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The first half of 2011 will undoubtedly be remembered as a pivotal period in world history. 
The international community welcomed its newest addition when Sudan voted in favor of partition 
in a national referendum, creating the Republic of South Sudan. In the Middle East, wide-spread 
protests overthrew entrenched regimes in Tunisia and Egypt, and continue to challenge governments 
across the region in an unprecedented revolutionary wave that many call “the Arab Spring.” The 
movement spread to Libya, where the government’s violent repression of protesters prompted an 
international coalition to enforce a no-fly zone. In Japan, a 9.0-magnitude earthquake and ensuing 
tsunami resulted in loss of life and destruction of a scale rarely seen in modern history. These events 
strained global economic recovery efforts just as American and European governments began to 
address their budgetary crises. 

In response to these developments, many have called into question a wide range of previously- 
held assumptions. From the stability of Arab governments to the merits of nuclear power, the 
limitations of conventional wisdom are becoming increasingly apparent. Our previous edition dealt 
with some of the “elephants in the room” of international politics, and it seems that this year’s events 
prompt serious examination of many issues once swept under the rug. 

It has always been the goal of the Michigan Journal of International Affairs to promote the 
analysis and understanding of important topics, trends, and policies that affect global affairs. Our 
writers regularly updated our blog as the Egyptian revolution came to a head in mid-February, and 
continue to do so as the conflict in Libya escalates. The Journal also co-hosted a roundtable discussion 
with the Egyptian Students Association on the implications of the events in Egypt. 

As the Journal concludes its fourth year on campus, wholly unforeseen events appear set to shift 
the global landscape in dramatic ways. This edition comes at a critical juncture in history, and so our 
writers have attempted to provide insights into a rapidly changing world. It is our hope that we have 
captured this year’s spirit of possibility and uncertainty. 
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At the end of February, a Detroit radio station 
asked the following question: Though it is against 
international law to assassinate world leaders, if 
Muammar al-Gaddafi was assassinated would you 
look the other way or say “A law’s a law”? At the 
time, most people who responded to the poll said 
that they would look the other way. Given the 
fact that Gaddafi had just denied the existence of 
rioters in Tripoli, this seemed a rational response. 
However, a closer look reveals that this decision, 
hypothetical though it may be, is incredibly rash. 

When a people depose their leader, as has 
happened in Tunisia and Egypt, a power vacuum 
emerges. The difference is that the transition in 
these two countries was relatively peaceful: protests 
and marches, not assassination, forced leaders out 
of power. If a violent transition were to occur in 
Libya, the country would not be able to get itself 
back on its feet without falling victim to similar 
disorder.

The station’s listeners disregarded the 
numerous people who would be able to take 
Gaddafi’s place should he be killed. Violence 
aside, if he dies, someone else can take power 
and, because this individual will start his rule in a 
turbulent political atmosphere, his policies will be 
more restrictive than they would be had he come 
to power in a time of peace. Think of the execution 
of Louis XVI of France by revolutionaries in 1793. 
Their goal accomplished, the people celebrated the 
fall of the monarchy. Yet, Robespierre took power 
later that year and quickly gained a powerful grip 
over the entire country, eventually turning it into 
a restrictive police state of. The same could happen 
to Libya. If someone assassinated Gaddafi, like 
Louis XVI, there would always be someone willing 
to take control; the call of power would be too 
great.

Another reason to spare Gaddafi’s life is 
more economical than anything else. After a leader 
is exiled in such a way as Ben Ali was ousted from 
Tunisia, the country struggles to get back on its 
feet. A quick look at Tunisia today illustrates this 
fact effortlessly: since Ben Ali fled, more than 
7,000 emigrants have gone to Italy for refuge, 
work, and order. 

This kind of chaos still exists in Egypt, 

though Mubarak left in mid-February. After 
29 years of rule, the man might be gone but 
his institutions certainly are not. The leftover 
bureaucracy, institutions, and officials still pose 
problems to a successful rebuilding of the country. 
And these two examples are of countries whose 
leaders had comparatively peaceful exits. 

If someone assassinates Gaddafi, the chaos 
would be unimaginable. He has ruled Libya since 
1969. To go from leader who controlled one’s life 
to no leader would be catastrophic and filled with 

uncertainty. What would happen to the police 
force? Would the country be able to stand on its 
own? Would a safe government be able to emerge 
from the ashes of its predecessor?

A third reason not to encourage Gaddafi’s 
assassination is a simple childhood rule: break the 
rules enough times and eventually they will not 
exist anymore. In this day and age, to murder a 
leader as entrenched as Gaddafi is would be a huge 
blow. There is no denying his ruthless brutality 
and selfish leadership, but if this causes his 
assassination, people will have a bigger incentive 
to simply do away with leaders they do not like. 
The more frequently rules are broken, the weaker 
they become.

This is not a defense of Gaddafi. It is a 
defense of thoughtfulness, a defense of foresight. 
His assassination would mean that violence has 
triumphed in Africa. The uprisings in Tunisia and 
Egypt succeeded without such brutality. Though 
every situation is different, one rule should be a 
constant: do not murder he who is in charge. We 
called ourselves ‘civilized’ for a reason.

Murder doesn’t solve 
Libya’s problems
— Julia Jacovides
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eventually they won’t exist anymore.”“
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Libyan President Muammar Gaddafi at African Union 

Summit, 2009.
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On February 7, 2011, the results of the 
referendum for Southern Sudanese independence 
were officially announced. The vote was 
overwhelmingly in favor of independence. 
While the referendum was peaceful, observers 
continue to speculate that conflict could break 
out between South Sudan and North Sudan. In 
the midst of this speculation, it is clear that the 
birth of South Sudan will usher in substantial 
foreign investment and involvement in the new 
country’s affairs.

South Sudan’s independence means that 
the region’s current agreement to share the Nile 
River’s water supply will be reviewed. Egypt and 
Sudan have been accused of benefitting from 
the agreement, at the expense of countries like 
Uganda. Uganda is now expected to lead the 
push alongside South Sudan to create a new, 
more equitable, water-sharing agreement. This is 
an extremely delicate issue for the region. More 
than 30 years ago, Egyptian President Anwar 
Sadat predicted “the only matter that could take 
Egypt to war again is water.” Former Egyptian 
foreign minister and United Nations Secretary 
General Boutros Boutros-Ghali has also made 
similar statements. Countries like Sudan and 
Uganda have similar feelings on the matter; 
both see access to the Nile River as critical to 
their well-being. It is largely due to this concern 
that Egypt attempted to persuade North and 
South Sudan to form a federal state. This setup 
would have involved separate governments for 
North and South Sudan, in which they would 
have come together along selected points of 
cohesion like a unified foreign policy and a 
single currency. With American consultation, 
this proposal was quickly rejected. Regardless, it 
demonstrates the importance of the water issue 
for African countries touched by the Nile.

South Sudan has also already managed 
to increase tensions across ethnic and religious 
lines. Iran and the Arab world are unhappy 
about the breakup of Sudan and the creation 
of a new Christian country. They view it as a 
significant setback for Muslims. Furthermore, 
they are opposed to American and Israeli 
involvement in South Sudan. Allegedly, the 

Sudan People’s Liberation Army (SPLA) received 
a new shipment of arms in 12 containers from 
Israel. The accusations state that Israel shipped 
them, with Ugandan cooperation, through 
Uganda into South Sudan. The arms included 
anti-aircraft weapons, rocket launchers, armored 
vehicles, and surface-to-air missiles. Israel has 
also been accused of helping to establish and 
train a new intelligence agency for South Sudan. 
This alleged involvement naturally is upsetting to 
the Arab world, and there is already speculation 
of backlash against Uganda President Yoweri 
Museveni. 

Finally, a lot of money is at stake in 
South Sudan. The United States and China 
are the top two competitors for South Sudan’s 

oil. The United States was instrumental in 
helping to negotiate the 2005 Comprehensive 
Peace Agreement, which ended more than 
two decades of war between North and South 
Sudan. Then, it became a supporter of Southern 
Sudanese independence. This position sparked 
criticism from Khartoum, because it violated the 
understanding that unity would be promoted by 
all sides. China, on the other hand, has shown 
interest primarily in Southern Sudanese oil, 
and has been willing to overlook human rights 
concerns in South Sudan. Meanwhile, India has 
stepped up its participation in Sudan, involving 
itself in infrastructure projects and oil deals to 
receive its share of Sudan’s oil. More locally, 
Uganda has invested millions of dollars in South 
Sudan. Uganda’s long-standing alliance with 
the SPLM, South Sudan’s ruling party, is also a 
crucial aspect of the strength of its ties to South 
Sudan.

Few countries are at the center of this 
much global attention. Israel, Iran, the Arab 
world, United States, China, India, Uganda, 
and Egypt form an impressive and powerful 
list. Their competition along lines of economics, 
ethnicity, religion, and natural resources is 
a serious concern for South Sudan. While 
numerous experts have been discussing issues 
such as poverty and lack of development, many 
are forgetting the level of foreign involvement 
in the area. Before South Sudan can successfully 
handle its new challenges, it must figure out how 
to effectively navigate all these interests.

2   //   AfrIcA  

south sudan
open the flood gates

— Justin Schon
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South Sudan President Salva Kiir (right) and Uganda President Yoweri Museveni (left).



“We...saw a man taking a gun out of the car- he 
ran inside and we heard three or four shots,” 
stated the onlooker after he witnessed an 
assailant vandalize a parked car, steal a   gun, 
and enter a building. Moments later, gunshots 
reverberated through the building as the attacker 
murdered South Sudan’s Cooperatives and Rural 
Development Minister, Jimmy Lemi Milla. 

On July 9, 2011, the world will behold the 
official birth of a new nation: the Republic of 
South Sudan. After participating in a conflict that 
stands as Africa’s longest civil war, the autonomous 
region will finally secede from the North, the site 
of the current Sudanese national government, to 
create its own free state. In the referendum on 
independence that transpired on January 9-15, 
2011, 98.3% of South Sudanese voters selected 
the separation option. This enthusiasm for liberty 
has been met with equally positive reactions 
from other international powers, who have 
embraced the autonomy of South Sudan and 
have come to its assistance. Despite the cascade 
of money and aid poured into the region, the 
infant government still has to confront problems 
of devastating proportions. Issues including a 
deficient educational system, poor sanitation, 
and a scarcity of piped water already possess 
crippling effects for the coming republic. While 
South Sudan should, as a long-term goal, focus 
on education if the new nation is to develop a 
population with the skill sets crucial to economic 
development, the most significant short-term 
goal and pressing predicament is security. 

In the wake of the assassination of Jimmy 
Lemi Milla, South Sudan’s Interior Minister Gier 
Chouang Aloung revealed that the perpetrator was 
the minister’s brother-in-law, a former ministry 
chauffeur who owed money and had a personal 
quarrel with Milla. If the South Sudanese regime 
desires to accomplish its primary objective of 
serving the people, it must come to terms with 
its own appalling security. As a response, the 
regime must formalize the military and establish 
disciplined police regiments. 

The United Nations reports that four 
rival militant groups are active in the region 
and considered a threat by the Sudan People’s 

Liberation Army, the military of South Sudan. In 
Abyei, violence in the past weeks has left over 100 
people dead and forced more than 20,000 people 
to flee their homes. The rebels have been assisted 
by the recent defection of Major General Peter 
Gatdet from the South Sudan army to the anti-
government forces. A top presidential aid reported 
that numerous members of the South Sudanese 
government had been targeted for assassination, 
including Vice President Riek Machar. 

 The regime needs its armed forces to 
cut ties with Khartoum, and offer leadership 
positions to only those with credentials suitable 
for ensuring national defense, and not based on 
familial connections or tribal lines. Next, these 
commanders, along with federal executives, must 
pursue defense cooperation agreements with key 
regional and international players like Kenya and 
the United States. 

The majority of preliminary funding 
entering the region should be utilized for the 
proper training of more security personnel. 
Though the Southern Sudanese government 
graduated over 6,000 multi-ethnic enlistees 
from a training program back in mid-December, 
recruits spoke of excruciating drills, squalid living 
quarters, and cruel punishments. With training 
this harsh, it is not difficult to imagine the risk of 
disillusionment in these fledgling officers and the 

transgressions of power that may ensue. Rather, 
a supportive system that continually reminds 
recruits of their duty to combat injustice would 
provide the most effective security personnel. 
As Daniel Bekele, the Africa director at Human 
Rights Watch, stated, “Soldiers and police are 
the face of the government and are supposed 
to protect citizens, not harm them. The new 
government of South Sudan needs to control 
these forces and send a strong message that abuses 
against the population will not be tolerated.” 

Despite the daunting slew of security 
problems that South Sudan has to confront, the 
government and its people should not become 
pessimistic for the future ahead. The diversity 
of the new recruits from the Southern Sudanese 
security training program demonstrates the 
regime’s attempt to bolster unity, and the notion 
that prosperity can arise from overstepping old 
tribal divisions. The triumphant split of South 
Sudan from Khartoum and the North speaks of 
the people’s resolve to strive for the betterment of 
their new nation. Despite the dilemmas, South 
Sudan has the potential to prosper. 
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defending a new nation
Accounting for security forces in south sudan

— Bala Naveen Kakaraparthi
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On July 2011, the Republic of South Sudan will separate 

from northern Sudan and become a new nation.



The death of Uganda’s most celebrated gay rights 
activist, David Kato, completely silenced Uganda’s 
gay community. The political atmosphere is 
unquestionably tense: Kato, considered the 
voice of the gay community in Uganda, was 
bludgeoned to death in his home with a hammer 
on January 26th, 2011. At his funeral, the pastor 
unexpectedly spoke and threatened punishment 
by God for those who did not repent for the sin 
of their homosexuality. Kato’s death comes as an 
anti-homosexuality bill is under consideration 
in Parliament, threatening even stricter judicial 
punishment for gay Ugandans. Uganda’s gay 
community, however, is too small and reticent 
to change the coarse political atmosphere on its 
own.  In order to build momentum for sexual 
equality, Western nations must simultaneously 
bolster the movement and increase pressure on 
the Ugandan government. 

Gays in Uganda form less than two 
percent of the population, and this community 
faces obstacles too great to overcome without 
assistance. A founding member of Sexual 
Minorities Uganda and spokesperson for LGBT 
rights, Kato was the one strong personality 
that Uganda’s gay community had. With their 
spokesperson brutally murdered, members of the 
community are, understandably, afraid to make 
their voices heard. Realistically, it would be too 
much to ask a core group of activists to speak 
out alone. Currently, homosexuality in Uganda 
carries a fourteen-year prison sentence, and the 
lack of both domestic and foreign protection 
means that the fear of violent civilian action 
remains uninterrupted.  

Legislators proposing the anti-
homosexuality bill seek to further stifle progress 
made by the gay community by making 
homosexuality punishable by death.  Western 
actors at one point had the power to change this: 
initially outraged by the controversial provision, 
their initial threats to reduce the $600 million 
in yearly aid made President Yoweri Museveni 
reconsider the bill. Threats proved to be empty, 
however, and after no aid was actually cut, he 
continued to push the bill through Parliament. 
Western nations must recommit and follow 

through in reducing monetary support for 
Uganda’s intolerant government, especially since 
Museveni was willing to amend the bill when 
foreign aid reduction seemed forthcoming.

Some governments, such as that of the 
United States, have publically recognized 
that some form of demands on the Ugandan 
government is imperative, but it is not enough. 
The tragedy of Kato’s death did not go unnoticed 
by Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton; 
she released a statement following his murder, 
calling on Ugandan authorities to “quickly 
and thoroughly investigate and prosecute 
those responsible for this heinous act.” The US 
and the international community must exert 
pressure on Ugandan law enforcement in this 
gruesome example of intolerance. However, 
merely ensuring the arrest of one or two 
individuals turns a blind eye to the millions of 
Ugandans who are outing, jailing, and harming 
the character of Uganda’s gays. 

Western citizens have created grassroots 
efforts to defend Uganda’s gay community. For 
example, AIDS Coalition to Unleash Power (ACT 
UP) has been picketing in New York in honor of 
David Kato and gay Ugandans. American gay 
rights groups have donated money in hopes of 
spurring action. While a commendable start, 
more vocalization and awareness amongst other 
Western LGBT groups will increase essential 
monetary support for Uganda’s LGBT groups. 
Not only will this allow Uganda’s gay community 

to garner essential funds for mobilization, the 
financial support will send a strong message to 
Uganda’s government that western countries 
support sexual equality in Uganda. 

Without international pressure and action 
to prevent the anti-homosexuality bill from 
passing, the “punishable by death” clause will 
have immediate negative consequences.  This 
requires the work of governments and citizens. 
The inevitable false accusations, rampant lynch 
mobs, and costs to the justice system will throw 
the nation into chaos as citizens and police take 
it upon themselves to cleanse the population 
of homosexuality. The first step is sending a 
strong and credible warning to the Ugandan 
government and citizens that crimes and 
discrimination against homosexuals will not be 
tolerated. If Uganda does not respect this advice, 
Western nations should then immediately reduce 
or eliminate monetary aid for Uganda. Uganda’s 
economy will likely take a serious blow if funds 
are immediately retracted, and Museveni will 
have to enter talks through the United Nations 
or directly with Western governments. At the 
same time, LGBT groups in Western countries 
must continually increase awareness and garner 
support for the gay community in Uganda. The 
vocal support, presence in international affairs 
and political backing will give Uganda’s gay 
community the confidence and political power 
to eventually stand on its own and pick up were 
David Kato left off. 
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help Wanted
gay ugandans’ stifled progress

— Andrea Shafer

Merely ensuring the arrest of one 
or two individuals turns a blind eye 
to the millions of ugandans who 
are outing, jailing, and harming the 
character of uganda’s gays.”

