starting off instead with just the two most
overwhelming things: can we know the scale of what’s been
lost, and what can we do about it?
“No! It is impossible, we simply can’t quantify the
amount,” he said. Nevertheless, Will’s passion for defending
these innumerable artifacts in conflict areas in the Middle
East has taken him as far as Libya, where he helped coordinate air strikes to prevent ISIS from targeting ancient
sites – “there is more practical stuff we can do.”
He tells me about the second deck of cards given to
soldiers in Iraq that are printed not with the faces of dangerous VIP criminals, but with images of the most precious artifacts to look out for and rescue. I hear about how local shepherds are often moved on to ancient sites so they are not

This “cultural violence”, as Will describes it, is nothing
new. While these efforts to counter the violent cultural erosion are not entirely coherent, stolen artifacts that make their
way on to the black market are not lost. It is possible for them
to be traced and recovered. Putting into play the collective
wealth of archaeological skills and knowledge in the classics
community, underhand dealings can be combated; if resources are employed to examine artifacts, source their origins and put pressure on the antiques market, the items with
no attributed provenance can be limited. Together with other
organisations, including the British government, we can
make it harder for these pieces to make their way into the
homes of collectors, and the terror of ISIS might be successfully challenged. For their destruction, exploitation and abuse
of human world history only serves to symbolise the organisation’s gross abuses of human rights and potential threats to
our shared human future. This, in any way possible, we must
defend.
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A Bridge Too Far?
By Alexander Hogg

I

n late January Iranian Foreign Minister, Mohammed Javad Zarif, was called to Parliament The issue? Him
strolling with US Secretary of State, John Kerry, during talks
on Iran’s Nuclear Programme. To the unsuspecting eye, such
an act of brazen hostility towards the US only reinforces old
stereotypes about one of the world’s most bitter enemies.
Below the superficial surface, another shift in US foreign policy is slowly emerging, mirroring those of the
1970s, a time when Vietnam was costing the US both lives
and legitimacy, Democrats were in charge of Congress, and
Nixon was fighting for survival. More than 40 years later, the
US remains stagnant. The war inAfghanistan alone has cost at
least $1 trillion and countless lives; whilst Republicans, this
time, scupper Obama’s legitimacy. Both these eras left US
power strained, leading us to believe that it ought to adopt a
more nuanced foreign policy.
Iran and Saudi Arabia have often personified the US’
one dimensional Middle Eastern policy; unwavering support
for one dictatorship, dogged condemnation of the other. This
is changing. The recent fall in oil prices to under $50 per barrel, primarily executed by Saudi Arabia, was aimed at undercutting US shale producers. Extraction of this kind is set to
rise to 14.2m barrels per day in 2020. And when the glue that
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holds your relationship together is no longer necessary, neither is your relationship.
Hostile relations with Iran, that have defined so much
of America’s post 9/11 foreign policy, have finally been curtailed. In its place Kissinger’s triangular diplomacy has been
revived, if only more convincingly. Nevertheless, to deny Tehran’s attempts to obtain nuclear weapons would be futile.
Even the restrained International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) was unable to confirm that this was not the case. Still,
the US can pursue detente with Iran and restrict its ability to
enrich uranium. As a prerequisite, Washington must accept
that Tehran has regional ambitions, embodied in its support
for Hezbollah, and allow them to expand only when it doesn’t
conflict with US interests. If Obama can do this, and prevent
John Boehner (Speaker of the House of Representatives)
from derailing any progress in the P5+1 talks, then the US
could once again find itself in a leading position in the Middle
East.
Kissinger was quoted saying “A leader does not deserve the name unless he is willing to occasionally standalone”. The surprising paradox of theIslamic State (IS), offensively called Dai’sh in Arabic, is that amongst its terror and
disregard for humanity, it could provide Obama a chance to

“For a start, the US should try to resume diplomatic
relations with Iran”

finally lead. IS has put the US in a unique position, whereby
they have to at last try and bridge the sectarian divide that
has engulfed the Middle East for the last decades.
From the war in Syria to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, Tehran and Riyadh often play more prominent roles
than the US. Regionally, they embody the very sectarian divides that narrate events of the Middle East – Tehran supporting the Shiites; Riyadh supporting the Sunnis. This could
all be about to change; in February this year, Saudi Foreign
Minister, Saud Al-Faisal, invited his Iranian counterpart to
Riyadh, representing a thaw in relations between two opposed enemies and sects.
So why has this taken place? – The answer is the Islamic State. It is a Sunni terrorist group also committed to
the destruction of the House of Saudi. To this end it poses a
serious risk to the leaders in both Tehran and Riyadh. Accordingly the US needs to embrace this new found thaw and
cultivate an agreement in order to fight IS.

