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W

elcome back, Horace Mann School! I hope you all had enjoyable and
relaxing summers. I am incredibly honored to present you with the
first issue of Volume XXV of The Horace Mann Review! The Review
has grown and changed a lot over the past 25 years, in terms of its quality and design, but its mission remains the same: to present Horace Mann students with the
opportunity to share their opinions with their community and teach them how
to do so effectively. I hope I will be able to continue this legacy in the upcoming
school year.
While the majority of the student body was travelling on teen tours, working at
various internships, spending time with their families, or just relaxing at home,
The Review’s senior staff and our dedicated faculty advisor, Mr. Donadio, were
hard at work, putting together the Alumni and Upperclassmen Issue. The first
issue of the year is always special because we invite past HM graduates who had
been contributors and editors on The Review to write for the publication again,
with more knowledge and maturity. It’s always interesting to see how, having been
exposed to new environments and left “the Horace Mann Bubble,” these alumni
have changed their perspectives. It is truly a testament to Horace Mann that even
after graduation, the alumni want to continue to share their opinions with our
community.
As you may know, each issue of The Review has a “Features” topic. In addition
to the four staple sections—Domestic, International, Economics, and Science &
Technology—the senior staff chooses a features topic for each issue in order to
shed light on another area that is particularly pertinent. For this issue, the senior
staff has chosen “Foreign Aid’ as the features topic. We asked student and alumni writers to explore the relationship between nations and institutions that give
military, financial, and humanitarian aid to developing nations and analyze the
effectiveness of this aid. I hope you find the articles in this section nuanced and
thought-provoking.
Finally, I wanted to thank everyone who worked on this issue. Writers, editors,
and, of course, Mr. Donadio, thank you so much for dedicating your free time to
working on this magazine. I hope everyone reading this enjoys the issue and wish
everyone an incredible year!
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CROSSING THE LINE
How AT&T and the Federal Government Destroy
Boundaries in Personal Liberty
Daniel Lee (‘17)

T

he Fourth Amendment of the
United States Bill of Rights proclaims, “the right of the people
to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable
searches and seizures, shall not be violated.” Despite this established legal framework protecting the inherent right to privacy, as interpreted by the Supreme Court
in Griswold v. Connecticut, the National
Security Agency has incessantly extended its clandestine operations to monitor
the private communications of American
citizens without warrant, in clear violation of such legal standards. Since the
September 11 terrorist attacks in 2001,
U.S. political representatives have nevertheless continued to expand domestic
surveillance efforts under the Patriot Act
and USA Freedom Act, citing national security measures to augment the domain
of federal authority. However, the recent
revelation of AT&T’s highly collaborative
coordination with the U.S. government to
monitor the cellular and online activity of
American citizens has exposed the private
sector’s increasing tendency to bolster
federal power. Moreover, with the accumulation of abuses associated with sweeping data collection efforts, the conduct of
state actors operating above the law has
become subversive to the very democratic aspects of the U.S. that have upheld its

international reputation as a truly free nation. Notwithstanding the long-term economic inefficacy of investing government
funds into data collection services, the
emerging threat to the individual’s freedom from arbitrary government intrusion alone justifies a congressional plan of
action to increase the accountability and
transparency of corporate activities and
NSA surveillance programs alike.
The federal court of appeals, in addition
to the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance
Court responsible for the judicial administration of national intelligence agencies,
has determined the NSA’s bulk data collection of phone records unconstitutional
on multiple occasions, most recently in
2015. The U.S. Court of Appeals under
the Second Circuit concluded in last May
that the NSA’s telephone metadata program was in violation of the Constitution,
stating that Section 215 of the Patriot Act
failed to sufficiently warrant the mass collection of phone data. According to the
Electronic Frontier Foundation, the powers enumerated by the provision to the
government by the Patriot Act and Section 702 of the Freedom Act are only “relevant to a specific type of national security investigation.” Therefore, insofar that
the U.S. federal government presents no
specifically tailored national security interest as it does in the status quo, the NSA
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simply possesses no claim to a broad and
extensive application of its surveillance
programs. The ultimate consequence proceeding from the NSA’s blunt violation of
the Constitution is the deterrence of the
exercise of the right to association and
freedom of speech. As acknowledged by
the U.S. Supreme Court in NAACP vs.
Alabama, excessive government scrutiny and collection of private information
“may induce members [of an organization] to withdraw from the association
and dissuade others from joining it because of exposure of their beliefs shown
through their associations.”
The egregious abuses precipitated by
the expansion of the NSA’s authority have
further highlighted the urgency of instituting reformative measures restricting
the abilities of the agency. In particular,
the development of relations between
private corporations and the U.S. government has primarily been responsible for
the exploitative uses of the collected data.
Through the establishment of such ties demanding terms of reciprocity, thousands
of U.S. finance and technology companies
are collaborating with government intelligence organizations in exchange for
classified information potentially beneficial to corporate interests. According to
an anonymous contributor in affiliation
with the McAfee Security Group, “leaders