“
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With the African Union’s new Chinese-
funded headquarters looming overhead, the 
16th Ordinary Session of the Heads of State and 
Government of the African Union Assembly 
opened and closed in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. 
Comprised of 53 African States, the African Union 
(AU) has been long on rhetoric and short on 
effective policy since its establishment in 2002. As 
the organization matures and its credibility grows 
with both African and world leaders, the AU could 
become a regionally and even globally powerful 
inter-governmental block. Though hurdles 
continue to slow the progress of the AU, some 
recent minor successes demonstrate why hope in 
an Africa-uniting body is not misplaced. 

Jean Ping, who has been Chairperson of the 
AU since 2008, has had a difficult time uniting 
the organization, yet he seems to have reveled in 
the challenge. Over the last several years, the AU 
has taken a strong position on issues that African 
countries previously had to negotiate independently. 
Recently, militaries under the AU flag were sent to 
bring order to Burundi and quash a coup attempt 
in the Comoro Islands. About 8,000 men currently 
serve in a joint AU-UN force in Somalia, the only 
real police presence in the country. The AU has 
also been quick to pressure Togo and Mauritania 
to annul coup attempts and return to an elected 
governmental order. Niger, Madagascar and Côte 
d’Ivoire have all been suspended for undemocratic 
actions by their governments. The AU has called 
for the arrest of Hisséne Habré, a former dictator 
of Chad, and his trial for mass murder. Even 
more recently, the AU has strongly condemned 
the political crisis in Côte d’Ivoire and called for 
President Gbagbo to accept the results of the recent 
presidential election, which many observers say was 
won by Alassane Ouattara, and step down. Ping 
also opposed state violence against demonstrations 
in Tunisia earlier this year, boldly placing him 
against an AU member government.  

However, challenges to the AU remain ever 
present. Even with foreign aid, money remains 
tight for the AU. The AU’s current budget is 
$260 million, compared with the $1.8 billion 
the UN spends on contributions to the Darfur 
peacekeeping mission. In fact, African countries 

pay for only about 40% of the AU’s budget, while 
China, the European Union (EU) and America 
cover the remainder. This has put incredible strain 
on the AU staff, which is forced to work against 
the competing interests of pro-Western democratic 
leaders and strong men African leaders whose 
support is critical to ensure the legitimacy of 
the AU. Staff turnover at the AU is noted to be 
particularly high as competent administrators are 
quick to join NGOs. 

Many African leaders have also called for 
reform of the institution and a consolidation 
of authority into the office of the Chairperson. 
Tanzanian President and former AU Chairperson 
Jakaya Kikwete has criticized the office of the 
Chairperson as being an “economic burden [which 
carries] only a ceremonial role, making it less 
effective.” The 16th summit was concluded with an 
argument to improve the role of the Chairperson 
and an indefinite postponement of the discussion 
of the reform. 

The AU has an opportunity to be a powerful 
international institution rivaling the EU in terms 

of control it asserts within its territory. Proposals of 
a unified currency block and regional military force 
have been proposed, but thus far bogged down in 
debate. While the Western world has often seen the 
AU as ineffective at solving African issues, it seems 
that this is slowly changing with its increased clout 
and willingness to intervene. 

Even with these challenges, the AU has 
been effectively increasing its role throughout the 
continent and asserting its authority in numerous 
issues it might have ignored in previous years. The 
current Côte d’Ivoire crisis exemplifies the promise 
the AU has, but also the issues it faces. Soon after 
the conclusion of the 16th AU summit a panel 
of African leaders visited Côte d’Ivoire with the 
backing of UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon 
to call for Gbagbo’s peaceful resignation. The AU 
again threatened to back a military intervention to 
seat Ouattara as president. This threat would never 
have been made when the AU was in its infancy. It 
might even have some credibility, if the AU had the 
money, administrative support or political backing 
to intervene in an African state’s domestic affairs. 

the Au
still getting dressed for their big debut

— Nicholas Moenck
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Rwandan Soldiers en route to support the African Union peace keeping mission in Darfur.



The trip from Mbandaka, the capital and largest 
city of Equateur Province, Democratic Republic 
of Congo (DRC), to Kikwit, capital and largest 
city in neighboring Bandundu Province, should 
not take more than a few hours. A bridge meant 
to connect the two and link northern and 
southern Congo, however, was never completed, 
despite being started in 1938. This forces travelers 
intending to make the trip to go on a three day, 
2,770 mile journey through Angola and back into 
Congo. Mbandaka, which was designed to be the 
future capital of the European colony, has been 
virtually isolated from the DRC and the rest of 
the continent. The lack of usable transportation 
networks is especially apparent in the DRC, yet 
it is an issue that challenges the entire African 
continent. Recent investment, while resulting in 
some important upgrades, has failed to keep pace 
with population and economic growth. The result 
has been significant transit bottlenecks, which puts 
economic gains across Africa at risk.

The continent of Africa is rife with 
transportation infrastructure breakdowns. The 
newest country, South Sudan, has 31 miles of 
paved road, mostly concentrated in its capital, 
Juba. Railroads, where they exist in good repair, 
are difficult to use for regional trade due to a 
variety of different track gauges, making it 
extremely burdensome to move goods across 
borders. Rivers and waterways throughout the 
continent are key transportation routes, but are 
highly dependent on environmental conditions 
and limited in their carrying capacity. Port 
infrastructure has been developed, but getting 
finished goods to Africa’s coast for export to 
world markets remains a significant challenge. 

The travel site Wikitravel is filled 
with anecdotes about the failures of African 
transportation systems. “Smaller vehicles are 
unable to negotiate what remains of the roads… 
Some roads have major bandit problems so check 
carefully before going. At army checkpoints locals 
are often hassled for bribes. Foreigners are normally 
left alone, but prepare some kind of bribe just in 
case. By the middle of the afternoon the soldiers can 
be drunk so be very careful and very polite,” reports 
the site about travel in the DRC. Zimbabwe’s 

transportation consists of “buses [which] still run 
– but are bad even by African standards.” In Niger 
the site quips, “While taking cars is exciting and 
interesting, they are dangerous, extremely hot, 
and more expensive. Plus, they are forced to pull 
over after midnight due to banditry. Because these 
[taxis] often only leave in the evening, it can take 
several days to travel a relatively short distance.” 

The transportation crisis in Africa remains 
one of the most pressing issues the continent 
faces. Not only does it make the movement of 
people problematic, shipping goods is often 
prohibitively expensive or outright impossible. 
This problem hinders huge swaths of the 
continent from exporting raw materials to world 
markets, and also makes the importing of foreign 
goods extremely difficult. A 2001 World Bank 
Economic Review by Nuno Limão and Anthony 
Venables attributed the majority of the trade and 
economic difficulties to the “poor [transportation] 
infrastructure” on the continent. 

Some major foreign aid development 
projects have been undertaken in recent years, 
especially by China, to improve transportation 
infrastructure within Africa. The Congressional 
Research Service released a report in February 2009 

noting that Chinese loans to Africa had increased 
35 percent from 2001 to 2005 and focused mainly 
on hydropower development and transportation 
needs. New York University found that 54 percent 
of all Chinese aid and investment in Africa was 
related to infrastructure, noting that the largest 
single investment by China in Africa was a $5 billion 
loan to the DRC for transportation infrastructure, 
and the third largest monetary investment was $3 
billion to Gabon for port and railway investment. 

Clearly, more investment in African 
infrastructure is necessary for sustainable economic 
growth. Foreign aid and private investment should 
be tied together to increase the success of projects. 
Setting attainable targets and emphasizing access to 
currently transportation devoid areas is critical. 

This foreign investment may prove beneficial 
to African transportation links, but only if it is 
used appropriately and only in the very long term. 
For now, it appears that Africa will continue to 
be saddled with poor growth prospects and little 
inter- or intra-continental trade due to the decrepit 
nature of its transportation networks. Africa may 
be the next wave of high growth developing 
nations, but unless it focuses on infrastructure, it 
will never reach its full potential. 
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Lubumbashi, Democratic Republic of the Congo, a country facing some of the most difficult transportation challenges in 

the world.



When Alassane Ouattara was recognized as the 
Ivory Coast’s President after the November 28, 
2010 elections, his predecessor, Laurent Gbagbo, 
refused to step down. Gbagbo, who took office 
in 2000, has refused to recognize the change of 
power that followed the November elections, 
though the United Nations, African Union, 
and United States have all recognized Ouattara’s 
victory. As a result, political deadlock has stunned 
the African nation, and villages now see routine 
violence. Citizens of the Ivory Coast and its 
neighbors have fallen victim to the crisis, causing 
many to flee the country. These refugees and the 
citizens that remain in the Ivory Coast will be 
affected by this crisis until Gbagbo and Ouattara 
can solve their decade-long dispute. Gbagbo and 
Ouattara are destroying the Ivory Coast, causing 
people to flee en masse. The only way out of this 
crisis is for the two leaders to put an end to their 
dispute. 

This is not the first time that Ouattara was 
deemed an illegitimate president in the Ivory 
Coast. He attempted to run for president in 
the 1990s, but his heritage was disputed. In the 
1990s, the Ivory Coast was focused on developing 
a strong Ivorian identity. Because Ouattara was 
accused of being born outside the country, he was 
denied candidacy. Gbagbo was elected president 
in 2000, and again Ouattara was not allowed to 
run. In 2009, after Gbagbo successfully delayed 
elections by four years, Ouattarra ran against 
him and won enough votes to take control as 
president. However, the Constitutional Council, 
controlled by Gbagbo, rejects 500,000 votes from 
a pro-Ouattara region, thereby ensuring Gbagbo’s 
reelection. 

Since the November elections, thousands 
of Ivoirians left for eastern Liberia, where new 
communities of refugees are exploding. In total, 
the UN reports that half a million Ivoirians are 
displaced.  As supplies run low and aid is sent 
to Liberia and other African countries hosting 
Ivorian refugees, the situation is worsening. 
Gbagbo is playing a destabilizing role, frequently 
sponsoring village raids via proxy security forces. 
Named “death squads” by Gbagbo’s opposition 
forces, these gangs raid villages and assault 

civilians in the name of protecting Gbagbo’s 
government.

Blame does not solely rest on Gbagbo’s 
shoulders. In response to Gbagbo’s attempt to 
manipulate the country’s cocoa profits to pay his 
political debts, Ouattara put a ban on the country’s 
primary export in January 2011. The Ivory Coast 
relies on cocoa as its top source of income, 
and placing a ban on its export prevents these 
profits from entering the country. Additionally, 
the world price of cocoa has skyrocketed due 
to Ouattara’s decision. These politicians are not 
responsive to civilian suffering. Even if Ouattara 
has pure intentions, he still shares in the blame 
for sustaining the deadlock. 

A fast and peaceful resolution looks 
increasingly less likely with military forces loyal 
to Ouattara overrunning the political capital 
and marching toward Abidjan, where Gbagbo 
has centered his government. There has been 
suggestion of power sharing for the African 
country, or a sanctioned AU military intervention 
for peace. Civil war, however, seems the only 
realistic forthcoming action. The UN is holding 
a ceasefire line separating the north and south, 
where the opposition and supporters for Gbagbo 
divide. Ouattara has left for Nigeria, where he is 

suspected to be forming a military. Because the 
AU has not found a way to solve the deadlock, 
and the UN intervention can only postpone 
civil conflict, the crisis will continue. Gbagbo 
and Ouattara need to pacify their bitter rivalry 
in order to save the Ivory Coast from collapse. 
As hundreds of thousands of Ivoirians flee, the 
country is losing a culturally rich population that 
has helped define the region. It is about time that 
Gbagbo and Ouattara recognize the damage they 
are inflicting on their homeland due to their self-
serving political agendas.   
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Ivory Coast President Laurent Gbagbo. 



Brazil has long been one of the most unequal 
countries in the world. But over the last six 
years the Gini coefficient of income inequality 
in Brazil has declined. In other words, Brazil’s 
wealth is more evenly distributed than the 
previous year, the year before, or ten years ago. 
This is a shocking change. In the United States, 
income inequality has been increasing steadily 
since 1979. Europe, too, has seen the share of 
wealth held by the richest increase over the past 
few decades. Brazil, the world’s eighth-largest 
economy, is the only industrialized country in 
which income inequality has recently declined. 
In many ways, it owes this startling success to 
a vast program of social transfers, the Bolsa 
Familia.

The Bolsa Familia is a conditional cash 
transfer welfare program, which means that the 
poor are eligible to receive money if they do 
certain things. First, their monthly income must 
fall below a certain threshold. Currently, that 
threshold is about R$200 per month, or $130 
USD. Secondly, because the program is targeted 
at families with children and seeks to encourage 
behavior that benefit children in the long run, 
families enrolled in the program must send 
their children to school and bring them to the 
doctor twice a year. Social planners hoped that 
attaching these preconditions to money would 
convince parents of the long term benefits of 
education, instead of forcing their children 
to work. By and large, it has accomplished 
just that. Child employment has fallen by 17 
percent since the program began, and school 
enrollment has increased by a similar amount. 
More encouragingly, truancy has diminished 
significantly in poor regions, suggesting that 
more impoverished children are receiving an 
education. The Ministry of Social Development, 
which administers Bolsa Familia, hopes that the 
program will break the intergenerational cycle 
of poverty. By promoting education and making 
healthcare more accessible, the Bolsa Familia 
may make change outcomes for millions of 
children. 

Critics of the program claim that the 
poor will waste government money. Some talk 

of rum-houses—places where men bring their 
Bolsa money to spend a week drinking cachaca 
and sleeping. These concerns are common but 
disproved by empirical data. Studies tracking the 
spending habits of Bolsa recipients found that 
87 percent of the money received went to food, 
and 10 percent went to children’s clothing. 

A more serious critique of the Bolsa 
Familia comes from those who claim that 
politicians are using the program to buy votes. 
They attribute the remarkable success of the 
Workers’ Party, which currently holds the largest 
share of seats in congress, to Bolsa beneficiaries. 
In a move clearly motivated by politics, the 
Workers’ Party-dominated congress broadened 
the eligibility requirements for the program just 
four months before the 2006 national elections. 

While many scholars believe that the 
Bolsa Familia helped President Lula win 
reelection in 2006, a vocal minority argues that 
Brazil’s quickly-growing economy is enough 
to account for his victory. Since Lula entered 
office, Brazil’s GDP has nearly tripled and per 
capita GDP has doubled, which helps explain 
his incredible popularity. When he left office, 
83 percent of Brazilians gave Lula a favorable 
rating, suggesting that a broad swath of people, 
spanning both the rich and poor believed he had 
done a good job. At this point, the Bolsa Familia 
is considered virtually untouchable by Brazilian 
politicians. Jose Serra, who ran against Lula’s 
chosen successor in 2010, reversed the long-held 
position of his Social Democrat party by saying 
that he would not only preserve the Bolsa, but 
would work to expand it.

Brazil’s history has been shaped by high 
inequality since the first days of Portuguese 
colonization. Landed interests dominated the 
government and manipulated the economy 
for centuries. Favelas, the massive urban slums 
which are Brazil’s most famous municipal 
problem, emerged from the grip of large 
landowners in the countryside who forced many 
into cities. Fights over the role of landowners 
in government have produced revolutions, 
dictatorships, and military coups in Brazil. The 
Bolsa Familia may offer a way forward for many 

countries with similar histories and challenges. 
Conditional cash transfer programs 

similar to the Bolsa Familia have been in place in 
Mexico and South Africa for several years. Both 
have successfully improved school attendance, 
child nutrition, and increased earnings for 
beneficiary children as they enter the workforce. 
In these countries, this approach is breaking 
a persistent cycle of poverty and inequality. 
Kenya, Zambia, Paraguay, and even New York 
City are experimenting with similar programs. 
The Bolsa Familia has succeeded because it is 
well-administered and well-funded, but poorer 
countries will need outside help to effectively 
implement comparable programs. Brazil has 
shown that cash transfer programs are an 
effective way to fight poverty. If the international 
community is committed to fighting world 
poverty, it should promote and fund conditional 
cash transfers in countries facing great need. 
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Two weeks after the International Olympic 
Committee announced that Rio de Janeiro had won 
the right to host the 2016 Summer Olympic Games, 
a group of criminals in one of Rio’s notorious favela 
slums shot down a police helicopter. The resulting 
shootout, in which twelve people were killed, 
was the most dramatic episode in a long-running 
conflict between the police and the bands of drug 
traffickers who sometimes maintain order in these 
otherwise lawless neighborhoods. Some have 
compared the level of violence in Rio to a low-level 
war—a concerning characterization for city about 
to host the Olympics. Had the helicopter been 
downed a few weeks earlier, Rio would likely have 
lost its bid. Grajaú, the neighborhood where the 
helicopter went down, sits about two miles from 
Maracanã Stadium, where the Olympic opening 
ceremonies will be held.

Some Brazilians saw the incident as proof that 
giving the Olympic Games to Rio was a mistake. 
A sentiment common even before the shootout 
became even more pronounced afterwards: “Why 
Rio? Why couldn’t they have picked a good Brazilian 
city, like Curitiba?”

That sentiment was confirmed again last 
August when a group of bandits fleeing the 
police entered a hotel in the touristy beachfront 
neighborhood of São Conrado. After taking 35 
people hostage for several hours, the bandits 
surrendered to authorities. Over the following 
weeks, the city and state of Rio de Janeiro stepped 
up efforts to bring the favelas under control. Rio’s 
Public Safety Secretary asked for the support of the 
military in subduing several of the tougher slums. 
Eight hundred paratroopers and ten armored 
personnel carriers arrived in the city last November 
and saw immediate action in a series of operations 
to pacify two of the largest slums, Vila Cruzeiro 
and Complexo do Alemão, long beyond the reach 
of government authorities. Since the army troops 
were deployed in the city last year, crime seems to 
have dropped, though violence continues to plague 
the city. 