light for the development of their nuclear programme, but
rather an acceptance that the status quo has only led to mutual hurt. In terms of Saudi Arabia, the US needs to drastically
re-evaluate its resolute bond. Accountability should be the
order of the day. Saudi Arabia has been allowed to get away
with too much, from Human Rights abuses to sectarian terrorist funding. The West has a responsibility to pressure both
nations, to give up such abuses, in the name of establishing
peace in the Middle East.
In a new multipolar world order, the US cannot afford
to maintain its alliance with Saudi Arabia without reason, for
it’s a country that exports the most extreme form of Sunni
Islam; Wahhabism. Nor should it back away from the region’s
most influential player. Instead what needs to follow is a policy of gradual détente with Iran and increased accountability
with Saudi Arabia. To many this may seem a bridge too far perhaps, but it needs to be built.

Professor Ray Takeyh, Senior Fellow at the Council on
Foreign Relations, agrees that America needs to evoke the
memory of Kissinger and Triangular Diplomacy; the difference is that China and Russia should be replaced by Iran and
Saudi Arabia.
For a start, the US should try to resume diplomatic
relations with Iran; this would go some way in proving they
are sincerely committed to improved relations. Iran’s reciprocation is of equal importance; this is not to propose a green

ALEXANDER HOGG
is a BA International Politics undergraduate
student at King’s College London
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Context and Blindness in the Israel-Palestine Conflict
By Lisen Backstrand

T

he most recent official recognition of Palestine by a
member of the European Union was in October by Sweden. The Swedish Minister of Foreign Affairs, Margot
Wallstrom, claimed that “recognition of Palestine is a crucial
step towards achieving peaceful coexistence (between the
groups concerned)[…]showing the way for other (countries)
to do the same.”1 This makes Sweden the first western member of the EU to recognize Palestine. Not surprisingly, responses were of vast variety. Palestinian president Mahmoud
Abbas called it “brave and historic” whereas the US labelled
the decision “premature.”2 Regardless of one’s standpoint
towards Palestinian-state recognition, one may rightfully be
critical of Wallstrom’s reasons for recognition, “I am for Israel. I am for Palestine. I am for peace.” 3 After having read Israeli columnist and author Ari Shavit’s chapter Lydda, 1948
in My Promised Land: the Triumph and Tragedy of Israel
(2013) and Op-Ed Columnist for NYTimes David Brooks’ The
Tragic Situation (2013) mere recognition of Palestine appears
insufficient as a mean to peace.
Two insights
Despite bias in what is likely to be perceived as leftist
and pro-Israel standpoint, Shavit (pictured) and Brooks accounts’ of the conflict deserve attention, because they both
appear to shift focus from character to situation. Focus on
character is inevitable, a situation is inherited by character,
but little effort in aiming to understand the situation only
serves to fuel stagnation. Blaming character or ‘the other’
may only enhance or spread existing frustration, bitterness,
grief or feelings of revenge. Furthermore, focus on this
(particularly in mainstream media) jeopardizes awareness of
the plurality of voices on both sides of the conflict. The different viewpoints may be seen as barriers to solutions or reasons
for a remaining status quo, but they are critical for any progress to be possible.
Lydda, 1948
Ari Shavit argues that anyone who seeks to understand
the Israel–Palestine conflict ought to be aware of what happened in Lydda in 1948 or contemporary Lod, located in Israel’s Centre District, southeast of Tel-Aviv. Through Lydda,
1948 Shavit accounts for a peaceful ambience between Arabs
and Jews before Israeli occupation and what followed in Lydda after the United Nations’ announcement of the Israeli
state in July, 1948: a massacre of Palestinian Arabs in a
mosque and the expulsion of those who remained. Narratives
of an Israeli Bridge Commander and a former Israeli Military
Governor of Lydda confesses to immorality and brutality;
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they are accounts that confirm UN’s Human Rights Council’s
reports on Israeli violations of International Law.4
Massacres should never be justifiable grounds for the
ends of state objectives. A massacre can never be justified by
a human project. The extent to which Zionism’s ends could
justify the expulsion of Arabs is, according to Shavit, another
question. David Brooks further evaluates Shavit and claims
“even the most human projects (in Shavit’s words, “a home
for the homeless”)5 tend to involve human error and sin.”6
Defeating Hitler involved Dresden, bombing of the Coventry
and sacrificing Polish independence. Shavit argues that the
expulsion of Arabs from Lydda was immoral but arguably
conditional for Zionism.7
To view Zionism as conditional on this expulsion contributes greatly to the tragedy of the conflict, but according to
Shavit this can be explained further. He argues that Arab and
Israeli blindness, that failure or unwillingness to see the other’s role in the region was tragically present between the publication of Herzl’s, “A Jewish State” in 1897 (Jewish immigration to Palestine) and the UN declaration of Israel in 1948. 8
Claiming that it was Israeli and Palestinian blindness that
gave birth to Israeli intimidation and further occupation,
does not go far in explaining events that concern us today:
among these the recent Israeli Human Rights group
B’Tselem’s report of Israeli attacks on Gaza in 2014, the dozen of Israeli bus passengers who were recently stabbed in Tel
Aviv by Palestinian Hamza Muhammad Hassan Matrouk, etc.
However, this can provide some insight. Recognizing blindness or the tragedy of the situation (instead of merely the
Palestinian perspective) is crucial because it could result in a
different ambience in the peace-negotiations. One may still