Domestic
of companies are showered with attention
and information by the agencies to help
maintain the relationship.” The clear paucity of the NSA’s accountability practices has been further evinced in its staff ’s
chronically irresponsible use of surveillance for strictly personal and individual
purposes. Although NSA Director, Gen
Keith Alexander, officially stated in 2013
that “there have been only 12 substantiated case of willful violation over 10 years,”
the surreptitious nature of the NSA suggests that many similar cases may have
either not been identified or withheld by
the agency itself.
Regardless of the NSA’s admirable intentions to promote national security, its
widespread surveillance efforts of foreign
countries and trade partners may have
severe economic implications for the U.S.
economy. In spite of the NSA’s assertions
time and time again that its actions are
purely in the interest of enhancing counter-terrorism strategies and measures, its

collection of economic data in 2013 regarding Brazil’s state-run oil company,
Petrobras, and the Worldwide Interbank
Financial Telecommunication (SWIFT),
a European money-transfer network, has
heightened global suspicions of the NSA’s
purposes for investigation. As further
maintained by Volker Perthes, director of
the German Institute for International and
Security Affairs, “The German business
community is on high alert…The suspicion in large parts of the business sector is
that Americans would also be interested
in our patent applications.” The NSA’s covert operations and conduct may trigger
a response from countries skeptical of the
U.S. government’s interests, increasing the
number of espionage efforts supported by
foreign nations against American corporations.
Although Congress determined last
June that the NSA would halt its collection
of U.S. calling records after a six month
transition period, it has neither denied the

NSA access to information still existing in
the database nor instituted restrictions
preventing the arbitrary interpretation
of the USA Freedom Act and the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act. In order to
guarantee the non-repetition of the NSA’s
previous unconstitutional actions and
limit the possibility of state-sponsored
espionage targeting American corporations, Congress must first proceed with
passing legislation certifying the destruction of the collected metadata. The U.S
legislature’s more critical responsibility in
the status quo, however, is to increase its
coordination with the FISC and NSA in
a manner more transparent to the American public. Heightening transparency
and expanding the judicial mechanisms
regulating the NSA’s behavior are a necessary trade-off for protecting the American
citizen from the exploitation of arbitrary
government powers and maintaining a
federal government bound to the Constitution. HMR

“It’s okay, honey. Congress says they’re heroes.”
September 2015
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EVALUATING THE
TAX CODE

Henry Shapiro (‘17)