In 1997, Rio managed to dramatically reduce 
the level of slum violence in preparation for a visit by 
Pope John Paul II. That campaign was documented 
in the startlingly violent film Tropa de Elite (released 

in English as Elite Squad), which depicted Rio’s elite 
BOPE special operations squad, a paramilitary force 
that operates in parts of the city where regular police 
are too afraid to go, using torture to fight criminal 
gangs. The film, based on an insider account of 
the BOPE, was cheered by Brazilian audiences but 
ultimately turned into a public relations nightmare 
for the police as slum violence quickly returned to 
pre-intervention levels. 

It was with this in mind that the city played 
up its Community Pacification program, a path-
breaking effort that sends police officers to play 
with children in daycare centers and teach martial 
arts to favela youth. The program received wide 
international attention, even appearing on the front 
page of the New York Times. 

The newest efforts to control the slums seem 
to have been successful. There hasn’t been a major 
shootout for weeks. With drug gangs gone from 
many neighborhoods and prominent community-

building efforts being carried out by pacification 
officers, Rio has established order in previously 
lawless parts of the city. 

Two questions remain to be answered before 
the police can declare victory. First, will Rio be safe 
in time for the games? The answer appears to be yes. 
Homicide has fallen to its lowest level since 1991, 
to 40.6 per 100,000, the same rate as Detroit and 
St. Louis, and far lower than that of New Orleans. 
But will order continue afterwards? That is a harder 
question to answer. By acting now, Rio’s police will 
have to keep the favelas under control for more than 
four years before the games. While it is possible that 
future governors may choose to reduce the police 
budget, the city has already made a long-term 
commitment to reduce crime in the slums. Such a 
commitment is all but certain to transform them. 
For the first time since favelas began cropping 
up along the verdant hills of Guanabara Bay, real 
progress has been made in bringing them order. 
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Brazilian soldiers occupy the favela, Complexo do Alemao. 



If federal elections in other countries were as 
uncontroversial as those in Canada, the world 
would be a quiet place. On May 2nd, Canadians 
will go to the polls for the fourth time in seven 
years. Many voters feel like they have been here 
before. The current governing coalition has 
engaged in little that is politically controversial 
– the most divisive issues in Canada today are 
how to deal with a real estate bubble and the 
Canadian Supreme Court’s forthcoming opinion 
on a new securities regulating commission. 
Then there is the budget. The minority parties 
in Parliament forced the national election by 
rejecting the Conservative party’s national 
budget plan. The budget, designed to eliminate 
Canada’s yearly deficit of US $41.3 billion by 
2014, contained few surprises. Expenditures on 
politically important groups like impoverished 
senior citizens, children enrolled in art 
programs, medical researchers and volunteer 
firemen rose in the new budget. The Liberals’ 
demand to delay a corporate income tax cut 
was ignored. Despite this setback, the Liberals 
are not complaining too loudly. After budget 
battles forced the election, the current lack of 
debate about specific budget provisions has 
left Canadian voters wondering why they must 
go to the polls yet again. Both the Canadian 
Conservative Party and Liberal Party see 
the elections as an opportunity to break the 
deadlock that has pervaded the Conservative 
minority government. Both parties, however, 
are likely to be disappointed when the new 
elections send an equally-divided government 
back to Ottawa. 

Canadian politicians have never been 
known for envelope-pushing attack ads. The 
Liberal’s most scathing insult was its branding 
of the Conservatives as the “Republican Party 
North,” to which the Conservatives retort that 
the Liberals voted with the secessionist (and 
in the minds of many, un-Canadian) Bloc 
Québécois.  

The campaign promises made by both 
major parties sound remarkably similar. Both 
agree that the government should continue to 
support an economic boom that was largely 

untouched by the global economic recession. 
When compared with the budget battles in the 
United States and Europe, Canada’s austerity 
fight seems tame. 

No matter what happens in the campaign, 
many of the seats in Canada’s parliament are 
almost certain to go to the party that holds 
them now. Conservatives have a lock on much 
of Western Canada, a place where Liberals 
sometimes cannot find candidates to oppose 
long -serving Conservative incumbents. 
Bloc Québécois dominates in francophone 
Canada, but does not run in English-speaking 
areas, rendering it a minority party in any 
Parliament. The left-wing New Democratic 
Party is powerful in union-dominated districts, 
but often runs against Liberal, rather than 
Conservative opponents.  Canada’s current 
parliamentary order—two national parties and 
the Bloc Quebecois—is unlikely to change in 
the foreseeable future.

With relatively few competitive seats, 

region-specific gaffes can have a significant 
impact. Steven Harper, current prime minister 
and leader of the Conservative Party, blames 
the loss of several seats in Quebec on his ill-
advised criticism of federal arts funding. When 
the Conservative party fell twelve seats short of 
a majority in the 308-seat House of Commons, 
it was the loss of those Quebec seats that forced 
the Conservatives to form yet another shaky 
coalition government. 

Harper, though, seems to have learned 
from his errors, recently promising increased 
funding for the arts. He hopes that a strong 
economy will carry him to victory at the polls. If 
all goes well, he may even snap up the Commons 
seats he needs to have a majority in Parliament. 
Strong global energy prices ensure that the 
economy of western Canada, the Conservatives’ 
home base, will continue to expand. If he can 
avoid embarrassing gaffes, Harper will soon 
be thanking the Liberals for forcing another 
election upon the Canadian people. 
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Canadian Parliament, home to surprisingly little controversy.



In late November of last year, Wikileaks released 
a number of US embassy cables detailing China’s 
stance towards North Korea.  Chun Yung-woo, 
-vice-foreign minister of South Korea at the time, 
had told the US ambassador to South Korea that 
Chinese officials were comfortable with a unified 
Korea, even one that was allied with the US, so long 
as it was also friendly towards China. Another leaked 
document quoted Chinese vice-foreign minister 
He Yafei calling the North’s April 2009 missile tests 
actions of a “spoiled child” starved for attention.  
These documents raise an important question: is 
China ready to stop supporting North Korea? 

Perhaps not yet. Although these cables 
reveal information that would otherwise have been 
kept secret, they are still US embassy cables, not 
internal Chinese government documents.  What 
Chinese officials tell their American counterparts 
does not necessarily reflect their actual views. 
Opposing views within the government may be 
kept secret from the general public as well as the 
US government.  Describing the missile tests as 
the actions of a “spoiled child” is a far cry from a 
formal denunciation and could even be  an attempt 
to downplay the seriousness of the tests.  

China’s unwillingness to publicly censure 
North Korea is evident in its reaction to many 
recent events.  Last March, forty-six sailors died 
after a South Korean warship, the Cheonan, was 
sunk by a torpedo. International experts have 
concluded that a North Korean submarine fired 
the torpedo, but the North continues to deny 
this charge. China refuses to take a clear position 
on where culpability lies.  In November, North 
Korean artillery fired on the Yeonpyeong Islands in 
South Korea. Two soldiers and two civilians were 
killed. When the UN Security Council attempted 
to punish North Korea with additional sanctions , 
China vetoed the motion. 

China’s inaction may be related to internal 
pressures . According to Jonas Parello-Plesner, a 
European Council on Foreign Relations senior 
policy fellow, China has its own leadership succession 
to deal with in 2012.  President Hu Jintao will be 
succeeded by the current vice-president Xi Jinping, 
a member of a different political faction. Factional 
struggles have created tensions within the Chinese 

leadership, and Hu himself, as a continuing member 
of the Central Military Commission of the Party, 
may continue to be a key political player for years 
to come. To avoid exacerbating already existing 
tensions within the leadership, any major changes 
to China’s North Korea policy will probably take 
place after the power transfer . 

Despite what the Wikileaks cables may 
suggest, China will most likely work to maintain 
the status quo.  Its ambiguous announcements 
on North Korean belligerence, its refusal to allow 
further UN sanctions, and the issue of its own 
succession suggest that, short of the threat of actual 
war, China will not dissolve its alliance with North 
Korea in the near future.  

The future social and political stability of 

North Korea nonetheless remains in question. 
Kim Jong-il reportedly suffers from ill health and 
has planned for his son, Kim Jong-un, to succeed 
him. Whether the transition will be smooth is 
anybody’s guess, given the paucity of information 
coming out of North Korea. The succession may 
open up opportunities for the South to push for 
reunification, whether through factional struggles 
or a policy change from the new leadership.  South 
Korea needs to keep a close eye on the developments, 
but because the North refused to apologize for last 
year’s aggression, the South suspended diplomatic 
talks. These negotiations should be resumed 
soon—they provide the best chance for the Koreas 
to make the most of potential opportunities for 
reunification.
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Libyan President Muammar Gaddafi at African Union Summit, 2009.
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In March 2011, millions of people watched in 
horror as a succession of tragedies devastated 
Japan. The earthquake, tsunami, and breakdown 
of nuclear reactors laid swaths of the northern 
region to waste and inflicted a staggering toll 
on human life. But as Japan confronts some of 
its greatest challenges since the detonation of 
atomic bombs in Hiroshima and Nagasaki, many 
observers point to glimmers of hope amidst 
the carnage. They praise the Japanese people’s 
demonstrations of fortitude, discipline, and 
civic duty, as well as the concerted actions of 
international community in carrying out relief 
efforts. Moreover, the outpouring of sympathy 
from neighboring countries appears to herald a 
new chapter of diplomatic relations in East Asia.

Soon after the tsunami hit, South Korea 
mobilized resources to aid humanitarian efforts 
in Japan. It dispatched rescue teams, provided 
emergency supplies, and provided significant 
amounts of aid. South Korea’s contributions, 
including supplies, are expected to exceed $12.5 
million. In an especially poignant expression of 
sympathy, a group of Korean “comfort women,” 
women who had been forced into sexual slavery 
during the Second World War, temporarily ceased 
their weekly protests before the Japanese embassy 
in Seoul to hold a vigil for tsunami victims.

Is greater regional harmony indeed the silver 
lining to the destruction wreaked by the tsunami? 
In order to answer this question, perhaps we must 
first address another: to what extent have Japan’s 
relations with its neighbor actually changed? 

Recent events already reveal fissures in 
South Korea-Japan relations. On March 30th, an 
announcement made by the Japanese Ministry of 
Education reignited a long-standing territorial 
dispute over a small cluster of islets known as 
Dokdo (or Takeshima in Japanese). The Ministry 
approved eighteen social studies text books for 
use in middle schools, twelve of which claimed 
the islands as Japanese territory. Four textbooks 
went as far as charging South Korea with illegal 
occupancy over the area. South Korea responded 
with assertive measures of its own. South Korean 

President Lee Myung-bak publicly denounced the 
Ministry’s decision, protesters demonstrated in 
front of the Japanese embassy, and the National 
Assembly adopted a resolution calling for the 
recall of the textbooks. More disconcerting to 
Japan, Korea also announced plans to renovate a 
heliport on Dokdo and establish a marine science 
research facility off the coast of the islets. 

In some respects, the re-emergence of 
this controversy in the midst of a humanitarian 
crisis may seem petty and inappropriate. The 
territory fueling such heated debate consists of 
two main islands and boasts just two permanent 
residents—a Korean fisherman and his wife. In 
fact, the name “Dokdo” literally translates as 
“solitary island” in Korean. But for many Koreans, 
the islets hold enormous symbolic significance. 
Korean historians assert that Dokdo only became 
a part of Japan when Korea became a protectorate 
in 1905. According to this view, the Treaty of San 
Francisco, signifying Japan’s surrender in World 
War II, liberated not just the Korean peninsula 
but its subsidiary islands as well. The contention, 
then, is not about a few rocks. It centers on 
the broader issue of Japan’s attitude toward its 
imperialist past. In the eyes of many Koreans, the 
Japanese government’s claims of sovereignty over 

Dokdo signals its refusal to recognize the harm 
inflicted during the thirty-five years of colonial 
rule. 

While the tragedy of the tsunami brought 
the international community closer together, it is 
premature, perhaps even naïve, to call it a decisive 
turning point in East Asian politics. In promoting 
revisionist history while simultaneously accepting 
South Korean aid, the Japanese government 
made an insensitive blunder. And although South 
Korea’s strong response is understandable in some 
respects, it could pose costly distractions from 
the humanitarian efforts at hand. Japan missed a 
unique chance to forge stronger ties in the region, 
but there will undoubtedly be other opportunities. 
As it rebuilds and moves forward, Japan must 
demonstrate a greater willingness to address past 
wounds, as well as greater responsiveness to the 
concerns of its regional allies.

rocky relations
japan’s tragedy and the future
of East Asian diplomacy

— Hajin Jun

While the tragedy of the tsunami 
brought the international community 
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perhaps even naïve, to call it a 
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“Nothing will change unless we feel a moral 
obligation to change.”  Spoken by University 
of Michigan Professor Thomas Gladwin at 
the end of his lecture during the International 
Studies Student Advisory Board’s “Heat Wave” 
conference in February, these simple words truly 
embody the crux of the global environmental 
debate.  Much of the way we conceptualize 
environmental issues involves a sense of ethical 
duty: normative ideas about what “should” be 
done, and what strategies are “best” for our 
health and our ecosystems.  Often these ideas 
are set in direct opposition to global business 
ideals, as if the environmentalist sphere and 
corporate sphere are two irreconcilable worlds 
with completely separate interests.  In some 
sense, of course, this is true.  The capitalistic 
attitude that permeates the economies of the 
developed world has hardly ever made eco-
friendliness a top priority.  But as a Max McGraw 
Professor of Sustainable Enterprise with a joint 
appointment in the School of Natural Resources 
and Environment and the Stephen M. Ross 
School of Business, Professor Gladwin believes 
that the fate of the environment is closely tied 
to the fate of industrial corporations, especially 
as our global society becomes increasingly 
interconnected.

During his conference lecture, entitled 
“Climate and Business Futures”, Professor 
Gladwin outlined the ways in which climate 
change in coming decades will have a 
tremendous impact on the emerging business 
markets of Asia and Africa.  He started out 
by emphasizing the complexity and ambiguity 
of the situation, noting that we cannot be 
too optimistic or pessimistic about the future 
since the environment and the global economy 
depend on interactions between a wide variety 
of factors such as population growth, climate 
change, and resource availability.  However, the 
general trajectory being observed by scientists 
and scholars alike is what Gladwin refers to as 
“The Big Squeeze”: a rapid growth in world 
population and consumption accompanied by 

an equally rapid decline in living systems.  In 
other words, the world will progressively find 
it harder to balance a growing demand with a 
shrinking supply of environmental resources.

This “Big Squeeze” will undoubtedly 
provide a challenging paradox in the near future, 
especially for the regions that it is expected to 
impact the most – namely, Asian and African 
countries.  Noting how “super-economic 
growth” is estimated to be concentrated 
primarily in Asian countries over the next few 
decades, Gladwin provided some staggering 
details: over 60% of total world population 
growth is estimated to occur in Asia and Africa. 
Urbanization rates will skyrocket as these regions 
shift away from befouls towards fossil fuels to 
power their newly industrialized economies.  
This will result in roughly 70% of the world’s 
middle class population being situated in these 
areas, driving higher consumption and trade 
volume. During the next twenty years, two-
thirds of all global economic growth is expected 
to occur in these emerging market regions, and 
as a result, numerous corporations are beginning 
to shift substantial portions of their businesses 
to these areas.

As the “Big Squeeze” model postulates, 
this expanding demand will inevitably lead to 
a shortage of supply.  Utilizing map data from 
German based reinsurance company Munich 
Re, Gladwin showed global climate change 
affected certain developing areas of the world 
disproportionately from 1990 to 2009, noting 
that this disparity may continue to grow if 
major actions aren’t taken to combat these 
environmental trends.  The most extreme 
concentration of weather events occurred directly 
in the emerging markets of Asia and Africa 
during this ten-year period. With vulnerable 
governments, economies, and infrastructures, 
the countries within these regions are less able to 
overcome the adverse effects of climate change.  
With widespread water scarcity, starvation, 
crop decline, coastal risks, and assorted natural 
disasters plaguing their citizens, how can these 

emerging markets really grow?  This is a major 
caveat that Gladwin claims most businesses 
overlook in their plans for the future, but 
it is something that desperately needs to be 
addressed.  According to Gladwin, there is about 
zero probability of staying below the worldwide 
2˚C increase from pre-industrial levels; instead, 
we are currently approaching a 4˚C increase, 
which translates to a change of about 7˚F.  If the 
planet were to increase only 8 or 9˚F from its 
pre-industrial levels, we would be experiencing 
the hottest earth temperatures in the last 130 
million years.

