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Welcome to the first issue of this academic year. 
 
My name is Raneen Farooq and I am the new 
Editor-in-Chief of Dialogue. Having served the journal previously 
as Managing Creative Editor, I am excited to take on a larger role 
this year. 
 
Firstly, we at Dialogue would like to thank Sarah Chitson for doing 
a wonderful job designing the cover of this issue. We would also 
like to thank the Department of Political Economy for supporting 
the publication of our journal.  
 
Since this year marks the 100th anniversary of the Russian 
Revolution, we have selected the theme of ‘revolution’ to start the 
year. In this issue, you will find an exploration of the theme 
throughout, and in our brand new ‘features’ section. For this issue, 
we have featured two articles: one discussing the relevance of the 
Bolshevik revolution today, and the other exploring the global 
phenomenon of populism. 
 
I hope that you enjoy reading this issue. If you have any topics you 
would like to see covered in the future, or if you would like to 
contribute to future issues, please contact us at 
kcldialogue@gmail.com. 
 

Happy reading and warm thank you,  
____________ 
Raneen Farooq 
Editor-in-chief
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FEATURES 

‘Us vs Them’. Who are the Populist Politicians Trying to Protect Us 
Against? 
By Laura Sánchez Carboneras 

When Donald Trump decided to run for president he must 
surely have been convinced his victory could change the 
way politics was done – for better or for worse. Similarly, 
there was no doubt for Nigel Farage’s that his advocacy to 

leave the European Union could shake the old continent’s 
international relations scenario.  

However, both were unaware of  the full consequences of  
their actions. What Nigel Farage and President Trump 
ignored was the fact that they were opening the door to the 
debate on populism, to the extent that some countries 
named it word of  the year. Populism is here to stay.  

At a glance, populist leaders such as Donald Trump or 
Nigel Farage do not seem to have much in common with 
others such as Pablo Iglesias or Alexis Tsipras, as their 
backgrounds highly differ. Yet they are often classified in 
the same populist party cluster as they do share the wish to 
protect the ‘people’ against the ‘establishment’. To align 

people, they claim to have put their ideological differences 
aside. 

The feeling that democracy is failing has spread around the 
globe. Common people believe they have been forgotten 

b y t h e m a i n s t r e a m p a r t i e s , s o 
dissatisfaction has become the norm. 
People who felt as the silent majority, the real 
people and the 99% have found hope in the 
words of  populist leaders. All over the 
world, people’s votes have demonstrated 
trust towards these different leaders – 
despite the vague their policies are.   

But whom are exactly the populists trying 
to protect us against? Who are the 
establishment? I believe the answers to 
these questions are essential not only to 
determine their ideological positioning but 
also to understand their policies. 

When approaching this phenomenon, we 
can find multiple descriptions in the press. 
´Populists leaders will tell you what you want to 
hear´ or ´they will make promises they cannot 
fulfil´ are among journalists’ favorite 
definitions. Furthermore, politicians 
themselves love to use this word to attack 
their opponents. And those so-called 
populists will undoubtedly reject this 
characterisation. All these descriptions 
contribute to the making of  the word as a 
pe jorat ive ter m. And that makes 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g i t e v e n m o r e 
complex. Academics offer us more precise 
definitions, although these are frequently 
contested. Cas Mudde defines it as a ‘thin 
ideology’ –as it can be combined with 
other ‘macro’ ideologies (liberalism, 

socialism)– that understands ‘society to be 
ultimately separated into two homogeneous 

and antagonistic groups: “the pure people” 
versus “the corrupt elite” and which argues that politics 
should be an expression of  the volonté générale (general will) 
of  the people’.  

But populism makes a controversial ideology, as it lacks 
both followers and leaders who define themselves as such 
for this reason, populism can also be approached as a 
political communication style. The emphasis is then on the 
difference between the ‘pure people’ and ‘the others’, 
group that can be understood in two non-exclusionary 
forms: anti-elitist groups and anti-out-groups, such as 
immigrants. However, to ease the discussion, these 
approaches are often understood as complementary.    
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The second element of  populism (‘the elites’), often 
overlooked, plays an essential role to answer the questions 
above. Paying attention to the language used in electoral 
manifestos it is possible to detect who the elites. Let’s take, 
Spain and the United Kingdom’s populists parties –
Podemos and UKIP, respectively– manifestos. 

In the 2015 General Elections, UKIP achieved its highest 
voting rate. For this reason, I will focus in their manifesto 
for the mentioned year. Despite opposing NHS 
privatisation, promising not to cut current childcare 
benefits and suggesting fairer funding of  public pensions; 
in other parts of  their manifesto it is possible to identify a 
set of  measures targeted to reduce the size of  Westminster 
institutions and the following extract: 

UKIP’s definition of  people is closely linked to the British 
people, whose traditions they defend. Indeed, welfare 
provisions are targeted only at them. With this they create 
an ‘out-group’ who do not deserve to be among the pure 
people: immigrants. Those 
who believe immigration 
and multiculturalism is a 
benef ic ia l process are 
targeted as cosmopolitan 
elites: 

On the con t r a r y, fo r 
Podemos the elites are 
composed of  two groups 
which they describe as ‘the 
powerful’, according to their 
2016 manifesto. The first 
group is the corrupted 
political establishment, that 
has proven the need for the 
model agreed during the 
S p a n i s h t r a n s i t i o n t o 
democracy to be updated. Podemos believes more public 
participation is needed, and they describe the EU deficit 
repayments plan as unrealistic. 

Podemos deem the second group to be banks, responsible 
for the speculative practices conducted before the crisis 
that caused the European bailout that citizens have had to 

repay. Podemos therefore believe it would be fairer to tax 
banks instead of  people to repay that bailout: 

Big companies are also attacked in their manifesto. But 
their focus goes beyond big companies. They believe more 
labour participation in management is needed in any sized 
enterprise – in line with communist thought. They also 

promise to bring back to the public sector all privatised 
contracts, a clearly anti-neoliberal policy: 

We will bring back the competences that have been 
privatised or outsourced, and our decision-making will be 
inspired in the common good and general interests 
principles (translated). 

Therefore, it is possible to identify an ideological element 
on the different perspectives of  establishment, despite 
populist movements claim to be beyond left and right. 
Left-wing populist parties include corrupted politicians, 
banks and businesses as the establishment; whereas right-
wing populist parties only include politicians and 

metropolitan people, who they 
consider to favour ‘out-groups’. 
These groups are those populist 
parties are trying to protect us 
against – and herein lies a hint 
of  what their policies will look 
like.  

To u n d e r s t a n d w h o t h e 
populists are trying to protect us 
a g a i n s t i s n e c e s s a r y t o 
understand what is populism 
and how each party defines the 
different groups they filter 
society through. Only after done 
this, we can decide if  it is really 
worth to join their revolution. 

And again, only after done this, we can start planning 
answers to the many challenges public policy has ahead.  

LAURA SÁNCHEZ CARBONERAS is a MA Public 
Policy graduate, with a particular interest in political communication 
and populism. 

“UKIP will […] fund our 
public spending proposals 

by sharp reductions in 
spending on specified 

public-sector programmes” 
(emphasis added).  

“The liberal metropolitan elite 
often tells us patriotism is wrong, 

that it is something to be 
discouraged. We are told we 

should be ashamed of  our past; 
that we must apologise for it. 

Hints are dropped that wanting 
to celebrate “Britishness” is an 
act that touches on extremism”. 

“We will promote a ‘solidarity 
tax’ for private financial 

institutions […] in order to 
repay progressively the 

quantities that this sector has 
received from public funding 

(translated).”
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One can often come across the opinion that the real 
implications of  the “Great October Socialist Revolution” 
are yet to be seen; its aims yet to be achieved. This 
immediately brought to my mind the Nietzsche’s bitterly 
poetic declaration that ‘if  you gaze long enough into the 
abyss, the abyss will gaze back into you’. Now, if  the 
temporal and spatial distance from a particular event is the 
natural ally of  its romanticization, this approach is 
completely inadmissible in any serious historical inquiry. 
For no history is just history. The objective knowledge of  
the monster’s past habits shall help us recognize the 
creature that craves to devour us today.  

Of  course, the conceptual categorization of  the events that 
took place in Russia in 1917 cannot, in itself, reveal before 
us what it is to be avoided now and aimed at in the future. 
Our venture here is far more restricted, but it will hopefully 
contribute to the disclosure of  the ‘specter of  
communism’, to the exposure of  its quite lonesome face. 
To avoid gazing into the abyss, one must first sense its 
cold, callous breath.   

Russian proletariat 

When we think of  a revolution, we understand a popular 
uprising against the governing authorities. In that sense, if  
we are to consider a socialist revolution, we would certainly 
need a large mass of  malcontent working-class people, i.e. 
proletariat. But in the year of  1917, the Russian social-
demographic picture looked different: about 85% of  the 
population belonged to the peasantry, with the working 
class constituting less than 10 percent. 

 How does a proletarian revolution take place in a country 
that barely has any proletariat? Vladimir Lenin, whose 
political skills were outstanding, had a solution. Leninism, 
unlike Marxism, holds that the working class must unite 
with the peasantry in their march towards communism. 
The Bolsheviks’ leader promised to the peasants that the 
land will be distributed among them. In its essence, this 
represents bourgeois ideals.  

Without it, however, Lenin would have been unable to hold 
to power for long. Rosa Luxemburg was right (from the 
communist’s perspective) to criticize this move as 
detrimental for the future of  communism. After the 
“revolution”, Lenin did fulfill his promise and handed out 
the land to the peasantry (Stalin collectivized it between 
1928 and 1940). The main concern for us here is that the 
most numerous part of  the 1917 Russian society did not 
oppose (with some notable exceptions from the Civil War) 
the Bolsheviks due to mere bourgeois contentment, not 
because of  a widespread communistic spirit. vvvHow does 
a proletarian revolution take place in a country that barely 
has any proletariat? Vladimir Lenin, whose political skills 

were outstanding, had a solution. Leninism, unlike 
Marxism, holds that the working class must unite with the 
peasantry in their march towards communism. The 
Bolsheviks’ leader promised to the peasants that the land 
will be distributed among them. In its essence, this 
represents bourgeois ideals.  

Without it, however, Lenin would have been unable to hold 
to power for long. Rosa Luxemburg was right (from the 
communist’s perspective) to criticize this move as 
detrimental for the future of  communism. After the 
“revolution”, Lenin did fulfill his promise and handed out 
the land to the peasantry (Stalin collectivized it between 
1928 and 1940). The main concern for us here is that the 
most numerous part of  the 1917 Russian society did not 
oppose (with some notable exceptions from the Civil War) 
the Bolsheviks due to mere bourgeois contentment, not 
because of  a widespread communistic spirit. 

Oh, Fortuna! 

The 8th of  March 1917 (23th of  February - Julian 
calendar). Perhaps, nobody was yet aware that what later 
became known as the February Bourgeois Democratic 
Revolution had just started a sequence of  events so 
dramatic that only 8 months after its beginning, a group of  
radicals would utterly shift the historical watercourse and 
paint its flow in red, bloody red.  

Before we cast our eyes on the October events, we would 
need to delineate a general background picture. The 
February Revolution was the first significant democratic 
success of  the Russian people (the 1905 Revolution did not 
overturn the monarchy). Prior to that event, Russia had 
always been an incredibly centralized system. But despite 
of  the successful revolution the political chaos that 
followed proved that Russia was not prepared for a 
democratic regime. Democracy demands long democratic 
traditions; which Russia was far from having. This 
historical inevitability led to the so-called dual power: 
situation in which the rule of  the state was de jure shared 
between the official but weak Provisional Government and 
the Soviets, but was de facto little more an dry kindling, 
waiting for a match to be struck. 

Why Fortuna? Well, after the revolution of  February the 
social support for the Bolsheviks was not striking. In fact, 
although the most influential parties belonged to the 
socialistic political spectrum, the far left was a minority in 
the Soviets, and the general disposition did not imply 
radicalization. What made it possible for the Leninists to 
take over was, to a huge extent, pure chance. 

Firstly, the lack of  a strong government to withdraw Russia 
from the First World War and settle democratic elections 
made it easy for the highly organized Bolshevik party to 

Dialogue|Features 

October 1917 – coup d’etat with revolutionary consequences 
By Konstantin Tumanov 
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take control of  the situation.  Even that, however, didn’t 
prove sufficient for the communists. After their protests 
in July, Lenin had to flee to Finland to avoid being 
arrested. A good evidence for the low prospects in 
front of  the Bolsheviks at the time was the increased 
pessimism of  their leader while in exile. A whim of  fate 
paved the way for the extremists in August. General 
Kornilov attempted a counter-revolutionary coup. It 
was unsuccessful, but managed to stir the public fear of  
restoration of  the monarchy. Lenin felt his moment had 
arrived.  

“The world-shaking Bolshevik revolution came 
strangely, almost imperceptibly… Small bands of  
soldiers and sailors marched casually about the capital… 
Petrograd’s conservative newspapers which came out 
that day as usual did not even report that a revolution 
had taken place…” This account of  the case by the 
American journalist John Reed clearly illustrates the 
nature of  the October events. No revolution is quiet 
and imperceptible. The Bolsheviks barely face 
any opposition, but their seizure of  power 
occurs without notable social turmoil. Not some 
great revolutionary potential lead to the success 
of  the communists. The combination of  a lack 
of  a firm government and the Bolsheviks’ 
significant militarization and agility made the red 
coup possible.  

The revolution is dead. Long live the 
revolution!  

In reality, there has never been a Bolshevik 
revolution. When going through the personal 
notes of  both Lenin and Trotsky, one will 
discover that they have either used the term 
“coup” or “insurrection” when referring to what 
the Soviet propaganda later solemnly named 

“The Great October Socialist 
Revolution”.  

Perhaps the most illustrative 
historical fact about the October 
incident is the Constituent 
Assembly election result from 
the 25th of  November 1917. 
This election, planned earlier by 
the Provisional Government, 
occurred 2 months later than it 
was meant to. The Bolsheviks, 
already in power, believed it 
would consolidate their strength 
and so allowed it to be free. To 
the i r surpr i se , they were 
seriously defeated by the much 
more modera te Soc ia l i s t -
Re v o l u t i o n a r i e s . L e n i n ’s 
disregard of  the popular vote 
became clear when on 19 

January 1918 he dissolved the 
Assembly after its majority had denied the Bolsheviks’ 
idea of  a Soviet republic.  

A phony revolution dug the grave of  the real one – that 
from February. The hope for democracy, peace and 
bread was wiped out by the world’s deadliest civil war, 
with an estimation of  7 to 12 million casualties. “A tiny 
band of  quarrelling conspirators”, as the historian J. L. 
Gaddis calls the Bolsheviks, managed to choke up the 
Russian revolution. The consequences of  the red coup 
were, out of  question, revolutionary: the first and, 
perhaps, most dreadful totalitarian state was established; 
its abyss devoured millions of  lives.  

KONSTANTIN TUMANOV is a second year Philosophy, 
Politics, and Economics student at KCL. His main interests are 
in the theoretical field, in particular, that of  philosophy and arts.  

“The revolution 
is dead. Long 

live the 
revolution!” 

Dialogue|Features 
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EMERGING SECURITIES  

The man behind the curtain: a not so revolutionary approach towards 
North Korean tensions 
by Daron Robinson

Our focus with this article is to provide a character 
analysis of  Kim Jong Un to give a deeper 
understanding of  his motivations and possible 
solutions. To do this we will be examining his life and 
interests before reaching power, which though 
ostensibly bizarre is unexpectedly ordinary and gives a 
strong indication of  what he is like. Though one may 
not think that the approach we are taking is 
revolutionary, but with the current rhetoric of  
sanctions and violence we would beg to differ. With 
this we will be giving a summary of  his formative 
years, analysing the scarce information we must build 
an image of  his character, discussing his goals based 
on this, and looking at what type of  agreement, if  any, 
could be proposed to de-escalate tensions. We are 
proposing that despite the punditry and speculation 
surrounding Kim Jong Un 
he is not a highly complex 
individual, as such he is 
subject to specific human 
wants that could be used 
to reach the de-escalation 
of  the situation through a 
multilateral agreement.   

If  were to describe a 
yo u n g t e en a g e r i n to 
ba ske tba l l , s n e ake r s , 
movies, and video games 
no one would bat an eyelid. Why would they? It 
describes millions of  people across the globe. Yet, 
these were the things an ex-classmate of  Kim Jong Un 
described his interests as when reminiscing about his 
time with the North Korean leader. As a teenager, he 
was educated at a school in Switzerland occupying a 
large apartment with staff  that would help take care 
of  him. By most means, he was a relatively average 
teenage boy: shy with girls, not great with the sciences 
but good with music, had a fondness for his home 
country, and was very, very into basketball. He would 
follow the NBA, Michael Jordan, and own expensive 
sneakers; it seems to be mentioned in every account 
of  him during his formative years. We see him 
continue this passion for basketball with his friendship 
with Dennis Rodman, who originally visited North 
Korea with Vice media. Despite all this luxury he was 
also subject to quite a strict routine, not being allowed 
to go out at night or to parties. Yet, with this we also 
see a darker side emerge from his time in Switzerland. 
It is reported that during his teenage years Kim Jong 

Un had a temper, snapping at his domestic servant for 
serving cold spaghetti. Another incident from a 
similar time was recently reported where he yelled 
abuse at his then girlfriend because she had the 
audacity to suggest that he should stop smoking. 
These trends have continued as the leader to be took 
his position as head of  the nation. We see a surge in 
excess and luxury without regard for the 
consequences or the opportunity loss in combination 
with more and more aggression as time goes on. 
Evidenced by his brazen development of  the North 
Korean missile programme in  

the face of  sanctions and supposed large 
consumption of  high-end alcohol and cheese. The 
previous paragraph may sound like tabloid gossip but 

these things come together 
t o f o r m a c o h e r e n t 
character analysis. We see a  
yo u n g b oy w h o wa s  
groomed from a  

from a young age, instilled 
with party ideology and a 
passion for his motherland 
while being educated in 
Switzerland, living with the 
help of  staff. To a point, 
he lived a normal life 

insofar as his interests were 
the same as any other youth of  that era. Yet, it is the 
combination of  both these things that we can see how 
he differs from the typical person and the 
consequences of  this. His passion for things like 
basketball and media were not reflected by posters 
and maybe a jersey or game on his birthday, as it is for 
most, but instead by expensive sneakers and expensive 
electronics that other kids his age could only dream 
of. With this, he lived with staff  that helped 
accommodate for him, cater to his whims from within 
his prison-like apartment. One can immediately see 
two main consequences from this. The first is that 
throughout his life he is continuously spoiled, making 
for someone that is naturally not used to getting their 
way. As such, they are not used to things going wrong 
or not going their way, which is evident from past 
accounts of  his life in conjunction with his current 
lavish lifestyle. It makes sense that he would snap at 
his cook if  he is used to everything being perfect and 
already cranky because he cannot go out at night. 

“Is this strategy likely to be 
implemented? Looking at the 

current leadership in the White 
House, it is more likely that the 
author of  this article would win 
the 2019 Miss World pageant.” 
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Moving on, the second is that he has a complex 
relationship with his homeland. The land has given 
him many privileges but at the same time constricted 
many of  his most important teenage years, unable to 
go out and socialize to the same extent as his 
classmates. This repression could be seen to manifest 
itself  now that he has taken power; a life without prior 
constrictions with more excess and luxury, while the 
people under his regime live under repression and 
scarcity. Taking this into consideration we can build a 
more nuanced picture of  the North Korean leader. It 
is one not of  the mad genius or a hackneyed James 
Bond villain but instead of  an individual who is ill-
fitted and pushed into the role of  leader, having been 
pushed through education and training before taking 
power at around 30. Following this we can see that 
Kim Jong Un is almost wholly a product of  the 
previous North Korean 
regime and a life of  
unchecked luxury; an 
individual who had they 
drawn a different place in 
the birth lottery would 
have likely not found 
himself  in the same 
position he finds himself  
in today.    

Having this image of  
Kim Jong Un allows a 
greater understanding of  
how he operates and the 
th ink ing behind h is 
action. Unlike what some 
pundits might say he is 
not a master tactician, far 
from it, we believe that 
the background and 
character analysis we 
have put forward show 
this. Though he may have 
advisors who may be more tactful in their attitudes 
and preferred way of  dealing with things we must 
remember that Kim Jong Un is the playmaker. He is 
the ultimate authority on what happens, as is the case 
in a dictatorship, as such his advisors, like other actors, 
are walking on eggshells. This means that while there 
may be a degree of  influence from advisors it is not a 
major contributor to the equation, as they are limited 
in what they are able to contribute. Therefore, for the 
most part, when dealing with North Korea we must 
deal with mostly Kim Jong Urn’s sensibilities as an 
individual and an inexperienced leader. As an 

individual used to dealing with few limits on his power 
internally or during his childhood his temperament is 
such where he despises when things go wrong, 
making him susceptible to fits of  rage when being 
denied things. Naturally, this makes him unpredictable, 
one does not act or think critically when overwhelmed 
in emotion. Meaning that when another authority 
attempts to curb his actions the most likely response 
will be to take a contrarian stance. To deny whoever 
challenges him in attempt to reaffirm his own 
authority and autonomy even if  it is counterintuitive 
to his own well-being. We see this with continued 
North Korean missile tests and other acts of  
grandstanding like posing with weapons and fake 
videos showing their supposed military capabilities 
throughout the years. Taking this into account, we can 
see that what Kim Jong Un ultimately wants is to have 

his own authority recognised, to have a seat at the 
adult’s table, to not have to deal with checks and 
balances. His priority is to maintain his lifestyle and 
his power, for it to grow, to be recognised as the 
leader he portrays himself  to be through North 
Korean State Media: someone who can do what they 
want whenever they want without fear of  what others 
may say or do.    