A

s our government has grown over the years, so has
its deficit and national debt. The US currently holds
$16.3 trillion dollars in debt, equivalent to 108% of
the nation’s GDP. The political gridlock in Washington has inhibited lawmakers from passing meaningful reforms. As a result, our government runs on a $431 billion deficit, and we are
rapidly accumulating even more debt. The problem at hand is
that the overly complicated federal tax code is almost impossible to fix. Weighing in at 70,000 pages, the federal tax code has
7 times as many words as Leo Tolstoy’s War and Peace. Reforming the tax code in its current state would require lawmakers to
tediously go through this enormous document for years to try
to find the thousands of small nuances that have burdened the
US tax system.
As candidates for the 2016 presidential race start to unveil
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their proposed policies, many have considered removing the
existing tax code and starting from the scratch. Rand Paul, an
esteemed physician and senator, and 2016 presidential candidate, has suggested replacing the current system with a flat income and corporate tax that only has a few basics deductions.
This type of thinking is exactly what the nation needs in order
to help simplify its tax code. Regardless of whether you agree
with the merits of a flat tax, the idea of tearing down the tax
code and replacing it with a simplified code with very limited
deductions is beneficial because it will allow the U.S. government to finally balance its budget.
These new ideas for reform have brought with them a lot of
partisan criticism. Republicans tend to always shy away from
increases in taxes while Democrats tend to be more in favor of
raising taxes for public spending. The problem with this mind-
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- WHY AND HOW IT WILL HELP THE ECONOMY -

IF THE UNITED
STATES TRULY WANTS
TO REFORM OUR TAX
CODE, WE NEED TO
INSTITUTE A GROUND
UP APPROACH. NOT
ONLY DO WE NEED
TO GET RID OF THE
THOUSANDS OF TAX
EXEMPTIONS AND
LOOPHOLES IN THE
CURRENT TAX CODE
BY STARTING FROM
SCRATCH, BUT WE
ALSO HAVE TO START
TO THINK OF TAXATION IN A DIFFERENT
LIGHT.

set is that it treats all types taxation as
equally harmful or beneficial. Taxation
indisputably has short-term negative
effects on the economy. Raising taxes
means there will be less money in Americans bank accounts. This results in lower consumption and public lending from
banks. At the same time, there are many
different types of taxation, each with its
own unique effect on the economy.
Corporate tax is the most harmful
form of taxation. Because corporate tax
reduces the revenue of businesses, companies are forced to make cuts in order
to become more profitable. This means
lower wages for workers and less money
that can be used for economic growth.
Some of America’s biggest companies
like Whole Foods pay an effective tax rate
of roughly 40%. This incentivizes these
companies to leave the U.S. and start to
run their business out of foreign tax havens. Burger King recently purchased a
Canadian company called Tim Horton in
order to move its headquarters officially
out of the U.S., as there are lower taxes
in Canada.
For this reason, reforms to the tax
code should focus heavily on reducing
harmful types of taxation like the corporate tax. Additionally, income tax reductions could be very beneficial due
to the increased consumption and public lending that comes with larger bank
accounts. A decrease in corporate and
income taxes will mean that the government will have to find a way to compensate for the reduction in tax revenue.
First and foremost, the way this should
be accomplished is by reducing public spending. The federal government’s
budget grown from $1.6 billion to $2.9
trillion in the past century. Some of this
spending is necessary to cope with a larger population and economy, but few can
disagree that much of our tax revenue is
being spent ineffectively and wasted in
government bureaucracy. There are a lot
of ways to reduce spending, including reductions on foreign aid, health care, and
more general costs cuts to diminish government bureaucracy.
The government will also have to compensate by raising other forms of taxation. When thinking about where the
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government should increase taxes, it is
important to think about the role money
is supposed to play in our society. Money
is used as an incentive system. When you
do work, you get money and in return,
you can buy things. The harder and more
efficiently you work, the more you get
paid. In reality, this doesn’t always work
out. There are many individuals who become wealthy through inheritance. This
in itself defeats the purpose of money
because it allows individuals who aren’t
necessarily hardworking or contributing
to society to be rewarded. This is why
we should reorient our tax code to have
a much heavier focus on the inheritance
tax.
Now, this is not to say that a greater inheritance tax will solve all the problems
of income inequality. There are many
other problems such as a lack of adequate
education and resources for individuals
born into poor families, and the unfair
advantages and connections individuals
born into wealthy families get. However, what this higher income tax can do is
help prevent individuals who don’t contribute to society from being reaping the
benefits of what our society produces.
Additionally, the increased tax revenue
will allow the US to be able to reduce
corporate and income taxes, which in
return will result in more jobs and opportunities for individuals to rise up in
socioeconomic status.
If the United States truly wants to reform our tax code, we need to institute
a ground up approach. Not only do we
need to get rid of the thousands of tax
exemptions and loopholes in the current
tax code by starting from scratch, but we
also have to start to think of taxation in
a different light. By removing the old tax
code and replacing it with a new code
that has lower corporate and income taxes and a higher inheritance tax, we will
both grow our economy and ensure that
members of our society do not cheat the
system. HMR
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THOUGHTS
ON THE
IRAN DEAL
SENTIMENTS AT
HOME
CHRIS SHAARI (‘17)