How to approach all this?  Gladwin calls 
for extra effort from the developed world, 
which has disproportionately contributed to 
this climate change to the same extent that the 
developing world is disproportionately affected 
by it.  More specifically, developed nations 
would have to decrease their carbon generation 
by about 90% to balance the growing demand 
and consumption of developing nations in Asia 
and Africa.  Otherwise, the resulting greenhouse 
gas emissions could lead to a very dire picture as 
early as 2060, with most of China as a dustbowl 
with no crop capacity, pure desert throughout 
Africa and the southwestern US, a two meter rise 
in sea level, and the mass migration of billions 
of people to northern Canada, Scandinavia and 
Western Antarctica.  Gladwin concluded his 
lecture with a simple question: What do we owe 
to future generations?  Overall, his “Climate 
and Business Futures” lecture provided a clear, 
compelling response: we owe them a healthy, 
sustainable society that considers the intrinsic 
links between systematic environmental issues 
and global corporate concerns.

the Intersection of climate change 
& corporate consciousness
A professor’s perspective
— Anne Devine
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Over the last few years, assessments of India 
and China never seem to be in isolation. Always 
pitted against one another, both nations are seeing 
enormous economic growth rates.  Despite India’s 
economic success, recent reports in the Indian media 
paint a picture of a country that is corrupt beyond 
repair. The facts are quite staggering: major scams 
in the telecom ministry led to losses measuring into 
the millions because of faulty license sales, logistical 
issues surrounding the Commonwealth Games, and 
a major fraud case was linked to top politicians as 
well as some of the most powerful industrialists and 
names in Indian journalism. The country has not 
relinquished its astronomical growth in recent years, 
but corruption is deeply rooted and threatens the 
feasibility of maintaining a growth model that has 
ignored this problem.

The scandal in the telecom ministry involved 
the granting of valuable mobile network contracts 
on a preferential basis at highly devalued rates. The 
head of the Telecommunications and IT ministry, A. 
Raja, was forced to resign over the scandal, but claims 
innocence in the ongoing investigation. On the 
other hand, an exposed recording of a conversation 
between influential lobbyist Niira Radia and two of 
India’s most powerful industrial figures – Mukesh 
Ambani and Ratan Tata - shocked the country. The 
conversations revealed that Radia had manipulated 
several key government portfolios, including that 
of A. Raja, and the extent to which those in power 
would go to hold on to their positions instead of 
serving the starving multitude in their country.

Over time, Indians have grown more 
cynical towards the way their government 
functions, questioning the ability of such a corrupt 
administrative system to achieve any of its set 
aims and objectives. However, the extent to which 
business influenced the government is troubling.  
In 2010, NGO corruption watchdog Transparency 
International ranked India an abysmal 87th in the 
world. The problem is even more deeply-rooted 
than just a political system. For a majority of India’s 
population, having food to eat is the beginning and 
end of life’s problems. In a country with a largely 
uneducated population, there will likely be no 
impetus to fix corruption. Voting based on caste and 
regional political affiliations splinter India’s polity 

even further.
China, though, has seen similar astronomical 

growth but largely avoided the problems of corruption 
which have plagued India. In an attempt to avoid 
civil unrest Beijing has proved highly responsive to 
citizens protests against specific party members and 
government officials. Punishment has often been 
swift and harsh. The Federal Government quickly 
opened an investigation of shoddy and corruption 
prone construction of many schools which collapsed 
during the 2008 Sichuan earthquake. Chen Liangyu, 
formerly of the head of the Shanghai municipal 
government, was found guilty of misusing the city’s 
social security funds and sentenced to 18 years in 
prison. 

By taking a page from its neighbors and rivals, 
play book India could substantially reduce the cost 
that corruption extracts from the economy. Using 
a zero-tolerance approach and avoiding lengthy 
judicial battles Delhi could send the clear message 
that corruption, at any level of the government, will 
not be tolerated. Efforts toward transparence have 
already begun to be implemented. A massive census 
project where every citizen of India will be assigned 
an identity number should reduce employment 
fraud and voting irregularities. The project, one 
of the most massive and far reaching undertakings 
ever done by the national government was also 
notable in the way in which it was implemented. 
India contracted out the census to private firms with 

payment based on quantity, as well as quality. 
Another step in the right direction has been 

the reaction of the media as well as civil society in 
India. Very recent developments have centered on 
an ex-army officer, Anna Hazaray, who has spent his 
time post-retirement working on rural development 
issues. He is the unlikely force behind a legislation 
titled the Lok Pal Bill (The Citizen Ombudsman 
Bill). Hazaray has gained much media attention 
over the last two weeks and sparked rallies and 
protests in Delhi and a number of cities around the 
country. Hazaray first demand is the establishment 
of a body to draft the bill, half of which would be 
government participation and the other half public 
input. The aim of this body would be to set up 
an independent commission with autonomous 
control at the national level and within each state to 
investigate cases of alleged corruption and bring its 
perpetrators to justice. Hazaray has, over a period of 
a few weeks, gathered momentum at a national level. 
Interestingly, social media including Facebook and 
Twitter are playing a large part in the organization of 
protest, very much as in the case of Egypt.

Only time will tell how Anna Hazaray and 
the Lok Pal Bill end up but one can only hope that 
change is coming. Corruption has eaten away at 
progress and development in India for far too long. 
And as she challenges China’s growth rates, it is time 
for India to wake up and stamp out a problem too 
widespread and deep-rooted to ignore any longer. 

corruption Without
consequences?
— Saahil Karpe

PHOTO COURTESY OF nIMg SUlEKHA

Nation-wide protests against corruption in India are a step in the right direction.
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Twenty-two years ago, a courageous student 
leader, Victor Orbán, electrified a Budapest 
crowd by telling the Soviets and their Red Army 
to go home. In a sweet moment of vindication, 
that same man, now prime minister of Hungary, 
stood ready at the beginning of this year to 
assume the presidency of the European Union.

This seat, however, was not obtained 
without its fair share of controversy. Orbán has 
encountered a firestorm of criticism around his 
heavy-handed governing style, which opponents 
have compared to that of Russian Prime Minister 
Vladimir Putin. Since taking office in April 
2010, Orbán and his rightwing Fidesz party 
have passed a series of laws and decrees that 
often dismayed his opponents and international 
observers like the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) and the European Union (EU). 
Among his most controversial actions were the 
expropriation of private pension funds and his 
heavy criticism of the Hungarian Central Bank.

Despite his contentious actions, the prime 
minister and his party enjoy widespread support 
from one of the largest electoral mandates in 
Europe. Orbán commands more than a two-
thirds majority in the Parliament, as the leftwing 
parties struggle from two decades of misrule 
and corruption charges. Former Socialist Prime 
Minister Ferenc Gyurcsány has since admitted 
to having “lied morning, noon, and night” 
during the 2006 election, and Socialist failures 
culminated in a 2008 IMF and EU rescue 
package totaling $26.5 billion.  

In contrast, Orbán has soared to prominence 
by using rhetoric emphasizing Hungary’s final 
emancipation from its Communist past. Zoltan 
Kovacs, head of government communications, 
offered the government line: “This is a revolution. 
It’s not against anybody. It’s for all Hungarians.” 
According to Kovacs, Orbán merely corrected 
the “basic mistakes of the past 20 years.” 
However, with the passage of two recent media 
laws, one putting his party in control of state 
television and the other creating a powerful 
Media Council with the ability to regulate 
newspapers, television, and the internet, his 
opponents rightly question whether he is trying 

to destroy the very democracy he helped to 
create. Ultimately, the planned rewriting of the 
Hungarian Constitution this spring would strip 
the Constitutional Court of many of its powers, 
and may be the defining blow to Hungarian 
democracy.

At the moment, any attempts to slow 
down the prime minister are ineffectual. Orbán 
enjoys an immense amount of popularity at 
home for spurning IMF and EU attempts to 
institute austerity measures. At the same time, 
he has met the stringent EU-enforced budget 
deficit cap of 3.9 percent through popular 
taxes levied on industries such as energy and 
telecommunications, which are dominated by 
foreign companies. Along with this domestic 
support, Orbán has only faced only tempered 
condemnation by international observers. Since 
his rise to the leadership of the EU, European 
leaders have cautiously avoided creating any 
more controversy in an organization mired in 
discord and financial crisis.

Though the majority of the Hungarian 
people support Orbán and EU officials raise 
only mild criticism, the prime minister and 
his party are not out of the woods yet. Already 
skittish from the Greek and Irish crises, foreign 
bond buyers may protest the less independent 
monetary and fiscal policies of his administration 
and cause yields on Hungarian debt to increase 
significantly. The cost to insure Hungarian debt 
using a product called a “credit default swap” in 
February 2011 was only slightly less than that 

for the deeply troubled Portugal, but more than 
Spain. If this were to occur, Hungary may have 
to answer to “bond vigilantes” who will no longer 
accept its debt without fiscal and monetary 
reform, as well as higher interest. This is the risk 
Orbán took, refusing to allow the EU and IMF 
to institute an austerity program, preferring 
instead to his own economic reform. He also 
appears intent on compounding the problem, 
having moved to defund the independent 
budget watchdog in November that sent tremors 
of fear and confusion through the Hungarian 
market. In a particularly destabilizing message, 
the Hungarian administration signaled that 
the country will no longer enjoy any credible 
domestic oversight of its spending and budget.  
Considering investors’ existing ire with the 
foreign “crisis taxes,” this is a risky endeavor 
indeed.

Hungary does enjoy the fortune of its own 
currency, the forint, and devaluing it would be 
one response to any turmoil to hit the markets 
(and thus any bond vigilantism). To the country’s 
detriment, half of Hungarian household debt 
(totaling $26.5 billion, the size of the EU 
bailout) is held in Swiss Francs. If the forint were 
to lose value, it would be increasingly difficult 
for debt-strapped Hungarian households to 
meet their now inflated debt, potentially sowing 
unrest throughout the country, which would 
pose a real threat to Fidesz dominance.

bond Vigilantes
at the gate
— John Schoettle

hungary may have to answer to ‘bond 
vigilantes’ who will no longer accept 
its debt without fiscal and monetary 
reform.”
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“Job creation” has become a familiar refrain of 
political dialogue in the United Kingdom, and the 
government has repeatedly attempted to protect 
domestic industries in a strained economy.  The 
government established a nationwide incentive 
in December, whereby any profits generated by 
domestic products would be taxed at a reduced 
corporation tax rate of 10 percent, as opposed to the 
standard 28 percent. Within the fashion industry, 
increased public awareness of exploitive business 
tactics in developing countries has provided a 
competitive advantage for companies who are able 
to market their clothing as “Made in Britain” or 
“Sweatshop Free.”  But many seem to forget that 
these labels and slogans do not necessarily reflect 
ethical business practices, and  they should not be 
used as a cure-all for the labor issues permeating 
the clothing and textile industries. A broader 
challenge exacerbating this issue is the country’s 
growing culture of “fast fashion,” where clothes 
are made cheaply and disposed of quickly. The fact 
remains that while domestic protection is sensible 
on some levels, the fashion industry is inherently 
global, and as such, UK companies need to focus 
primarily on fair trade in order to promote healthy, 
sustainable business worldwide.

The UK Fair-trade Foundation defines fair 
trade in terms of “better prices, decent working 
conditions, local sustainability, and fair terms of 
trade for farmers and workers in the developing 
world.” It seeks to remedy the injustices 
perpetuated by conventional trade, empowering 
poor and marginalized producers to improve 
their standard of living and have greater control 
over their lives. While seemingly straightforward, 
fair trade has been difficult to implement, as the 
entire economic structure of the fashion industry 
is oriented towards cheap items that are most easily 
produced in massive quantities within a fast-paced 
factory environment.  Garment prices in the UK 
fell by an average of 10 percent between 2003 
and 2007, and in the rush for faster and cheaper 
clothing basic human rights are often overlooked.

Still, the phenomenon of “fast food” 
fashion has been undermined somewhat by the 
combination of increased costs for labor and 
resources, as well as the negative publicity garnered 

by high profile companies for their questionable 
business practices.  For example, an ICM research 
poll found that 42 percent of those who frequented 
UK retail giant Primark claimed to be less likely or 
a lot less likely to shop there after hearing about a 
recent exposé of its child laborers.  Furthermore, 
labor costs in China – one of the most fundamental 
factory locales for UK companies – have increased 
50 percent over the past four years, and cheap 
fibers like cotton and polyester that constitute 
fast fashion are increasingly difficult to produce as 
once fertile developing regions degrade with each 
passing decade.

While the prospect of moving textile jobs out 
of these distant factories and into the metropolises 
of the UK certainly seems politically attractive, this 
is not realistic or logical for the vast majority of 
clothing companies. Not only are many critical raw 
materials for textile products simply not available 
in the UK, but also it is not feasible to limit an 
industry that thrives on creativity, innovation and 
the international exchange of ideas to the resources 
and skills found within a single country. Moreover, 
while a major driving force behind promoting 

domestic products has traditionally been energy 
expenditure, a recent study by the University 
of Cambridge found that the carbon emissions 
stemming from the transport of fashion products 
actually comprises a relatively small portion of 
the overall carbon footprint of a given piece of 
clothing.  

This is not to say that locally produced 
clothing should be discouraged by any means, 
but it is important that business owners within 
the UK’s fashion industry approach problems 
from a global perspective, instead of retreating to 
the domestic sector every time a new sweatshop 
is exposed. Failing to address the underlying 
economic structure that enables the rampant 
oppression of foreign workers is counterproductive 
and unsustainable given our increasingly globalized 
world. By working towards ethical reform, the 
UK fashion industry will facilitate a system of 
clothing production with living wages, education 
opportunities and health codes to support their 
textile workers, ultimately breaking free from the 
binary of politically charged protectionism and the 
abusive manipulation of outsourced labor.

“Made in britain”
the case for fair trade in the uK fashion Industry

— Anne Devine
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A model for People Tree (left), a British fair trade clothing businesses, meets a woman from Bangladesh (center) who 

hand-wove clothing for the company in 2010. 
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In honor of the 150th anniversary of Italy’s 
unification on March 17, 2011, Italians 
throughout the country celebrated with parades 
and shots from cannons. According to a poll, three 
million Italians prepared for an extended weekend. 
Officials of the Northern League (Lega Nord in 
Italian), a powerful political party in Northern 
Italy, however, were noticeably not among the 
revelers. Umberto Bossi, the League’s leader, had 
instructed them not to celebrate the unification. 
Though nominally separatist, the Northern 
League is part of scandal-ridden Prime Minister 
Silvio Berlusconi’s conservative coalition. With its 
power growing, the party poses a problem both 
to Berlusconi’s chances for survival and, more, 
importantly, to Italy’s prosperity. Under pressure 
from the League, Berlusconi himself was reluctant 
to celebrate the unification and waited until 
the month before the anniversary to declare it a 
national holiday.  

Discontentment with a unified Italy is 
nothing new for the Northern League. It has, at 
times, advocated the commercial North’s secession 
from the agrarian South, and the subsequent 
formation of a new nation called Padania.  League 
members also walk out of the room when the 
country’s national anthem is played. Separatist 
feelings, however, have become more pronounced 
in recent days as Prime Minister Berlusconi clings 
to power. His weakness enables the Northern 
League to push legislation through Parliament 
that promotes its interests at the expense of the 
South. Because he owes much of his electoral 
support to the South, Berlusconi finds himself in 
the difficult position of striking a balance between 
his allegiances to the two regions.

The antagonistic feelings between the North 
and the South, unfortunately, are mutual. Southern 
intellectuals frequently contend that the overthrow 
of the King of Naples in 1861 to establish the 
Republic has not been beneficial for Southern 
Italy or, as it is generally called, Mezzogiorno. 
They also point out that the large economic 
disparity currently present did not exist at the 
moment of unification but has actually developed 
since then. To appease the North, Berlusconi has 
refused to send aid to the small Southern island of 

Lampedusa, which has recently been overwhelmed 
by the influx of immigrants from African revolts. 
Flags on Lampedusa, consequently, have been 
flown at half-mast, marking the occurrence of a 
national tragedy

The real threat to unified Italy is the 
Northern League’s proposed fiscal federalism, 
which would take away valuable crime fighting 
and investment money from the Mezzogiorno. 
This mutual resentment arises, as mentioned 
earlier, from a huge economic disparity: the GDP 
per capita of the South is only 70 percent that of 
the North.  Southern Italians look upon the North 
with envy while the northern Italians feel unjustly 
drained of tax dollars.  

Related to the economic disparity is the 
Northern League’s anti-immigrant platform. Bossi 
best characterized this mindset with his suggestion 
that illegal immigrants be shot with firearms if 
seen crossing the water. He later recanted his 
statements, but not his support for his party’s 
anti-immigrant stand. Proposals catering to such a 
belief have earned support from a variety of people 
across the political spectrum in the North. In the 
2010 regional elections, they received 26.2 percent 
and 35.2 percent in the economic powerhouses 
of Lombardy and Veneto, respectively. Last 
September, the party introduced a bill to the 
lower houses of parliament that banned the 
burqa in public spaces. The Constitutional Affairs 
Commission was assigned to study the ban and 
a decision will not be released until late 2011 or 
early 2012.

With the issues of fiscal federalism and 
immigration in mind, the Northern League’s 
power has increased rapidly as the scandal-
ridden Berlusconi has turned to cutting deals and 
allocating power among members of his coalition 
in order to keep his position. As a crucial pillar in 
his government, the Lega Nord has had success 
ushering fiscal federalism into Italy. Thankfully, a 
parliamentary commission halted a bill in February 
that would have allowed broad taxing powers for 
municipalities. The vote, however, was close, and 
despite being in power, Berlusconi’s coalition has 
struggled to pass bills since former ally Gianfranco 
Fini and his supporters acrimoniously left the 
coalition government last year.  

Scandals aside, Berlusconi should be 
more concerned about an increasingly frustrated 
Northern League that has not passed its coveted 
legislation. In the end, it may not be the enraged 
liberal lawmakers or protesting women who finally 
show him the door, but his own aggravated allies. 
Adding to this political struggle is a broader 
one: Italy has struggled in recent years under the 
weight of heavy debt and low productivity as 
the population slowly declines. Ultimately, these 
economic issues will not be fixed by the heavy-
handed and separatist policies proposed by the 
Lega Nord. If Prime Minister Berlusconi continues 
to allow himself to be held hostage by the Northern 
League, Italy’s problems of stagnant growth and 
a declining population will only worsen and the 
South will lose vital public services and immigrant 
labor in addition to its declining population. 