Moving forward, thinking about strategies of  how to 
deal with North Korea as they grow in volatility and in 
military capability, countering force with more brute 
force may not be the best thing to do. Piling on 

Dialogue|Emerging Securities 
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sanctions upon sanctions in conjunction with the 
threat to ‘totally destroy’ North Korea will only add to 
Kim Jong Urn’s internal legitimacy and strengthen his 
resolve to escalate the situation to reassert his own 
authority. Further escalating a situation with a 
capricious dictator whose country’s military power has 
grown above expectation in a relatively short period 
of  time does not sound like a good idea, particularly 
when the safety of  allies and major economic powers 
a re a t s t ake. Converse ly, 
appeasement is not the solution 
either. Kim Jong Un will likely 
abuse the leverage given to him 
in good confidence to further 
his own position of  power, 
demanding more concessions, 
conceding ground without 
gaining anything in return. Both 
extremes of  dealing with the 
situation will worsen the situation. A more measured 
approach could prove to be fruitful in improving 
cooperation and reaching a beneficial goal. With this, 
we are suggesting de-escalation through mutual 
compromise and multiple actors acting as checks and 
balances to make sure every party is acting 
accordingly. This, to an extent, has been tried before 
with the Agreed Framework. It was agreed that North 
Korea would shut down their nuclear reactor in return 
for two nuclear power plants that would provide 
electricity and make it much harder to get the 
plutonium for bombs. In addition to this, North 
Korea would also receive enough oil to keep them 
going while the new reactors getting built. This was all 
to This was all in an effort to dissuade them from 
getting the necessary materials for a nuclear weapon 
and maintaining regular diplomatic relations going. 
However, multiple parties were late or were delayed in 
fulfilling their obligations. Oil shipments were late and 
the reactors were delayed. With that, North Korea 
kept working on enriching uranium, gaining more 
leverage with time as their military capabilities 
increasing. Taking this into account we can learn from 
the past by using intermediaries to make sure 
everything goes to plan and to find a mutually 

beneficial result that will help de-escalate tensions. 
Using North Korean allies to help negotiate and 
independent actors to provide checks could help with 
this. Furthermore, it is far more likely that we reach 
de-escalation if  we are able to come to an agreement 
where everyone, for lack of  a better term, ‘looks 
good’, where Kim Jong Un is allowed to be seen as 
gaining something even though he would be making 
tangible sacrifices that would be checked by other 

actors. 

From Kim Jong Urn’s background, we can see that he 
is not the mastermind he is portrayed to be, under the 
analysis we have given he is, in fact, quite a 
straightforward individual. He is an individual that 
desperately wants his own way, commanding authority 
and seeking legitimacy, he is someone that is not used 
to not getting his own way and who wants to preserve 
his own power. In dealing with someone of  his 
disposition one cannot be too soft or too forceful, 
there must be a carefully calculated approach to 
prevent further escalation and breakdown in 
diplomatic relations. This could be reached through 
multilateral agreement whereby one could use Kim 
Jong Urn’s character and wants to their advantage in 
providing the opportunity to be seen to be gaining 
authority while seceding leverage and power. For the 
moment, the specifics of  this fabled agreement are 
unknown, likely to be written about by is more likely 
that the author of  this article would win the 2019 Miss 
World pageant. Is this analysis and approach towards 
diplomacy revolutionary? No, not really, but given the 
status quo, it might as well be. 

DAN ROBINSON is a third-year international 
development student at King’s College London. 
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“Both extremes of  
dealing with the situation 
will worsen the situation.”  

A stone’s throw away: How Ukraine serves as a harrowing reminder of  
revolution for the West  
By Alberto Polimeni 

The world is experiencing one of  the longest periods 
of  peace in human history. Countries are not, for the 

most part, at war with each other. As cooperation and 
globalization expand it seems this trend may stay. 
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International Relations scholars after the Second 
World War might have attributed this to a change in 
human nature and politicians now may claim it’s the 
result of  a post-ideological world, but, in reality, the 
same brutality that existed in the first half  of  the 20th 
century still exists today. One does not have to look 
too far to see it, in fact, it happens nearby, in mainland 
Europe. Most news we hear about Ukraine tends to 
be about Russian expansionism in general, or an 
article telling us things are getting worse. This is 
strange, considering it is the deadliest conflict in 
Europe in nearly two decades. To shine greater light 
on the revolution, this article will explain its causes, its 
escalation into civil war, and how foreign powers 
factor into the conflict. Arguing that revolution is 
never far away, and with the right set of  factors, any 
tense situation can rapidly escalate to the point of  
revolt. 

Revolutions have done a good job of  
teaching us that the line between order 
and disorder is blurry at best. In 1848, 
previously stable and hegemonic 
European states found themselves 
engulfed in revolution almost overnight, 
which changed the governance and 
future of  each state in uncountable ways. 
It is easy for us to separate ourselves 
from these outbreaks of  violence, 
claiming they come from desperate, 
unique, and oppressive circumstances. 

Instead, Ukraine has become a melting 
pot for the problems of  the West, one in which they 
can fester and propagate. America’s “Fake News” 
epidemic, rising far-right, and ethnic divides are taken 
to their extremes. As Europe looks to address the 
shortcomings of  the European Union, increasing 
Euroscepticism, the gradual trend towards 
authoritarianism, and Russian encroachment, these 
features are all on full display from Kiev to Donetsk, 
and in all the oblasts in between. Revolution in 
Ukraine did not start in a vacuum, but through the 
same issues we face in the ostensibly peaceful West.   

During the 21st century, Ukraine has undergone two 
revolutions. In many ways, the Euromaidan 
Revolution of  2014 was a repeat of  the 2004 Orange 
Revolution. Protesters accused the same politician, 
Viktor Yanukovych, of  the same crimes; corruption, 
human rights violations, and the erosion of  
democracy. In 2004, the revolution led to the creation 
of  a constitution, which sought to reduce corruption 
and enable greater democratization. In 2014, 
protesters demanded a return to that constitution. 

One great difference remains: The Orange Revolution 
was peaceful and led to the first fair election in 
Ukrainian history. Ten years later, the country is in a 
civil war. 

To understand how they led to different outcomes, it 
is important to look at how they developed. It is easy 
to follow Western rhetoric blaming Russia for 
instability. Russia shares a lot of  the blame, but to 
place it wholly on them would ignore major 
shortcomings on behalf  of  the Ukrainian government 
and Europe. Viktor Yanukovych became president in 
2010. It was his rigged 2004 victory that instigated the 
Orange Revolution, and six years later he was back to 
his usual antics. He passed laws eliminating 
democratic checks and compromised the judiciary. 
Resentment slowly grew. The critical juncture for 
revolution was Yanukovych’s last-minute rejection of  
an agreement creating closer ties with the EU. The 

western part of  Ukraine, dominated by ethnic 
Ukrainians, supported the agreement, hoping it would 
boost their economy by moving closer to becoming a 
European state. The East, however, populated by 
predominantly Russian speakers holds a mostly 
agricultural economy, which the EU agreement largely 
ignored, creating problems as Russia had offered 
Ukraine an economic package that would subsidize 
Russian areas. The rejection of  the EU agreement 
divided the country along ethnic and geographic lines, 
leading to protests. 

In 2004, European negotiators quickly mediated the 
issue but failed to follow through and enforce it for 
two reasons. Firstly, the agreement did not provide 
Yanukovych amnesty for potential crimes. During 
protests, dozens of  students had been shot by riot 
police. Without any assurance, Yanukovych could have 
been tried for these actions. Secondly, the Ukrainian 
far-right had spent years growing and collecting arms. 
Opposing the peace agreement, they opened fire on 
protesters and policemen. Fearing the opposition and 
their weapons, Yanukovych fled to Russia, leaving 

“A horde of  murderous 
Nazis was not what the 

West had in mind when it 
sought to oppose Putin” 
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Ukraine leaderless. Opposition groups took power and 
installed an interim government. Owing to the 
growing divide between EU and Russian supporters, 
the new government passed laws removing Russian as 
the country’s second language and attempted to 
consolidate power in the East. The East felt 
persecuted and began fighting back, taking control of  
government buildings, supporting separatism and 
Russian unification. The new government quickly 
responded, conducting their own atrocities in the East, 
prompting Russian intervention. 

Russia also played a role in provoking this revolution. 
With this, it is important to draw a distinction between 
Putin’s imperial and defensive acts. Russia’s annexation 
of  Crimea is often touted as a prime example of  
Putin’s desire to conquer, and at the time warranted 
unfavourable comparisons. However, it becomes more 
rational with further explanation. Russia currently has 
a major military base in Sevastopol. Seeing anti-
Russian rhetoric consuming the Ukrainian government 
combined with acts of  violence likely made him fear 
that they would attempt to take over Crimea and expel 
the Russian soldiers. The Crimean port acts as one of  
Russia’s main defences against mainland Europe and 
losing it would allow European and NATO troops to 
move much closer to Russia.   

That is not to say that Russia is guiltless in stoking the 
conflict. Putin has adopted a strategy known as 
“hybrid war”, attacking countries with propaganda and 
cyber-attacks to weaken their defences and create 
unrest. Putin started moving in on Ukraine before the 
protests of  2014 using “Fake News”. This consisted 
of  the propagation of  Russian news sources in 
Eastern Ukraine, having them lie to the population, 
with the intention of  creating divisions. After Russian 
was removed as the second national language, Eastern 
media reported that Russian would be banned and that 
schools teaching in Russian would be shut down. 
Neither of  these happened, but for many people, 
these were the only news sources they received and 
had no reason to doubt it. Divisions already existed 

between the East and West, but propaganda created 
the perception that the East was being attacked and 
that protection would only come by taking up arms. 

Eventually, it even became a self-fulfilling prophecy. In 
2013, Russian media began reporting that hundreds of  
Russian Ukrainian refugees were fleeing to Russia. 
When immigration agencies were questioned by 
journalists they admitted that no refugees had come. 
Despite this, they were still ordered by the government 
to begin setting up camps for refugees. A year later 
violence erupted and thousands of  refugees came 
pouring into Russia. 

How does a revolution go on to becoming a civil war? 
There is a town in the East named Pesky, on the 
border dividing pro-government and pro-Russian 
forces, where the locals refuse to talk to the media. 
When separatists hear reporters are in the area, they 
begin shelling it. It is almost as if  there is no reason to 
have war unless someone sees it. However, this is not 
the case everywhere. After revolutions begin, often, 
both sides begin to engage in a race to the bottom, 
committing atrocities to gain military advantages and 
pre-empt attacks. It is intuitive for the West to support 
the pro-Ukra in ian s ide, rebuking Russ ian 
encroachment, but that does not adequately address 
the complexity of  the situation. There are four key 

pro-government actors. 
F i r s t l y, t h e Ukr a in i an 
g o v e r n m e n t , s e v e r e l y 
underfunded, relying on 
inefficient conscription and 
small volunteer groups. 
Secondly, Far-right groups, 
who have been the most 
effective at securing large 
s w a t h e s o f  t e r r i t o r y. 
However, these groups 
largely consist of  Neo-Nazis, 

who proudly brandish swastikas from their tanks as 
they ride into battle. A horde of  murderous Nazis was 
not what the West had in mind when it sought to 
oppose Putin. Finally, Chechen Jihadist fighters, who 
have come to Ukraine seeking retribution for years of  
Russian oppression. Anti-government forces are just 
as varied. On the other side, not every group is pro-
Russian, many only support secession and 
independence for East Ukraine. There are also 
Chechen Loyalist and Communist groups, who receive 
large Russian funding. Most important, however, are 
the 9-12,000 Russian troops who are unofficially 
fighting. This has allowed Russia to set up missile 
launching stations capable of  hitting Central Europe 
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“No side has been able to take a 
serious advantage, and the more time 

progresses, the more it likes like 
Ukraine could turn into a theatre for a 

NATO-Russia proxy war” 
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in Ukrainian strongholds. The war is no longer just 
East vs. West. 

NATO has looked for a way to end hostilities without 
conceding power to Russia or supporting an 
unfavourable alternative, their only palatable anti-
Russian option being the Ukrainian government. This 
seems ineffective as Ukraine starts turning to policies 
recently laid out in Hungary and Poland. President 
Petrol Poroshenko is eroding freedom of  expression, 
blocking access to Russian media and social networks, 
and forcibly silencing those who accuse the 
government of  being corruption rather than tackling 
it. Whatever Ukrainian democracy existed, is quickly 
eroding. Past this,NATO has taken efforts to deter 
Russia. The recently approved Enhanced Forward 
Presence put NATO troops in Estonia, Latvia, 
Lithuania, and Poland. NATO have also conducted 
war games and training on the Ukrainian border. At 
best, these will stop Putin from expanding for now 
but provides few assurances for the future. At worst, 
they increase the possibility of  accidental war breaking 
out between Russia and NATO. The West has also 
imposed sanctions on Russia. These have been 
ineffective. Putin has deferred many of  the harm to 
some of  the most disenfranchised and distanced parts 
of  the country by instituting crippling austerity, 
slashing public spending and pensions for people in 
these areas. Moreover, he successfully portrays 
sanctions as an example of  the West’s hatred to 
Russia, emboldening domestic support for 
expansionism. 

To stop Putin’s involvement in Ukraine we must 
understand his motives. At times, we fall into the trap 
of  building foreign leaders as evil or irrational because 
we consider them enemies. We develop a superficial 
understanding of  their motives and base our opinions 
on fear or hatred. Even otherwise crazy leaders often 
must moderate their foreign policy as being a true 
madman would likely lead other countries to retaliate 
brutally. This is even truer when it comes to nations 
with nuclear weapons. Putin’s actions may be immoral, 
confrontational, and threaten the West, but we must 
not let that distract us from his real ambitions. In his 
book World Order, Henry Kissinger claims that Putin 
is the result of  Russia being historically surrounded by 
enemies, warding off  attacks, being condemned to 
weakness and poverty. Though Europe may not seek 
to attack Russia, Putin feels as though that may 
change, and Russia must be prepared. Turning 
Georgia, Ukraine, and Estonia into satellite states 
would protect and strengthen Russia. Departing from 
Kissinger, it is it is possible that Putin resents Europe 
for excluding Russia, and wishes to establish a 

Eurasian balance of  power. Putin was a high-ranking 
member of  the KGB around the time the USSR 
began collapsing. He saw the USSR collapse and likely 
blames the West for this, so he could be also 
motivated by nationalism, pride and a Cold War 
inspired animosity towards Europe and the US. If  
true, this could mean he also looks to turn Russia back 
into the empire it once was. possible that Putin resents 
Consequently, it seems unlikely that Putin will be 
stopped by some NATO soldiers on the border, as it 
is that specific Western action which motivates him to 
continue expansion. Even if  it delays him, he would 
still look to expand. Perhaps it is time to attempt 
cooperation or diplomacy, including Russia in the 
economic and political agreements that unnerved 
Putin in the first place. 

What does the future hold? It is tough to be certain, 
but it definitely looks bleak. No side has been able to 
take a serious advantage, and the more time 
progresses, the more it looks like Ukraine could turn 
into a theatre for a NATO-Russia proxy war. If  we 
can take one lesson from this, it should be that 
revolution is never a far-away foreign issue, but rather 
happens as a result of  many of  the day to day issues 
we face. In a world where globalization is bringing 
together more parts of  the globe, we should expect 
this to continue. We in the West face issues regarding 
political dissatisfaction, fake news, and Russia. In 
Ukraine, these problems have manifested into a 
smorgasbord of  war crimes, political instability, and 
irreparable divisions. It seems absurd that we ignore it. 

ALBERTO POLIMENI is a 2nd year war studies and 
philosophy student at KCL and European parliamentary 
debater. 

“To stop Putin’s 
involvement in 

Ukraine we must 
understand his 

motives.” 
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The Russian Foreign Policy Renaissance: From Ashes to Ascendency 
By Peter Frostad 

Russia’s “new” assertiveness in national, regional, and 
global politics represents a modern revolution in the 
character and constitution of  the country’s foreign 
policy. While Russia has long been a major power and 
helped forge the cultural and political landscapes of  
Europe and Eurasia since the Czars of  the Romanov 
dynasty ruled the Russian Empire from Saint 
Petersburg and Moscow, by the conclusion of  the 
20th century the Russian Federation had lost much of  
the power and prestige that the nation had wielded in 
centuries past. This makes Russia’s current profile as 
an authoritative and dynamic actor on the world stage 
astounding and presents the question, “How did a 
defeated nation, beset by a variety of  crises, succeed in 
restoring much of  the power it had lost?” Though far 
too complex a phenomenon to provide a 
straightforward explanation for, Russia’s foreign policy 
renaissance can in part be understood by focusing on 
the rise to power of  United Russia and the political 
party’s foremost representative, 
former Prime Minister and 
current President, Putin.  

For centuries Russia had played a 
f u n d a m e n t a l r o l e i n t h e 
perpetuation of  bipolarity and 
multipolarity in the global 
p o l i t i c a l s y s t e m . Ru s s i a n 
leadership had developed the 
conviction that the country’s 
rightful place was at the pinnacle 
of  world politics, a conviction 
which had been vindicated by 
Russia’s axiomatic impact upon 
the course of  world history. 
Thus, it is no surprise that the 
discrepancy between Russia’s 
historical power and prestige and the desperate state 
to which it had degenerated in the immediate 
aftermath of  December 25th, 1991, had a significant 
impact on the country’s foreign policy. The normative 
crises it had endured during these first years of  
“independence” pervaded into the process of  
institutional engineering. When new states are 
founded, there is always the prospect of  foreign policy 
incoherence as they adjust to the complexities of  
governance and the formation of  Russia’s foreign 
policy after the collapse of  communism and 
capitulation of  the command economy to capitalism 
would attest to this.  

This period of  Russian politics was largely 
characterized by the confrontation between 
competing visions for Russia proffered by the 
“Westernizers” and “Civilizationists". The Russia 
government’s foreign policy between 1991 and 1993 
was predicated on achieving the former vision and 
thus advanced policies consistent with the belief  that 
convergence with the West would help to uphold the 
pillars of  democracy and aid in the advancement of  
free market principles. Although progressive, the 
adoption of  these Western governmental paradigms 
would not prove as straightforward as the new 
Russian leadership had anticipated or had prepared 
for. On the contrary, they proved immensely difficult 
to adapt to. Although Russian democracy possessed 
the hallmark institutions of  a functional democracy, 
these stood contemporaneously alongside a culture of  
clientelism and nepotism clearly incompatible with 
democracy.  

Within government, President Yeltsin presided over 
Russia’s supposed transition to democracy by 
encouraging conflict and rivalry between government 
agencies which weakened the authority of  the state 
while concurrently launching an agonizingly corrupt 
round of  privatization. All of  this would severely 
affect the course of  Russian politics, and the 
underlying aims of  the country’s foreign policy, as it 
created a demand for the restoration of  law and order 
while shifting political fault lines. Yeltsin and his 
administration had dealt real damage to the prospects 
of  democracy by considerably diminishing the central 
authority of  the state while actively endorsing the rise 
of  an astronomically wealthy political class whose 
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criminal exploitation of  Russia’s resources proved 
damaging to the perception of  capitalism and 
liberalism within Russia. For the Russian people, who 
had become “accustomed to uniformity in life”, 
democracy quickly became associated “with the 
ravages of  capitalism and the kleptocracy of  the 
ruling elites”, according to Dr. Laruelle in her book In 
the Name of  the Nation: Nationalism and Politics in 
Contemporary Russia. The disastrous combination of  
the policies and practices implemented by these 
supposed “champions of  democracy” thrust Russia 
into a crisis which led to an unprecedented consensus 
among political parties that what was needed was a 
strong Russia.  

The call for a resurgence in Russian power came from 
those who believed in the need for there to be a 
strong state that was prepared to restore its 
sovereignty and re-establish Russia as a great power. 
When Putin quietly assumed power, he placed the 
concepts of  “vertical power” and the “dictatorship of  
the law” at the core of  the rebuilding and restoration 
process of  the Russian state. Before Putin, the 
bicameral parliament, composed of  an upper house, 
the Federal Council, and a lower house, the Duma, 
had diminished the policy-making powers of  the 
executive as there were numerous parties and very 
little bipartisanship. Foreign policy had become, as 
Professor Light explains in Developments in Russian 
Politics, “an arena in which wider political struggles 
took place and parliamentary deputies frequently used 
foreign policy in their conflict with the president, for 
example, by adopting resolutions that appeared to 
contradict Russia’s official foreign policy, or by 
postponing ratifying treaties”. This was of  course 
completely unacceptable for a leader determined to 
seize what his predecessor had lost – control. 