I

n the 1950s, the United States
launched a nuclear program called
“Atoms for Peace.” Ironically, this
nuclear program is now being used to
build weapons--not by the United States,
but by Iran. Iran’s nuclear program was
deemed an international threat when
there were rumors Iran was building a nuclear weapon. As a result, the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) - China,
France, Russia, the United Kingdom, the
United States, and Germany - was forced
to strike a deal with Iran to establish safe
relations. This deal, formally known as
the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPA) was drafted in Vienna on July 14,
2015. The JCPA states that “Iran’s nuclear
programme will be exclusively peaceful...
and Iran reaffirms that under no circumstances will Iran ever seek, develop or acquire any nuclear weapons.” The deal has
benefits for the UNSC and Iran; however,
the deal clearly favors the interests or Iran.
The deal, in simplest terms, gives the
United States the ability to oversee and
limit Iran’s nuclear program in exchange
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for relieved nuclear-related economic
sanctions, frozen assets, and oil embargoes
on Iran. Iran must first pass a series of tests
by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to ensure Iran has complied by
the deal. Then, the sanctions will be lifted. The specifics of the deal are crucial to
understanding why so many are worried
that the deal favors Iranian interests over
the interests of the UNSC and other enemies of Iran. First and foremost, Iran will
cut down on its ability to enrich uranium
by ⅔. The remaining uranium-enriching
centrifuges will be monitored by the IAEA.
Uranium enrichment is the crucial process
of creating an atomic bomb. Iran already
has low enriched uranium; however, it can
keep only 300 kg of its previous 7000 kg of
low enriched uranium. To put these numbers in perspective, some nuclear bombs
need only 50 kg of fully enriched uranium to work. These figures would make it
so Iran would need to enrich its uranium
for another year before having enough to
create an atomic bomb. Without the deal,
Iran would be only 4 months away from
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creating an atomic bomb. According to
the nuclear non-proliferation treaty, Iran
will be able to enrich uranium for peaceful
purposes. To ensure enrichment is peaceful, Iran will be subject to additional protocol checks on its nuclear facilities by the
IAEA.
As aforementioned, once Iran passes
these tests, the nuclear-related economic
sanctions, frozen assets, and oil embargo
will be lifted from Iran. The sanctions are
the result of the Iran Hostage Crisis and the
IAEA’s discovery that Iran was not compliant with international nuclear codes in
2005. In 1979, the United States permitted
the Shah of Iran to exile to America, causing an uprising at the American embassy
in Tehran, Iran. This uprising, known as
the Iran Hostage Crisis, was led by radical
students who held 52 Americans hostage
for 444 days. President Carter responded by issuing Executive Order 12170,
thus freezing $12 billion in Iranian assets.
When the IAEA found Iran guilty of not
complying with international nuclear regulations in 2005, the United States, United

Domestic

Nations, and European Union (EU) began
to financially isolate Iran to slow progress
in developing a nuclear weapon, and to
corner Iran’s government into making a
deal. When the Iranian government finally agreed to confront these governments in
2013, the JCPA was born.
The United States, United Nations, and
European Union each have different sanctions on Iran. The United States bans financial dealings, trade, and investments
in Iran. Furthermore, America does not
do business with any companies that participate in any activities directly related to
Iranian oil. After the September 11, 2001,
attacks, President George Bush froze assets of anyone assumed to be in international terrorism, of which many Iranian
institutions were included. Finally, since
the Iran-Iraq Arms Nonproliferation Act
(1992), sanctions are placed on anyone
who assists Iran in weapons development.
The UNSC essentially combines all sanctions its member states have, plus a few
more in 2006. These include an embargo
on materials and technology involved in