A not-so-happy 
birthday
— John Schoettle

With its growing power, the northern 
League poses a problem both to 
berlusconi’s chances for survival, 
but also, and more importantly, the 
prosperity of Italy.”

“

EuropE   //   17



In an expanse of overgrown trees and brush, 
there lies a decrepit city in the midst of a heated 
political stalemate. A premier tourist attraction 
in the 1970s, the city of Famagusta, Cyprus 
took bloom as its quarter, Varosha, flourished 
economically.  Once a destination for celebrities 
and elite alike, Varosha stands frozen in time. To 
be exact, it stands as it did in 1974.

Under the morning sun in the summer of 
1974, Turkish forces took siege to the northern 
shores of Cyprus. Cyprus, an island in the 
Mediterranean Sea, is the size of New Hampshire, 
forty-four miles south of Turkey, and sixty miles 
west of Syria. The Turkish forces bore witness to 
the ongoing coup executed by Greek-Cypriot 
military forces. In the chaos, Turkey demanded 
the formation of a federal republic. In addition, 
it implored the interim government to transfer 
and consolidate nationalities on either side of the 
island, with the Turkish Cypriots in the North 
and Greek Cypriots in the South. Unwilling to 
grant the interim government ample time to come 
to a decision, Turkish forces seized the northern 
part—about forty percent—of the island. The 
forces saw to it that the island be split in two 
polities, sparking an influx of tens of thousands 
of Turkish refugees to the northern part of the 
island. The conflict left severe emotional and 
diplomatic scars between Greek and Turkish 
Cypriots.

In the meantime, the city of Famagusta 
remains under the control of Turkish Cypriots in 
Northern Cyprus. Its government has vowed to 
leave Varosha barren until both governments on 
the island resolve their dispute. In utter disrepair, 
the high-rises in Varosha crumble. As nature 
reclaims a once glowing symbol of human luxury, 
the greenery grows untended as if a post-disaster 
Chernobyl sans radiation. Varosha is a glaring 
political reminder of thirty-six years of diplomatic 
gridlock. In 2004, the Annan Plan sought to give 
the city of Famagusta—including Varosha—to 
the Greek Cypriots. Furthermore, the plan 
would unite the island under a loose federation 
in which Greek Cypriots control two-thirds 
of the executive branch. With the substantial 
concessions from Turkish Cypriots, why did the 

Greek Cypriots reject it in its referendum? They 
feared legitimizing the 1974 Turkish invasion 
of the island and condoning the presence of 
Turkish troops and settlers on the island. While 
understandable, pragmatic solutions such as this 
are often morally imperative. Without political 
unity, hostile separation perpetuates a status 
quo in which thousands of refugees languish in 
a foreign territory. For the sake of the dignity of 
these persons, the Greek Cypriots need to agree 
to a United Cypriot Republic and give all people 
a home secure from cultural persecution.

Today, the Greek Cypriots have since elected 
President Dimitris Christofias, a leader who is 
publically opened to peace. While committed 
to a united Cyprus based on the loose federation 
seen in Switzerland, the right of refugees to return 
is the biggest roadblock. President Christofias 
will decide whether refugees, under this plan, 
will return to the homes they fled in the 1970s. 
Among his chief concerns are how many Turkish 
settlers will remain on the island and how much 
territory the Greek Cypriots will gain. Latest 
estimates project that the Turkish Cypriots would 
hold on to twenty-nine percent of the island—
down from the current forty percent. 

With an ailing economy heading towards 
bankruptcy, the leadership in Northern Cyprus 
needs to make a more concerted effort toward 
unity, and therefore must quickly give President 
Christofias concrete answers to his questions. 
Otherwise, negotiations risk falling prey to a 

Northern Cyprus preoccupied with cutthroat 
discussions over finances and a Greek Cypriot 
President no longer willing to compromise on a 
Turkish presence on the island.

Although Northern Cyprus is no longer 
officially part of Turkey, its political dilemma 
plagues foreign relations for Turkey. Turkey 
officially annexed the occupied territory on the 
island in February 1975.  As the international 
pressure and condemnation ensued, Turkey 
caved and officially separated from the island 
in 1983. However, it maintains significant de 
facto control over the territory and is the only 
country to recognize it as a sovereign state. 
In recent years, however, Turkish leadership 
pressured Turkish Cypriots to accept the Annan 
Plan and has since made efforts toward unity on 
the island.  Because the Greek Cypriots rejected 
the Annan Plan, Turkish leadership may revert 
to its previous approach after losing substantial 
political capital with Turkish nationalists. With 
this past approach, Turkey wanted to create and 
control a state in Northern Cyprus and placate 
international critics. In particular, it looked to 
smooth over its tepid relations with the European 
Union (EU) and its two member-states, Greece 
and the internationally recognized Republic of 
Cyprus, who wield the power to veto its admission 
to the EU. As Turkish leadership reconciled with 
this reality, it pushed to satisfy its other foreign 
policy objectives. In addition, Turkey is slowly 
losing its political clout in Northern Cyprus as 

unattended peace negotiations
the schism in cyprus

— Kevin Mersol-Barg

Emerging from these negotiations 
is the glimmer of hope that the 
refugees will soon come home, that 
Varosha will rekindle its former 
glamour.”

“
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it pressures Turkish Cypriots to adopt austerity 
measures and faces their subsequent fierce protest. 
Until Turkey sees to a united Cyprus, it faces one 
more daunting roadblock to EU membership. 

As emotion and clamor clouds the never-
ending negotiations, refugees remain apart 
from where they lived over thirty-six years ago. 
Emerging from these negotiations is the glimmer 
of hope that the refugees will soon come home 
and that Varosha will rekindle its former glamour. 
While the high-rises stand dilapidated and worn, 
much like the talks, it stands as a symbol for 
recent Cypriot history. Given time, something 
peaceful can grow in the place of past fury—be it 

greenery in the place of tourism or compromise 
in place of deadlock. The Earth has reclaimed 
Varosha, and the other planets have aligned as 
both Greek Cypriot and Turkish leadership favor 
peaceful unity. For the sake of the refugees and 
the potential for a desperately needed economic 
boom, Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots 
must quickly unite and endeavor to prosper like 
the former Varosha.

PHOTO COURTESY OF CYPRUS FEDERATIOn

Russian President Dmitry Medvedev.
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Only days before a self-imposed deadline 
to address growing concerns stemming from 
recent sovereign debt crises, eurozone finance 
ministers have agreed on a plan to fund the new 
European Stability Mechanism (ESM). The ESM 
will be an economic safeguard with the capacity 
to lend €500 billion to any member country in 
danger of defaulting. Along with new measures, 
including reduction of the interest rate on loans 
to Greece, passage of the ESM should serve to 
quell fears that the eurozone is unstable. While 
the unions will ease problems in the short term, 
European ministers will have to implement 
more difficult solutions to the monetary union 
in order to remain stable over the long run.

Financial assistance within Europe is 
currently handled by the European Financial 
Stability Facility (EFSF), which will remain 
in operation until the summer of 2013. The 
EFSF was hastily created after Greece requested 
international financial assistance, and was used 
to provide aid to Ireland soon afterwards. As 
currently constituted, the EFSF suffers from 
several noticeable shortcomings, for example it 
can only require loan guarantees from member 
countries but cannot force them to put in cash 
up front. To retain a good credit rating, the 
EFSF must maintain large cash reserves, and in 
practice can only lend out half of its capital.

The ESM will come into force when the 
EFSF expires, addressing the shortcomings of its 
predecessor by requiring an €80 billion initial 
deposit and having the ability to buy bonds 
directly from governments. It will be backed 
by a total of €620 in loan guarantees from 
all seventeen euro zone countries. Individual 
contributions will be determined by the relative 
size of each country’s economy, with Germany’s 
€20 billion pledge making it the largest 
contributor. 

Changes to the European financial 
regime demonstrate that the European Union is 
committed to enacting comprehensive economic 
policy reforms. Unfortunately, comprehensive 
reforms sometimes fail to address problems 
faced by individual countries. The presence of 
a large safety net provides confidence, but little 

else. Europe’s economic woes are primarily the 
result of economies becoming overleveraged as 
they relied on unsustainable property booms 
to maintain economic growth. Such conditions 
allowed for Greece, Ireland, and Portugal to take 
on massive debt, but the reform that created 
the EFSF lacks a mechanism to prevent similar 
overleveraging in the future. The problem 
revolves around misaligned fiscal policies, so any 
long-term reform must include new policies that 
promote fiscal discipline across Europe.   

The new plan ignores the dangerously 
large amounts of debt already on the countries’ 
balance sheets.  Even if peripheral countries 
such as Greece are able to cut their annual 
budget deficit to the allotted amount, it does not 
guarantee that investors are going to be willing 
to finance the already large debts in the future.  
The current plan may sooth markets in the short 
term, but with an impending bailout of Portugal 

and the possible bailout of Spain, more concrete 
steps need to be taken.

The passage of the ESM is a testament 
to the EU’s desire to preserve the European 
Monetary Union and promote the welfare of its 
member states. The Euro has been a positive force 
in Europe throughout the last decade, and the 
ESM gives hope that it can continue to improve 
trade for years to come. Many challenges still lie 
ahead, but investors can breathe a little easier 
now that they know how committed the EU is 
to preserving the Euro.  

Eu bailout fund
A step in the right direction

— Ethan Walsh
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In March 2011, European finance ministers agreed to a funding plan for the new European Stability Mechanism. 
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1.   Introduction
In 2001, Finnish-born Soile Lautsi, an Italian 
citizen and atheist, sued the Italian school that 
her two children attended for violating their 
right to religious freedom by displaying crucifixes 
in its classrooms.1 The case was thrown out by 
Italian administrative courts and the Italian  
Constitutional Court, so in 2006 Lautsi appealed 
the decision to the European Court of Human 
Rights in Strasbourg (hereafter referred to as “the 
ECHR” or “the Court”). The case became known 
as Lautsi v. Italy. Italy argued that “[T]he crucifix 
may be the expression of a Christian tradition, 
[but] Italy does not proselytize.”2 Lautsi, on the 
other hand, believes that crucifixes in Italian 
schools represent a breach in the principle of the 
separation of church and state and infringe upon 
her children’s right to receive a secular education. 
In 2009, the Court ruled in favor of Lautsi, arguing 
that the display of crucifixes in Italian classrooms 
violates religious and educational freedoms. This 
caused an uproar in the Italian political sphere, 
particularly among conservative politicians, who 
argued that the crucifix is an important symbol 
of Italian culture. Italy proceeded to appeal 
the decision to the ECHR’s seventeen-member 
grand chamber, and was joined by multiple 
predominantly Catholic nations in its appeal.3 
On March 18, 2011, the Court ruled in favor of 
Italy’s appeal, thereby reversing its former ruling 
and dismissing all changes raised by Lautsi against 
the Italian State.

This paper begins by providing an overview 
of the European Court of Human Rights (Section 
2), an analysis of secularism in the Italian 
Constitution (Section 3), and an outline of the 
lead-up to the Lautsi v. Italy case (Section 4). It 
then expands on the case itself (Section 5) and the 
public controversy and successful appeal by the 
Italian state that followed (Section 6). Finally, the 
paper analyzes the implications of the case for the 
rest of Europe in Section 7. The primary argument 
is that regardless of its ruling in favor of Italy, the 
Lautsi v. Italy case sheds light on the ECHR’s 

expanding role in ensuring religious neutrality on 
the part of European states.
2.   Background: The European Court of Human 
Rights

The European Court of Human Rights was 
established in the Council of Europe’s European 
Convention on Human Rights of November 4, 
1950. The Convention reaffirmed the principles 
in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
(UDHR) of 1948 but also sought to “take the first 
steps for the collective enforcement of certain of 
the Rights stated in the Universal Declaration.”4 
Indeed, instead of representing a series of ideals 
lacking an enforcement mechanism (as was the 
case with the UDHR), the Convention represents 
a binding document of international human rights 
law. To understand the ECHR and the Lautsi v. 
Italy case, it is essential to begin with an overview 
the Convention and the legal framework that it 
created.
2.1   The European Convention on Human 
Rights

Although the Convention’s ratification by 
European states ensures that it becomes integrated 
into their respective domestic laws, this fact may be 
immaterial to some extent, since the Convention 
supersedes domestic law. In fact, the Convention 
is meant to serve as a blueprint to assess whether 
the domestic laws of European states are in 
compliance with European human rights norms. 
Because the Convention largely circumvents 
traditional notions of national sovereignty and 
reciprocity, which have limited both the legitimacy 
and enforcement of other human rights treaties, 
many scholars consider the Convention to have 
a distinct sui generis nature. This “uniqueness” 
comes from the fact that “the Convention law 
transcends the traditional boundaries drawn 
between international and domestic law.”5

Indeed, in some ways, the Convention is 
neither exclusively a piece of international law 
nor exclusively a piece of domestic law. Rather, 
it is a mixture of both. Although the Convention 
can be upheld by the European Commission, 

the Committee of Ministers of the Council of 
Europe, and the ECHR, the Convention is also 
upheld by domestic tribunals. Further, although 
the Convention is binding upon state actions, 
as are many international law documents, it 
also expands civil rights for individuals in an 
attempt to “substitute for the particular systems 
of individual States a common European 
order.”6 In other words, the Convention is so 
strongly integrated into the jurisdiction of both 
European supranational institutions and domestic 
institutions that it represents perhaps the strongest 
challenge to individual state sovereignty to date. 
According to the European Commission of 
Human Rights, a body created to complement the 
ECHR but would later be subsumed by the Court, 
the “overriding function” of the Convention is “to 
protect the rights of the individual and not to lay 
down between States mutual obligations which are 
to be restrictively interpreted having regard to the 
sovereignty of these States.”7 It is in an attempt to 
enforce this expansion of individual human rights, 
along with the challenge to state sovereignty 
encompassed in this expansion, that the ECHR 
was created.
2.2   The Creation and Founding Principles of 
the Court

In an attempt to establish an 
unprecedentedly strong enforcement mechanism 
for European human rights norms, Article 19 of 
the Convention established the ECHR and gave it 
the responsibility “to ensure the observance of the 
engagements undertaken by the High Contracting 
Parties in the present Convention.”8 It took several 
years for the Court to actually be established, 
but in 1959, the ECHR officially opened its 
doors. A complementary body to the Court, the 
European Commission of Human Rights, was also 
established to investigate and refer possible human 
rights abuse cases to the Court (the Commission 
was subsumed by the Court in 1998).

Section 4 of the Convention, along with 
articles 38 through 56, outline the structure, 
mission, and jurisprudence of the ECHR. Article 45 

redefining religious neutrality
Lautsi v. Italy and the European
court of human rights
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states that the ECHR’s jurisdiction “shall extend to 
all cases concerning interpretation and application” 
of the Convention. The Court is clearly meant to 
be a court of last resort for the resolution of human 
rights grievances, as Article 47 states that it can 
only consider cases after it has acknowledged “the 
failure of efforts for a friendly settlement.” Article 
38 outlines the Court’s composition. Specifically, 
it states that the ECHR shall be made up of 47 
judges (equal to the number of member states in 
the Council of Europe) elected for a period of nine 
years (Article 40). A President and Vice-President 
are then elected by the court for periods of three 
years (article 41). Articles 43 and 48 outline the 
procedures for the consideration of cases. Either 
the European Commission of Human Rights, or 
any party representing a national who alleges that 
a member state violated his/her human rights, 
can bring forth a case to the Court, after which 
a chamber of seven judges considers and rules on 
the case.9

Because its foundation and guiding 
principles lie exclusively in the Convention, the 
ECHR certainly possesses a sui generis nature of 
its own. In its Ireland v. U.K. ruling, the Court 
reaffirmed its mandate as follows:

“The Court’s judgments in fact serve not 
only to decide those cases brought before the 
Court but, more generally, to elucidate, safeguard 
and develop the rules instituted by the Convention 
thereby contributing to the observance by the 
States of the engagements undertaken by them as 
Contracting Parties (Article 19).”10

 By interpreting the Convention as a 
document whose legacy needs to be safeguarded 
through time, the Court thus laid a foundation 
for slowly expanding its jurisprudence and 
increasingly posing challenges to the national 
sovereignty of European states. This is a view that 
Frenchman Jean Paul Costa, the current president 
of the ECHR, has carefully articulated. Indeed, in 
a recent interview Costa mentions the importance 
of the “growing impact of religious issues” and “the 
relationship of religion and state,” citing the Lautsi 
v. Italy case specifically.11

2.3   The Court’s Expanding Jurisprudence on 
Religious Issues

Jean Paul Costa’s remarks imply that the 
Court itself views its jurisprudence as both expansive 
and malleable by the Court itself. In other words, 
not only are the Court’s founding principles, 
as found in the Convention, unprecedentedly 
expansive and strong with respect to human rights, 
but the Court has assumed an ever-enlarging role 
in enforcing human rights throughout Europe. 
Indeed, former ECHR Judge Walter Jean Ganshof 
van der Meersch argued that:

“The subject of human rights is not static. 
It is essentially dynamic... It is all the more 
irreconcilable with immobility in that many of 
its terms refer to extremely wide and sometimes 
indefinite nonlegal concepts which increase the 
role played by case law and, therefore, of judge-
made law which is chiefly to be found in internal 
constitutional law and in the law of international 

organisations.”12

 In short, the ECHR has taken on the 
responsibility to expand its jurisprudence over 
human rights. Of particular interest to the Lautsi 
v. Italy case has been the Court’s recent record 
with respect to Article 9 of the Convention, which 
provides Europeans freedom of religion and parents 
the right to ensure that their children receive an 
education that is in accordance with their personal 
moral, religious, and philosophical beliefs. Until 
1993, the Court never found that a European state 
violated Article 9 of the Convention.13 Thereafter, 
however, the ECHR has”[stressed] the role of the 
state as a neutral protector of religious freedom.”14 

In cases dealing with the protection from religious 
persecution in the state of Georgia and with 
religious education in Turkey and Norway, which 
preceded the Italian crucifix case, the Court ruled 
that individuals have both a right to manifest 
or choose not to manifest their religious beliefs 
and affiliations. The state, on the other hand, is 
expected not to engage in any implicit or explicit 
endorsement of a religion, or contribute to an 
environment that pressures individuals to declare 
their religious affiliation, to feel discriminated or 
persecuted because of their religion, or to conform 
to a predominant religion.15

The Court has thus slowly moved from 
viewing religious freedom as a right subjected to 
“marginal appreciation,” meaning that it may be 
subjected to slightly different interpretations in 
different states, to one that increasingly resembles a 
universal right to be applied equally everywhere.16  
The Court has also emphasized that the notion of 
religious freedom has a dual meaning, one that 
is positive, or the right to practice any religion 
without discrimination, and one that is negative, 
or the individual’s right to be protected from 
the encroachment of religion.17 It is therefore 
understandable that, despite the ECHR’s ever-
expanding case-load, it would have a strong interest 
in Soile Lautsi’s claim that displaying crucifixes in 
Italian schools violated her and her children’s right 
to religious freedom and to a secular education.
3.   Secularism and the Italian Constitution

In order to place the Lautsi v. Italy case 
in proper context, it is not only important to 
understand the expansion of ECHR jurisprudence 
in matters of religious neutrality, but to also 
consider the domestic legal framework in Italy 
which allowed the situation to escalate from the 
domestic sphere to the European level.