Russia is a democracy, thus political parties and 
politicians alike derive their authority to govern and 
devise foreign policy from voters across the country 
which is why a focus on Untied Russia’s strategic 
neutralization of  the legislature is of  such importance 

in accounting for Russia’s assertiveness in the 
country’s “near abroad”. During Putin’s first four 
years as President, between 2000 and 2004, he 
amended the constitutional laws pertaining to the 
parliament with two main aims: the first was to reduce 
competition in the lower house to disqualify many of  
his party’s regional opponents and the second to 
fundamentally alter Russia’s asymmetric form of  
federalism. By 2004, President Putin had achieved in 
large part what he had set out to do, United Russia 
held sway throughout the various councils and 
committees in the lower house, including those 
concerned with foreign affairs, while the upper house 
had been made dependent on his permission to carry 
out their parliamentary duties. Throughout Putin’s 
Presidency, domestic and foreign policy would parallel 
each other becoming progressively more coercive and 
forceful. The Russian government, under the control 
of  United Russia and Putin, had placed itself  in a 
position where its policies abroad would face little 
internal resistance which is key to understanding why 
it is now characterized by a “new” assertiveness. 

The foreign policy of  Russia is a product of  a 
complex combination of  national and domestic 
factors and their interaction can help to explain 
Russia’s contravention of  international law and blatant 
violation of  the sovereignty of  its neighbours. The 
Russian government’s actions in Ukraine and Georgia 
provide valuable case studies through which to better 
comprehend and evidence Russ ia ’s “new” 
assertiveness. Both Ukraine and Georgia are countries 
with strong communist legacies that had been under 
the rule of  Russia for much of  their modern histories. 
When the colour revolutions swept Viktor Yuschenko 
and Mikheil Saakashvili to power in 2004 and 2003 
respectively, the Russians responded angrily as both 
politicians were pro-European and prepared to lead 
their countries down the paths of  EU and NATO 
membership. For Ukraine, yet another popular 
uprising, the 2014 Ukrainian revolution, which forced 
former president and decidedly pro-Russian Viktor 
Yanukovych to leave Ukraine, would serve as the 
catalyst for an aggressive Russian foreign policy. For 
Georgia, the attempt to consolidate its rule over the 
breakaway republics in the northern part of  the 
country would culminate in the 2008 Russo-Georgian 
diplomatic crisis. Russia’s unlawful annexation of  the 
strategically located Crimean Peninsula, financial and 
military support of  rebels in the Russian-majority 
regions of  eastern Ukraine, combined with its 
lightning campaign against Georgia’s armed forces 
clearly demonstrate the “new” assertiveness of  a 
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“Russian foreign policy’s 
‘new’ assertiveness is 

explained by the country’s 
concern for its authority and 
preparedness to defend that 

authority” 
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Russia determined to regain its great power status and 
reject the departure of  its historic client states from its 
sphere of  influence.  

The actions of  Russia in both Ukraine and Georgia, 
not to mention Syria, should be viewed in part as a 
response to the European Union, NATO, and the 
United States’ redoubled attempts to provide Russia’s 
neighbours with the chance at a future beyond, and 
alternative to, the actions of  Russia in both Ukraine 
and Georgia, not to mention Syria, should be viewed 
in part as a response to the European Union, NATO, 
and the United States’ redoubled attempts to provide 
Russia’s neighbours with the chance at a future 
beyond, and alternative to, the control of  United 
Russia and the Putin administration. The prospect of  
losing power over former communist countries, such 
as Ukraine and Georgia, carried profound significance 
for a government that had made its claim to 
leadership of  Russia by rallying support for its grand 
vision of  a more powerful Russian state. The 
government was faced with serious challenges to its 
authority and legitimacy and, although presented with 

damaging. diplomatic and financial consequences, 
acted decisively to vehemently defend its position in 
Ukraine and Georgia. Thus, in conclusion, the new 
assertiveness of  Russia is a product of  the 
unparalleled and complete control that United Russia 
and its leaders have held within the Russian political 
system. This control is upheld through United Russia’s 
commitment to their grand vision for Russia which 
calls for an upsurge in the country’s  political fortunes 
and general prosperity. This, combined with the 
attempts from within formerly communist countries 
to democratize, supported by the European Union, 
NATO, and the United States, legitimizes the claim 
that Russian foreign policy’s “new” assertiveness is 
explained by the country’s concern for its authority 
and preparedness to defend that authority due to the 
constructed significance that such control represents. 

PETER FROSTAD is the President of  the King’s 
Diplomacy Society and in the final year of  his degree in 
European Politics at King’s College London.  

Postscript to Sarajevo: South Slav Nationalism and the First World War 
By Sam Eberlee

As every amateur student of  history knows, the 
assassination of  Archduke Ferdinand precipitated the 
July Crisis and, eventually, the outbreak of  the ‘war 
that ended peace.’ The actions of  Princip and his 
fellow Bosnian Serb conspirators are associated with 
calamitous world war and revolutionary upheaval. 
There is an overwhelming consensus among 
historians that South Slav nationalism had an outsize 
impact on the European Continent in the summer of  

1914. Less well understood and less often 
explored is the reciprocal impact of  the First 
World War on the Balkans. 

Nationalism and identity politics are defining 
features of  the political landscapes of  twenty-
first century Bosnia and Serbia. It is by no 
means the intention of  this author to diminish 
the significance of  powerful South Slav 
nationalisms before the outbreak of  the First 
World War. Indeed, pre-war Serb nationalism 
is the very reason Gavrilo Princip is a 
household name. Nonetheless, the war 
prompted the imperial collapse of  Austria-
Hungary and a seismic shift in the balance of  
power in the Balkans. The conflict was a 
watershed in the twentieth century shift 

towards identity politics in Bosnia, Serbia and 
Croatia inasmuch as it created the conditions for 
wartime competition between South Slav nationalists 
and eventually elevated Serb nationalists to power in 
an unequal post-war Kingdom of  Serbs, Croats and 
Slovenes. 

Austria-Hungary was a relatively prosperous, albeit 
highly complex, political dynasty on the eve of  war in 
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1914. Viewed through the lens of  economic self-
interest, being a Habsburg subject was not a bad 
thing, even for minorities. In 1914 the ethnic Serbs 
living under Austro-Hungarian rule were more 
prosperous than their counterparts in the nation-state, 
with its capital in Belgrade. The federal structure and 
multi-ethnic character of  the Empire, however, made 
the Dual Monarchy poorly suited to the early 
twentieth century geopolitical landscape. Taken 
together, the Germans and Magyars still comprised a 
minority in Austria-Hungary and the Empire had no 
fewer than twelve official languages. In an era of  
extreme patr iot ic sentiment, constitut ional 
compromise and ethnopluralism were at odds with 
intellectual and zpopular trends. The Austro-
Hungarian war effort was by necessity a war against 
nationalism. 

The Serb challenge to the 
Dual-Monarchy’s position 
in the Balkans accounts for 
the timing of  the outbreak 
of  war in 1914. Differences 
b e t w e e n V i e n n a a n d 
Budapest notwithstanding, 
Austria-Hungary’s response 
to th is cha l lenge was 
overwhelmingly punitive. 
Even the most moderate 
Au s t r i a n a n d M a g ya r 
s t a t e s m e n f a v o u r e d 
substantial annexations and 
i n d e m n i t i e s . A m o r e 
nuanced and less hawkish 
strand in official thinking 
informed their support for 
the survival of  a diminished 
and dependent Serbia. The 
moderates recognized that 
t h e i n co r po r a t i on o f  
millions more Serbs into 
Habsburg lands would 
a c t u a l l y c r e a t e t h e 
cond i t ions for fu ture 
revolutionary insurrection 
a m o n g S o u t h S l a v i c 
constituent peoples. 

Ambitions of  resurrecting a Greater Serbia were 
cherished by many in Belgrade and reconciled with 
the Serb self-image as the ‘vanguard of  the South Slav 
peoples.’ The work of  historian Aviel Roshwald 
closely examines Serb portrayals of  wartime invaders 
and occupiers as ‘Germans’ or ‘Krauts’ and 

demonstrates that such claims do not stand up to 
close scrutiny. In actuality fellow Slavs, including those 
Serbs, Croats, Slovenes and Bosnian Muslims serving 
in Franz Ferdinand’s armies, perpetrated many of  the 
war crimes committed during an exceptionally cruel 
occupation. The enormous sacrifices made by Serbs 
during the First World War created a popular 
p e r c e p t i o n t h a t S e r b i a w a s s u f f e r i n g 
disproportionately on behalf  of  all South Slavs, and 
therefore should be compensated with territory and 
influence in any post-war adjustment of  regional 
boundaries. 

A distinction should be made between elite and 
popular sentiments. Members of  the South Slav 
intelligentsia in exile advanced a Yugoslav vision in the 

name of  ‘the oppressed 
Croat, Slovene and Serb 
masses ’ of  the South 
Habsburg provinces. The 
r e s u l t i n g Y u g o s l a v 
Committee did not actually 
s p e a k f o r t h i s v a s t 
constituency. Committee’s 
true base of  support was 
among Croat émigrés and 
B r i t i s h j o u r n a l i s t s , 
diplomats and intellectuals 
seduced by the prospect of  
a more inclusive brand of  
South Slav nationalism. At 
first glance this seemed 
consistent with the Serbian 
Parliament’s stated desire to 
achieve ‘the liberation and 
unification of  all our  

unliberated brothers: Serbs, 
Croats and Slovenes.’ It 
should be noted that their 
fellow South Slavs did not 
grant Bosnian Muslims 
recognition as a distinct 
national community, just as 
t o d ay ’s B o s n i a k s a r e 
alternatively viewed by 

hardliners in Zagreb and Belgrade as Islamicized 
Croats or Serbs. 

Scholars like Roshwald have rightly treated Serbian 
expressions of  Yugoslav solidarity with great caution. 
While Serb nationalists framed their vision in Pan-
Slavic terms, the most powerful voices sought to 
create a highly centralised union of  South Slavs with 

“One day the great European 
War will come out of  some 
damned foolish thing in the 

Balkans” – Otto von Bismarck 

“In the First World War, there 
was the sudden passion of  

nationalism, and the killing took 
place because of  these 
emotions.” – Ryszard 

Kapucinski 

“Neither history nor emotion in 
the Balkans will permit 

multinationalism. We have to 
give up the illusion…” – Franjo 

Tujdman 
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absolute political and military power concentrated in 
Belgrade. The Kingdom of  Serbia sought the 
international legitimacy conferred by association with 
the Yugoslav Committee without embracing the 
egalitarian ideals at the heart of  the Yugoslav concept. 
Serbian political elites looked with a covetous gaze 
upon Croatia, Slovenia, Dalmatia, Bosnia and 
Vojvodina. It was perceived Serb arrogance and 
expansionism that led leading member of  the 
Yugoslav Committee Frano Supilo to abandon his 
vision of  a South Slav federation and advocate the 
establishment of  an independent Croatian state. 

South Slav nationalism prompted Austria-Hungary to 
seek war with Serbia in 1914 and  the conflict 
eventually brought about the demise of  the Dual 
Monarchy in 1918. Negotiations and political 
compromises guaranteed the creation of  an unequal, 
and consequently unstable, postwar Kingdom of  

Serbs, Croats and Slovenes. Tensions and differences 
between the constituent peoples of  Yugoslavia created 
the conditions for identity politics, separatist 
movements and political violence to take hold in the 
interwar years. The First World War elevated a Serb 
royal family to power in a country that vastly exceeded 
the borders of  the Serb nation-state, and 
disproportionate Serb influence remained a grievance 
for Croats, Slovenes and other South Slavs until the 
breakup of  the union in the 1990s. Ethnic tensions 
that were exposed and compounded by the Great War 
resurfaced after the death of  Tito and reached their   
zenith   during the Yugoslav Wars. Nowhere is this 
more apparent than   in Sarajevo, the cradle of  the 
First World War, where the future of  multi-ethnic 
Bosnia and Herzegovina remains uncertain. 

SAM EBERLEE is a recent LSE graduate in history. He 
currently works full time as a communications assistant for the 
Liberal Party of  Canada in Ottawa.

Revolution & Populism in the 21st Century: Battles Won but the War Not 
Over? 
By Florian Keulers 

In 1793 Jacques Mallet du Pan, a political journalist, 
famously coined the phrase ‘the revolution eats its 
young.’ In the context of  the French Revolution and 
the ensuing ‘Reign of  Terror’ this was an apt 
description. After all, many of  the revolution’s 
champions, from Danton to Hébert, Marot to 
Robespierre, would perish during this period of  
upheaval.  

It is perhaps a bit melodramatic to link the events of  
then to modern-day pol i t ica l revolut ions. 
Nevertheless, examining recent developments across 
Europe may lead to the conclusion that Mallet du 
Pan’s adage still holds.  

It seems fitting to start with the French political 
revolution of  the 21st century – ‘Macronmania’. To 
comfortably win the presidency and the national 
assembly is difficult. To do this in this purported age 
of  anti-globalism on a platform which is both 
unashamedly pro-European and liberal is nothing 
short of  remarkable. And to achieve this without an 
established party machine is revolutionary.  

Here is a young, charismatic President who aims to 
reform the economy, society and its politics. After the 
ineffectiveness and unpopularity of  his predecessor, 
François Hollande, this was a breath of  fresh air. And, 

given the alternative – a right-wing populist leader – 
the sentiment following his victory was one of  relief. 
But this optimism masks a difficult reality.  

Reform is difficult. By definition it is disruptive, and 
so radical reform will necessarily trigger fierce 
opposition from those who stand to lose.  Students of  
politics will think of  Mancur Olson’s Logic of  
Collective Action (1965) as a guide to the struggles of  
reform.  

Macron will need to mobilise support across a range 
of  constituencies with varying degrees of  approval of  
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his reforms, should he wish to pass his policy agenda. 
His parliamentarians - distinguished figures from 
French society among them - are inexperienced. Of  
the candidates put forward in legislative elections, only 
half  have held political office before.  

Contrastingly, his opponents will come from 
specifically engaged constituencies with vested 
interests in preventing a change in the status quo. 
Thus we can expect the trade unions to vigorously 
contest the proposed labour reforms and the populist 
right the initiatives aimed at promoting greater 
European integration, and so on. Already, Macron’s 
approval ratings have experienced the largest drop in 
the history of  the Fifth Republic. It does not bode 
well, and could be a sign of  future struggles.  

On the other hand, a fractured opposition does give 
Macron breathing space. France’s majoritarian system 
rewards unified political families, and punishes 
discord. During the election, we saw the Parti 
Socialiste (PS) collapse amid a rising far-left La France 
Insoumise, led by the charismatic Jean-Luc 
Mélenchon.  

The centre-right Les Republicains (LR) also find 
themselves in the doldrums. Following a disastrous 
election, they are struggling to find their political 
identity. Laurent Wauquiez, the favourite to win the 
LR presidency in December, has presented a 
traditionalist platform. Some of  his policies have even 
been judged to be quite close to those of  the Front 
National (FN). Some of  those opposing him, such as 
Valérie Pécresse, president of  the regional council of  
Île-de-France, have threatened to leave the party 
should Wauquiez prove successful in his bid for 
power. She supports candidates proposing a much 
‘softer’ alternative.  

Consequently, we have yet to be presented with a 
credible and unified opposition to challenge Macron 
and his party at the next elections.  

Still, even if  Macron were to succeed in passing 
various radical reforms, it is not unreasonable to 

expect disappointment. With expectations so 
impossibly high – many expect the land of  milk and 
honey – it is inevitable that Macron will fall short. 
When French voters go to the ballot boxes again, will 
they consider it a revolution unfulfilled, or will they be 
understanding of  the difficult realities of  reform? It is 
impossible to say at this point, but it does not seem 
implausible that this revolution will eat its young. 

So let us consider the second European political 
revolution of  our time: the populist insurrection.  

Only a few months ago pundits were pessimistic 
about the future of  the European project. With 
Britain having voted to leave the EU and populists 
polling well across the continent, it was not an 
unreasonable view. In this context – in addition to 
Donald Trump’s election victory across the Atlantic – 
many predicted, and feared, a populist domino effect.  

Now the commentariat has changed its tune. They are 
optimistic about Europe, and again their view seems 
reasonable.  

Macron has already been discussed, but we are not 
lacking in examples. In the Netherlands Geert Wilders 
and his anti-EU Freedom Party (PVV) were decisively 
beaten by the incumbent Prime Minister’s Liberal 
Party. Germany held federal elections in September of  
this year.  Regional elections were encouraging for 
Angela Merkel and the CDU/CSU formation she 
represents. Having won in the Saarland, Schleswig-
Holstein and, most importantly, in North-Rhine 
Westphalia, she seemed set for another term in the 
Chancellery. Whilst the eventual result of  33% for the 
CDU/CSU faction was lower than expected - and a 
significant drop from the previous election – it seems 
to be enough for Merkel to stay on as the country’s 

leader. The far-right Alternative für Deutschland 
(AfD) beat Merkel’s CDU in the constituency of  
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern last year, and polled 
12.6% in the federal elections. This was down 
from a high of  15% in pre-election polling, but 
higher than expected. Despite this, the fact that 
the result followed an unprecedented migration 
crisis has left commentators wondering if  the 
AfD can surpass this result in the future. When 
will conditions sustaining right-wing populism 
ever be as powerful again?  

Nevertheless, perhaps there is reason to be cautious in 
our optimism. Commentators were excessively gloomy 
before; it seems they could now be over-optimistic. 
How so? 

Dialogue|Europe 

“Following a disastrous 
election, they are 

struggling to find their 
political identity.”
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Fundamentally there is still significant latent 
anti-Europeanism across the Continent. 
Populists may have failed to gain executive 
power or, in some cases, prominence in the 
legislature, but they are supported by a 
sizeable portion of  the electorate. The PVV 
may have been beaten, but they still came 
second in the Dutch elections, carrying 13.1% 
of  the vote. Front National won a similar 
proportion of  the vote in the first round of  
the French legislative elections (13.2%) whilst 
Marine Le Pen secured close to 11 million votes in the 
presidential run-off  (33.9%). These are not 
insignificant figures, and to forget this portion of  the 
population is to make the same mistake that led to the 
Brexit vote and the election of  Donald Trump.   

And whilst the AfD may ‘only’ have captured 13.5% 
of  the electorate, it is sufficient for them to be the 
third largest party in the Bundestag. This is significant. 
For the first time, Merkel will face serious opposition 
from the right, perhaps forcing her to abandon certain 
centrist policies.  

This is augmented by the relatively poor result of  
Merkel’s ‘Union’ faction. The traditionally more 
conservative Bavarian sister-party of  the CDU, the 
CSU, will hope to win a majority 
in the Bavar ian reg ional 
elections of  November 2018. 
Given that they captured a 
mere 38.5% of  the Bavarian 
vote in the federal elections, it 
seems likely that they will 
remain in ‘campaign mode’ and 
tack right. It also complicates 
coalition negotiations. It seems 
probable that these will be held 
between the Jamaica parties: the 
CDU/CSU, the liberal FDP and 
the centre-left Greens. An 
increasing gap in the politics of  the right wing of  the 
CSU and the left flank of  the Greens can only be 
problematic.  

Crucially, the underlying issues causing anti-
Europeanism remain unresolved. The EU still suffers 
from, at the very least, the perception of  a democratic 
deficit. Whilst the Eurozone appears to finally be 
recovering from its economic malaise, many highlight 
their lingering structural concerns. The migration 
question has no long-term answer, nor does the 
associated security issue. If  we do not solve these 
matters, we should not be so comfortable as to 

proclaim the end of  
populism as a major 
force in European 
politics.  

Moreover, even if  we 
accept that internal 
European politics have 
been returning towards 
some level of  stability, it 
is undeniable that the 

geopolitics of  the neighbourhood – Syria, Ukraine, 
and North Africa – have become more chaotic. Russia 
is increasingly assertive. And, with the apparent retreat 
of  America from the international stage, it seems 
inevitable that a united Europe will have to find the 
willingness and power to shape the politics of  its 
environs.  

Macron’s victory has been the impetus for a new wave 
of  reforms hoping to address these issues. His slogan, 
l’Europe qui protège, has seemingly been accepted in 
Berlin and adopted by Brussels as the way forward. It 
hopes to reconcile the aforementioned concerns with 
a positive vision for the Continent. With Europe 
mourning the recent passing of  one of  its champions, 
Helmut Kohl, it seems fitting that we are perhaps 

witnessing the return of  the kind 
of  ambitious leadership which 
has been lacking in the past few 
years.  

But this initiative towards 
fur ther integ rat ion raises 
difficult questions in many of  
the EU’s capitals. With the UK 
leaving the EU, many countries 
similarly hesitant about ‘an ever 
closer union’ have lost an 
important ally. Market-minded 
countries, such as those of  the 

Visegrad Group, the Baltic states, Denmark, and the 
Netherlands will have to fight for ‘their’ Europe. 
Failing to do so will likely provoke a new wave of  
euro-scepticism in these countries.  