the production of uranium and ballistic
missiles. The UNSC also blocked non humanitarian financial assistance to Iran; and
in 2010, subjected all of Iran’s economy to
international sanction. The EU measures
are similar to those of the United States,
most notably being the oil embargo. The
EU was the largest importer of Iranian oil
before the 2012 embargo, importing nearly 600,000 barrels per day.
According to U.S. Treasury Secretary
Jacob Lew in a 2015 estimate, nearly 20%
of Iran’s economy was lost due to sanctions. If the sanctions were lifted, Iran
would regain nearly $160 billion in oil
revenue, and nearly $100 billion in frozen assets would be lifted. This absurd
amount of money frightens the majority
of Americans, according to many different
nation-wide polls. For example, Quinnipiac University asked 1,563 registered
voters if they support or oppose the nuclear deal with Iran in late August of 2015,
and 57% of them opposed. Interestingly,
these numbers were the average of Republican, Democratic, and Independent
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voters. Nearly 87% of Republicans opposed the deal, as opposed to 25% of the
Democrats, and 59% of the Independent
voters. The same population was asked
if they thought the deal would make the
world safer or less safe, and 58% said less
safe. Again, the correlation amongst the
different voter types was the same as in the
previous question. CNN asked thousands
of adults nationwide if they think Congress should approve or reject the deal in
mid-August of 2015, and 52% said reject.
CNN also asked 1,017 adults nationwide
if they think the agreement prevents Iran
from developing a nuclear weapon, and
64% said it will not.
Regardless of the poll statistics, of which
many of the participants indicated that
they were unsure or did not know enough
about the deal, nearly 200 retired generals,
admirals, and sergeants said that the deal
threatens national security. In a letter to
President Obama, the generals say, “The
agreement will enable Iran to become far
more dangerous, render the Mideast still
more unstable and introduce new threats
to American interests as well as our allies.”
The thought of giving Iran nearly a quarter-trillion dollars in revenue scares many
Americans, and rightfully so. Iran has a
history of supporting terrorist groups,
making enemies of the United State’s allies, and not abiding by human rights laws.
The United States State Department describes Iran as an “active state sponsor of
terrorism”, since the Iranian government
has been accused of funding and training
terrorists. Such terrorist groups include
Iraqi Shia militants, the Taliban, the Asaad
regime, Hamas, and Al Qaeda.
Even some of the United State’s allies,
such as Israel, face threats from Iran. Radical Iranians have been known to shout,
“Death to America!” and “Death to Israel!”
in the streets. Many supporters of Israel
fear the deal will allow Iran to develop a
nuclear weapon and use it against Israel.
If Iran were to develop a nuclear weapon
with this new deal, it would only take a
year. This weapon, if created, would not
only threaten Israel, but all of Iran’s enemies. As of September 2, 2015, President
Obama secured enough votes to sustain his
veto on anti-Iran Deal bills on Congress.
The deal primarily raises the questions:
what will Iran do with the nearly quarter-trillion dollars, and will Iran develop
a nuclear weapon? Given Iran’s history as
a volatile, terrorist-supporting nation, all
eyes will be on Iran in the near future. HMR
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AMERICAN
INDIFFERENCE

T

he last time I wrote about Syria and
Iraq for The Review was the spring of
2013, before ISIL’s explosive growth.
At the time, I was hopeful – if not optimistic - that the United States would amp up
its aid to democratic opposition groups that
were countering Bashar al Assad’s reign of
terror. My biggest concern was that a wave
of isolationism, spurred by the Iraq and
Afghan wars, would curtail U.S. efforts in
Syria. More than two years later, I now realize that when it comes to human rights
violations in the Middle East, Americans
are beyond war-weary; they’re indifferent.
When I say Americans are indifferent,
I do not mean to the threat ISIL poses to
American interests, such as national security and our international influence. In
our national dialogue, the very real and
pressing threat of ISIL has been prominent since the beginning, but it has overshadowed the daily reality of ISIL for the