not then, or ever, forgive the other but there can be realization that the conflict was both shaped by character and an
inevitable trade-off (situation). Brooks’ claim on fundamental
attribution error becomes relevant here.
The Middle East Today
Due to the tensions in the Middle East which exist beyond Israel-Palestine, there is no way to analyse the conflict
ceteris paribus. What media may depict as a binary conflict
between two groups of people that condemn each other is
fallacious and insufficient for the development of efficient
solutions. New conditions in the region have appeared, posing further complications for the. Israelis, Palestinians and
their respective allies; the civil war in Syria, the Arab Uprising and what is suspected to be an Iranian nuclear program is
to name but a few. Many countries in the region have been
shattered from within: politically, socially and religiously.
This only serves to confirm this era’s changing nature of conflicts: from inter-state to intra-state. The variety of threats
from different non-state actors and the diverse interests of
these or political parties e.g. Hamas, Fatah, Assad, ISIS, Muslim Brotherhood, al-Qaida or Israeli settlers etc. create challenges for peace negotiations.
Secondly, aims to stabilize other conflicts in the Middle East involve a trade-off in terms of worsened Israeli and
Palestinian relations. For example, further action or threat of
action towards ISIS by Israel’s closest ally, the United States,
can arguably act as a further set-back in Israel-Palestine relations, particularly since Hamas has announced a “Jihad priority”. In addition, larger US sanctions towards Iran may fuel
Iranian tensions with Israel, and therefore strengthen its relation with Hamas. Likewise, progress in Israeli-Palestinian
relations involves risks of worsening conflicts beyond its own.
Hence, prospects in peace-negotiation do not solely depend
on Israel and Palestine’s relations but on the network of relationships based on national interests, priorities and values
between not only sovereign states like the US, Iran, Egypt,

Jordan and Syria but the clashing interests of groups or identities within.

“Recognizing blindness or the tragedy of the
situation...is crucial because it could result
in a different ambience in the peacenegotiations. ”
Conclusion
To conclude, both context and Shavit’s insights ought
to be considered in the process of developing solutions to the
end of stability, (for example with respect to ceasefires).
Hence, when Wallstrom reasons recognition of Palestine on
grounds such as, “I am for Israel. I am for Palestine. I am for
peace”, she neglects the contemporary context and geopolitics, which is inseparable from the conflict itself. If one considers these aspects, it becomes apparent that recognizing
Palestine as a state is an insufficient approach to the peacebuilding process, and does not constitute ‘doing your share’
for the international community. Furthermore, whether one
supports a recognition or not, it is necessary to be aware of
events that reflect the darkest side of Israel’s history. Progress towards peace does not demand forgiveness, but at least
a more impartial understanding of the conflict’s history. We
may then realize that character cannot bear the responsibility
for contemporary Israeli-Palestinian relations, and apply this
sensitivity to the peace process.
Shavit’s concluding sentences on the expelled Palestinians from Lydda captures something which is essential for
our understanding of the conflict: “Forty-five years after Zionism came into the valley in the name of the homeless, it
sent out of the Lydda Valley a column of homeless/…/So
many years have passed, and yet the column is still marching
east. For columns like the column of Lydda never stop marching.”