Much has been said about a renewed Franco-German 
axis to drive European reforms, but Macron may find 
that the  

German federal elections have thrown a spanner in 
the works. As has been mentioned, the presence of  
the AfD in the Bundestag and a potential shift right 
by the CSU will limit Merkel’s room for manoeuvre. 
Moreover, the FDP (a likely coalition partner) has at 
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“But this initiative 
towards further 

integration raises 
difficult questions in 

many of  the EU’s 
capitals.”

“[…] it seems 
inevitable that a united 
Europe will have to find 

the willingness and 
power to shape the 

politics of  its environs.”
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To many observers the Western Balkan countries have 
often stood at a critical juncture, displaying 
contradictory patterns of  durability and fragility. It is 
difficult to dispute that the region has witnessed 
multiple economic and political challenges in the past 
years, alongside a variety of  challenging internal issues 
unique to each country. While the EU candidate 
countries in the Western Balkans are all in different 
phases of  the accession process, 
attention has been drawn away from 
the regional aspirations of  these 
countries towards their relationships 
w i t h Ru s s i a a n d t h e We s t 
respectively. The current state of  
affairs in the Western Balkans 
should be better understood as the 
relationships between Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Croatia, Russia, 
Serbia, and the United States are 
much more complex and nuanced 
than they appear.  

This is particularly the case with 
Serbia, where it has become clear 
tha t the cur ren t Pres iden t , 
Aleksandar Vučić, seeks to maintain 
Serbia’s neutral military policy.  The 
changing reality in the region, 
however, continues to undermine 
the idea of  sustaining the status quo - especially in 
light of  Montenegro’s recent accession to NATO and 
the adaptation of  pro-NATO stances in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina and Macedonia.  

Furthermore, Serbia’s constitutionally guaranteed 
equal distance between the U.S. and Russia will 
become increasingly difficult to follow through with 
as the clashing interests between Russia and the U.S. 
become more apparent in the region. While Serbia 
closely cooperates with NATO through the 
Partnership for Peace program, it simultaneously 

holds military exercises with Russia and continues 
with the purchase of  Russian military equipment. This 
complicates Serbia’s relationship with both sides. 

All told, it is clear that Serbia under Vučić is firmly 
committed to the EU. The current Prime Minister, 
Ana Brnabić, has similarly demonstrated Serbia’s 
devotion and determination to uphold European 
values.  

After their recent meeting at the Bled Strategic Forum 
in Slovenia, U.S. Deputy Assistant Secretary of  State 
for Europe and Eurasia, Hoyt Brian Yee, has 
confirmed that it is in the interest of  the United States 
to continue monitoring various political and economic 
processes in Serbia and direct certain activities of  the 
government. The United States’ presence in the 
policy-making process of  45 to 55 percent of  
governments in the Western Balkan region, and 
contribution to many policies that are currently in 
place, shows the considerable commitment of  the U.S. 

times been sceptical of  some of  Macron’s proposed 
economic reforms for the Eurozone. Given that they 
will also likely deliver Germany’s next Minister of  
Finance, their influence should not be discounted.  

Yes, the immediate showdowns with populism have 
been (or will be) won. And yes, there is reason to be 
optimistic about the future of  the Continent. But to 

allow this bullishness to mask the very real issues 
Europe and its champions face could be disastrous.  

FLORIAN KEULERS is a third-year student of  Political 
Economy. He is Dutch but spent most of  his life growing up 
abroad in both Asia and Europe, and is thus particularly 
interested in international affairs. Florian was formerly the 
President of  the King’s Diplomacy Society.

Contested Primacy: A Conflict of  Interest in the Western Balkans  
By Ivona Victoria Moro 
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Department of  State to influencing the future of  the 
region. 

The United States has maintained its strong presence 
in the countries in the region for a very long time, 
mainly through soft power - influence of  the IMF and 
the World Bank - but also through a direct impact on 
a range of  personnel solutions to prevent the 
countries in the region from falling under the political 
and economic influence of  both Russia and China. 
Consequently, the ambitions of  the United States in 
the region remain clear: Keeping the countries of  the 
Western Balkans under NATO, eliminating all current 
and future possibilities of  influence from Russia and 
China, while maintaining diplomatic superiority over 
the European Union. A favourable status quo will be 
maintained by the United States, either through its 
continued monitoring of  particular countries using its 
diplomatic missions or by providing direct support for 
favourable regimes in the region. 

Though the United States’ clearly wields considerable 
sway in the region, another decisive factor which will 
undoubtedly shape its future relations with Serbia is 
the relationship between Serbian President Vučić and 
President of  Republika Srpska (RS), Milorad Dodik, 
who represents the Serbian-led constitutional entity 
inside Bosnia and Herzegovina. With their positions 
still not fully consolidated, future prospects remain 
uncertain. Another key question remains: How will 
Vučić use his authority to influence future conflicts in 
Republika Srpska (RS) and his relationship with 
President Milorad Dodik? With the possibility of  an 
independence referendum arising in RS in the next 
five years and the further contingency of  an 
independent RS becoming a reality, what role Russia 
could play in the region is difficult to predict. Perhaps 
neither the RS nor Dodik would be able to endure 
pressure applied by the United States, the European 
Union, several Arab countries, Turkey, and various 
intelligence services. All of  this shows the importance 
of  continuing the dialogue on the future of  Serbia’s 
relations with the state actors concerned.  

The foremost condition the West has set out for the 
Serbian government is in direct confrontation with the 
country’s national interest: To withdraw from Kosovo 
and recognize its statehood. Nevertheless, in 
discussing the recognition of  Kosovo other 
controversial territorial challenges have also been 
brought up as a result, such as those concerning the 
Sandžak, Preševska Valley, Bujanovac and perhaps the 
future status of  Vojvodina. Nevertheless, Serbia’s 
stance on Kosovo is bound to unravel in the following 

months - a topic none of  Vučić’s. predecessors, 
including Koštunica, Đinđić, and Tadić, have been 
able to solve.  

B e y o n d S e r b i a 
proper, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina has 
proved another 
battleground for 
competing Western 
a n d R u s s i a n 
interests. In an 
article recently published in Foreign Affairs called 
‘Russia's Bosnia Gambit: Intrigue in the Balkans’, 
author Jasmin Mujanović sees Bosnia and 
Herzegovina as Russia’s next target in the region. 
According to Mujanović, Russia will effectively 
achieve this by counting on two key actors in BiH: 
Milorad Dodik, the aforementioned President of  the 
Serbian republic within the country, and Dragan 
Čović, who is a Croatian member of  the BiH 
Presidency and the President of  the largely Croatian 
portion of  BiH.  

The alliance between the two actors is shaped by a 
number of  factors. The author argues that for Čović, 
Dodik’s absolute control in Republika Srpska serves as 
an example and template for a third entity, a 
monoethnic Croatian province in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina. The only challenges to this claim are 
territorial, since a third entity would mean having to 
give up a significant part of  the territory that 
constitutes RS.  Dodik’s support only goes so far as is 
shown by his comment on the matter: “A third entity - 
yes, but not at the expense of  Republika Srpska”. 
Dodik sees Čović as an ally through whom he can 
“under mine attempts of  Bosnia’s nat ional 
government to create a more rational administrative 
state for the country, which has 14 different local 
governments for less than 4 million people”. 

Nevertheless, the key link to understanding Russia’s 
relationship with Čović is analyzing the recent disaster 
of  the Croatian too-big-to-fail food giant – Agrokor. 
The biggest crediting efforts have come from the 
Russian state-backed Sberbank, through which Russia 
can hold considerable sway over the Croatian 
economy. With such an approach Moscow can 
proceed to become an advocate of  the Croatian 
people's interest in BiH, which is sure to bring 
profound changes to the Croat position in BiH. 

IVONA VICTORIA MORO is completing her final year 
as an undergraduate student in International Relations at 
King’s College London. 
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“How will Vučić use his 
authority to influence 

future conflicts in 
Republika Srpska (RS) and 

his relationship with 
President Milorad Dodik?”
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SOUTH AMERICA  

The Revolution is Dead: An Autopsy of  Venezuela’s Bolivarian Republic 
By Andres Fuentes Killinger 

Revolutions are alive; brought to life by their 
supporters’ call for a new system. After nineteen years 
the Bolivarian Revolution, the socio-political upheaval 
initiated by Hugo Chavez, has died. Today, its 
deceased corpse lies rotting in the hands of  Chavez’s 
successor, Nicolas Maduro, whose actions exacerbate 
not only the decay of  his predecessor’s initiative, but 
also the widespread suffering of  the same citizens the 
movement sought to empower. However, as 
hyperinflation, corruption and dictatorship lower the 
revolution’s coffin to the sound of  gunshots and 
weeping mothers, a post-mortem dissection of  the 
revolutionary system is long overdue.  

Every revolution needs a slogan to propel its 
transformation of  the status 
q u o . I n 1 8 4 8 F r e n c h 
revo lut ionar ies chanted 
“ l i b e r t y, e q u a l i t y, a n d 
fraternity” as they overthrew 
monarchical rule. Lenin’s 
Bolsheviks screamed “Peace, 
Land, Bread” when they 
stormed the Winter Palace. 
Similarly, in 1998 Chavez 
promised “Mother l and , 
socialism, or death” as his 
supporters marched down 
from their humble slums 
towards the ballot box. 

Earning 56% of  votes in the 1998 election, the 
echoing words of  the charismatic leader mobilized the 
country against the kleptocracy and neglect of  the 
poor that characterized former regimes. Legitimized 
by the welcome observation of  international 
delegations from the OAS and the Carter Center and 
garnishing 77% approval for the 1999 constitution, 
the revolution seemed poised to manifest its tenants 
into the reborn Bolivarian Republic of  Venezuela. 
Years later, the regime’s reality is a monstrous 
deformation of  the Bolivarian dream. Amongst 
millions of  votes against constitutional reform that 
would empower Maduro and accusations of  
authoritarianism by OAS Secretary General Luis 
Almagro, the original values of  the revolution seem 
long eroded. Thus, standing on the movements 
deathbed, an autopsy relative to its core beliefs of  
motherland and socialism is necessary to understand 
the revolution’s fatal state. 

Anti-imperialism can be found at the root of  the 
Bolivarian revolution’s idea of  motherland. Chavez, 
envisioning himself  as a modern-day liberator, rallied 
Venezuelans in a struggle to reconquer economic 
sovereignty from the shackles of  what he denounced 
in a 2006 speech to the UN as “Yankee Imperialism”. 
Not only did he crowd out oil giants like EXXON and 
ConocoPhillips, but also threatened to sever ties with 
the World Bank and IMF claiming they embodied 
United States expansionism.   Pledging its vast oil 
revenues, the revolut ion sought f inanc ia l 
independence by proposing the creation of  a Bank of  
the South as an alternative to becoming a pawn of  the 
United States. Nonetheless, even as Chavez led the 
revolutions charge under a banner of  Pan-

Amer i can i sm and se l f -
sufficiency, the regime was 
already turning east for new 
buyers. However, these were 
not interested in Venezuelan 
products but rather sought to 
purchase the nation itself  by 
s y p h o n i n g i t s n a t u r a l 
resources.  

By February 2017, Venezuela 
had borrowed 50 Billion 
USD from China to fund 
social projects using oil as 

collateral. Today Venezuela depends on China ten 
times more that it depended on the IMF under Carlos 
Andres Perez. Considering Chavez accused Perez of  
betraying the country to foreign domination, even 
leading a failed coup against him in 1992 the 
revolutions reality stands at odds with its ideological 
core. Additionally, Bolivarian bureaucrats borrowed 5 
billion USD from Russia under a similar scheme and 
now seek to repay these by transferring ownership of  
up to nine state-owned petrol projects to the Russian 
Rosneft, which already profits by reselling around 
225,000 barrels of  Venezuelan oil a day.  

It seems ironic to return to the idea of  self-sufficiency 
considering the Bank of  the South failed to receive 
funding by 2017 with Ecuador and Uruguay poised to 
leave on grounds of  Venezuelan non-democracy. In 
hindsight, seeing how the Bolivarian Revolution 
transferred its motherlands sovereignty from one set 
of  masters to another, it seems the movements 
promises of  economic independence were as empty as 
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their bank’s coffers.  

Similar contradictions can be found in Chavez’s grass-
root revolutionary socialism. At the heart of  the 
revolution lay plans to redistribute Venezuela’s 
historically stratified wealth through social programs 
branded ‘Bolivarian Missions’.  Both oil revenues and 
the military were employed to extinguish social 
disparities by delivering education, healthcare, and 
housing to the underprivileged. Through “Mission 
Barrio Adentro” ambulatory medical stations 
provided health care to neglected neighbourhoods. 
Projects like “Mission Robinson” spread literacy to 
people who had never seen the inside of  a classroom 
and “Mission Mercal” subsidized foodstuffs to poor 
households. 

The initial results were impressive. By 2009, the 
revolution had halved the numbers of  those 
considered to be in extreme poverty while enrolment 
into higher education doubled. Access to healthcare 
cut infant mortality by 33% as the number of  publicly 
e m p l o y e d 
medics g rew 
twelve times its 
pre-revolution 
size. Socialism 
s e e m e d t o 
flourish in the 
B o l i v a r i a n 
Republic and 
by C h ave z ’s 
death in 2013 
he was esteemed 
as the father of  a system of  proletariat prosperity. 
However, underneath a guise of  success, laid a reality 
far removed from the promised nationalist utopia.  

The revolution relied on Cuba’s professional and 
political support to execute these missions. An oil-for-
aid system was set up and soon daily shipments of  
below-market-rate oil left Venezuela as payment for 
Cuban aid.   Again, the revolution’s leaders handed 
their nation’s lifeline to foreign hands. However, 
importing revolution from abroad came with a tax. In 
a bid to secure energy reserves for the oil deprived 
island, the Castro brothers moved to embed 
themselves in the revolutions political and military 
bureaucracy. Hidden within the legions of  Castro’s 
doctors, engineers and teachers came numbers of  
Cuban officials that progressively infiltrated key 
elements of  Venezuela’s chain of  command.   

Progressively, Chavez allowed Cuba to diversify its 
exports to Venezuela into the field of  political 

subjugation. Constant visits to the island by 
Venezuelan officials for instruction began and by 2013 
more than 60,000 Cuban officials operated in 
Venezuela. This way, as Chavez’s cult of  personality 
grew, so did the outsourcing of  Venezuelan 
sovereignty to the Castro’s. As Diego Arrias, former 
Venezuelan ambassador to the UN, frames it 
“Venezuela is an occupied country” as what started as 
aid “is no longer Cuban tutelage; it is control”. This 
way, what was advertised as Bolivarian “true 
Socialism” was in reality Cuban domination shrouded 
by a coat of  leftist populism. 

As Maduro adopts Cuban-styled policies of  rationing 
and currency controls and Cuban generals oversee 
Venezuela’s military exercises, the regime’s 
catastrophic reality shines through. Oil prices 
plummeted, making funding for the Missions run 
drier than the nation’s staggering petrol industry. 
Nowadays, scarcity is rampant as the supposed self-
sufficient Bolivarian Republic is unable to finance its 

almost purely import based supply of  food 
and medicine. The revolution’s leaders sold 
both their motherland and ideology and 
now Venezuelans pay the price as shortages 
and inflation has caused 75% of  the 
population to lose on average 8.7 kg while 
infant  mortality skyrockets. In hindsight, 
the true cost of  importing revolution was 
the death of  the revolution itself.  

As Maduro and his inner circle finish piling 
gravel upon the revolutions grave, it seems 

that when faced with the question of  
“Motherland, Socialism or Death” the regime opted 
for the latter. Venezuelans live not in a grassroots 
revolutionary system, but rather under domestically 
sponsored foreign domination.   China and Russia 
stand today the true masters of  Venezuela’s economic 
destiny, as the regime traded their motherland in 
exchange for dependency on supranational lifelines. 
 Cuba’s position as puppet-master of  the presumed 
homegrown socialist system is all that remains of  the 
Bolivarian missions. Today, as the Bolivarian 
Revolution withers, the Bolivarian Diaspora flourishes 
as millions flee the country escaping hunger and 
repression. It is said the revolution devours its 
children, but in Venezuela the children are starving, 
and in the aftermath of  the Bolivarian movement’s 
death its revolutionaries will be left gnawing on 
nothing but bones.  

ANDRES FUENTES KILLINGER is a Second Year 
student of  Political Economy at King’s College London. 
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“The revolution relied 
on Cuba’s professional 
and political support to 

execute these 
missions.”
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A Different take on Habitat-III: Mayoral and critical voices                                                                                 
By Osmany Porto de Oliveria, Roberta Sakai, and Kayla Svoboda

The meeting of  the United Nations Agency for 
Human Settlements (UN-HABITAT), which takes 
place every twenty years, is the largest space for 
addressing issues related to cities. Between October 18 
and 21, 2016, more than 30,000 people from all over 
the world participated in the third edition of  the event 
in Quito, Ecuador. The UN-HABITAT meeting has 
an important and challenging role as it guides and 
determines the global agenda on urban issues, 
defining the directions that cities must take in terms 
of  public management.  One of  the results of  the 
meeting was the adoption of  a statement of  
principles: the "New Urban Agenda". Despite 
consensus on the final document presented at the 
conference, this process was not free from conflicts 
and limits. 

The evolution of  global governance with regard to the 
urban agenda is impressive. The theme becomes ever 
more important.  The UN estimates that by 2050 
about 66%   of    the   population   will live in cities.  
At the first  

Habitat - I conference held in 1976 in Vancouver, 
about 3,000 people were present. The 1996 meeting in 
Istanbul was very spontaneous and with good 
participation on the part of  social movements, 
recalled Joan Clos, UN-Habitat secretary general, 
during the event in Quito. 

The role of  Brazilian mayors was memorable in 
Istanbul, when the UN honored different local 
innovations produced in Brazil, such as the Cearah 
Periferia Programme in Fortaleza, the Participatory 
Budget Programme in Porto Alegre, the Slum 
Urbanization Programme in Belo Horizonte and the 
self-managed Mutirões of  São Paulo. Projects dealing 
with in situ  slum upgrading in Brazil continue to be 
considered exemplary. Already in Quito, fifteen years 
after the approval of  the City Statute in 2001, Brazil 
played a fundamental role in the inclusion of  the right 
to the city in the New Urban Agenda, through action 
led by members of  the Pólis Institute in the 
articulation of  the Global Partnership for the Right to 
the City. 

The audience and the themes between the second and 
third Habitat conferences increased. However, if  the 
number of  people involved increased, this does not 
mean that there was more openness to participation in 

the process of  defining the New Urban Agenda 
within the UN.  This is the claim of  many local 
authorities and especially of  the United Cities and 
Local Governments (UCLG) organization, the 
representative institution of  subnational governments 
on a world scale.  

The demand is old and justified by the fact that those 
who define the directions of  the urban agenda at UN 
conferences are the representatives of  national 
governments, such as diplomats, while public 
problems occur and must be resolved on the ground 
at the local level.  This creates a very important 
responsibility for mayors. Moreover, the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs), the true driving 
principles of  international public policies, in general, 
and urban policies in particular, are aimed at 
people. The locus of  implementation and anchoring 
of  SDGs is in cities, 
and the role of  local 
g o v e r n m e n t s i s 
crucial in this regard
—espec ia l l y w i th 
regard to SDG No. 
11: "Making Cities 
a n d H u m a n 
Settlements Inclusive, 
Safe, Resilient, and 
Sustainable." 

Local authorities demand greater direct participation 
and voice in UN meetings and institutions.  In 
addition, the mayors advocate the possibility of  a 
more direct dialogue with multilateral institutions, 
especially regarding access to resources for the 
implementation of  public policies in their 
municipalities. 

A key element of  the event was the systematic 
repetition of  feminisation of  politics and the need for 
wo m e n t o h o l d l e a d e r s h i p p o s i t i o n s i n 
governments.  This question was based on the 
interventions of  the mayors of  important cities in 
Spain - elected at a time of  political renewal - such as 
Ada Colau of  Barcelona and Manuela Carmena of  
Madrid. To illustrate, in the elections of  2016 Brazil 
e lected only 641 female mayors (11% of  
municipalities). 

Social participation was an agenda that gained 

“A key element of  
the event was the 

systematic 
repetition of  

feminisation of  
politics…”
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momentum with Brazilian participation in Habitat-II 
in Istanbul, where the Participatory Budget 
Programme of  Porto Alegre received a good practice 
award in urban management. At the same time that 
participatory institutions are in crisis in Brazil, 
experiences of  social participation in the management 
of  public affairs are growing on the African 
continent. In the process leading to the definition of  
the New Urban Agenda, Bachir Kanouté of  the 
Senegalese NGO Enda-Ecopop reinforced the 
importance of  citizen participation in the definition 
and implementation of  public policies. 