Unlike other European state constitutions, 
such as that of France, the word “secularism” does 
not appear in the Italian constitution, nor is any 
notion of secularism explicit. Therefore, strict 
interpretations of the Italian constitution may 
reject the argument that the display of crucifixes in 
public schools is an unconstitutional act. However, 
the Italian Constitutional Court, one of the two 
most powerful courts in Italy and the court of 
last resort dealing with issues of constitutional 
interpretation, has strongly emphasized the 
centrality of secularism to the Italian legal system.18 
The Constitutional Court has cited Article 2 of the 

Italian constitution, which affirms the inalienable 
rights of individuals as “members of the social 
groups in which [they] find expression,” along 
with Article 7, which declares that the “State and 
the Catholic Church are, each within their own 
sphere, independent and sovereign.” Additionally, 
Article 8 declares that “all religious denominations 
are equally free.”19

In short, while secularism (laicità in Italian) 
is not explicit in the Italian constitution, what 
is explicit is the notion of religious freedom and 
equality. The Italian state is expected to maintain 
impartiality with regards to religion, but not a 
sense of total indifference and detachment, as is 
the case in the French interpretation of laïcité. 
To this end, there exist differing interpretations 
of whether the Italian constitution permits the 
Italian state to display crucifixes if it still exhibits 
impartiality towards all religions.20

The situation is made even more complex 
if one travels further back in Italian history. In 
the 1920s, two royal decrees were issued which 
mandated the display of crucifixes in public 
institutions, including state schools.21 The decrees, 
along with their vigorous enforcement by the Italian 
fascist regime which lasted nearly until the end of 
the Second World War, enabled Catholicism to 
become the official state religion of Italy. In 1948, 
however, Italy voted in a referendum to move from 
a monarchy to a parliamentary republic, approving 
a constitution that removed Catholicism from its 
recognized position as state religion.22

There does exist, therefore, some precedent 
in Italy for Catholicism to receive a privileged 
position in state affairs. It is this perception of 
Catholicism’s cultural and historical significance 
vis-à-vis the Italian nation that was evoked by the 
Italian state as it defended itself before the ECHR 
and Lautsi’s accusations.
4.   Lead-up to Lautsi v. Italy

From 2001 through 2002, Soile Lautsi’s 
two children, 11 year-old Dataico and 13 year-
old Sam Albertin, began attending the Instituto 
Comprensive Statale Vittorino da Feltre, a public 
school in their hometown of Albano Terme. The 
region where Albano Terme is located, Veneto, is 
among the most strongly Catholic in all of Italy.23 

The school displayed a crucifix in every classroom, 
including those where Lautsi’s children received 
their education. Mrs. Lautsi informed the school 
that she felt that the display of crucifixes in the 
classroom infringed upon her right to provide a 
secular education for her children. She also referred 
to a 2000 ruling by the Italian Court of Cassation, 
the nation’s court of last resort, which ruled that 
the display of the crucifix in polling stations 
violated the principle of state secularism.24

In May 2002 the school decided to continue 
to display crucifixes in the classroom, and two 
months later Lautsi brought forth a case to the 
Veneto Regional Administrative court, reiterating 
her belief that the display of the crucifix violates 
the principle of secularism. Since administrative 
acts regulate crucifix displays, administrative 
courts represent the most competent judicial 
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bodies to request their revocation.25 In January 
2004, however, the Court submitted the case to 
the Italian Constitutional Court, the supreme 
judicial body in Italy along with the Court of 
Cassation. The Court dismissed the case in 
December, arguing that it lacked jurisdiction over 
the case, and referred it back to the Administrative 
Court.26

In 2005 the Administrative Court also 
dismissed Lautsi’s case, arguing that displaying 
the crucifix in Italian schools was justified because 
of its historical and cultural significance. In 2006 
Lautsi appealed to the Italian Consiglio di Stato, 
which dismissed the appeal on the grounds that the 
crucifix “had become one of the secular values of 
the Italian Constitution and represented the values 
of civil life.” At that point, Lautsi brought forth 
the case the European Court of Human Rights.27

5.   Battle in Strasbourg: Lautsi v. Italy
Both Soile Lautsi and the Italian state made 

impassioned cases before the Court. Soile Lautsi 
argued that she was challenging a “legacy of a 
religious conception” of the Italian state which 
conflicted with its duty to remain secular, which 
further conflicted with the provisions laid out in 
the European Convention on Human Rights. She 
argued that displaying the crucifix granted the 
Catholic Church a “privileged position” which 
violated the right to freedom of religion, conscience, 
and thought, along with Lautsi’s right to provide 
her children with an education that conformed 
with her own “ moral and religious convictions.” 
Evoking the European Convention on Human 
Rights, specifically Article 9, Lautsi’s stance was 
that she had been prevented from ensuring that 
her children receive a secular education.28

In addition, Lautsi argued that the display 
of the crucifix was a form of discrimination 
against non-Catholics. Though she acknowledged 
that the crucifix held other symbolic meanings, 
Lautsi argued that the crucifix remains, above all 
else, a religious symbol, and that its display gave 
schoolchildren “the feeling that the State adhered 
to a particular religious belief.” This was an even 
greater issue because of the impressionability 
of young students. She argued that secularism 
demanded that the Italian state remain neutral and 
“keep an equal distance from all religions.” She 
concluded by stating that the Italian government 
should provide a learning environment in its 
schools that fosters “personal autonomy and 
freedom of thought,” and that the Court should 
ask it to abide by the related provisions in the 
European Convention on Human Rights.29

Conversely, the Italian government argued 
that the case was more of a philosophical than 
legal question, namely “to determine whether 
the presence of a symbol religious in origin and 
meaning was in itself capable of exerting influence 
over individual freedoms in a manner incompatible 
with the Convention.” The government argued that 
the crucifix is not exclusively a religious symbol, 
but that it was also representative of values such 
as forgiveness, respect, tolerance, freedom, and 
humanism. These values, the state argued, could 

be shared by individuals regardless of religion, and 
were thus compatible with secularist principles.30

Furthermore, Italy argued that schoolchildren 
were not required to pay any attention to the 
crucifix. The government also argued that Lautsi’s 
right to provide her children with a secular 
education was not being violated, since “education 
in Italy was entirely secular and pluralistic, school 
syllabuses contained no allusion to a particular 
religion and religious instruction was optional.” 
The government also argued that the ECHR’s case 
law conveyed the philosophy that the display of a 
religious symbol did not automatically violate the 
rights to religious freedom and expression. Finally, 
it stated that the crucifix had become a symbol of 
Italian culture, and therefore was in full compliance 
with provisions of separation between church 
and state outlined in the Italian Constitution. It 
emphasized that the issue of religious freedom had 
usually been enforced by the ECHR with some 
degree of “marginal appreciation” for domestic 
contexts, and that this case should be no different.31 
It then concluded by asking the Court to dismiss 
the case.32

On November 3, 2009, the ECHR ruled 
in favor of Lautsi. The Court argued that the 
Italian state had violated Article 9 of the European 
Convention on Human Rights, which protects 
freedom of religion and of religious expression, 
maintaining that these rights can only be limited 
“in the interests of public safety, for the protection 
of public order, health, or morals, or the protection 
of the rights and freedoms of others.” This was the 
first time the Italian state had ever been found to 
have violated Article 9. The Court also ruled that 
the Italian state had violated Article 2 in Protocol 
1 (a series of amendments to the Convention), 
which outlines the right of parents to ensure that 
their children’s education conforms “with their 
own religious and philosophical convictions.” The 
Court stated that displaying the crucifix in the 
classrooms where Lautsi’s children received their 
education infringed upon Lautsi’s right to provide 
her children with a secular education. The Court 
also required the Italian state to pay 5,000 Euros 
to Lautsi to cover legal costs.33

6.   Post-Ruling Controversy and Italy’s 
Successful Appeal

Within hours of the Court’s ruling, the 
Lautsi v. Italy case became a topic of significant 
controversy. Unsurprisingly, members of the 
Italian government and the Vatican issued the 
strong denunciations of the decision. Italian Prime 
Minister Silvio Berlusconi criticized the ruling and 
declared that “this decision is not acceptable for us 
Italians. It is one of those decisions that make us 
doubt Europe’s common sense.”34 The right-wing 
and ethno-centrist Italian Northern League Party, 
whose support is strongest in northern Italy, helped 
distribute crucifixes to villages urging shopkeepers 
to display them prominently as a sign of protest.35 
The Vatican argued that the Court’s ruling was both 
“short-sighted and ideological.”36 Additionally, 
the Vatican publicly regretted that the Court had 
deemed the crucifix to be a divisive symbol and 

ignored its message of love and tolerance.
Perhaps the most vivid criticisms of the 

Court’s rulings came from Italian Defense 
Minister Ignazio La Russa, a center-right member 
of Prime Minister Berlusconi’s party, who strongly 
contested the court’s rulings. In the traditionally 
animated and loud nature of Italian television, 
La Russa appeared on a daytime talk show and 
addressed the ECHR and international human 
rights organizations by shouting “they can die. The 
crucifix will remain in all the classrooms of the 
schools, in all the public schools. They can die.”37

Although the ECHR’s initial ruling was 
positively received by human rights organizations 
and many European citizens, the Court’s decision 
also provoked significant anger, particularly among 
more conservative and religious Italian citizens who 
felt that the Court directly attacked their national 
identity. With this segment of the public firmly 
behind it, in 2010, the state appealed the court’s 
decision to the ECHR’s grand chamber, and was 
joined by several other European states, including 
Armenia, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Greece, Lithuania, 
Malta, and Russia, that served as third parties in 
the case with the right to address the court with 
written observations.38 While the third party states 
cannot address specifics of the Lautsi v. Italy case, 
they can offer more general statements regarding 
the issue of religious neutrality as it pertains to the 
ECHR’s jurisprudence.39 In the summer of 2010, 
the Court began the hearings regarding Italy’s 
appeal. Prominent legal scholar Joseph Weiler, 
who had referred to the Court’s decision as “an 
embarrassment,”40 argued strongly in favor of the 
Italian state. In his testimony, Weiler emphasized 
both the importance of the Court’s ruling and 
criticized its previous decision: 

“This case is not only about the 
crucifix, it’s also about the tension between 
individual rights and collective identity, the 
tension between the role of courts and of 
political democratic institutions, and the 
tension between the uniform values which 
the convention system espouses and the rich 
diversity that characterizes the European 
legal landscape... there is a view out there... 
that if you want to be democratic you cannot 
be religious, you have to consign religion to 
the private sphere. That is the American 
position. That is not the European position, 
unless you follow the Chamber and Lautsi. 
The European position is that you have to 
respect freedom of religion and freedom 
from religion but the state...can still define 
itself by reference to its religious heritage.”41 

Weiler, along with the Italian state, thus 
returned to the ECHR with a strategic argument: 
whereas the aim of Article 9 of the Convention is 
to ensure religious freedom, and therefore diversity, 
the Court’s decision was a clear infringement on 
the ability of a state to assume its own individual 
identity. In Weiler’s words, “the message of 
tolerance towards the other should not be translated 
into a message of intolerance towards one’s own 
identity.”42 Weiler and the Italian state also drew 
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comparisons with the United Kingdom, where the 
Monarch is both the Head of State and the Head 
of the Church of England, and with Denmark, 
where Lutheranism is the official Danish church.43 
These arguments were made with renewed vigor 
in an effort to capitalize on the Court’s sensitivity 
regarding the controversy that engulfed the 
proceedings and its forthcoming second decision. 
Conversely, Lautsi’s lawyers sought to distract 
from the controversy and remind the Court of the 
reasons for its previous ruling, quoting Voltaire’s 
view that the presence of the crucifix symbolized 
the “tyranny of the majority.”44

Thanks in large part to Weiler’s testimony, 
on March 18, 2011 the Court ruled in favor of 
Italy’s appeal, thereby reversing its prior ruling. 
In so doing, the Court allowed the display of 
crucifix in classrooms of any state school located 
in a member state of the Council of Europe. 
Specifically, the Court ruled that “while the 
crucifix was above all a religious symbol, there was 
no evidence before the court that the display of 
such a symbol on classroom walls might have an 
influence on pupils.”45

The final ruling came as a surprise to 
scholars who largely expected the court to uphold 
its previous ruling, if only to avoid admitting to 
making a mistake. For example, political scientists 
Gabriel and Liviu Andreescu argued that “it is 
unlikely for the Grand Chamber to change the 
initial decision. This impression is shared by other 
experts working on the European Convention.”46 

Indeed, the predominant view was that though 
the Italian position was perhaps more strategic and 
compelling in the appeal process, its underlying 
logic remained the same. Nevertheless, clearly 
the more nuanced and passionate appeal that 
Italy brought forth was enough to sway the Court 
into implicitly acknowledging that it had erred in 
ruling that Italy was violating Soile Lautsi’s right to 
ensure a secular education for her children.
7.   The Road Ahead: Consequences and 
Implications of Lautsi v. Italy

The predominant view in the academic 
community was that if Italy had failed to successfully 
appeal the Court’s decision, the Lautsi v. Italy case 
would provide the necessary precedent for the 
Court to enforce an increasingly more universal 
interpretation of the concept of religious neutrality 
à la France, where the state has to observe strict 
and absolute secularist principles. Now that Italy’s 
appeal has proved successful, it would appear that 
these conclusions would be strongly undermined. 
However, this does not have to be the case. 

Regardless of the case’s outcome, Lautsi 
v. Italy was a seminal trial in the history of the 
ECHR, European law and religious freedom, 
and the international human rights regime. 
While the display of religious symbols in state 
institutions, along with the allusions to a religious 
heritage, may be safe in Italy for now, the Court 
has shown the courage to take up a caustic and 
salient contemporary political issue, thereby re-
igniting several social cleavages in the European 
public sphere. Further, it is important to place the 

Lautsi v. Italy case in the proper context, for it is 
but one of a increasingly large number of cases 
dealing with religious neutrality that the Court has 
undertaken. While the Court may have decided to 
take a step back from its more activist first ruling, 
it certainly does not appear likely that it will cease 
to tackle the issue of religious neutrality anytime 
soon. And as a final note, the Court is likely to 
extend its interest from religious neutrality to 
similar issue-areas. For example, Legal scholar Ian 
Leigh predicts that the Court may use the Lautsi v. 
Italy case as a springboard for tackling the issue of 
conscientious and religious objection to military 
service.47

However, the ECHR’s expanding 
jurisprudence does not come without obstacles, as 
its reversed ruling in Lautsi v. Italy illustrates. As 
European legal scholar Susanna Mancini argues:

“If the European Court […] abandons its 
traditional judicial self-restraint and becomes 
a true arbiter in highly divisive issues, such as 
religion, it will face many challenges. A crucial one 
will be to gain the confidence of European citizens, 
in order to avoid provoking populist resentments 
when establishing rights in a context of cultural 
controversy.”48

In short, there is a clear difference between 
the legal acceptance and the public acceptance 
of the Court’s judgments. As the Lautsi v. Italy 
case suggests, there does not have to be a ruling 
against a state in order to solicit significant public 
controversy. Indeed, though the ECHR’s rulings 
are enforced and final, the Court possesses little 
ability to convince the European public, much of 
which remains highly tied to cultural and religious 
identities, to accept a greater degree of religious 
neutrality in the European public sphere (which, 
in spite of Italy’s successful appeal in Lautsi v. Italy, 
is clearly the ultimate goal of the Court). While 
promoters of secularism may thus gain ground 
on the legal battlefield in the long-term, the real 
conflict in the coming years is likely to be fought 
on the airwaves, in newspapers, and in campaign 
speeches. In this war for public acceptance of 
the ECHR’s rulings, the fight is likely to remain 
contentious and unsettled for the foreseeable 
future. 