LISEN BACKSTRAND
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Human Rights and Security in Tunisia: An Unfinished Revolution
By Nazanine Moshiri

T

he Economist recently described Tunisia as a place
where “Hope Springs” and named it country of the year
2014.1 For the first time in four decades, Freedom House announced that Tunisia, an Arab country, has achieved the
group's “free" status.2 If one compares Tunisia to its volatile
neighbour Libya, and other “Arab Spring” countries like Syria
and Egypt, it certainly deserves its praise. Tunisia has a new
President, elected for the first time ever in a democratic poll.
It has also appointed a new unity government, and agreed on
a progressive constitution.
However, beneath Tunisia’s commendable development lie some serious concerns. Despite the progress made in
the last four years, and a flourishing media scene, a recent
report by Reporters without Borders ranked Tunisia a disappointing 133 out of 180 in the world press freedom index. 3
There are a number of documented incidents of journalist
intimidation, and the recent well-publicised jailing of blogger

“Beneath Tunisia’s commendable development
lie some serious concerns.”
Yassine Ayari. He was sentenced to one year by a military
court for “defaming” the army in his Facebook posts. Amnesty International denounced his conviction as a “gross violation of the right to freedom of expression.”4 However, this is
just one of growing concerns cited by human rights campaigners and lawyers.
On most mornings you will find Imen Triki outside
Tunisia’s highest court, situated in the country’s capital city.
A lawyer and President of Tunisia’s Freedom and Fairness
association, Imen is overwhelmed by the sheer number of
torture and abuse cases she receives every day. Some of her
clients have spent two years in jail awaiting trial. They are
among thousands of people arrested under a 2003 antiterrorism law. Campaigners claim it is unjust legislation that
ought to have been changed after the revolution. “A girl was
arrested under the anti-terrorism law, and stripped in front
of her brothers,” Imen tells me. “They were also stripped in
front of her to force them to confess. We never had this kind
of case even under the Ben Ali regime.”
In her office I speak to Amine (false name), who is
afraid of being identified. We agree to black out his face
against the bright glass window behind him, and change his
name. His brother was arrested recently on the Tunisia-Libya
border for planning to join fighters in Syria. His family insists
that he is innocent, and accuse those holding him in Tunis’
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Gorjani prison of abuse and torture. “They hit him, they beat
him, to get what they want out of him” Amine explains. “If
they want you to say I am going to Syria. Then that is exactly
what you will say.” His family live far from Tunis, and the
imprisonment of his brother has taken a financial and emotional toll. “On top of it all. They won’t charge him or apply
the law, they leave people to rot in jail, ignoring the plight of
their families outside”.
I have repeatedly tried to speak to officials at Tunisia’s
Interior Ministry about accusations of human rights violations, but they have turned down my requests. However, in
the past they did speak out on the real and constant threat
that Tunisians are facing. Tunisian authorities say that there
are around three thousand Tunisians fighting in Syria and
Iraq. Tunisia’s Foreign Minister says around 400 Tunisian
fighters have returned home.5 Local security forces are monitoring them closely as there are worries they could pose a
threat down the line. There are also groups connected to Al
Qaeda threatening to destabilise the country. In February, 32
would-be attackers were arrested, some of whom were returning from Syria. They were accused of planning
"spectacular" attacks on targets in Tunisia.6 In October last
year, five soldiers were killed when their military bus came
under fire near Algeria. Tunisia’s army and security forces are
focusing their efforts in the rugged Chaambi Mountains, in
that border region. Defence Ministry spokesperson Belhassen

“Tunisia can’t transition from dictatorship to
democracy without confronting its past. If Tunisia is truly to become a beacon of hope, then
new freedoms should not be sacrificed in this
new clamp down on security.”
Oueslati insists the army has behaved according to international human rights conventions. However, Oueslati also says
that the threat needs to be dealt with. “ These groups will try
to reach phase two, targeting civilians, which will be difficult
for them. They are in phase one, trying to gather support,
polarise society, and undermine us by targeting the security
forces to make the public doubt our abilities.”7
Thus security is clearly a concern, but campaigners say
the revolution was meant to stop using security as pretext to
carry out human rights abuses, and to give Tunisians the
means to hold their past abusers accountable. Many Tunisians have placed their hopes of an end to impunity in the
Truth and Dignity Commission (TDC), appointed by parlia-

ment last year. It has the power to investigate past crimes
dating as far back as the 1950s. Since December last year, it
has received more than three thousand allegations of abuse.
One of the people filing a complaint was Mehrezia Belabed
who says she was wrongly arrested under the rule of former
President Zine el Abidine Ben Ali.

Some observers say Tunisia can’t transition from dictatorship to democracy without confronting its past. If Tunisia is truly to become a beacon of hope, then new freedoms
should not be sacrificed in this new clamp down on security.

She accuses her state-funded interrogators of torturing
her when she was pregnant. Mehrezia had a miscarriage and
says the authorities forced her husband to divorce her, leaving her by herself to raise their children " I want the people
responsible for what happened to me, who destroyed our
lives, to be held accountable,” says Mehrezia. “They may not
end up in prison, but their names should be made public. And
they must tell us that they regret what they did. "
Tunisia’s new President Beji Caid Essebsi said he
wanted to reform the so-called transitional justice law. It is
unclear whether the new government could slow down or
even stop the process started by the Truth and Dignity Commission. Its President Sihem Bensedrine is concerned. The
funding her office needs is being restricted and she blames
the political will of those “who are in charge of leading this
country. Bensedrine calls them “the deep state” and says that
“they are not interested in accountability, they are not interested in giving the floor to these victims.”