According to the New Urban Agenda, cities must be 
participative, sustainable, intelligent, compact, 
etc. Despite the recognition of  all these issues, these 
ideas are vague in the document resulting from the 
meeting in Quito.  It  is  not  clear, for example, 
regarding the mechanisms to resolve conflicts of  
interest that permeate issues such as housing, social 
deve lopment , economic deve lopment and 
sustainability.  With regard to “participation”, this 
opens the door to the implementation of  policies in 
their more "light" versions.  Social participation, for 
example, can become a mere selective consultation 
about citizens' opinions, without necessarily involving 
their empowerment.  At the meeting, representatives 
of  social movements defended the role of  civil society 
participation and the importance of  the multiplicity 
of  channels of  dialogue to achieve a right to the 
effective city. 

In addition, there was 
a certain determinism 
in saying that in thirty 
years we will almost 
a l l l ive in ci t ies, 
probably the most repeated statement throughout the 
whole event.  The Resistance Forum - Habitat III 
disagrees.  This counter-movement, which brought 
together representatives of  social movements from 
Brazil, Latin America and Asia, insists that not all 
people want to live in cities.  In the Andean region, 
part of  the population still maintains an identity of  

work and life tied to indigenous cultures, having non-
urban space as a reference for their habitat.  In turn, 
urban development has produced logics of  social 
exclusion, through forced evictions and real estate 
speculation. One cannot assume, therefore, that the 
process of  urbanization is always a good thing.  always 
a good thing. 

Global urban governance is a flow that involves 
cooperation and containment, at different levels and 
with diverse participants. At the very least this should 
be a comprehensive process, incorporating not only 
the voices of  governments, but also those movements 
that resist the pressures of  globalization.  The New 
Urban Agenda creates an important milestone at the 
international level, directing how cities should be in 
the next twenty years. Still, there are some items that 
were not included in the agenda, such as deepening 
gender issues, and the inclusion of  agendas of  the 
LGBT community and farmers,  indigenous and 
informal workers, among others. 

We cannot wait twenty years to increase the quality of  
life and deepen recognition, respect, inclusion and 
tolerance in our cities. These are great challenges for 
mayors recently sworn in, who now need to find the 
concrete tools to implement a new generation of  
policies and set indicators to monitor their progress. 

This article is the result of  a [Habitat-III] Collective 
Ethnographies project, a partnership between researchers from 
Unifesp-Osasco in Brazil and Kings College London - Brazil 
Institute. It analyzes themes and critiques of  the New Urban 
Agenda from a Brazilian perspective and based on first-hand 
observations and interviews at the Habitat-III conference and 
simultaneous academic and protest events. It is translated from 
original Portuguese: “A cidade de Quito sediou uma cúpula 
global: O que as novas prefeitas e os novos prefeitos têm a ver 
com isso?” 

OSMANY PORTO DE OLIVEIRA is Professor of  
International Relations at Unifesp in Osasco, Brazil. 

ROBERTA SAKAI and KAYLA SVOBODA are 
PhD candidates at the Brazil Institute, King’s College London.
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“We cannot wait 
twenty years to 

increase the quality of  
life…”

Brazil faces the prospect of  another president removed from office 
By Edward O’Brien  

Less than a year since the impeachment of  former 
President Dilma Rousseff  on charges of  manipulating 
fiscal accounts, Brazil is preparing to prematurely 
terminate the mandate of  her successor. The release 

of  a recording on May 17th in which President Michel 
Temer could be heard condoning the payment of  
hush money to Eduardo Cunha, the imprisoned 
former House speaker, has been met by mass 
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demonstrations, calls for the 
president to be impeached, and 
a fo r ma l accusa t ion o f  
corruption and obstruction of  
justice by the attorney general.  

The recording is just one of  a 
number of  conversations 
between senior politicians and 
Joesley Batista, the boss of  the 
world’s largest meat-packing firm JBS, that were 
secretly taped and presented to prosecutors as part of  
a plea bargain involving the company’s executives. 
Further revelations came on May 19th when Batista 
testified that Temer has received over BRL 9 million 
in bribes from JBS since 2010. Temer has 
acknowledged meeting Batista in a secret encounter in 
March of  this year but has maintained his innocence.  

The fallout from the JBS plea bargain has not been 
limited to the sitting president and his Brazilian 
Democratic Movement Party (PMDB). According to 
his testimony, Joesley Batista paid USD 50 million and 
USD 30 million respectively in bribes to former 
presidents Lula da Silva and Rousseff  of  the Workers’ 
Party (PT). Furthermore, Aécio Neves has 
relinquished his leadership of  the  

Brazilian Social Democracy Party (PSDB) and has 
been suspended from his post as a senator after a 
recording indicated that he requested a BRL 2 million 
bribe from Batista. 

Revelations about corruption on an industrial scale 
have become the norm since the start of  Operação 
Lava Jato,  

a massive investigation into kickbacks at state-run oil 
firm Petrobras, in early 2014. Nonetheless, the JBS 
plea bargain is unique in the scope of  its allegations: 
aside from the claims levelled against Temer and his 
two predecessors in the Planalto Palace, the company’s 
executives have also stated that they made illegal 
payments to 1,829 political candidates from 28 parties. 
Batista’s confession of  the systematic bribery of  
politicians by JBS, which is partially owned by the 
government and has received billions of  reais in 
favourable loans from the state development bank, 
BNDES, is also illustrative of  the “capitalismo de 
laços” that economist Sérgio Lazzarini has described. 
This refers to the way in which public and private 
interests become enmeshed via the channelling of  
public money to corporations which in turn fund 
much of  the country’s political activity via slush 
funds.  

It is highly likely that Temer 
will be forced out of  office; he 
would be the third president to 
suffer this fate in the past 25 
years. Euras ia Group, a 
political risk consultancy, 
estimates that there is a 70% 
chance of  him not concluding 
his mandate. The Brazilian 
Socialist Party (PSB) has 

already quit the governing coalition in support of  a 
new round of  presidential elections. Temer can count 
on very little popular support among Brazilians given 
that he was not elected to the role, only coming to 
power in the wake of  his predecessor’s impeachment.  

In terms of  a way out of  the crisis, Temer’s position is 
widely considered to be untenable and he could 
therefore resign, although he has so far given no 
indication of  doing so. Alternatively, he could be 
impeached. As events of  last year illustrated, however, 
this would be a very drawn out process and would 
require congressional approval. The president could 
also be sentenced by the Supreme Court, although 
lawmakers are divided as to whether this action would 
also require approval by Congress. Finally, in a 
separate case, the Electoral Court may rule against 
Temer in its ongoing investigation of  illegal funding 
relating to President Rousseff ’s successful re-election 
campaign in 2014, in which Temer was her running 
mate. Whether direct elections would take place or a 
new president chosen by Congress following an 
Electoral Court ruling against Temer would depend 
on the Supreme Court’s interpretation of  the 
Constitution.  

There is therefore a considerable degree of  
uncertainty relating to all these scenarios and the line 
of  succession is similarly unclear. Aside from putting 
a spanner in the works of  Temer’s fiscal reform 
agenda which had been advancing in Congress, the 
fact that almost all established politicians have been 
tarnished by corruption allegations ensures that the 
elections of  2018 are likely to be highly unpredictable. 
Brazil is playing host to an extraordinary host to an 
extraordinary dynamic in which a culture of  
institutionalised corruption has been met with staunch 
resistance from the country’s judiciary and a growing 
number of  ordinary Brazilians, leading to a struggle 
over how the country’s country should be governed.  

EDWARD O’BRIEN was a Masters student of  
International Relations at King’s College London, and is a 
former Assistant Editor of  Dialogue.
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The Grapes of  Wrath 
By Greg Hall 

“Don’t fire unless fired 
upon. But if  they want a war 
let it begin here.” This was 
the command of  Captain 
John Parker, the man in 
charge of  the Massachusetts 
militia at Lexington in 1775. 
It is still not known who 
fired the first shot of  the 
American Revolution – the 
shot that was heard around 
the world – and whilst 
historians still speculate, the 
rest, as they say, is history. 

But it just goes to show, 
how, from the beginning, 
the United States was built 
on opposing forces: Patriot 
and Loyalist, Confederate and Unionist, Democrat 
and Republican. In times gone by this was celebrated 
as the sign of  a healthy democracy – as the 
vindication of  America. But ever since the 1960s, the 
faith in this truism has waned. Bipartisanship is a dirty 
word and gridlock is the norm; meanwhile, two 
distinct and rival Americas despise and mock each 
other in equal measure. Look at the map of  the 2016 
Election county-by-county: the things which divide 
Americans today are not clearly separated by the 
Mason-Dixon Line or by the labels “Democrat” and 
“Republican”. Both political parties are divided 
themselves, which is why a billionaire from New York, 
with little interest in politics and little support from 
his own party, now sits in the Oval Office. 

It was in the midst of  this conflict that the first shot 
of  the Trump Revolution was fired, and because of  it 
that the tyrant from Long Island came to power. Now, 
as often happens with revolutions, there immediately 
follows a period of  civil war as the newcomers 
compete with counter-revolutionary activity. That 
much was made clear at Charlottesville.  

But recent events are the tip of  an iceberg that is 
quickly melting in America. According to The Nation, 
75 new opposition groups were created by February 
alone. Their supporters are mostly young, politically 
engaged and politically enraged; activities of  these 
groups range from canvassing to consolation, knitting 
to running for office. Collectively they form a motley 

crew and are the backbone of  an opposition 
movement that is festering across the United States 
which includes senior figures from both major 
political parties. They are the ‘Never Trumpers’ and 
are treated by the current administration much like the 
way that Bolsheviks named and shamed counter-
revolutionary elements. 

But though the 45th President governs through fear 
and favour, he does not occupy the office 
illegitimately. According to the electoral process 
outlined in the US Constitution – the product of  the 
first revolution - Trump won fair and square. And 
even if  he had not won power legitimately, over sixty 
million people voted for a candidate who represented 
some form of  change. That level of  political 
engagement - which some would reduce to white 
nationalism – goes beyond sheriffs, small towns and 
Appalachian mines. As J.D. Vance demonstrates in his 
recent memoir Hillbilly Elegy, a white underclass is 
trapped across America and is being persistently 
ignored by the establishment. It is in these 
communities that unemployment, drug addiction, 
family breakdown and crime have soared; millions 
caught in this chasm supported the Tea Party, and 
even more came out and voted for Donald Trump. 

So where does all of  this leave the actual opposition: 
the Democratic Party? 

The short answer is institutionally bankrupt and 
ideologically bereft. The Democrats controlled the 
presidency for 16 out of  the last 24 years - but their 
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control of  Congress only lasted for 8 years, and 
during the first terms of  Clinton and Obama. Clearly, 
the arrogance of  its leadership contributed to the 
hyper-partisanship which now infects American 
politics, producing two lame-duck presidencies and a 
social democratic legacy which can be overturned. 
The Republicans now control 32 state legislatures, 33 
state governorships, the House of  Representatives, the 
Senate and the Presidency. Furthermore, the Supreme 
Court, which has been an ally of  progressivism since 
the 1950s, now sits in the balance. Democratic 
achievements, including NAFTA, Obamacare, the 
Paris Agreement and the Iran nuclear deal, are all 
under attack. And that’s just the beginning.  

To make things worse, the Democratic Party has no 
special mandate for a specific group or cause - unlike 
the Labour Party in the UK. The Democrats began as 
an agrarian populist movement, became the party of  
slavery and then the party of  civil rights. Indeed, the 
absence of  dogma and class politics – as is so 
prevalent here in the U.K. – has allowed both parties 
to evolve over time, rejuvenate their platform and 
even change direction. As the American democracy 
created by the Founding Fathers jars increasingly into 
disrepair, it is this, and only this, which is the saving 
grace for the Democrats right now.  

Their challenge is not only to be the voice of  
American democracy - but also to be its ears. The 
politics of  the pulpit has often served them at 
elections, benefitting the likes of  JFK, Bill Clinton and 
Barack Obama, but it has not served them in 
government. The first was assassinated, the second 
was tried for impeachment and the third was 
succeeded by Donald Trump. The real lesson which 
the Democrats need to learn is that leadership is as 
much about listening as it is about preaching. That 
means putting democracy first and accepting the 
result of  2016 and it means holding the President to 
account, but for constitutional rather than political 
purposes.  

Crucially, however, it means looking beyond the 
Trump Presidency and at the state of  the union as a 

whole. According to the Pew Research Centre, non-
Hispanic whites will make up less than half  of  the 
population by 2050. Is the United States marching to a 
progressive beat that culminates in the America 
envisaged by Bernie Sanders? If  so, then perhaps the 
Democrats should rename themselves the Progressive 
Party. But, the white population will not simply 
disappear, and the more it feels that it is being 
ignored, the more it will turn to its supremacist past. 
The Democratic Party – and indeed all ‘Never 
Trumpers’ – have to confront this reality. That means 
asking some difficult questions: What can be done to 
heal the social divides in America? Can the interests 
of  technology and labour both be equally served? 
How can the government respond to climate change 
without disadvantaging its industrial communities?  

It’s a tall order, and one which the current Democratic 
leadership seems ill-equipped to fulfill. Much like the 
takeover of  the Republican Party in 2016, it will take 
an outsider to rise above the current political gridlock 
and provide an alternative answer to America’s 
problems in 2020. But 
while Mr Trump may 
be wrong on most 
things, he is not wrong 
to point out, as he did, 
that there is anger on 
many sides. And so, 
whoever is chosen to 
t a k e o v e r t h e 
administration in 2020 
would do wel l to 
remember the words 
o f  D e m o c r a t i c 
presidential nominee 
Adlai Stevenson, who once said that his party was 
“the party of  no one because it is the party of  
everyone”. 

Amidst the gunfire, the year 2016 will be remembered 
for the November Revolution; so will 1787 for 
allowing it. But whilst the state of  America today 
invites much comparison to its conflicted and bloody 
past, a look at the troubles in Venezuela and the 
Middle East puts its current woes in perspective. 
America has not outlived its core ideals - yet. 

GREG HALL is a third-year History student at King’s 
College London who regularly writes about US history, culture 
and politics for the History Society’s Muse Magazine and his 
own blog De Facto. This year he will be writing his dissertation 
on the American Revolution.

“The real lesson which the 
Democrats need to learn is that 

leadership is as much about 
listening as it is about 

preaching.”
“It’s a tall order, 
and one which 

the current 
Democratic 

leadership seems 
ill-equipped to 

fulfill.”
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The concept of  revolution has been understood in 
modern political theory as a fundamental socio-
political transformation. Theorists differ in the 
concept of  revolution as democratic, communist, or 
anarchist in nature (Grosser), but whether one bases 
their definition on the works of  Arendt, Marx or 
Graeber, one thing can be said regarding all notions 
of  political revolution: they aim to create lasting 
change to the existing social order and power relations 
on a sweeping structural scale. 

Many of  the most iconic figures associated with 
revolution in the 20th century, like Che Guevara and 
Malcolm X, believed in the necessity of  violence as a 
means of  revolution. Yet research has shown that in 
the past century, nonviolent movements have been 
twice as successful as violent ones in achieving their 
aims and leading to long-lasting systemic change 
(Chenoweth and Stephan, 2011). Violent uprisings, on 
the other hand, often failed outright or quickly 
succumbed to a return to the old order. If  the essence 
of  revolution is radical systemic change, it must 
therefore be predominantly associated with the use of  
revolutionary nonviolence. 

In the current era of  political upheaval and the 
resurgence of  right-wing populism in the United 
States and around the world, the moment is ripe for a 
true revolution. Americans are experiencing a 
fundamental divergence in how citizens understand 
their national identity, their vision for the country’s 

future, and even the very Constitutional provisions by 
which society is governed. Deep fissures have 
widened between those for whom freedom is 
symbolized in the right to carry concealed weapons 
and use hate speech, and those who associate freedom 
with the Statue of  Liberty and a nation built by 
hardworking immigrants. 

T h i s c o n t e m p o r a r y “ w a v e o f  
contention” (Koopmans, 2004) in the United States 

has manifested itself  in a wide 
range of  tactics, most of  which 
have been nonviolent, including 
protests, marches, sit-ins and 
c r ea t ive i n t e r ven t ions. Ye t 
progressive resistance must go 
beyond using nonviolence for 
s t r a t eg i c g a in s t o embody 
nonviolence as a moral conviction
—renouncing hatred of  one’s 
opponent in favor of  empathy and 
understanding—if  it is to bring 
about the kind of  revolutionary 
change needed in America today. 

Theories of  nonviolence are 
divided between those who 
embrace it as a moral or religious 
principle, and those for whom it 
holds strategic value but does not 
derive from spiritual conviction. I 

argue that one cannot be effectively executed without 
the other, and that using nonviolent tactics without 
embracing nonviolence as a moral doctrine creates a 
dissonance between actions and ideology, and can lead 
to condescension towards opposing groups that only 
strengthens resentment and deepens divisions. 

Indeed, the most iconic figures in the history of  
nonviolent struggle have been those who embraced 
nonviolence as a moral philosophy rather than a 
strategic principle. In My Experiments with Truth, 
Mohandas K. Gandhi reflects on the nature of  
ahimsa, or nonviolence and respect for all living 
things: 

'Hate the sin and not the sinner' is a precept which, 
though easy enough to understand, is rarely practised, 
and that is why the poison of  hatred spreads in the 
world. This ahimsa is the basis of  the search for truth. 

Gandhi advocated the use of  nonviolent tactics only 
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Gandhi advocated the use of  nonviolent tactics only 
if  nonviolence was also held as a moral principle, 
stating, “It is better to be violent, if  there is violence 
in our hearts, than to put on the cloak of  nonviolence 
to cover impotence.” 

Remaining open and humane towards one’s 
opponents, despite disagreements and confrontation, 
must underlie nonviolent action; otherwise it 
embodies the essence of  hypocrisy. Without holding 
nonviolence as a moral principle, nonviolent tactics 
can manipulate and preach but will never foster 
common ground. Common ground is important for 
any revolution to succeed; it is only with support from 
a w i d e s p e c t r u m o f  
stakeholders that last ing 
change can be achieved. This 
harkens to the philosophy 
embraced in the South African 
notion of  “Ubuntu” or “I am 
because we are,” advocated by 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu in 
South Africa’s struggle against 
Apartheid, which emphasizes 
the interconnected nature of  
liberation. 

I have witnessed the principle 
of  moral nonviolence in numerous instances since the 
election of  Donald Trump. Highlighting these 
examples is necessary to convey the importance of  
dialogue across divisions as an underpinning condition 
of  nonviolent revolution. 

The most poignant interaction occurred in a 
conversation with my close friend’s mother. She 
posted a critical comment on my Facebook page in 
response to a post I shared criticizing the Trump 
administration. After I privately messaged her asking 
to hear her perspective, she sent a long, heartfelt reply. 

She told me she had gone through periods of  being 
both anti- and pro-establishment in her life, having 
herself  been an activist protesting the Vietnam War. 
But progressive activism no longer resonates with her; 
she said she is sick of  the United States being “soft,” 
tired of  “political correctness,” and fed up with 
money going from her pay check to benefit people 
who don’t deserve it. She said it “tears my heart out” 
to see the U.S. giving aid to other countries around the 
world “when we have millions of  homeless children, 
families and veterans in this country that need help 
and are being overlooked.” She ended the message by 
saying, “Thanks for listening. Let's have dinner and I 
promise not to disrespect your opinions.” 

I replied to her message and told her about Miriam’s 
Kitchen, an organization in Washington, D.C. that 
provides meals and services for the homeless, 
including many veterans. I told her that the issue of  
homeless veterans was also important to me, so I 
wanted to make a donation to Miriam’s Kitchen in 
honor of  our conversation and encouraged her to do 
the same. She gladly agreed. 

Despite my disagreement with her political stance, our 
conversation exemplified an important component 
that is missing from much of  the progressive activism 
against the Trump administration, one that will be 
essential in turning resistance into revolution. By 

acknowledging common 
humanity, nonviolence as a 
m o r a l p h i l o s o p h y 
deconstructs the opposition 
between “us” and “them.” 
This division classifies the 
“good guys” – progressive 
l iberals who denounce 
r a c i s m , s e x i s m , 
homophobia, and ableism – 
against the “bad guys,” the 
fascist, bigoted, racist, sexist 
opponents we are fighting. 

Yet these labels, though applicable in many cases, do 
not account for a large number of  people who fall 
somewhere in the middle, people like my friend’s 
mother who are disillusioned and frustrated, who 
ascribe to a narrative of  patriotic pride and a work-
hard ethos based on their life experiences. Dividing 
the United States into “us” and “them” stands in stark 
contrast to the principle of  nonviolence, to which the 
left often claims to adhere. It also begs the question 
of  how this approach would classify the black 
immigrant men in my hometown who voted for 
Trump, or pro-life feminists who attended the 
Women’s March. 

It is a moral commitment to nonviolence - a 
willingness to engage with the person and not their 
actions - that is the true foundation of  transformative 
social change. The revolution requires all of  us, liberal 
and conservative, working class and educated elite, 
from the rural Midwest to the urban coasts, to draw 
together, one experiment with truth at a time. 