people most affected. ISIL’s grotesque human rights abuses against minority and
vulnerable groups within Iraq and Syria
have yet to rally the U.S. to action. ISIL is
currently operating the largest and most
organized slave trade since the 19th Century, and not one of our politicians is talking
about it. This time, the victims are not of
a different race but another oppressed and
discriminated against group; they are the
thousands of women and girls, whom ISIL
militants are selling at auction as sex slaves.
ISIL’s slave trade began in August 2014
when it started conquering a region of
Iraq populated by the Yazidis, a religious
minority group. ISIL claims that the Quran encourages the rape of al-sabi, female
captives of a different faith. ISIL announced
that al-sabi can be Christian and Jewish
women, although Christians and Jews can
pay a tax to avoid slavery. As polytheists, the
Yazidi have fewer rights and cannot pay the
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tax, according to ISIL’s interpretation of the
Quran. So far only Yazidi women, over five
thousand of whom have been abducted, are
being actively traded on the open market.
According to Zainab Hawa Bangura,
the U.N. Special Representative on Sexual
Violence in Conflict, ISIL has developed a
system of sorting women whenever it captures a Yazidi village. Older women and
babies are left alone, whereas the youngest and prettiest virgins are taken to ISIL’s
headquarters and given to high-ranking
ISIL commanders. The rest of the al-sabi
are sold at bazaars, where they are forced
to strip and stand on auction blocs so that
prospective buyers can inspect them. Many
of the al-sabi are children. In August, The
New York Times reported on the repeated
rapes of two 12-year-old girls who were
bought by ISIL militants. In a pamphlet
entitled “Questions and Answers on Taking Captives and Slaves,” ISIL declared it

International

JENNA
BARANCIK (‘15)
“permissible to have intercourse with the
female slave who hasn’t reached puberty.”
The atrocities committed by ISIL in the
last year alone are countless and of import to anyone who cares about human
rights. However, that doesn’t mean you’ll
hear any politician mention sex slavery
between now and November 2016. You
might hear conservatives tout the merit of airstrikes and arming allied factions,
or you may notice liberals ask why Iraq
and Syria’s neighbors can’t take care of
ISIL themselves. However, bombing ISIL
has not made its militants any less savage,
and we certainly cannot rely on Saudi Arabia to liberate the women of the Levant.
So far, most of the political dialogue
surrounding ISIL has been a mix of fear
mongering from the war-ready camp and
resignation among those who believe the
Middle East is not our problem. There
hasn’t been discussion of what ISIL rep-

resents beyond its effect on American politics. That is to say, no one is focusing on
ISIL’s human rights violations as a standalone issue. This is problematic because
basic human rights should be an international concern that transcends differences
in religion or forms of government. Our
discussion of ISIL should include how we
can effectively help the Yazidis, not because it’s in our national interest, but because it is in the interest of humankind.
The United States should not have to
shoulder this burden alone. The international community, especially Middle Eastern nations, should involve themselves
in stemming ISIL and promoting human
rights. However, we cannot realistically expect countries like Jordan and Saudi Arabia
to fill the void America would leave behind
if it further withdrew from the Middle East.
Likewise, we cannot rely on Middle Eastern countries to stay focused on combating
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ISIL’s ideology and championing women’s
rights. Even Turkey, a stable democracy
and one of the more liberal countries in the
region, has been using the cover of fighting ISIL to bomb anti-ISIL Kurdish forces.
Despite all the pessimism surrounding
American intervention in foreign conflicts,
the U.S. is still the most powerful nation in
the world. As such, it falls on us to be the
first to step up when human rights are violated. It is on us to lead by example. How
can we expect our allies to take charge of
protecting women when we ourselves don’t
make it a priority? How can we maintain our political influence in the Middle East when we so unabashedly ignore
all concerns but our own self-interest? If
as a nation we wish to stand for freedom,
we need to stand up against oppression.
That starts with expanding the public debate on ISIL to include ISIL’s slave trade. It
starts with shedding our indifference. HMR
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The Mexican Government’s
Complicity in a Disastrous
Human Rights Record
CAROLINE KURITZKES (‘14)