NAZANINE MOSHIRI
is Al Jazeera’s North Africa correspondent, based in
Tunis. She has covered some of Al Jazeera English's
biggest news stories, including the Tunisian uprising in
2011, the conflict in the DRC, and the ongoing
drought in the Horn of Africa.
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Between Wealth and Poverty: The Resource Curse in Africa
By Al Imane Dodo

M

ost African countries have abundant and diverse natural resources (oil, iron, ore, etc.) that can help their
economic development. Yet, Africa remains one of the poorest regions in the world. In Nigeria, a major oil producer in
Africa, 90 percent of the population lives with less than 2$ a
day (World Bank, 2010).
But why does such a resource-rich continent remain
the poorest? Poverty has been sustained in Africa over the
past decades due to poorly managed resources. Corruption,
domestic conflicts and external intervention impede the ability of resource-rich countries to make the optimal use of their
natural resources by reducing poverty. Jeffrey Sachs, a professor at Columbia University, demonstrated in 1995 that
countries rich in resources tend to perform economically
worse than other poor countries.1
Economists explain this phenomenon as the “Dutch
disease,”2 a term coined in 1977 to define the impact of the
North Sea gas bonanza on the Netherlands. The mass inflow
of foreign exchanges resulting from exports of natural resources creates an overvaluing of African currencies. As a
result, the over-dependence on those resources makes other
key sectors to countries’ development, such as agriculture,
less competitive.
Politics and weak institutions, instead, seem to have a
greater role in perpetuating such poverty. Collier shows that
weak resource management systems in Africa result from
their poor institutions and dysfunctional democracy. As ‘Big
oil flows to Big man’, governments lack incentives to raise
revenues from taxes. This intensifies the over-reliance on
exports of natural resources as well as mistrust because people cannot hold their rulers accountable.
Corruption is pervasive in most resource-rich countries in Africa. In various cases, government officials strike
secret deals with the biggest mining companies. The wealth
generated by those resources ends up in the hands of a small
group of elites that use it for their personal interests rather
than their countries’ development. Former World Bank president, Obi Ezekwesili, estimated that Nigeria had more than
$400 billion of its oil revenue stolen or misplaced since its
independence in 1960.
Countries with poor institutions and corrupt governments are prone to armed violence due to their unequal share
of resources. As illustrated by South Sudan or the Cabinda
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region in Angola, conflicts often result
from minority groups expressing separatist feelings because they feel excluded from the benefits brought by resources. In 2011, Africa’s eight largest
oil producers were Nigeria, Angola,
Algeria, Sudan, the Republic of Congo,
Egypt, Libya and Equatorial Guinea.
These countries have all experienced
some armed conflicts or violent repressions that opposed different parties.
Besides, the attraction to easy
access of resources in countries with
poor monitoring institutions leaves
them under the control of the biggest
foreign companies. These major companies pay a low tax rate, which makes
it more difficult to raise revenues from
natural resources. Such leverage gives

“As ‘Big oil flows to Big man’,
governments lack incentives
to raise revenues from taxes.”
them the ability to break the rules with
little punishment as demonstrated by
the 6,800-recorded oil spill case in the
Niger Delta. These disasters not only
have significant environmental impact
but they leave local people emptyhanded, as their lands are no longer
viable. Exxon’s CEO André Madec says
that they “don’t like to call it oil curse”
but they prefer “government curse”. He
continues saying that “we are private
investors, and it is not in our role to tell governments how to
spend their money.”3 Thus, the major problem may be that
these companies simply deny holding responsibilities towards the countries in which they do business.
Since 2004, China has increased its presence in Africa
to secure access to the natural resources needed to maintain
its economic growth. China receives one third of its oil imports from the largest African suppliers such as Angola, Sudan and Nigeria. Chinese involvement in Africa has been attractive to the continent’s autocrats due to its policy of non-