SARAH FREEMAN-WOOLPERT is a qualitative 
researcher and freelance writer on nonviolent movements, youth 
activism and social change. She has spent several years living in 
the Balkans and was raised in New Hampshire, USA. 
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applicable in many cases, 
do not account for a large 
number of  people who 
fall somewhere in the 
middle…”
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Fentanyl - the cheaper, meaner version of  heroin - is 
the symbol of  America’s drug problem. Ever since the 
U.S. shuttled into the so-called “heroin epidemic” in 
2012, Fentanyl has been responsible for the vast 
majority of  opioid-related deaths. Numbers do not do 
it justice, but for reference, 33,000 people died from 
opioid overdoses in 2015, making it the deadliest 
“unnatural” cause of  death in America. While police 
continue to prosecute distributors, the war on drugs 
has changed a lot since it was launched by Nixon in 
1971. The heroin epidemic primarily affects low- and 
middle-income whites, which some activists claim is 

the petty motivator for America’s policy shift towards 
promoting medical treatment for those abusing 
narcotic drugs. This policy is most evident in Boston’s 
Methadone Mile. A small stretch of  Massachusetts 
Avenue contains seven methadone clinics, prescribing 
methadone, Subutex, and other heroin detoxification 
drugs to thousands of  recovering addicts each day. 
Some of  these patients are getting their lives back 
together, but hundreds remain homeless and 
vulnerable to the Fentanyl dealers that crowd the same 
streets. 

Ally is on the ground, slumped over her knees such 
that her hair and hands drag on the floor in front of  
her. She is “high as a kite” on the fentanyl she has just 
injected herself  with, a mere 3-minute walk away from 
the next methadone clinic on Massachusetts Avenue. 

In the seven years of  her fentanyl abuse, these are the 
external forces that have tried to intervene: municipal 
court judges, probation officers, rehabilitation 
workers, prison, police officers, hospitals, sober 
houses, and methadone clinics. Yet here she is, barred 
from custody over her daughter and self-admittedly 
waiting for fentanyl to kill her. What those who 
administered these forces to rescue Ally had never 
considered, was that a systemic view was needed to 
contribute to her diagnosis. Even though the war on 
drugs has become less of  a war, widespread drug use 
is still the product of  a system of  structural violence 

t h a t n e e d s t o b e 
understood, taken 
apart, and fought. By 
studying Ally’s life, we 
start to see the greater 
story arch that makes 
f e n t a n y l , a n d i t s 
h u m a n c o s t , s o 
prevalent. 

P a r t O n e : T h e 
Doctor’s Office. The 
first opioid Ally ever 
had was Percocet, 
prescr ibed to her 
when she broke her 
a r m. Ra ther than 
waning her off  the 
drug, her prescription 
for this painkiller was 
suddenly cut, leaving 
her feeling ‘dope sick’. 

She went to the street to buy Percocet instead, but as 
she became tolerant she had to move up through 
stronger opioids: OxyContin, heroin, and eventually, 
fentanyl. 

The CDC admits the U.S. has a huge problem with 
over-prescribing opioids. Starting in the 1980s, the 
WHO encouraged countries to take up opioids as 
painkillers for cancer patients. By the 1990s, American 
pharmaceutical companies started an aggressive 
campaign to promote OxyContin, and then in the 
2010s, Fentanyl. Today, companies like INSY have 
been found to provide kickbacks to doctors 
prescribing Fentanyl, and just 2.4% of  opioid 
prescriptions go to cancer patients. Public insurance 
plans don’t cover non-pharmaceutical pain 
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Whose Fentanyl is it Anyway? 
By Natalie Nogueira
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management, and instead fentanyl is mass prescribed 
at low prices to ease physical pain while exposing 
hundreds of  thousands of  people to an addictive drug 
which can be found in identical form on the street. 
When ‘street dope’ is too expensive, many, like Ally, 
simply ask someone to beat them up so they can walk 
into the hospital and get a free fix. 

Part Two: Diplomacy. When accused of  supplying the 
raw chemicals to produce methamphetamines and 
synthetic opioids abroad, the Chinese diplomat at the 
UN general assembly stood in rage: “We play no such 
part!”. Yet, most fentanyl in the U.S. is homemade 
from a chemical called NPP, which is shipped in mass 

quantities from China to the U.S. through Mexico and 
Canada. Since Mexico and Canada do not want to 
disturb their trade partnerships, they have remained 
lax on NPP regulation. The International Narcotics 
Control Board, the utmost authority on drug 
regulation, has also only promised to “look into” the 
fentanyl epidemic – everyone is afraid to irritate 
Chinese trade establishments. 

Part Three: The victim. After various charges of  drug 
possession, Ally was sent to prison for three months. 
“You don’t get any support for addiction in jail.” Her 
withdrawal symptoms led her to delusion and upon 
release she was weak, poor, depressed, and lacking any 
support to get a job. She was not allowed to see her 
daughter. She found herself  in the local homeless 
shelter; the one on methadone mile. Each morning 
she was tantalized by drug dealers outside the shelter. 
“People in the shelter tell you to put your blinders on 
when you go outside, but honestly, we are set up for 
failure over there. Those dealers are amongst our only 
friends”. Her friend at the shelter, Sarah, didn’t seem 
better off. She has been in a sleepy-dazed state since 
she started Methadone in October 2015 and became 
addicted to those too. She will probably never come 
off  them. Initially Ally resisted the dealers, but 
ultimately, she felt she had nothing else to live for and 

returned to prostitution to pay for fentanyl. Fentanyl 
costs $40 a pop, so she works 4:00am-7:00am and 
4:00pm-9:00pm off  Dorchester Ave. to scrape enough 
money for dope, and if  she is lucky, some food and 
clothes. She asserts she is not ashamed of  her work, 
but that she would rather not do it. She reveals that 
she is not even sexually attracted to men, but they are 
the only customers who pay. 

Three weeks after her release from prison, Ally would 
find herself  bleeding from a cut on her head after she 
OD’d on fentanyl and fell on the floor of  a 
McDonald’s bathroom. No one called emergency 
services because they knew she was on probation and 

would return to jail if  caught using. She has a fresh 
scar on her head. Only fentanyl eases the pain. 

A cop across the street smirks: “It’s her own fault”. 

You want to tell me this is Ally’s fault? 

Ally is the victim of  institutionalized brutalities and 
pervasive private interests. Financial incentives cause 
doctors, insurance plans, and diplomats alike to allow 
for an abundance of  Fentanyl, while INSY makes 
more money by starting to produce methadone for 
the addicts it has created. Because Fentanyl is 
criminalized, Ally will ultimately be punished and 
marginalized, until her only escape from reality will be 
the source of  her downfall. In order to truly combat 
America’s “heroin epidemic”, there must be a 
revolution in the way it is responded to ranging from 
local law enforcement to those who create federal 
drug policy. Fentanyl is structural violence at its finest, 
and it is this system we must fight: not the people it 
spits out on the street to die. 

NATALIE NOGUEIRA is pursuing a Bachelor’s degree 
in Social Studies at Harvard College, while completing the 
requirements for a minor in Business Management at MIT 
Sloan. She is currently writing her thesis on narcotic regulations, 
and conducts paid research on illicit markets and arms 
trafficking.

“When ‘street dope’ is too expensive, many, 
like Ally, simply ask someone to beat them 

up so they can walk into the hospital and get 
a free fix.”
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Revolution in Chinese Foreign Affairs 
by Dr. Kerry Brown

In the August edition of  the French international 
relations magazine, ‘Le Point’, the Chinese military 
official who has now become a significant strategist 
and commentator, Liu Mingfu, set out the central part 
of  the thesis in his 2010 book, ‘The China Dream’: 
‘Our aim is to surpass the United States. We would 
never be content to be the world’s number two. In 
twenty to thirty years, we will be the number one.’ 
 The aim of  the Xi Jinping leadership, he continues ‘is 
to be the champion of  the world.’  To achieve this, the 
president could continue in power many years beyond 
the five more that he is expected to serve. ‘Twenty 
years would be good,’ Liu states. And for the rest of  
the world, the incentive is easy: ‘The more the US is 
strong, the more the world is endangered. The more 
China rises, the more there will be security.’ 

Liu belongs to the more nationalist arm of  the 
Chinese intellectual community, but his sentiments are 
by no means unusual. Openly, or covertly, the Chinese 
leadership and what we can divine of  public opinion 
have never been more confident. There is an 
increasing sense that a nation which was regarded 
through most of  modern history as the sick man of  
Asia is now truly reclaiming its status as a great power, 
one that can be seen as on parity with the US. This is 
the foreign affairs dimension of  what Xi himself  
called ‘the China Dream’ from 2013. 

The China Dream has 
r e v o l u t i o n a r y 
impl icat ions. Should 
Ch ina , a s i s w ide l y 
expected, overtake the US 
as the world’s largest 
economy in the next 
decade or so, it will be the 
first time in the modern 
era, since the start of  the 
Industrial Revolution in 
the late 18th century, that 
a deve loping nat ion 
r a t h e r t h a n a f u l l y 
d e ve l o p e d o n e w i l l 
occupy this position. It 
w i l l b e e v e n m o r e 
r e m a r k a b l e b e c a u s e 
China will have risen to 
the top of  the league of  
capitalist economies while 
still adhering to a system 

where a Marxist-Leninist party holds a monopoly on 
power. It will be the first time, too, where a China 
with a significant navy and military will be the 
dominant geopolitical power in Asia. For all of  these 
reasons, we have no real precedent for where history 
goes from here. For China, and for those dealing with 
it, the simple fact is that there is no road map. No one 
has ever travelled along this path before. 

Such a revolution in the international order has two 
very different dimensions. For China, while the 
aspiration has always been that as part of  its 
modernisation process since reform and opening up 
started in 1978 it would have a greater, more 
integrated global role, no one, least of  all the 
architects of  this process around the paramount 
leader then, Deng Xiaoping, thought the country 
would be so successful so quickly. For Deng, his 
imprecation was carried by the terse ‘24 character’ 
slogan used from the early 1990s onwards: ‘Keep a 
low profile, bid time, be cooperative, and never seek 
the leading position.’ This posture served China well 
as it was rising up the global economic league table. It 
was able to sit in the comfortable position of  a 
country which said it was poor, developing, and 
therefore did not want to be dragged into the affairs 
of  others. Nor did it wish to have others involve 
themselves in its affairs unless it asked. Mutual non-
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interference was a mantra of  the Chinese position 
over this era. 

While China was a relatively small player, this was fine. 
Yet, in a world where it is seen as an economic 
powerhouse, and in which it is the chief  trading 
partner for over 120 countries, claiming to be a mouse 
when it is clearly an elephant is disingenuous at best, 
and deceptive at worst. This is compounded by the 
fact that since the 2008 global economic crisis and the 
political troubles that have swept across Europe and 
America since then, spaces have opened up for China 
to be involved even where it does not want to be.  It 
has a very clear choice, therefore: get involved, have 
influence, or simply be passive and see opportunities 
fade from sight. 

In the era of  Hu Jintao, Xi’s predecessor, we could see 
the posture of  ‘non-involvement’ and non-committal 

coming under increasing pressure. With Xi’s ascent, 
amongst the first things he did was to state to fellow 
elite political leaders on the Politburo that China 
needed to take up a more active, participatory role in 
world affairs. The Trump presidency has opened up 
even more space. China now can aspire to be a 
champion of  globalisation as never before – witness 
the talk that Xi gave on his first visit to the Davos 
Forum in February this year with its commitment to 
championing combatting climate change and forging 
new free trade deals. 

The second dimension is how the outside world 
responds. Already, in the US, the language of  ‘China 
Threat’ is strong. Trump himself  deployed angry 
words about the large trade deficits that the US ran 
with its largest trading partner as a tangible example 
of  this issue. China’s increased militarisation, its 
pushiness over the South and East China Seas issues, 
and the ways in which it is accused of  using its 
economic leverage to provide it with diplomatic gains 
are all under the spotlight. Only this June, Greece, 
recipient of  Chinese investment in ports and 
infrastructure, vetoed an EU statement on human 
rights issues in the People’s Republic. The UK because 
of  its vulnerability through Brexit is also expected to 

lobby for the interests of  Hong Kong less and less. It 
simply has to balance its burgeoning involvement with 
China economically against more abstract, values 
issues. 

If  China has not made up its mind about the global 
role, it wants to play (with Liu’s words, quoted at the 
start of  this article occupying the more assertive part 
of  the spectrum), the world outside seems equally 
undecided about what position it wants China to hold. 
In the 2000s, the US often asked that China become a 
bigger stakeholder in the international rules-based 
system, but now that China is occupying more and 
more space, doubts seem to be surfacing. There are 
even more fundamental concerns around the question 
of  what precisely an Asian region, or the world 
beyond it for that matter, might look like run on 
Chinese values. 

Because of  these uncertainties, we are truly living in 
an era of  revolutionary transition. The good news is 
that there is a widespread acceptance by most inside 
and outside China that whatever this transition might 
look like and wherever it is heading, it would serve no 
one’s interests for there to be conflict or violence. It 
must be a transition by consent. The less reassuring 
news is that no one quite seems to know how this 
might be affected, and where it could lead to. Xi 
Jinping has been called within China ‘the storyteller’, 
telling the story of  the Chinese rise and the great 
Chinese dream. But no one knows yet if  he is telling a 
story with a happy, or unhappy ending. And no one 
really knows who the final winner of  this story might 
be. It is still very much a work in progress. 

DR. KERRY BROWN is a preeminent scholar in the field 
of  contemporary Chinese political and economic affairs. He is 
Director of  the Lau China Institute and King’s College 
London and Professor of  Chinese Studies. He is also an 
Associate Fellow on the Asia Programme at Chatham House. 
 He is the author of  over ten books on modern China, the most 
recent of  which is `China’s World: What Does China Want’, 
published in August. 
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“Should China, as is widely expected, overtake the US as the 
world’s largest economy in the next decade or so, it will be the 

first time in the modern era […] that a developing nation rather 
than a fully developed one will occupy this position.” 
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On May 28, 2008, the Constituent 
Assembly of  Nepal proclaimed the 
new federal republic, ending the 240-
year long reign of  the Shah dynasty 
over the Himalayan nation. The fall 
of  the monarchy was the combined 
result of  its rapidly deepening 
unpopularity, mainly derived from its 
authoritarianism, and the successful 
conduct of  a Maoist-led “People’s 
War”. However, as extraordinary as 
the Nepalese revolution may appear, 
nine years after the proclamation of  
the republic, the fruits of  this unlikely 
revolution remain to be yielded, while 
the promises of  enfranchisement of  
minorities, economic equality, and a 
radical restructuring of  the Nepalese 
state remain largely unfulfilled. 

A Ten-Year Conflict 

The rare success of  the Maoist guerrilla constituted 
the most important victory of  a far-left armed 
movement in the post-soviet era. Its triumph was 
largely caused by the failed consolidation of  the 
previous constitutional regime. After the 1990 
democratic protests, led by the Communist Party of  
Nepal-UML and Social Democratic Nepali Congress, 
the 1960 authoritarian “panchayat” system was 
replaced with a constitutional monarchy broadly 
compatible with the most basic tenets of  liberal 
democracy. However, the misgivings of  the new 
regime did not take long to emerge. The country’s 
newfound liberalism hardly changed the upper caste’s 
domination over the political system, while a series of  
neoliberal reforms, including the mass privatisation of  
public enterprises, contributed further to the 
economic disempowerment of  the most impoverished 
sectors of  the Nepalese society. The standardisation 
of  politics of  the liberal constitution proved unable to 
channel the particular demands of  the diverse ethnic 
groups and failed to resolve the deeply ingrained 
discriminatory hierarchies inherent to the country’s 
caste and ethnic system, to the point of  criminalising 
discussions of  such regional inequalities. 

The immense identity politics potential, left 
unaddressed by the new regime, was utilised by the 
Communist Party of  Nepal-Maoist as the rallying cry 
for the 1996 uprising which led to a ten-year long 

bloody civil war that claimed more than 19,000 lives. 
The Maoists capitalised on the grievances of  the most 
marginalised sectors of  society, namely the women, 
the Dalits, and the historically victimised Southern 
ethnic groups (Madhesis and Tharus). The feudalistic 
traits of  Nepal’s agricultural economy, rendered the 
classic Marxist vertical class divides inadequate as the 
driving revolutionary force. Therefore, the Maoists 
identified the multifaceted horizontal (inter-group) 
inequalities as the foremost cleavages to be exploited. 

This strategy contributed to the expansion of  their 
support from the western hills of  Nepal into the more 
populous agricultural plains of  the south in 2001. 
Consequently, the Maoists adopted an agenda in 
defense of  regional autonomy and a comprehensive 
land reform to the benefit of  the oppressed southern 
ethnic groups. The boldly federalist proposal of  the 
Maoist movement contrasted heavily with the 1990 
centralist consensus, eventually giving rise to strategic 
alliances with regionalist actors. 

Ultimately, King Gyanendra’s suspension of  civil and 
political rights and resulting reestablishment of  the 
absolute monarchy in 2005 tipped the social support 
scales in favour of  the Maoists, as neutral or even pro-
monarchy groups were subject to draconian measures. 
Gyanendra’s autocratic approach, furthered the 
delegitimisation of  the monarchy, thus making the 
Maoist republican proposal the lesser evil in the eyes 
of  most Nepalese and most of  the established 
political parties. 

The Dawn of  the Republic 

Nepal’s Unlikely Revolution 
By Pablo Sánchez Martínez 
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The reinstatement of  the autocratic monarchy did not 
endure. By 2005, the Maoists already controlled most 
rural areas across the country while the Royal Army 
had given up any hope to recover them. After a series 
of  civil protests, Gyanendra stepped down in April 
2006. Soon thenceforth, the Maoists and the coalition 
of  the major political forces of  the country, known as 
the Seven Party Alliance struck a peace deal - the 
Comprehensive Peace Agreement - effectively ending 
ten years of  civil war. 

The peace agreement paved the way for 
the 2007 interim constitution, the 
establishment of  the constituent assembly 
and the abolishment the monarchy; putting 
the bicentenary rule of  the Shah dynasty 
to an end and consummating one of  the 
most remarkable strategic successes for a 
leftist guerrilla in the 21st century. 

An Unfinished Revolution 

The Maoist-initiated revolution was 
partially successful in bringing down the 
powerful Nepali monarchy, conveying the demands of  
the marginalised minorities and reaching an apparent 
pro-federalist consensus across the political spectrum, 
or as indicated in the interim constitution “In order to 
end discriminations […] by deconstructing the current 
centralised and unitary structure, the state shall be 
restructured in an inclusive, democratic and forward 
looking manner”. However, the goals set in the 
constitution are quite far from being realised. 

The state deconstruction promised by the interim 
constitution has been very limited. While it guaranteed 
the proportional representation of  minority groups in 
unprecedented ways both in parliament and the state 
bodies, with Dalits securing 8.17 percent of  the seats, 
indigenous people 33.9 percent, women 33.22 percent, 
and Madhesis 34.09 percent, this legislature expired in 
2012 without reaching an agreement for a 
constitution. While the pro-federal Maoist and 
Madhes i pa r t i e s in t ended to dee pen the 
territorialisation of  the country along ethnic identity 
lines to secure self-government and recognition for 
the marginalised peoples of  the country, the Nepali 
congress and the CPN-UML vetoed the proposals. 

As the Nepalese Supreme Court rejected the calls for 
extensions of  the CA’s mandate, a new election was 
called for 2013. The Maoists lost 149 seats down to 
80, with their Madhesi allies having an even poorer 
showing. The new Constituent Assembly dominated 
by the NC and the CPN-UML drafted the new 2015 
Constitution, ignoring the identity-based federalist 

demands of  the Madhesi people, with the reluctant 
approval of  the Maoists. 

Six federal states were formed along arbitrary lines; 
with the subjugated minorities being granted little if  
any, autonomy at all by the 2015 Constitution. Thus, 
as with the 1990 people’s movement, the Maoist-
initiated war has so far brought few social 
transformations, as the high caste political actors came 
to dominate over the political outsiders. 

The promise of  federalism is not a capricious demand 
of  chauvinistic forces within the Nepali state, but the 
first step for the emancipation of  politically oppressed 
minorities. The federal states would have provided a 
space to confront the hill high caste hegemony, as the 
political empowerment of  those marginalised ethnic 
groups would have had the potential to challenge the 
feudalistic power structures that sustain the economic 
oppression of  these minorities. 

Despite their military victory and their five-year long 
political struggle, once institutionalised, the Maoists 
were unable to materialise their demands and ended 
up capitulating to the NC-UML coalition. While the 
Maoists had secured an extraordinary base of  support 
during the war, this base was never a consolidated 
one. In assuming the leadership of  the new republican 
government, the Maoists unwillingly assumed the 
responsibility for the political impasse that followed. 
The resilience of  the anti-federalist forces and their 
grip over the bureaucracy, the media, and the state 
institutions dampened the social impact of  the Maoist 
position. Thus, their electoral defeat and consequent 
surrender to the old political forces was the logical 
result of  their inability to consolidate and mobilise 
their base. This inability to reframe the state structure 
stagnated their promises for radical economic 
transformations, transformations that required more 
power than a military victory. 

Pablo Sánchez Martínez is a second-year BSc Political 
Economy student.