As for the short-term, Italy will surely 
celebrate its victory, for it can also be seen as a 
symbolic triumph of the nation-state against 
the growing influence and norm-setting power 
of international governmental organizations 
and human rights organisms. But the Court 
has nevertheless succeeded in stirring debate of 
an important issue-area, and though it may be 
perceived as defeated by the public and by political 
pundits, in reality this increased debate is a small, 
but nevertheless significant, victory of its own.
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With world attention perennially focused upon 
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the plight of the 
Palestinians in surrounding Arab states is often 
overlooked. Palestinian refugees remain on the 
margins of their respective national communities. 
Since 1964, the Arab League has recognized the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) as the 
legitimate government of the Palestinian nation. 
This recognition, unfortunately, has had serious 
legal and social implications for Palestinian 
refugees. With the Palestinian’s awaiting their own 
state, Arab states, with the exception of Jordan, 
remain reluctant to grant citizenship to their 
diaspora residents. However, with a population 
estimated at 4.7 million, this demographic 
crisis must be approached in an entirely separate 
framework than the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
Alleviating the condition of Palestinians refugees 
in Arab states cannot be contingent upon the 
creation of their own state. The time has come for 
progressive Arab leaders to take the initiative and 
alleviate the desperate conditions in which many 
of these refugees live. It is inhumane to keep an 
entire people subjugated as second-class citizens 
in order to preserve the political idea of return. 

In the Arab states, as in Israel and the 
Occupied Territories, Palestinians have agitated, 
even to the point of violence, in an effort to achieve 
recognition and true legitimacy. Perhaps the most 
notable manifestation of Palestinian political 
violence outside of Israel, the West Bank and Gaza 
was the notorious “Black September” insurrection 
in Jordan during 1970 and 1971. In the midst of 
tensions with Israel, including a border skirmish 
in the village of Karameh, Jordanian authorities 
were rapidly losing control over the Palestinian 
refugee camps. As a decentralized community, 
the Palestinians in Jordan were unable to properly 
organize themselves, and the uprising was highly 
factionalized and easy to suppress. King Hussein 
and his army successfully quashed the Palestinian 
revolt, expelling the PLO and thousands of 
refugees.

The implications of what essentially 
amounted to a civil war were far-reaching, 
and indicated a sea-change in the nature 
of the Arab-Israeli conflict. What had once 

appeared as a two-sided conflict between Israelis 
and Arabs suddenly became a far more complex 
struggle. Before the Six-Day War, the Arab 
mindset saw the “Zionist entity” as doomed to be 
disassembled and replaced by a Palestinian one. 
After the war, the Arab world scrambled to reform 
their policies in the wake of this “setback”, and 
the Palestinian cause became less relevant and less 
important. It seemed that the Arab states would 
no longer be willing to rally behind a Palestinian 
independence movement at the expense of their 
own national security. The Palestinian revolt in 
Jordan was a manifestation of anger and bitterness 
over what they believed was the abandonment of 
their national cause by their own brethren. The 
decades that followed saw the emergence of an 
increasingly self-reliant Palestinian independence 
movement. 

As the PLO began to act more independently, 
host countries became increasingly troubled by the 
creation of these states within their states. Their 
defeat in the “Black September” insurrection led 
the PLO and many other fedayeen to move to 
Southern Lebanon, where again what developed 
was a “state within a state.” The subsequent 
destabilization of Lebanon was at least partially 
due to the presence of a sizable Palestinian 
refugee population. It was in this contentious 
atmosphere that in 1982, Israeli Minister of 
Defense Ariel Sharon approved the entry of 
Christian Phalangist militiamen into the Sabra 
and Shatila refugee camps where they massacred 
scores of unarmed Palestinian civilians, a vague 
reprisal for the assassination of their leader Bashir 
Gemayel. 

The plight of Palestinian refugees outside 
of territories occupied by Israel has often been 
underreported. Some reasons for this discrepancy 
may include the authoritarian nature of some of 
the Arab countries’ governments. In addition, 
while the PLO and most other Palestinian political 
organizations focused upon achieving statehood, 
little attention and energy has been focused 
upon the diaspora. The situation is dire, though, 
and has become even more desperate in recent 
months. The U.N. Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA) 

announced it faces an $80 million shortfall, and 
at a September meeting UNRWA’s commissioner 
general warned Arab League foreign ministers 
that they would face political instability if they 
did not take more responsibility for the crisis in 
their midst.

Lebanon, it should be noted, has recently 
shown regional interest in their treatment of 
Palestinian residents. Palestinians in Lebanon, 
like those in Jordan, have experienced a gradual 
movement into the national mainstream. While 
still not accorded citizenship, Palestinians in 
Lebanon have been given previously denied worker 
rights, but progress has been slow. It is telling that 
one caveat for the passage of these new laws in 
2005 was that the PLO had to reaffirm that the 
Palestinian presence is temporary and that they 
will eventually return to Palestine. In the refugee 
camps of some states, many of which suffer from 
overcrowding and violence, Palestinians have 
been barred from travel and specific professions. 

 What could be the harm in granting them 
citizenship? Opponents may argue that granting 
citizenship will hurt the Palestinian cause for 
nationhood. But then, what is a nation-state but 
a land in which you can take pride, participate 
in its survival and partake in its culture and 
economy? Arab governments must realize the 
benefit of granting their Palestinian refugees equal 
rights and citizenship. What they have to gain is 
international credibility and a sizable increase in 
economically active men and women. What they 
have to lose is an idea, an idea of full return to 
historic Palestine, for which the Palestinians in 
their midst have languished in refugee camps. 
Arab governments wish to champion them at the 
same time as they ignore them. 

Perhaps most importantly, the assimilation 
of Palestinian refugees into the mainstream of 
their host countries could in turn make a crucial 
obstacle to the Israeli-Palestinian peace process 
less relevant. Progressive Arab leaders willing 
to live with a Jewish state within their ethno-
religious region should recognize how crucial 
Palestinian citizenship could be in actually 
making a Palestinian state a reality. The Israelis 
would be far more receptive of the “right of 
return” for Palestinian refugees if the returnees 
would not threaten the Jewish character of their 
state. With fewer refugees, the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict would come ever closer to a peaceful, 
two-state solution. Therefore, giving Palestinians 
equal rights is possibly the best way in which the 
Arab countries can play a part in bringing about 
the creation of a Palestinian state.

do the right thing
Equal rights for palestinians

— Sam Spiegelman
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In January 2011, eight members of the Knesset 
walked out of the ruling coalition and joined the op-
position. This ignoble exit was prompted by Defense 
Minister Ehud Barak’s decision to resign as leader of 
the Labor Party and form the new “Independence 
Party.” According to Barak, the party would be “cen-
trist, Zionist, and democratic.” Four other Labor 
members joined him, while the remaining eight La-
bor MKs (members of the Knesset) have taken their 
left-leaning politics to the opposition (led by Tzipi 
Livni), where they are likely to be received better 
than they were by the ruling coalition. 

Israeli Prime Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, 
has welcomed the change. He believes that it will 
strengthen his coalition by consolidating right-
wing and religious elements, leaving the more dov-
ish Labor members out of the government. Barak’s 
new party, which takes a more hawkish stance on 
issues such as Israeli settlements and peace negotia-
tions, will remain in the coalition. 

Although the change will make Netan-
yahu’s coalition more ideologically homogenous, 
it may not necessarily make it stronger. Largely 
comprised of right-wing religious parties such as 
Netanyahu’s Likud and Foreign Minister Avigdor 
Lieberman’s Yisrael Beiteinu, the coalition has 
been dismissed by many world leaders as an in-
sincere partner in peace negotiations. To maintain 
the support of Lieberman and other prominent 
leaders of his coalition, Netanyahu has refused to 
extend the freeze on settlement building in the 
territories captured by Israel in the 1967 Six-Day 
War. Viewing this refusal as a deal breaker, the 
Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas 
maintained that he would no longer participate 
in peace negotiations with the Israelis as long as 
the practice continues. 

Formerly, the Party enjoyed a prominent 
place in Israel’s political arena. It not only pro-
duced leaders like Prime Ministers David Ben-
Gurion and Golda Meir, but it was also long 
associated with the founding of the Israeli state. 
The Party originally consisted of Eastern Euro-

pean Jews who were enamored with the ideas of 
socialism and egalitarianism. In the wake of the 
Holocaust, they travelled to what would become 
Israel with the hope of cultivating the land of their 
forefathers. Their pioneering spirit appealed to 
many, and the nascent Labor party, which seemed 
to have the greatest chance of establishing a Jew-
ish state through negotiations with the British, 
quickly became Israel’s leading party.

Barak’s defection from the Labor Party 
represents another chapter in the Party’s decline. 
Since the 1973 Yom Kippur War, when a coali-
tion of Arab states launched a surprise attack on 
Israel, it had been steadily losing popularity. The 
devastation of the war led many Israelis to ques-
tion the fundamental premises of the Labor Party’s 
security policy. In addition, the perception that 
the Party identified with the wealthy elite became 
increasingly prevalent, further eroding Labor’s 

political dominance. All of these issues coalesced 
in the 1977 election when Labor lost to Likud for 
the first time. The Party was no longer associated 
with the establishment of the State of Israel. This 
belief was cemented in 1993 when Labor received 
blame for the failed Oslo peace process. 

Though shocking to some, Barak’s defec-
tion is not unprecedented. In 2005, Prime Min-
ister Ariel Sharon left Likud to form Kadima. But 
shortly thereafter, Sharon fell into a coma, and 
without his presence at the helm, his inchoate 
party began to lose direction. Despite this, his suc-
cessor as head of Kadima, Ehud Olmert was able 
to lead the party to victory in 2006. Tzipi Livni 
currently heads Kadima, which currently holds 
the largest number of seats in the Knesset. She has 
called Barak’s move the “dirtiest act” in history. 

Barak could have learned a few things from 
Sharon. His predecessor’s defection followed the 
2005 disengagement from Gaza when twenty-
five Israeli settlements were evacuated and dis-
mantled. Having been prime minister at that 
point, Sharon’s move indicated that he was un-
willing to accept the decisions of his own party. It 
seems that Barak, on the other hand, has decided 
to found a new party less for ideological reasons 
than to pursue his own personal agenda. Growing 
divisions within Labor had made it increasingly 
difficult for Barak to appease all thirteen mem-
bers of the already diminished party. By leaving 
Labor, he has stifled these divisions and possi-
bly pre-empted a Labor mutiny that could have 
forced his resignation.

Labor’s move to the opposition means that 
there will be no leftist opinion represented in 
the coalition, which could make negotiating an 
Israeli-Palestinian peace agreement much more 
difficult.  Fewer factions will lead to more con-
sensus which is exactly what the country needs 
right now; not another party. 

splitting up
the fracture of the Labor party 
and Israeli coalition politics

— Madeleine Levey-Lambert
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Israeli Defense Minister Ehud Barak.
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On May 17, 2010, pictures of Turkish Prime 
Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan shaking hands 
with Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad 
circulated throughout the international press. 
The image was widely interpreted as a sign that 
Turkey was steadily moving away from the West. 
Turkey’s decision to use its temporary seat on 
the United Nations Security Council to vote 
against imposing additional sanctions on Iran 
lent support to this perception. Prime Minister 
Erdogan often discusses his country’s increasingly 
close relationship with Iran, recently stating that 
he expected a proposed trade agreement to triple 
the amount of trade between Iran and Turkey 
within five years. 

Recent incidents raise some important 
questions about Turkish foreign policy. As 
Turkey has become more diplomatically active, 
it has diverged from the US on Israel policy 
(notably after the May 2010 flotilla incident), 
Iran, and engagement with Hamas. Ankara’s 
more ambitious foreign policy initiatives do not 
mean that the West has “lost” Turkey. Rather, 
the power relationship between Turkey and 
the West is changing as each adjusts to new 
geopolitical realities. 

The shift in Turkish foreign policy began 
after the Justice and Development Party (AKP) 
came to power in 2002. The party’s foreign 
policy has been shaped by a need to strengthen 
Turkey’s place in the international community. 
In the words of Turkey’s foreign minister, 
Ahmet Davutoglu, “an accurate redefinition of 
Turkey’s position is needed…Turkey’s diverse 
regional composition lends it the capability of 
maneuvering is several regions simultaneously.” 
This belief in Turkey’s geopolitical importance 
has led its rulers to act more assertively on the 
international stage.

In a 2007 policy assessment, Davutoglu 
outlines some of the central tenets of Turkey’s 
new foreign policy. The policy most important 
to the perceived rift between Turkey and the 
West is the “zero problem policy toward [its] 
neighbors,” in which Turkey aims to maintain 
the best possible relationships with all of its 
neighbors and regional actors. This policy has 

been interpreted as a response to the volatility of 
Middle Eastern regional politics.  As a result of 
this policy, the West has seen Turkey attempt to 
bring Iran back to the negotiation table .

Other influential factors in Turkey’s new 
foreign policy are its “arrival as a trading state” 
and its increasing economic influence in its 
region. In the past decade, Turkey’s GDP has 
approximately tripled, rising from US$267 
billion in 2000 to $613 billion in 2009. 
Turkey is now the sixteenth largest economy 
in the world. Its exports have also increased 
significantly, jumping from $28 billion in 2000 
to $132 billion in 2008. Over the same period, 
Turkey has seen its FDI inflows increase from 
US$10 billion in 2005 to $22 billion in 2007. 
Turkey’s economic relations with its neighbors 
have also improved. Exports to its neighbors 
have more than tripled, and 20 percent of all 
Turkish exports now going to other countries 
in the region. Over the same period, Turkish 
exports to the EU have only doubled. 

The booming Turkish economy has led 
to widespread domestic support for new trade 
opportunities--Turkey’s new foreign policy 
calculus takes this economic reality into account. 
The Turkish government believes its economic 
transformation might transform the region 
—Foreign Minister Davutoglu has suggested 
that economic interdependence could help 
bring stability to the Middle East. Accordingly, 
he has argued for greater trade openness,  saying 
that such an order “cannot be achieved in 
an atmosphere of isolated economies.” Sinan 
Ulgen’s analysis of Turkish foreign policy for the 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 
gives two reasons for Turkey to pursue this goal 
of economic interdependence. First, it is a “tool 
for conflict resolution and peace building,” and, 
second, “it creates and sustains new markets 
for Turkish exports and businesses.” Turkey’s 
economic foreign policy is not limited to 
expanding Turkish business opportunities—as of 
2008, Turkey had spent $780 million on foreign 
aid. The majority of this aid goes to Afghanistan. 
The goal of these economic initiatives is to 
extend Turkey’s soft power throughout the 

Middle East. 
Despite the fact that Western priorities 

have lost some influence over Turkish foreign 
policy, there is a limit to how far Turkey can stray 
from them. Approximately half of Turkey’s trade 
is still with Europe, and more than 80 percent of 
FDI comes from the EU and the United States. 
There is also considerable domestic support 
for a Turkey with Western-oriented policies. 
Finally, Turkey is heavily embedded in European 
and transatlantic institutions like NATO and 
the UN. It cannot be denied that the AKP is 
reshaping of Turkish foreign policy; this does 
not mean that the West has lost all influence 
over Turkey. Structural barriers will keep Turkey 
from breaking too sharply with Western goals. 

The Western foreign policy establishment 
must recognize Turkey’s need to create more space 
in its own geopolitical neighborhood. Western 
interests will clash with Turkish interests far 
more often than they used to – the recent souring 
in Israeli-Turkish relations is a clear example 
of that. The key for Western powers is to keep 
Turkey rooted in the Western side of the foreign 
policy establishment by accommodating Turkish 
national interests. Western powers must provide 
Turkey and other emerging powers with more 
foreign policy leeway, provide them with the 
opportunity to participate in the international 
decision-making process, and share the cost 
and benefits of tackling global issues. Turkey 
has long been an ally to Western foreign policy 
initiatives; the West needs to acknowledge that 
Turkey is a rising power in a multi-polar world. 

turkey’s diplomatic 
Activism
— Rohit Vyas
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Dubai’s oil wealth has made the United Arab 
Emirates (UAE) a glamorous oasis. One day, 
however, the deposits will run dry. Like their 
neighbors, the seven emirates’ economies are far too 
dependent on petroleum reserves. The money that 
oil has brought, therefore, will quickly fade unless 
the UAE finds a new source of revenue. A quiet 
hush now hangs over the halls of power as leaders 
contemplate what might be done to avert future 
misfortunes. The UAE has made great strides in 
diversifying its economy, improving its education, 
and fighting terrorism. However, much work 
remains if the Emirates is to survive the petroleum 
industry’s inevitable decline.

Because 85 percent of their economic output 
derives from natural resource exports, the leaders of 
the Emirates have for some time sought to develop 
and invest in emerging alternative industries. These 
efforts have produced an industrial zone of over 
200 factories in Abu Dhabi, as well as a financial 
center in Dubai. The majority of this financial 
center is foreign-owned, a change from the long-
held stipulation that large businesses should be 
local proprietorships. Leaders hope that further 
changes to rules like this will attract more foreign 
investments.

Paralleling these adjustments in the 
commercial sector is an increased emphasis on 
education. The leaders of the Emirates view modern 
education as a means to better prepare citizens for 
a more globalized and service-based international 
economy. Going hand in hand with this new stress 
on schooling is the idea that expanding the number 
of jobs available will also help to suppress Islamic 
extremism. Recently, a member of the nation’s 
advisory council warned that students who cannot 
afford higher education will turn to radicalism. For 
Emirati leaders, therefore, education plays a crucial 
role in the country’s national security. Regardless 
of how far the Emirates has yet to go to educate 
its people, it is important to realize how far it has 
come. In the past twenty years the literacy rate has 
nearly doubled, and the Emirates has witnessed a 
proliferation of higher education institutions, the 
most notable of which may be a branch campus of 
New York University.