However, local communities have questioned Chinese
efforts towards Africa’s development projects. China is often
criticised for not hiring local workers or employing them in
very bad working conditions. In Zambia, Chinese mining
companies were charged with attempted murder of protesting employees. Besides, the infrastructures built by Chinese
companies often prove to be of poor quality due to the speed
at which they are constructed and the cheap materials used.
Even though Chinese involvement has resulted in more observable benefits to Africans than Western policies, the trade
imbalances with African countries suggest the idea that China
wants to establish a form of neo-colonialism in Africa.
There is a greater need for transparency in resourcerelated deals along with effective monitoring mechanisms. As
such, civil society needs to be trained to observe deviatory
behaviour in order to prevent elites from stealing. African
governments need to stand on a tougher leg regarding their
relations to foreign investors or governments to ensure that
such deals can secure the interests of their countries. This can
only be possible with minimal corruption, meaning that a
change in elites is required. Most leading elites have been
ruling African countries for decades like in Congo or Sudan.
This will not only allow Africans to benefit from their resources but it will establish better business and investment
climates with more secure property rights.
The exploitation of newly-found resources in Ghana
and Uganda has to consider the lessons from other countries
within the broader perspective of economic development.
Angola’s oil resources still have the potential to benefit its
population if it is ‘run by a bunch of people who are concerned by their own children’s future’.
Various cases highlight that the resource curse is
avoidable. Botswana’s robust institutions at the time diamonds were discovered (1960) allowed for effectivelymanaged resources that resulted in developed social, economic and political structures in the country. Africa can benefit from its resources if governments take a more transparent and stricter approach in favour of economic development.
interference in internal affairs. This global economic power
has managed to adapt its commercial investments to fulfil its
development strategy.
China has taken a “two-pronged approach to its economic relations”4 with Africa by giving development loans to
develop infrastructures, education and health in exchange for
natural resources. Loans also entail the involvement of Chinese national companies to directly build those infrastructures.

AL IMANE DODO
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Boko Haram: Are we Marginalising the Group’s Atrocities?
By Juliette Lyons

W

hile the world has been focusing its attention on the
rise of the Islamic State (ISIS) in the Middle East, another militant Islamist group has been causing more damage
than we realise, namely Boko Haram. Founded in 2002 and
initially non-violent, the Northeast Nigerian group seeks to
establish a caliphate in the country. Its name, generally translated as “Western education is forbidden” clearly reflects its
opposition to Nigeria’s Westernisation.
Boko Haram have turned lives upside down, split up
families, looted, burned, raped, murdered and kidnapped.
The groups’ outbreaks over the last few years through gun
attacks, bombings, abductions and assassinations, have inflicted a huge terrorist threat on Western Africa. All of this, in
an attempt to overthrow the government and forbid Muslims
from taking part in any Western political or social activities.
Attacks aside, Boko Haram’s agenda includes prohibiting
voting in elections, wearing shirts and trousers or receiving
secular education, which derive from Nigeria’s British colonial influences.
The group’s atrocities have not been sufficiently emphasised in the media. This is due to a combination of the
small number of reporters stationed in the area, as well as the
Nigerian government’s lack of attention to the pressing issue,
until very recently, as we will see. The best example of this
disregard was the attack that took place in Baga around the
same time as the Charlie Hebdo attacks in Paris last month.
On January 7, 2015, our attention was focused on the dramatic chase of the Kouachi killers. Meanwhile, in Nigeria,
Boko Haram was just finishing up a three-day-long series of
mass attacks, killing up to 2000 people (Nigerian President
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Goodluck Jonathan, however, has downplayed the death toll
to around 150). This devastating act of violence is their deadliest yet.
Following the death of sixteen people in Paris, we have
seen mobilisation on social media and news platforms, high
tension and insecurity among the public, armed reinforcements deployed across France, millions flooding to the streets
for unprecedented solidarity marches, messages of support
for the victims and resistance against violence, hatred, intolerance and extremism.

“Just because Boko Haram is not considered
as much of a threat to the West as ISIS, it does
not mean the amount of suffering it is causing
should be ignored.”
Meanwhile, following the murder of 2000 people in
northern Nigeria, all we got was a notification from the BBC
on our iPhones, which were quickly put back to sleep. It only
takes this comparison of worldwide reactions to both attacks
to realise that there is something very wrong with the way
media coverage can so easily dictate our interests and in the
process, dehumanise certain people. This needs to change.
Let us recapitulate the impact and unfolding of events
since the group’s first attacks, and how they have been dealt
with nationally and internationally. Following the death of
Boko Haram’s founding cleric, Mohammed Yusuf, in 2009
the leading role was quickly taken over by the second-incommand, Abubakar Shekau, who drastically upped the