 “In order to end discriminations […] 
by deconstructing the current 

centralised and unitary structure, the 
state shall be restructured in an 

inclusive, democratic and forward 
looking manner.” 
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Ukraine leaderless. Opposition groups took power and 
installed an interim government. Owing to the 
growing divide between EU and Russian supporters, 
the new government passed laws removing Russian as 
the country’s second language and attempted to 
consolidate power in the East. The East felt 
persecuted and began fighting back, taking control of  
government buildings, supporting separatism and 
Russian unification. The new government quickly 
responded, conducting their own atrocities in the East, 
prompting Russian intervention. 

Russia also played a role in provoking this revolution. 
With this, it is important to draw a distinction between 
Putin’s imperial and defensive acts. Russia’s annexation 
of  Crimea is often touted as a prime example of  
Putin’s desire to conquer, and at the time warranted 
unfavourable comparisons. However, it becomes more 
rational with further explanation. Russia currently has 
a major military base in Sevastopol. Seeing anti-
Russian rhetoric consuming the Ukrainian government 
combined with acts of  violence likely made him fear 
that they would attempt to take over Crimea and expel 
the Russian soldiers. The Crimean port acts as one of  
Russia’s main defences against mainland Europe and 
losing it would allow European and NATO troops to 
move much closer to Russia.   

That is not to say that Russia is guiltless in stoking the 
conflict. Putin has adopted a strategy known as 
“hybrid war”, attacking countries with propaganda and 
cyber-attacks to weaken their defences and create 
unrest. Putin started moving in on Ukraine before the 
protests of  2014 using “Fake News”. This consisted 
of  the propagation of  Russian news sources in 
Eastern Ukraine, having them lie to the population, 
with the intention of  creating divisions. After Russian 
was removed as the second national language, Eastern 
media reported that Russian would be banned and that 
schools teaching in Russian would be shut down. 
Neither of  these happened, but for many people, 
these were the only news sources they received and 
had no reason to doubt it. Divisions already existed 

between the East and West, but propaganda created 
the perception that the East was being attacked and 
that protection would only come by taking up arms. 

Eventually, it even became a self-fulfilling prophecy. In 
2013, Russian media began reporting that hundreds of  
Russian Ukrainian refugees were fleeing to Russia. 
When immigration agencies were questioned by 
journalists they admitted that no refugees had come. 
Despite this, they were still ordered by the government 
to begin setting up camps for refugees. A year later 
violence erupted and thousands of  refugees came 
pouring into Russia. 

How does a revolution go on to becoming a civil war? 
There is a town in the East named Pesky, on the 
border dividing pro-government and pro-Russian 
forces, where the locals refuse to talk to the media. 
When separatists hear reporters are in the area, they 
begin shelling it. It is almost as if  there is no reason to 
have war unless someone sees it. However, this is not 
the case everywhere. After revolutions begin, often, 
both sides begin to engage in a race to the bottom, 
committing atrocities to gain military advantages and 
pre-empt attacks. It is intuitive for the West to support 
the pro-Ukra in ian s ide, rebuking Russ ian 
encroachment, but that does not adequately address 
the complexity of  the situation. There are four key 

pro-government actors. 
F i r s t l y, t h e Ukr a in i an 
g o v e r n m e n t , s e v e r e l y 
underfunded, relying on 
inefficient conscription and 
small volunteer groups. 
Secondly, Far-right groups, 
who have been the most 
effective at securing large 
s w a t h e s o f  t e r r i t o r y. 
However, these groups 
largely consist of  Neo-Nazis, 

who proudly brandish swastikas from their tanks as 
they ride into battle. A horde of  murderous Nazis was 
not what the West had in mind when it sought to 
oppose Putin. Finally, Chechen Jihadist fighters, who 
have come to Ukraine seeking retribution for years of  
Russian oppression. Anti-government forces are just 
as varied. On the other side, not every group is pro-
Russian, many only support secession and 
independence for East Ukraine. There are also 
Chechen Loyalist and Communist groups, who receive 
large Russian funding. Most important, however, are 
the 9-12,000 Russian troops who are unofficially 
fighting. This has allowed Russia to set up missile 
launching stations capable of  hitting Central Europe 
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The 2011 revolts in the Middle East have all led to 
very different situations because of  the individuality 
of  the countries they took place in, this however does 
not negate the fact that on paper the basis of  
discontent were very similar.   All the countries 
affected had little or no democratic institutions in 
place, had very high rates of  unemployment, had 
broken the ‘ruling bargain’ due to the 2008 financial 
crisis which led to an unprecedented inflation of  the 
price of  basic commodities, had a very young 
population and a development of  civil society 
movements linked to the rise of  the use of  social 
media. Looking at facts and figures Algeria was 
affected by the same issues 
including a string of  self-
immolations. Why did these 
conditions not lead to a full-
scale revolt in Algeria? There is 
no definitive answer to this 
question as it is due to a 
combination of  factors. Some 
of  them are similar to what 
happened in other countries to 
quell the protests such as the 
utilization of  their oil wealth to, 
in a sense, ‘buy off ’ the population, such as in Saudi 
Arabia. However, the article will analyze the relation 
between the 1988 protests and ensuing civil war to 
what happened in Egypt after 2011 to hypothesize 
that Algeria’s ‘Arab Spring’ had already occurred. The 
individuality of  all the different countries histories and 
situations must be considered, and this article tries in 
no way to generalize what has happened.  

To understand the 1988 protests in Algeria it is 
necessary to go back to the colonial period and look 
at the individuality of  Algeria’s experience of  
colonization and de-colonization. Algeria was annexed 
by France in 1830 and they installed their ‘Mission 
Civilisatrice’ under the policy of  ‘Colonisation totale’. 
Their mission was to destroy all Arab identity and 
truly make Algeria become French.  

Algeria was the only French colony to be separated 
into ‘départements’, it was an integral part of  the 
French territory. Morocco and Tunisia were 
‘protectorats’ and retained a degree of  local 
administration. Additionally, the French stayed 132 

years in Algeria (44 in Morocco and 75 in Tunisia). 
Furthermore, Algeria is also the only North African 
country to have gone through a war to obtain its 
independence in 1962. It is a well-known fact that the 
Algerian war was unconceivably violent, bloody, 
emotional and affected every single person in the 
country. The Algerian war led to the creation of  the 
National Liberation Front (FLN), the Algerian State 
(for the first time) and the current French Republic. 
At the time in 1962, the FLN had defeated the 
French, they were the revolution, they had achieved 
independence, they were the vectors of  Algerian 
nationalism and the source of  the creation of  an 

Algerian national identity, which led 
them to have a considerable 
amount of  popular support at the 
time. 

After independence in 1962, the 
F L N r u l e d m o r e o r l e s s 
uncontested until the 1980’s. In 
1980 The Berber Spring took 
place. The Berber Spring was a 
series of  protests and revolts 
claiming Berber identity which 

had been oppressed by the Arab 
nationalist FLN. These protests were quelled by the 
state but they left a legacy for future Berber 
movements, including the 2001 Black Spring.  

In 1978, President Houari Boumediene died and the 
social issues with which Algeria was faced were 
revealed under President Chadli Bendjedid. From 
1966 to 1987 Algeria’s population had doubled with 
57% under the age of  21. Problems of  unemployment 
and poverty were only exacerbated with the collapse 
of  oil and gas prices. Unemployment had risen to 
25%, this led this new young generation who had not 
lived through the Algerian War or had very little 
memory of  it to rise up and rally against the elites and 
the FLN. The riots swelled and the army called for a 
state of  emergency in 1988 and responded to the 
protests with violence, there were at least 500 deaths. 
These protests led the FLN to lose a big part of  its 
legitimacy, leading Benjedid to enact a series of  
reforms. The events of  1988 disrupted the status quo 
that had been upheld since independence. Multi-party 
elections were held, the state and the party were 

The Algerian Exception: Did the revolution happen first or will it happen 
last? 
by Elise Lauriot dit Prévost

“After independence 
in 1962, the FLN 
ruled more or less 

uncontested until the 
1980’s.”
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separated and a new constitution was formulated. 
Bendjedid largely expected the democratic process to 
maintain the FLN in power while helping them regain 
their legitimacy. However, in 1992, the Islamic 
Salvation Front (FIS) performed exceptionally well in 
the first round and had a concrete chance of  winning. 
The army quickly halted the election process with a 
coup d’état, not wanting to relinquish power which led 
to the decade long Algerian Civil War where 200,000 
people died.  

On paper, parallels can be drawn between what 
happened in 1992 in Algeria and what is happening in 
Egypt. Popular revolts led to the opening of  a 
democratic process, in both cases Islamists performed 
exceptionally well in the elections who were then 

ousted from power by the military. In both countries 
today the military still holds power.  

As we can see here it can be said that Algeria has 
already had their ‘Arab Spring’. Nonetheless, the 
Algerian regime will not be able to hold on to power 
forever. Once there will be a new generation who will 
not remember the horrors of  the civil war and a 
properly organized opposition, there may just be a 
revolution. 

ELISE LAURIOT DIT PRÉVOST is a third year 
international relations student at King's College London. She 
became interested with Algerian matters during her second year 
during which she wrote multiple articles and a research essay. 
She is currently writing her dissertation on Pied-Noir identity 
in the post-colonial framework.

Revolution and State Capture in South Africa 
By Arthur Langellier 

The word “revolution” conjures televised images of  
mass protests and popular demonstrations. Yet some 
revolutions, understood here as radical political and/
or social transformations achieved within a relatively 
short amount of  time, can be relatively silent and led 
from the top. This may well be what is happening in 
South Africa: through the capture and repurposing of  
state institutions, President Zuma and his associates 
may have generated such political change in a 
relatively short time as to amount to a ‘revolution’. 

In 2016, the Public Protector published a report 
entitled “State of  Capture”, in which she officially 
documented how President Zuma and other senior 
officials had colluded with a network of  corrupt 
brokers. In particular, the report highlighted how one 
business family, the Guptas, leveraged its ties with 
Zuma and other officials to influence the award of  
state contracts. The report was significantly 
strengthened a few months later, when investigative 
journalists leaked some 200,000 emails and 
documents from or about the Guptas. Dubbed the 
‘GuptaLeaks’, the release exposed several major 

corruption scandals, including the Guptas’ purchase 
of  a villa in Dubai worth over R300 million and 
intended to be Zuma’s second home, and the award 
of  4400 hectares of  farm land and millions of  rands 
to Estina, a Gupta-related company, which despite 
having no prior experience in agriculture was the only 
firm allowed to tender. The list goes on, and is only 
likely to get longer as journalists continue to decipher 
the enormous amount of  documents leaked.  

The “State of  Capture” report and the subsequent 
GuptaLeaks have helped popularize the expression 
‘state capture’. It is generally used to refer to how the 
Guptas successfully leveraged their connections to 
Zuma and his son Duduzane to gain control over 
state-owned enterpr ises (SOEs) and their 
procurement budget, by using their influence to have 
loyal officials appointed in key positions. In turn, this 
enabled them to divert funds from the state, either 
directly, by ensuring that Gupta-linked businesses 
were awarded the contract, or indirectly, by levying so-
called “success fees” from international companies 
forced to deal with the Guptas to win. Combined 
with the economic recession, allegations of  
corruption were one major reason for the vote of  no 
confidence held in August 2017, which President 
Zuma very narrowly survived.  

However, a report released in May 2017 by the State 
Capacity Research Project (an interuniversity research 
programme) suggests that the popular usage of  ‘state 
capture’ is misleading, because it fails to convey the 
systemic nature of  the transformation that is 

“However, a report 
released […] suggests that 

the popular usage of  
‘state capture’ is 

misleading…”

38



Dialogue by KCL Politics Society ————————————————————-

Dialogue|Africa 

occurring. The report, entitled “Betrayal of  the 
Promise”, argues that from 2012 onwards, a network 
of  elite organized around the Zumas and the Guptas 
– ‘Zuptas’ for short - has pursued a political project, 
to promote corrupt rent-seeking practices and 
consolidate power. This network of  elite has 
systematically attempted to capture key state 
institutions and repurpose them to serve their 
interests. They achieved this by placing officials in 
SOEs’ boards, but also in key cabinets and intelligence 
agencies, using anti-constitutional means where 
necessary and a rhetorical commitment to ‘radical 
economic transformation’ for legitimation. If  this 
report is accurate – and there is strong evidence to 
believe that it is - South Africa is not simply facing 
isolated incidents of  corruption, but a relatively 
coordinated project to radically transform its political 
system from a democratic constitutional state into a 
neopatrimonial regime. In other words, it is 
undergoing a revolution, albeit one that is 
top-led and largely silent. 

To understand how this revolution began, 
it is helpful to first return to the 52nd 
National Conference of  the ANC. During 
the 2007 Conference, Zuma was chosen 
as the new head of  the party, based largely 
on a conviction that the agenda of  black 
economic empowerment in a post-
apartheid economy had failed. The 
proposed alternative, known as radical 
economic transformation (RET), was to 
use the large SOEs to outsource large 
industrial contracts to private service 
providers, with preferential procurement 
for black owned-companies. Huge 
amounts were dedicated to these SOEs: in 
2010-2011, the total procurement budget 
of  SOEs represented 25% of  total 
government expenditures. 

However, because constitutionally state procurement 
was still subject to an economic logic, and white-
owned companies enjoyed a head start in terms of  
experience and capital, increasingly proponents of  
RET came to consider the rules of  the game as 
rigged, and legal frameworks as an obstacle. This set 
the stage for state capture, because through a 
rhetorical commitment to radical economic 
transformation, a Zuma-centred power elite was able 
to enlist these same RET advocates to repurpose state 
institutions, using extra-legal means if  necessary, but 
for their personal gain. For instance, a pattern 

emerged whereby a new Minister was appointed, who 
then changed the board composition of  an SOE. Not 
long after, that same SOE would announce large-scale 
projects, to be outsourced to private contractors. 
Individuals either strongly in favour of  RET or with 
ties to the bidders were selected for the awarding 
process, overlooking obvious conflicts of  interests, 
allowing those elite connected with the bidders to 
then extract massive rents.  

To facilitate the process, several other key state 
institutions were captured and repurposed, including 
the National Treasury which had frequently stood in 
the way. The Minister of  Finance Nene was dismissed 
in December 2015, and replaced by the largely 
unknown van Rooyen who, according to the former 
Public Protector’s investigation, had been spending 
the evening at the Guptas’ home the night before his 
appointment. The surprise dismissal of  Nene drove 
the Rand to an all-time low, and forced President 

Zuma to replace the incompetent van Rooyen within 
the weekend. Nevertheless, the National Treasury was 
finally captured in March 2017 with the appointment 
of  the loyalist Gigaba, using trumped up charges 
against the outgoing Minister.  

In addition, the Zuma-centred elite captured state 
institutions relating to criminal investigations and 
prosecution. In 2014 Zuma appointed Ntlemeza as 
head of  the Directorate for Priority Crime 
Investigation, despite the Supreme Court having 
previously questioned his character. Ntlemeza then set 
out to prosecute Zuma’s enemies, including then 
Minister of  Finance Gordhan.  Moreover, it became 
frequent for bogus intelligence reports to be leaked to 
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discredit or suspend Zuma’s adversaries, as was the 
case for the former trade union federation General-
Secretary. The intelligence agencies were also widely 
suspected of  participating in the mysterious break-in 
into Chief  Justice Mogoeng’s office in March, and in 
the ransacking of  the former Social Development 
Director General’s home. 

The capture of  the National Treasury and intelligence 
agencies are evidence of  a systemic political project 
that goes beyond mere corruption, and which aims to 
establish a neopatrimonial regime, with the ‘Zuptas’ as 
patrons, using their access and control over state 
resources to consolidate their power. Whether one 
chooses to call this a revolution or, as the authors of  

“Betrayal of  the Promise” do, a ‘silent coup’, the 
economic and social fallout is undeniable, not least 
because the repurposing of  SOEs diverts funds away 
from development towards the pockets of  a few. The 
endeavour has also awakened racial tensions after the 
Guptas hired PR firm Bell Pottinger, which used fake 
news and racial divisions to fragment public opinion. 
Now, with elections looming ahead in 2019, an even 
bigger revolution is required, both in mentalities and 
political allegiances, if  the ‘Rainbow Nation’ is ever to 
reverse the current trend.   

ARTHUR LANGELLIER is a third year international 
relations student at King’s College London.

The end of  Françafrique: a true revolution? 
By Charles Halb 

In 2007, French president Nicolas Sarkozy flew 
to Dakar in one of  his first official trips after his 
election. There, Sarkozy gave a speech that would 
later be recalled as the ‘Dakar’s speech’, where he 
said that he was officially putting an end to half  
of  century of  patronizing relationship with 
France’s former colonies in Africa. Those 
relationships were entertained by an entire system 
of  diplomats and policymakers by the name of  
Françafrique. After the end of  French 
colonization in Africa, France was not ready to 
leave its former territory without any monitoring. 
For a long time the French did have the control 
over African politics. One of  the most notorious 
illustrations of  this control is the case of  Omar 
Bongo’s (former Gabon’s president) accession to 
power. He was the VP of  the dying president 
Léon Mba. In order to see if  he was fit for the 
job, De Gaulle summoned him in Paris and after 
a successful meeting De Gaulle ordered to 
change Gabon’s constitution in order to allow 
Bongo to succeed Mba. This story is one of  the 
many that illustrates how special the relationship 
between France and its former colonies was. 
What Sarkozy said in Dakar was big and even shocked 
the many diplomats who accompanied him. Ten years 
after that speech we can ask ourselves if  that system 
has now completely ended or if  it was simply a 
formulation aiming at gaining in public support.  

As always, the response to this question is more 
nuanced. This paper will argue that although it did 
release some of  its political grasp over its former 

colonies in Africa, France remains an essential player 
in African geopolitics. However, its influence has been 
transferred from political power to economical and 
soft power. In a first part, we will look at French’s 
losses in direct political influence in Africa. Then we 
will analyse in what manners France has maintained 
his very strong impact on the region.  

Although one might think that the French haven’t 
released an inch of  their power in the region, in the 
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reality it is not that simple. To illustrate this statement, 
we could simply look at the rise of  China in the region 
and compare it to the US attempt to gain influence in 
Africa in the 90’s. In fact, France has been one of  the 
biggest obstacles to the US gain of  power in the 
region. Notably by pressuring many heads of  states to 
refuse contracts coming from US companies and by 
limiting US humanitarian aid in the region. We only 
must look back at the case of  Rwanda to see that 
while the US were not ready to intervene the French 
did send some troops to protect the population. 
Nowadays China is the second biggest investor in 
Africa and has a great economical influencer in the 
region. The Chinese are now the biggest investors in 
Djibouti and they are currently building a military base 
containing approximately 10,000 soldiers, while the 
French only have 900 troops in Djibouti. This is 
definitely a proof  of  the French loss of  influence in 
their former colonies. Furthermore, France is not the 
intervening that much inside the different countries in 
the region. To take a more recent example, France did 
condemn the results of  the Gabonese presidential 
elections of  2016. However, France’s was not able to 
pull out of  power the current president Ali Bongo to 
the benefit of  the other candidate Jean Ping. Those 

examples do prove that France was not able to 
maintain its influence over its former colonies. 
However, in a second part we will look at the other 
side of  the argument stating that the French are still 
very powerful in the region.  

Indeed, France is still one of  the major players in 
African geopolitics. However, as stated previously, 
France has orientated its power more towards soft 
power. Notably through its help to humanitarian 
programs like in Ivory Coast where it participated to 
the reinsertion of  more than 500,000 former soldiers 
back to civilian life. Another example of  the French 
influence is the presence of  many French high 

schools or French institutes in those countries, leading 
to many citizens to go and study in French 
universities. Furthermore, France did maintain an 
economical hold over its hold colonies, with French 
firms systematically winning the most important state 
contracts when they are issued by an African 
government. France also has many advisors 
counselling presidents like Outtara in Ivory Coast or 
Macky Sall in Senegal. France is also defending its 
economic interests with the help of  African states. 
The French mining exploitation sites in Africa are also 
often protected by the local state police at the 
demands of  the French government. Getting rid of  
the Françafrique system has been a very hard task 
because it has been an entire part of  African politics 
for decades. Even after the Dakar speech, this 
patronizing relationship between France and African 
states still exists. Nevertheless, one could also argue 
that France has not completely lost its political power 
in the region. In 2013, when Mali was being overrun 
by an Islamist guerrilla, France sent its troops in an 
unilateral intervention aiming at reconquering Mali’s 
territory. France has conserved a great power over 
many African nations. France has maintained those 
types of  relationships with African countries despite 

what Sarkozy said in that speech in Dakar. The 
Françafrique system is still a key element in the 
relationships between France and African nations. 

To conclude, it would be fallacious to act as the 
Françafrique system was completely over. France 
tends to insist more on the soft power aspect than a 
strong political power that used to be key to France 
and African nations relationships. The Françafrique 
system as we have known it is over. But France 
remains an essential player in African politics.  