Like its neighbors, the UAE has done much 
to fight terrorism. This past fall, the state’s security 
force received international praise for its part in 
foiling a letter-bomb plot against synagogues in 
Chicago. The UAE has long been a partner in the 
global War on Terror. The US, therefore, continues 
to provide the Emirates with significant military 
aid, and in 2009 agreed to supply it with nuclear 
material and technology. This signals that the US 
considers the UAE a willing and able partner in 
combating international terrorism.

The UAE’s recent economic, educational 
and security initiatives do not adequately address 
perhaps the most serious crisis facing the nation. Of 
the Emirates’ roughly eight million residents, less 
than 20 percent are nationals. More problematic 
still are the dramatic economic and social disparities 
which exist between the two groups. Currently, 
foreigners are allowed to work in the country only 
if they do so for a sponsoring employer. Recently, 
the Minister of Labor affirmed that this highly 
controversial sponsorship system will remain in 
effect. 

A 2006 Human Rights Watch report on 
foreign workers’ conditions in the Emirates reported 
that “employers routinely withheld their wages” 
and often confiscated their passports in order to 
keep them in a state of quasi-slavery. The report also 
cited a ban on organized labor as being the primary 
obstacle to achieving full workers’ rights in the 
Emirates. Much of the foreign population is made 
of semi-skilled or unskilled laborers from South 
Asia, particularly India and Pakistan. If conditions 
do not improve, these guest workers will agitate for 
greater social, political and economic freedoms. Any 
such type of instability would merely exacerbate 
the problem of employee repression. Emirati 
policymakers must start to take the needs of foreign 
workers into account as they plan the UAE’s long-
term economic and social development.

These changes have already brought the 
UAE far from its former self. The former Trucial 
States were granted independence by the United 
Kingdom in 1971. The promise of oil revenues 
made unification of these separate emirates an 
attractive option. From the start, Sheikh Zayed bin 

Sultan Al Nahyan (1918-2004) of Dubai led the 
Emirates on a course that was unique in the region. 
His foreign policy was characterized by cooperation 
and diplomacy, and his relative tolerance for 
Christians set him apart from other Persian Gulf 
leaders at the time.  The Crown Prince of Dubai 
declared at a recent memorial for the late nation-
builder that Sheikh Zayed was “a brave leader who 
believed strongly in his nation’s ability to create 
new circumstances that was unprecedented in the 
region.” 

Despite these complications facing the UAE, 
its leaders take pride in its image as an Islamic, 
oil-rich nation with an increasingly diversified 
economy that is more socially tolerant and modern 
than its neighbors. Emirati society is evolving as 
the nation enters the modern age with increasing 
rapidity. The proportion of women enrolled in 
universities is increasing, as is their presence in the 
government. A number of women now sit on the 
national advisory council and are members of the 
judiciary and diplomatic corps. The Emirates also 
provides more religious and press freedoms than its 
neighbors

The UAE must go a long way before it can be 
deemed a truly liberal state. Just as foreign workers’ 
rights have expanded in fits and starts, so, too, have 
the limited rights of the Emirati people themselves 
increased. Last October, an Emirati court ruled 
that limited spousal abuse was protected by law. 
This ruling indicates that Emirati society remains 
firmly and violently patriarchal. Meanwhile, 
homosexual behavior remains a punishable 
offense—although sentences are far more lenient 
than those imposed on convicted homosexuals 
in neighboring countries. The political rights of 
Emiratis remain limited as well. Despite being by 
law a constitutional monarchy, the government is, 
in practice, a federated oligarchy. The legislature’s 
powers remain more advisory than legislative, and 
half of its members are appointed by the monarch. 
Nonetheless, the fact that any of the Federal 
National Council’s members are elected indicates 
a gradual democratization. At the very least, the 
Emirates is moving forward.

While the UAE has established itself as 
forward-thinking in economics, security and 
international relations, it remains in a strange state 
between archaic tradition and modern liberalism. 
The challenges facing the Emirates are similar to 
those faced by other developing nations. As Western 
standards intertwine with traditionalist cultures in 
Asia, Africa and the Middle East, many countries 
are going through identity crises. How they will 
turn out remains an open question.

The United Arab Emirates has the 
potential to transform. To do so, its leaders must 
recognize that expanded rights are the only way 
for the country to realize its full educational and 
economic potential. Despite immense efforts at 
diversification, the predominance of petroleum and 
other energy industries remains an obstacle to social 
transformation. If the UAE does not rise to the 
challenges it faces, the gleaming oasis built on oil 
will fade into irrelevance when those wells run dry.

the united
Arab Emirates
between tradition and Modernity
— Sam Spiegelman
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As we get caught up in the revolutions of the 
Arab Spring, political commentary, analysis, and 
informed – or, often, misinformed – speculation, 
it is imperative for us to recall the lives living 
these revolutions, for these are not mere political 
events (“crises,” as some networks insist). Rather, 
what the world is witnessing is an expanded array 
of political and social possibility in a context 
that has been, for at least one full generation, a 
suffocating and limited realm of action. 

These events, though grand in scale, are 
embedded in the lived experience of individuals. 
One might think of Laila, who left Egypt a 
decade ago because of tension within her family, 
caused by her participation in opposition politics 
in Alexandria, Egypt. Her father claimed that 
she put her and her family’s security at risk by 
participating in demonstrations. With little hope 
for Egypt’s future and having grown frustrated by 
the depth of fear in people’s lives, Laila came to 
the US to begin a Master’s degree. 

Then, on January 25, 2011, her nephew 
contacted her and told her he wanted to attend 
the demonstrations in Egypt. He was afraid to tell 
his family, but Laila encouraged him to attend. 
She told him that if he feels strongly about it, he 
should not hold himself back. 

An 18-year-old law student at Alexandria 
University, Laila’s nephew Hussein never 
considered himself an activist. However, when 
the demonstrations began, he saw an opportunity 
to demonstrate against the Mubarak regime 
and vocalize the frustration in which he was 
raised. Excessive bureaucratic processes for every 
mundane concern; rampant bribes and corruption; 
policies that siphoned off financial resources into 
the hands of a few wealthy individuals. 

His own life was to be cut short by 
the regime against which he protested. After 
returning from the demonstrations on the first 
day, his Facebook status read: “the police shot 
me with rubber bullets, and threw tear gas at me, 
then they poured hot water on my face.” He then 
returned to the demonstrations. His friends were 
there with him before the police shot and took 

him away later that day. 
Hussein was missing for almost three days, 

before his family was able to locate him and 
confirm his death. The difficulty they suffered 
betrays the continued violence of Mubarak’s 
regime at the cusp of its fall. Her family told 
her how they located Hussein, emphasizing 
the chaos amongst people searching for their 
loved ones. “They are finding IDs on the street 
and bodies are being found without IDs.” The 
hospitals marked bodies based on their role in the 
demonstrations – protestors were called “citizens 
in the demonstrations.” 

Laila’s family didn’t find him in the hospital, 
instead they were told by one of Hussein’s friends, 
that he was arrested by the police after being shot. 
They went to another hospital where rumors 
said the police had brought the injured. After a 
futile search, they were told to go to the morgue, 
where they found him among other unidentified, 
anonymous bodies. 

In Alexandria, there were many stories that 
the police had arrested demonstrators after they 
shot them and left them to die. Other reported 
that there were bodies in the state security 
building in Alexandria – people who were shot, 
arrested and remained unreleased. There are still 
at least fifty-three people missing. 

“You know,” she said, “he’s not an activist, 
just an 18 year old boy, a student, a nephew, he 
wanted to change things for all of us” and thus 
he became a martyr of the Egyptian revolution. 
The significance of this hit Laila hardest though 
when she talked to her family and they said that 
her father couldn’t speak on the phone because he 
insisted on remaining in the demonstrations. He 
had encouraged his whole family to join. 

When the State Security buildings were 
occupied on March 5th in Cairo – buildings 
notorious for being the site of torture and housing 
the regime’s most brutal criminals – people 
chanted, “we are the security, we are the state.” 
Documents that were discovered recorded details 
of people’s Facebook profiles and descriptions of 
beauty pageants – mundane events. While the 

politics of revolution unfold, we must keep in 
mind how lives change amidst these events, how 
people like Hussein become martyrs, shattering 
the fear and frustration that had spread a family 
across continents. Moreover, these are revolutions 
in the way individuals experience the state 
itself and mark a vibrant call to end its violent 
penetration into people’s lives – to return dignity 
to people’s lives. 

revolting for 
dignity
A story from Alexandria
— Joseph Viscomi
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In 2005, Ayman al-Zawahiri, al-Qaeda’s 
second-in-command, explained that change to 
authoritarian governments in the Middle East, 
“will not only happen by demonstrations and by 
shouting in the streets. Reform and expulsion of 
the invaders out of the Muslim land will only be 
accomplished by fighting for the sake of God.”  
This statement may have been true in 2005, but it 
would seem the thousands of protestors gathered 
in Tahrir Square in Egypt would disagree with 
this sentiment.  The whirlwind protests that have 
swept across North Africa and the Middle East 
have led to questions about the stability of what 
were previously considered stable regimes.  From 
Tunisia to Yemen, authoritarian rule has been 
protested and, in some cases, completely toppled.  
The impetus of these political upheavals was not 
an act of terror directed against an oppressive 
regime, nor can credit be given to the radical 
narrative proliferated by groups like al-Qaeda 
or the Egyptian Islamic Jihad.  Instead, popular 
protest from grassroots movements brought 
change to the region.  As citizens throughout 
the Middle East and North Africa begin to find 
their voices and usher in new democracies, terror 
organizations will either need to adjust their game 
plans or face marginalization. 

Groups like al-Qaeda and the Egyptian 
Islamic Jihad feed off of authoritarian rules.  It 
was Hosni Mubarak’s regime in Egypt that 
tortured Zawahiri and many of his compatriots 
for plotting to overthrow the government and 
colluding with the assassins of Anwar Sadat. 
According to terror expert Paul Cruickshank, 
“many of the Egyptians in Peshawar at the time of 
al-Qaeda’s creation in 1988 had been radicalized 
by harsh treatment in Mubarak’s prisons.” These 
authoritarian regimes give terror groups a rallying 
point and a common enemy.  With the rapid 
collapse of authoritarian governments through 
the Middle East, terrorist organizations must seek 
new governmental supporters.

Men like Mohamed Bouazizi, the 22-year 

old Tunisian man who lit himself on fire in protest 
of the corruption in Tunisia, are often the targets 
of recruitment to radical organizations. According 
to his sister, Bouazizi had applied for multiple 
jobs and had tried to enlist in the army. When 
all of this failed, he resorted to selling fruit from 
a vending cart.  With unemployment in Tunisia 
at nearly thirty percent, Bouazizi was certainly 
not the only disenfranchised youth.  According 
to America.gov, this type of humiliation is often 
what makes young men vulnerable to recruitment 
by terror groups: “Studies conducted by Harvard 
researcher Jessica Stern indicate that many young 
terrorists who have chosen to become suicide 
attackers developed a deepening radicalization 
from a perceived humiliation.”  Al-Qaeda expert 
and Pulitzer Prize Winner Lawrence Wright 
expands on this point, explaining that terror 
groups use these “feelings of marginalization” to 
recruit.  Until recently, joining groups like al-
Qaeda gave these young men power to change 
their situations and the ability to gain prestige 
in their communities.  However, successful 
revolutions in Tunisia and Egypt and increased 
protests emerging throughout the region make it 
apparent that there are more effective means of 
enacting change. 

Today al-Qaeda has two options. In order 
stave off total marginalization in the region, it 
could take advantage of situations like the one 
emerging in Yemen.  As President Ali Abdullah 
Saleh loses control of his government, al-
Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula is gaining more 
territory and is confronting a government with 
diminished security forces.  Alternatively, and 
more unlikely, al-Qaeda must learn to operate in 
a free democracy.  With scapegoats in the form 
of authoritarian rulers facing popular uprisings 
every day, and free democracies becoming a real 
possibility in many countries, al-Qaeda will find 
it increasingly difficult to justify attacks against 
governments run by the people.  Otherwise, they 
will face alienating the very population they seek 

to recruit.
In order for al-Qaeda to operate in a 

democratic society, it would require a drastic 
change in the organization’s playbook.  First 
and foremost, al-Qaeda is a militant group; it 
was founded to fight.  According to Wright, al-
Qaeda is “not really a political movement. It’s an 
instinct, a reaction –– like a snake bite.” CNN 
commentator Fareed Zakaria confirms this point, 
explaining, “al-Qaeda has embraced violence 
precisely because it has no political strength or 
strategy –– it cannot bring a million people in 
Tahrir Square in Cairo…” The protests in Tunisia 
and Egypt have brought change to the governing 
landscape of the Middle East and North Africa in 
a few months – something al-Qaeda was unable to 
do in roughly twenty years.  al-Qaeda must alter 
its recruitment strategies and develop a political 
philosophy that is congruent with the developing 
democratic establishments in the Middle East if it 
hopes to avoid total marginalization. 

Since its inception, al-Qaeda has preached 
the use of violence to enact political and social 
change.  But the emergence of a new, more effective 
avenue of political action means al-Qaeda will 
certainly need to adapt to the times, something it 
has done well in the past.  By taking to the streets 
peacefully instead of sending a message through 
explosives and murder, the people of the Middle 
East and North Africa have made their point very 
clear: we do not need terror groups.  Only time 
will tell how al-Qaeda will adapt. 

Al-Qaeda’s Endgame
how will the protests in the 
Middle East and north Africa 
impact al-Qaeda’s future?
— Tyler Jones
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The protests occurring in the Middle East have 
sent shockwaves across the globe. World leaders 
have been taken aback by the events and policy 
makers are scrambling to understand the full 
impact the protests will have. Optimists are 
claiming that the movements in countries like 
Tunisia and Egypt demonstrate the success that 
peaceful protests can have, and that people 
view non-violent activism to be a favorable 
alternative to the violent extremism of groups 
like al-Qaeda. However, as time passes and the 
people of these countries are forced to face the 
reality of transforming regimes, there is reason 
to believe that frustrations at the slow pace of 
change will cause disillusionment and further 
support for the recruitment of radical groups. 

In Egypt, many doubt that the new leaders 
will be able to improve economic conditions 
and enact the reforms that protesters demand. 
The Egyptian Stock Exchange remained closed 
for several weeks after Hosni Mubarak stepped 
down, adding to serious concerns about the state 
of the economy. Several government ministers 
have also been forced to step down due to 
corruption and ties to Mubarak. Meanwhile, 
amidst the chaos, the Egyptian military has 
positioned itself at the helm of national politics 
and discourse. Its role in the protests made it 
very clear that military leaders have the power to 
effectively take sides. Certainly this would not 
be the first time that a Middle Eastern military 
power took control of the governing body.

In Tunisia, frustration remains over 
the refusal of politicians once loyal to former 
president Zine El Abidine Ben Ali to resign 
their positions. This intransigence can be 
attributed to the lack of qualified replacements, 
which is a hallmark of once-authoritarian 
states. The disbanding of the infamous State 
Security Department is indicative of the new 
government’s growing assertiveness. The State 
Security Department’s so-called “political 
police” spied on and harassed citizens under 
the authority of former President Ben Ali. This 
thuggish unit numbered in the thousands, and 
with the State Security Department disbanded, 
these unemployed strongmen present attractive 

recruits to extremist groups.
 An important similarity between Egypt 

and Tunisia is the uncertainty over the kinds of 
leaders that will fill the recently created power 
vacuums. There are three primary possibilities. 
First, they could be radical Islamists who are 
sympathetic to the al-Qaeda narrative. Second, 
they could be hard-line elites who seek to deal 
with terrorism through violence and repression. 
Hard-liners could cause a violent backlash among 
citizens who decide that peaceful demonstrations 
were unsuccessful in the long run, and violence 
is what is necessary. Finally, the new leaders 
could be moderates, ready to pursue reform 
and genuinely seek to improve the livelihoods 
of their countrymen. Extremist groups are least 
likely to exploit this scenario. It will also be the 
most difficult scenario to achieve.

One factor that has not received enough 
attention is that regime change in Egypt, Libya, 
Bahrain, Yemen, and other countries around the 
Middle East and North Africa could jeopardize 
current initiatives to combat terrorism. President 
Saleh of Yemen has aggressively fought terrorist 
groups like al-Qaeda. Bahrain hosts an American 
naval base and has a history of cooperating 
with the United States on counterterrorism. 

Furthermore, Egypt and Libya provide 
substantial financial and political contributions 
to the African Union. The organization, 
while widely criticized for its inefficiency and 
indecisiveness, has played an important role in 
mediating conflicts around the African continent 
and providing peacekeepers in some countries. 
Perhaps its most important commitment is 
in Somalia, where several thousand African 
Union peacekeepers, primarily from Uganda 
and Burundi, are attempting to keep the peace 
between the Transitional Federal Government 
and al Shabaab. A weakened African Union 
could allow al Shabaab to increase its foothold 
in Somalia, thereby strengthening al-Qaeda, 
which has made an alliance with al Shabaab.

No one truly knows what the end results 
of these revolutions will be. Uncertainty is 
everywhere, and that naturally leaves the 
possibility for more radicalism. The next several 
months will be critical for the future of al-
Qaeda.  Ultimately, however, the damage has 
already been done in countries like Egypt and 
Tunisia.  Radical groups like al-Qaeda will use 
these power vacuums to extend their spheres of 
influence and create even more security concerns 
for the world.

A potential opportunity
for Al-Qaeda
— Justin Schon
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Egyptian protesters.
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