group’s violence. Severe attacks on civilians, politicians, religious leaders, military, police and the UN headquarters in
Abuja occurred between 2010 and 2011. In 2012, they had
carried out their deadliest attack thus far, taking the lives of
190 people; a figure, which as we now know was atrociously
exceeded in the Baga attacks.
In April 2014, the terrorist group kidnapped 276 girls
from the town of Chibok in the northeast state of Borno, 57 of
whom were able to escape. This provoked a huge twitter-led
and celebrity-studded international response urging for the
girls’ release under #BringBackOurGirls. However, if we look
back at the timeline of events, we realise that the hashtag only
started going viral two whole weeks after the abductions. And
within days, the novelty wore off. New hashtags took precedence and eclipsed #BringBackOurGirls. Nothing has been
heard of the kidnapped girls since.
Following the African Union’s summit in January
2015, possible solutions were drafted with regards to the
Boko Haram threat. Among these was the decision to deploy
7500 troops from neighbouring Benin, Cameroon, Chad and
Niger in the fight against the extremists. This initiative is already a big step forward considering Goodluck Jonathan’s
usual staunch reluctance to allow any form of exterior intervention to assist his troops against Boko Haram. However,

dia? Because the news is too far from home. As we have seen,
this reflects a disturbing media trend. When news is not
deemed “sexy” enough to attract controversy- however tragic
it may be - it is not worthy of attention.
Just because Boko Haram is not considered as much of
a threat to the West as ISIS, it does not mean the amount of
suffering it is causing should be ignored. There are still over
200 schoolgirls missing out there. The fact that they are missing does not mean that we should move on and forget about
them. Had this happened in Europe, we can be sure that the
abuse of violence and human rights would have made the
headlines every day until the girls were found, dead or alive.
All in all, the Boko Haram threat is still around and it
is growing. According to analysts, this threat will not disappear until the Nigerian government takes more action to reduce the region’s poverty and focuses policies on building an
education system, which could potentially gain the support of
local Muslims. This reasoning is conceivable, but such changes do not seem very likely in the near future with the current
government in power. The Western media however, could
make space amongst its sometimes less important headlines
to give more attention to the situation in Nigeria in order to
help mobilise public opinion and set the political agenda.

JULIETTE LYONS
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comments have been made suggesting that countries such as
Chad and Cameroon are acting purely for their own national
interest rather than out of benevolent aid, in order to push
Boko Haram back in Nigeria and avoid the spread of terror
into their own countries. If this really was the motive however, its success was short-lived. On February 13, 2015, Boko
Haram fighters made their first lethal attack in Chad, killing
villagers, setting houses ablaze and attacking a police station.
Again, why hasn’t this received more attention from the me-
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The Future of the African Continent
By Princess Ebi

T

he “Africa rising” story has been plagued with equal degrees of optimism and pessimism, accounting for the
increased global trade and technology investments, along
with the Ebola outbreak and regional violence tragedies in
certain regions of the continent. The story is a colourful one.
In May of last year the African Development Bank (ABD)
stipulated the GDP growth of Africa at 4.8 percent, and 5.8
percent (and this is just for Sub-Saharan Africa). These are
promising figures for a continent that has often been overlooked.1 Those figures have gone down with the outbreak of
Ebola, and domestic tragedies in countries like Nigeria, Central African Republic and South Sudan to a projected 4.4 percent GDP growth for the 2015 year. The future of the African
continent lies in the hands of its viable youth, along with political and technological mutations.
According to Kunle Elebute of KPMG Nigeria, Africa exports around $6 billion worth of coffee. The coffee is then
processed and branded in foreign countries, generating revenues of around $100 billion and leaving the African continent
on the losing end. Similarly, South Africa, a major exporter of
gold, generates less revenue from its exports than Italy does
from exporting the finished products. This helps explain why
Africa only contributes 2.7 percent of the world’s GDP. 2 The
continent has struggled to minimise the outflow of raw materials to other countries, and is yet to become self-reliant. Policies for intra-African trade and investments are leading the
way to reduce the dependency on foreign finished goods,
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which can alternatively be processed within Africa’s borders;
turning subsistence farmers to manufacturers, increasing
consumers’ spending, and thus helping the African continent
take China’s place as a manufacturing superpower.
The future of Africa cannot be discussed without mention of China’s relationship with the continent. China has
effectively utilised its capital to gain access to various economic levels of production, ranging from agriculture to diamonds.3 China has managed to establish a strong relationship with various African leaders who are determined not to
be treated as a pity project but as a real business partner benefiting from China’s resource extraction in the form of increased Foreign Direct Investments (FDI). Furthermore, China has reduced import tariffs on 60 percent of goods from
Africa,4 making it Africa’s leading trading partner. This increased FDI is a sign of confidence in Africa’s future, and
gradually Sub-Saharan Africa is moving from an exclusively
commodities-driven market to a diversified manufacturing
economy. The Africa-China relationship is teaching the Western world a lesson, not only on the future of Africa, but the
future of emerging markets, namely that trade is worth more
than aid. The Western world (particularly the US) has lost
and will continue to lose out on beneficial opportunities if
they focus on aid, and fail to liberalise trade with the African
continent. Despite increased investment headlining the African growth discourse, today there remains a gap in agricultural investment. The African continent is home to half of the

world’s fertile land and investing in farming technology, businesses, and land will provide large returns in the long-run,
not only for investors, but also for the countries affected. The
future of the African economy relies heavily on consumer
spending, and the multiplier effect that will drive the economy. A rising middle class is evident in countries like Nigeria,
where with a population of 170 million, they consume more
champagne than anywhere outside France.5