CHARLES HALB is a third year student in international 
relations at King's College London, and has a particular 
interest for Africa in the post-colonial context.
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Iran back in the corner again: the shifting balance of  powers of  the 
Middle East 
by Haya Chemaitilly 

Soon after Donald Trump’s accession to 
the presidency early this year, the United 
States changed the course of  its policy 
towards Iran.   Following a period of  
opening under the presidency of  Barack 
Obama, Trump’s administration has 
imposed fresh sanctions on Tehran, and 
has also taken Saudi Arabia’s side against 
Iran in the struggle for regional 
influence between the two Middle 
Eastern nations. To some extent, 
Washington’s support of  Riyadh helped 
counterbalance the aid that Tehran is 
getting from Russia in this regional 
conflict, in which the Sunni kingdom 
and the Shi’ite republic are leveraging 
their vast oil wealth and armed forces to 
back local rivals in war-torn Syria and 
Yemen. Washington, however, did not 
support Riyadh in its conflict with gas-rich Qatar, 
offering instead its mediation to end the row that 
broke out in June 2017 over Doha’s alleged support to 
Islamist groups and its conciliatory attitude toward 
Iran. Hence, the Trump administration signalled that 
its tougher line towards Iran does not signify United 
States backing all of  Saudi Arabia’s policy and actions. 

The Islamic Republic of  Iran has for a long time been 
isolated from international affairs, but not regional 
ones. Its importance is felt in the original Shi’ite 
crescent of  the Middle East: the regions in which the 
Muslim Shia branch is either growing or already 
established. This includes Lebanon, Syria and Iraq. 
Since 1979, Iran has been a highly conservative 
theocracy, an isolated country with its government 
fearing the modernisation of  the country through 
“Americanisation”. However, the election of  Hassan 
Rouhani in 2013, with his re-election in 2017, was a 
game changer in Iran’s foreign policy choices: the 
moderate and pro-reformist president wishes to end 
the sanctions on Iran and improve relations with 
Western countries, in particular with the United States.  

Under President Obama, who sought to leave a legacy 
in the peacemaking challenge in the Middle East, the 
Iran nuclear deal was made with the Western powers 
to try to alleviate tensions in the region, empower Iran 
and open it to the rest of  the world by lifting the 
sanctions. This gesture was greatly welcomed by the 

Iranians, more from an economic standpoint than 
from a geopolitical one: the current Iranian economy 
is not doing very well, as seen through high 
unemployment rates especially among the youth. With 
the deal, European and American companies could 
open industries based there to sell their products to a 
domestic consumer market of  80 million people and 
expand to neighbouring countries, thus creating many 
jobs.  

This deal was highly criticised by the Kingdom of  
Saudi Arabia and its allies who thought that it would 
encourage Iran to establish itself  as the regional 
hegemonic power. However, following this period of  
openness, Iran finds itself  back in the corner again as 
of  the renewed alliance between the Trump 
administration and Saudi Arabia. In fact, very recently, 
Trump and his government have been preparing to 
discredit Iran’s compliance with the nuclear deal and 
scrape it, and have even considered reinforcing 
economic and financial sanctions.  

Nevertheless, Iran has been investing in the expansion 
of  its influence through the active support of  the 
Shi’ite community members in other countries to 
continue imposing itself  on the Middle Eastern scene. 
This is, for example, clear in Yemen and Bahrain, 
strategic as they are close to Saudi Arabia. In this 
context, it is appropriate to mention the proxy wars 
going on between Saudi Arabia and Iran: in Yemen, 
this transpired as a conflict between the Shia-backed 
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and the initial government supported by most Sunni 
Arab countries. In Lebanon, Saudi Arabia financially 
backs the government, while Iran actively supports 
the Hezbollah group, a political party and Shi’ite 
military group to counter the influence of  the Sunnis. 
Recently in Qatar, when Saudi Arabia and its other 
Gulf  allies decided to sanction Qatar diplomatically 
and economically, Iran showed support for the Qataris 
and helped through sending food to the country.  

In spite of  these efforts, the Iranians are back at 
square one: they are being accused of  violence in the 
Middle East, whereas they see it as empowerment of  
the Shi’ite communities. After Trump’s visit to Saudi 
Arabia, where he accused Iran of  terrorism, there has 
been a rise of  violence in the Middle East and 
bombings in Tehran for the first time in many years, 
of  which Iran has accused Saudi Arabia.  

The Iranians, on their part, accuse the Saudis of  
financing terrorists. They particularly refer to the 

Islamic State, since the Kingdom spends billions on 
trying to spread its ultra conservative branch of  Islam, 
“Wahhabism”.  Hence, the escalation of  violence in 
the region cannot end if  both countries’ policies and 
behaviour, aiming to influence their neighbours 
through all means, continue.  

What are the next steps of  the two hegemons of  the 
region? Recently, Saudi Arabia and Iran have planned 
a diplomatic exchange in September to promote a 
peaceful dialogue for the region. The gesture could 
have been articulated by the US wanting to end the 
Qatari conflict, fearing Iran’s influence over the 
world’s largest gas exporter. This turn of  events can 
be considered as a step forward in finding a solution 
to the Yemeni conflicts as the civil war, which has 
been going on since March 2015, has resulted in a 
humanitarian disaster. Many wish that Tehran and 
Riyadh put an end to this conflict, which, in turn, 
could help de-escalate the tensions in Lebanon and 
even perhaps aid in achieving an awaited end to the 
Syrian civil war. The “Middle Eastern Cold War” must 
stop so that all countries in the region can develop 
economically and politically in a stable and peaceful 
environment.  

HAYA CHEMAITILLY is a second year International 
Development (BA) student at King’s College London. 
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must stop so that all countries in 

the region can develop 
economically and politically in a 

stable and peaceful environment.”

Legitimacy as a measure of  political stability: Explaining the crises of  
2014-2016 in Lebanon 
By Claire Bonsignori 

The past decade in Lebanon has been marked by 
political turmoil and deadlock. Sectarian tensions have 
always been a focal point in Lebanese political life, but 
since 2005, the country has been divided into two 
main camps: the ’14 March’ movement, composed of  
the Sunni Future Movement and the Christian 
Lebanese Forces; and the ‘8 March’ forces, composed 
mainly of  the Shi’i Hezbollah Movement, the Shi’i 
Amal Movement and the Christian Free Patriotic 
Movement. In May 2014, Michel Suleiman’s term as 
president of  Lebanon ended, and the fractured 
parliament became unable to elect a successor. 
Between 2014 and 2016, Parliament met 45 times but 
not once did it reach quorum. The situation changed 

when Prime Minister Saad Hariri agreed to drop his 
opposition to Michel Aoun’s presidency. Michel Aoun, 
a Maronite Christian and former army commander, is 
the leader of  the Free Patriotic Movement, which is 
part of  the 8 March alliance and a key ally of  
Hezbollah, Syria and Iran. Hariri said he took this 
decision as a “sacrifice to save the state from 
collapse”. Presidential vacuum lasted 29-month, 
ending on October 31st 2016 with the election of  
Michel Aoun.  

The absence of  a president led to a political deadlock, 
illustrated by the inability of  the government to deal 
with the mounting garbage crisis that was polluting 
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the daily lives of  the inhabitants of  Beirut and Mount 
Lebanon. The Lebanese government closed down the 
only landfill site that was storing garbage from those 
two regions without proposing an alternative, 
resulting in piles of  garbage overflowing the streets. 
This consequently led to widespread protest, known 
under the name of  “You Stink”, which gathered up to 
100,000 protesters in August 2015, demonstrating 
against the garbage as much as to the corruption of  
the system. These were unprecedented, indicating a 
general loss of  confidence from the population in the 
legitimacy of  the government and possibly the system 
itself. This article is taken from a dissertation written 
by myself, which aimed at offering a new 
interpretation of  the crises by addressing the 
weaknesses of  the Lebanese consociational system 
and at illustrating how measuring legitimacy can help 
assess the fragility of  a state.  

No political regime exists without some form of  
domination, and such a system is able to establish 
itself, thrive and survive by cultivating the public’s 
belief  in its legitimacy. Legitimacy is the extent to 
which the population perceives that the state is 
behaving according to a set of  norms and values 
shared by a population. In the Lebanese state, building 
legitimacy around a well-defined national community 
is challenging. Lebanon is a divided society, with a 
deep religious cleavage: its population is composed of  
18 religious sects including 27% Sunni Muslims, 27% 
Shi’a Muslims and 21% Maronite Christians. Divided 
societies need institutional arrangements to 

accommodate their diverging 
interests. Two of  Nordlinger’s 
conflict-regulating practices 
can be found in Lebanon. 
F i r s t , t he p r inc ip l e o f  
proportionality, in which 
g r o u p s a r e g i v e n 
representation according to 
t h e i r p r o p o r t i o n . T h e 
National Pact that created the 
Lebanese political system in 
1943 made sure that all 
religious sects were given fair 
representation. Lebanon also 
respects the principle of  
purposive depoliticisation, in 
which the government agrees 
not to touch upon issues that 
regard the interests of  each 
group. This was achieved by 
keeping the state weak and its 

power minimal, by leaving 
resource allocation and public service provision to 
NGOs, religious charities and political parties. These 
processes led to the formation of  a consociational 
democracy, in which power is shared between all 
communal groups, each having authority over their 
own internal affairs. The legitimacy of  the system 
rests on rationalistic calculations of  its results by the 
population. 

Consociationalism based on sectarian quotas creates a 
haunting paradox between national identity and the 
idea that one’s religion is one’s primary attribute. A 
central challenge to peaceful sectarian relations is that 
in the Middle East, religion is linked to regional 
rivalries. There is an important lack of  unity in how 
the population sees Lebanon’s place in the region, 
with different prevailing ideologies driving an 
incoherent foreign policy. The nation is divided 
between various views of  Lebanon’s heritage, identity 
and international role. This explains why the Syrian 
civil war had such a deep impact on internal Lebanese 
stability: the Shi’a have a link to Iran, which supports 
the Assad regime, while the Sunni remain loyal to 
Saudi Arabia and the Christians to the West, which 
support the rebels. Usually, a country’s government 
would have a unilateral foreign policy response to 
such a conflict. But because consociationalism means 
that the politicians’ religious affiliations supersede 
their belonging to a state institution, these tensions 
paralyse the political process for years. This situation 
of  perpetual conflict is reflected in opinion polls by 
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an expressed lack of  trust between communities. 

Political tensions are also associated with economic 
tensions. This is significant because of  the basis of  
legitimacy in the Lebanese system: the state survives 
as long as it is associated with basic performance. The 
state is described as corrupt and inefficient, scoring as 
the 40th most corrupt state in the world. The 
sectarian bargain imposes quotas on public 
employment. This means that sect takes priority over 
merit , causing the state administrat ion to 
underperform. This is why corruption was such an 
important concern for the “You Stink” protesters. 
Indeed, according to a Transparency International 
survey, 92% of  Lebanese respondents think that 
corruption has increased between 2015 and 2016, the 
highest proportion in the Middle East. The closure of  
the country’s most important garbage landfill site in 
2015 revealed the state’s incapacity to fulfil its basic 
tasks. Because the legitimacy of  the state is based on 
its performance, mass protests and a popular rejection 
of  government from the public is not unsurprising. 

Lebanese state legitimacy was thus successfully built 
through a minimal state divided between religious 
communities. However, a key weakness of  this basis 
of  legitimacy is that it is fundamentally linked to state 
performance, which is lagging behind because 
sectarianism has shaped state administration and 
economic policies, all of  which consolidate patronage 
networks, and, in turn, sectarianism itself. Structural 
weaknesses of  consociationalism, which encourage 
ideological rivalries, make Lebanese state legitimacy 
inherently fragile. These weaknesses came to a 
paroxysm in 2014 when the 8 March and 14 March 
forces found themselves incapable to agree on the 
election of  a new president and when the state’s 
incapacity to provide efficient public services was 
revealed in the garbage crisis. The consociational form 
of  legitimacy-building created a flawed balance that 

causes the state to be in perpetual deadlock. In light 
of  this explanation, the crisis of  the past three years is 
not surprising. 

The protests were unprecedented in Lebanese history 
due to the motivations that drove them. They were 
not called for by any political party and they gathered 
protesters from all backgrounds and all religions. 
Protests touched upon widespread socioeconomic 
concerns. Popular slogans included: “Throw out the 
government with the trash” and “No more corruption 
in Lebanon”. Some protesters even called for the “fall 
of  the regime” (“Isqat an-Nidham”). The occurrence 
of  protests itself  is not an indication of  breakdown 
of  legitimacy. However, what is striking is the 
exceptional motivation of  protests, as well as the 
widespread violence and clashes that accompanied 
them, which are directly linked to a challenge to the 
legitimacy of  the regime and its government. This 
means that citizens do not perceive that the state is 
exercising power in accordance with their views or 
values, and that conventional rules are not followed. 

Lebanese legitimacy is on the tip of  a knife: the 
slightest social issue, be it economic or litter, can cause 
chaos. When the parliament was unable to elect a 
president, the population saw the basic values of  the 
Lebanese democracy violated by its political class, and 
the latter therefore lost its legitimacy.  Legitimacy is a 
good indicator of  the stability of  a state, it emphasizes 
the likelihood of  a state to survive a crisis by 
understanding where its legitimacy is based and what 
holds it together. It also provides a good explanation 
of  why institutions, especially in a conflict situation 
such as that of  Lebanon, were constructed the way 
they were and why, in a situation of  instability, they 
may be hard to reform. 

On October 31st 2016, Parliament finally agreed, after 
two failed polls, on electing Michel Aoun as president 
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of  Lebanon. His election was welcomed with relief  in 
the religious community, with Christian, Sunni and 
Shi’i dignitaries congratulating the new president and 
commending Saad Hariri for his success. A few 
months later, Lebanon is on the edge of  vacuum 
again: Nabih Berri, the Speaker of  the House, called 
for the extension of  the Parliament’s term because of  
a failure to agree on electoral laws. This decision 

triggered protests from the March 14 forces and led 
Aoun to adjourn Parliament meetings for a month 
and to postpone the vote. The crisis of  legitimacy of  
the regime does not seem to be ending soon.  

CLAIRE BONSIGNORI graduated this summer from 
King’s College London, with a BSc in Political Economy. She 
is now doing a Master’s degree in Global Politics at the London 
School of  Economics. 
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What happened in Qatar, and where do we go from here? 
By Sanjana Varghese 

Since May 23rd, the breakdown of  diplomatic ties 
between Qatar and other nations in the GCC (Gulf  
Cooperation Council) has created a sense of  
simmering turmoil in the Middle East, a region 
typically besieged with instability.  

Since comments that seemed to have been made by 
the Qatari emir praising Iran appeared on Qatar-based 

media - although the Qatari government has 
maintained that they are fake - countries such as 
Bahrain, the United Arab Emirates and Saudi Arabia 
blocked Qatar-based media, before further severing 
diplomatic ties on the 5th June.   

While many of  these countries were arguably more 
stable than others (for example, Bahrain has suffered 
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far less civil unrest and instability than Yemen in 
recent years), all of  the nations within the GCC have 
been dogged by recent financial turmoil given oil 
crises, as well as allegations of  terrorist financing and 
secret extremist ties. Out of  the countries which have 
now severed diplomatic ties with Qatar, Bahrain was 
the first, followed swiftly after by the UAE, Saudi 
Arabia, Egypt and Yemen.  

As a result of  these announcements, these countries 
have announced their intentions to halt land, air and 
sea traffic with Qatar, in addition to ejecting Qatari 
diplomats and closing Qatari embassies. Panic was felt 
in Qatar as a result of  the decision, with the stock 
market p lummet ing mere hours af ter the 
announcements were made. This caused the fear of  
food shortage in Qatar as much of  Qatar’s food and 
water is imported and the nation’s only land border 
was soon sealed off  by Saudi Arabia, which soon 
abated.  

Turkey and Iran chose to send aid 
via air and water .The result has 
been further insecurity in an 
already turbulent region, as Qatar 
was expelled from the Saudi-led 
coalition fighting a Houthi-led 
rebellion in Yemen.  

Despite the sense of  unrest which 
has followed, this breakdown of  relations was not 
without foreshadowing. In 2014, the Qatari 
government had backed Mohammed Morsi, a former 
Muslim Brotherhood member and president of  
Egypt, causing Saudi Arabia, Bahrain and the UAE to 
recall their ambassadors, although relations resumed 
after Qatar forced Brotherhood members to leave a 

few months later (the Qatari chapter of  the 
Brotherhood was dissolved in 1999).  

Finally, the continued diplomatic relationship between 
Qatar and Iran has long since been a point of  
contention for other countries in the Middle East. 
However, as Qatar and Iran share borders and 
commercial rights over the world’s largest gas field, 
the disintegration of  diplomatic ties remains unlikely.  

Bahrain, Egypt, the UAE and Saudi Arabia have 
previously made statements emphasising the need for 
the Qatari government to cease its support of  
extremist groups such as the Muslim Brotherhood 
and ISIS, citing concerns over Qatar’s ability to further 
destabilise the MENA region through continued 
interference in the internal affairs of  other countries. 

Moreover, the state-run media organisation Al Jazeera 
has often been critical of  power players in the GCC, 
and has become a dominant source for news from the 
Middle East in other parts of  the world. Some of  the 
regimes that journalists at Al Jazeera have criticised 
include Saudi Arabia, leading the country to 
emphasise the “hostile media”. This issue with media 
has further contributed to the Saudi Arabian 
government’s decision to cut ties. 

However, at the heart of  the issue is the Qatari 
government’s continued support for the Muslim 

Brotherhood. While Qatar has publicly stated its 
support and financial backing for groups such as the 
Muslim Brotherhood, much like many of  the other 
nations in the MENA region, it has been quick to 
repudiate the idea that the Qatari regime has ever 
funded other extremist groups such as the Islamic 
State of  Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) or Al-Qaeda. 
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Fundamentally, the Arab Spring, that spate of  
revolutions in 2010, was threatening to the stability of  
many of  the Middle Eastern regimes. The continued 
strength of  the Muslim Brotherhood and its role in 
encouraging protests around the region remains a 
challenge to true security for many of  those regimes.  

As the fundamental aim of  the Muslim Brotherhood 
is to establish a caliphate, it’s not surprising that other 
regimes are fearful for the future of  their 
governments if  the Muslim Brotherhood continues to 
increase its influence. The support of  the Qatari 
government for the Muslim Brotherhood, and 
potentially other regimes in the same vein (such as 
Hamas) will remain a sore point within the region, 
even if  this crisis is to abide. 

While the aftermath of  the Arab Spring left many of  
those regimes wary of  the Brotherhood, the Qatari 
government continued to encourage and support the 
organisation ; even going so far as to house members 
of  the Brotherhood and giving them airtime on Al 
Jazeera.  

In that instance, many of  the same countries - such as 
Saudi Arabia, Bahrain and the UAE - withdrew their 
ambassadors from Doha, as this interfered with the 
Gulf  Cooperation Council’s agreement not to 
interfere in other member states’ domestic affairs. Yet, 
those tensions have continued to simmer and remain 
the cause of  one of  the main schisms in the MENA 
region.  

The U.S.A has been particularly involved in brokering 
peace efforts, especially due to the presence of  
American military bases in both Qatar as well as the 
regimes around the Middle East that require 
cooperation in order to bolster the US’ stability in the 
region.  

In June, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain and the United Arab 
Emirates issued a list of  thirteen demands through 
Kuwait, which was acting as a mediator throughout 
the embargo. The demands sought to impose 
conditions for Qatar, such as the renewal of  
diplomatic relations and the removal of  the trade 
embargo. The demands also addressed several of  the 
initial concerns that those nations had raised.  

Some of  those demands were to be expected, such as 
the requirement that Qatar stop funding media 
networks such as Al Jazeera, and reduce diplomatic 
ties with Iran. One of  the final demands stated that 
Qatar had to align itself  economically, socially and 
politically with the countries imposing the conditions. 
Moreover, Qatar has continually given citizenships 
and granted asylum to oppositionists that have fled 
regimes like Saudi Arabia and Bahrain. 

Realistically, the Qatari government would not have 
agreed to those demands ; but the inclusion of  such a 
drastic demand obviously wasn’t beneficial to the 
negotiating process instead. The ten day deadline 
imposed by Saudi Arabia and the other countries soon 
expired ; Saudi Arabia reconfigured the demands to 
create a six broad principles, such as combating 
terrorism, that the Qatari government has still not 
agreed to.  

The situation continues to develop ; the long term 
impact of  the embargo and the freezing of  diplomatic 
channels are likely to have unintended effects. Qatar 
and the US Business Council have recently come to an 
agreement to increase trade and investment ; but the 
Arab Federation of  Human Rights has emphasised 
that Qatar should withdraw from bids to host the 
2022 World Cup. 

Throughout this whole incident, the Qatari 
government has signalled that the allegations are 
unfounded and violate the Qatari government’s 
sovereignty. Yet several high ranking officials are 
willing to start the negotiations if  the concerns 
brought forward by other GCC states are legitimate. 
Whether the perceived legitimacy will be granted 
remains a question of  time.  

SANJANA VARGHESE is a final year B.A. Liberal 
Arts student, majoring in Politics. Her interests centre mostly 
around emerging technologies and the urban environment, and 
has previously written for the New Statesman.
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