“The viability and room for growth in Africa is
enormous; the issue does not arise from lack of
ideas in the various sectors, it comes in the
form of political obstacles, and lack of financial capital, but the world is witnessing a
changing Africa, that is being led forward by
the youth.”
It is difficult to ignore the bubbling world of technology since the boom of the telecommunications industry in Africa. It is predicted that by 2016, there will be 600 million
mobile subscribers on the continent. The focus here will be
on the way in which multinational technology companies and
small technological start-ups have contributed to Africa’s
growth, and will continue to be at the frontier of its forthcoming success story. Microsoft, which can be said to have led the
way for multinationals who ventured on the continent,
launched a smartphone, 4Afrika in partnership with Huawei.
The smartphone has been targeted at university students and
budding developers to make access to world-class technology
more affordable and allow a greater number of locals to connect with the world online. Microsoft has also taken advantage of the large number of SMEs in Africa, and established a program called SME4Afrika that aims to empower
SMEs by providing free services, and putting them online to
increase their competitiveness and provide them with alternative markets for their business ideas.6 With regards to technological start-ups, Konga has created a buzz around ecommerce in the African continent, providing delivery for
electronics and fashion items for free, with an on- arrival payment service. Konga is undisputedly leading the way for Africa to match and surpass the prediction of a 40 percent increase in e-commerce by 2025. MobiPay has also made paying for goods and services easier in both agricultural and
manufacturing sectors. MobiPay has improved the efficiency
and profitability of local farmers, by giving them access to
increased market opportunities through AgriLife, another
technology service that provides farmers with information on
their input purchases, quantities, sales and projected potential.7

African politics have suffered at the hands of military
coups, electoral violence, corruption, and gross mismanagement. Countries like Ghana overestimated their projected oil
revenue and economic success, and thus attributed nearly 65
percent of total tax revenue to paying civil servants, leaving
them in debt soon after. On the positive side, the Ghanaian
government was quick to respond, and underwent drastic but
necessary measures to prevent entering a full-blown IMF bail
out by freezing public sector salaries, increasing value-added
tax rates and cutting subsidies.8 The lesson here is clear, African countries must be cautious when entering into debt and
debt negotiations. The African politician scene is changing,
and citizens are no longer tolerating overstayed dictators as
their legitimate representatives to the international community. The people of Burkina Faso, in October last year, overthrew their loathed leader Blaise Compaore in a bid to preserve the little democratic freedoms they have. In Nigeria, the
public has grown uncomfortable with the state of civil unrest
in Northern Nigeria due to the terrorist group, Boko Haram,
and for the first time since 1999, the leading political party,
People’s Democratic Party (PDP) will possibly, be voted out
of office. The rising middle class in Africa will continue to
grow and hold the government accountable, paving the way
for a new form of politics on the African continent.
The World Bank states that more than half of the region’s population is under 25 years old. The viability and
room for growth in Africa is enormous; the issue does not
arise from lack of ideas in the various sectors, it comes in the
form of political obstacles, and lack of financial capital, but
the world is witnessing a changing Africa, that is being led
forward by the youth. In the words of Dominic Barton,
“Africa represents our fastest-growing region in the world. If
you want to be relevant, you need to be part of this world.”
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Economy undergraduate student at
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Politics Society Annual General Meeting
Monday, March 23, 2015. 18:30 in Room K0.18.

Do you want to help shape the future of the Politics Society? It seems everything
in this issue is related to elections, but as a student society that aims to provide its
members with events that cater to their personal interests, running for or participating in the voting process of electing the President, Vice President and Treasurer of the society will determine the direction it will take next year. Those elected
into the executive committee will work with the standing committee in selecting
events officers and the Dialogue team. The deadline to apply for an executive position is Friday, March 20, 2015, and applications for other positions will open
shortly after the new executive committee is elected. We highly encourage you to
get involved in any manner possible, so watch out for more updates on how can
do so on our Facebook page!

KCLSU Elections 2015-2016
Participate in electing next
year’s student officers. Voting
period begins Monday, March
16 at 10:00 and closes on Thursday, March 19 at 17:00. Make
sure you vote to get your voice
heard!
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