O

http://america.aljazeera.com

n July 14th, 2015, The New York Times published a
front-page article about the evolving status of the
Mexican President’s reputation. “President Enrique
Peña Nieto has always clung to the polished image he sold to the
Mexican electorate: the perfectly coifed wunderkind who would
break with the corrupt, incompetent past.” That image apparently crumbled when mainstream U.S. media picked up the escape
of Joaquín “El Chapo” Guzmán, notorious leader of the Sinaloa
cartel, as Mexico’s most pressing news story of the year. Since July
11th, the day El Chapo fled his maximum-security prison cell,
The Times has printed over forty-five articles about the kingpin’s
breakout, which the newspaper has painted as a turning point for
the Mexican people and their president. “For many Mexicans, the
stunning escape of [El Chapo] shattered the president’s own closely defended narrative, leading many here to ask how much of Mr.
Peña Nieto’s waning credibility might have slipped through the
tunnel that carried the trafficker to freedom.” El Chapo’s vanishing act has been marked as the watershed moment exposing the
Mexican government’s corruption, cover-up, and negligence – or
so the story goes.
The subtext of this news coverage reveals a great mischaracterization of how the Mexican populace has metabolized the corruption of government officials. What’s lost in the noise about
El Chapo is a disappearance of another, more tragic variety that
has stirred far more public outcry. On September 26th, 2014, forty-three students from a teachers training college vanished from
the city of Iguala, allegedly at the hands of a local mayor and municipal security forces working in tandem with the Guerreros Unidos drug cartel. Mexico has since erupted in protest, with student
groups, teachers unions, human rights organizations, families and
relatives of the missing forty-three, and hundreds of thousands of
supporters demonstrating against the human rights violations that
have persisted against a backdrop of entrenched impunity. Their
outrage is directed not at narcotrafficking groups, but at President
Peña Nieto’s administration for the publicly recognized complicity
of security forces in committing acts of violence against Mexican
citizens.
Though largely unscathed by The Times until this July, Peña
Nieto’s image has been anything but “polished” in the eyes of
the Mexican citizenry throughout the course of his term. Over
100,000 cartel-related killings and 26,000 disappearances since
2006: this is the face of the Mexican drug war, whose tentacles
are rooted not only in the brutality of cartel violence, but also in
federal and local government tainted by corruption, criminality,
and unchecked impunity. It is not the face of Joaquín “El Chapo”
Guzmán, alone.

September 2015

13

International

The case of the forty-three missing
students is far from an isolated incident
pointing to the Mexican government’s
collusion with drug cartels and perpetuation of human rights crimes. Yet even
in a pattern of mass disappearances and
extrajudicial executions carried out under
the command or with the involvement
of municipal or federal officials, this one
data point says volumes about the stain of
corruption on Mexico’s government, security, and intelligence forces.
According to investigative reports by
Proceso magazine, The Intercept, and
The New Yorker, including numerous interviews with victims who survived the
attacks, witnesses, and relatives, 100 students departed from their teachers training college, located in the town of Ayotzinapa, in order to commandeer buses for
a demonstration set to take place on October 2nd in Mexico City. Teachers training colleges such as this one have existed
since the 1920’s with meager financial
support from the federal government, and
with a reputation for leftist activism and
political dissidence, they recruit from rural, poor, and often indigenous communities to expand education access throughout Mexico. The students lacked adequate
transportation funding to travel to the
protest, so at 6 PM on September 26th,
representatives from the school headed to
the city of Chilpancingo with the intention of seizing additional vehicles. Having
failed, they rerouted to try their luck in a
smaller city called Iguala.
It was there that the students commandeered one bus with passengers and two
others from the Iguala bus terminal. Sensing that they were being followed, they
tried to escape the city, but at 10 PM three
of their buses were showered with gunfire before they could reach the highway.
Mexican authorities claim that the buses
were intercepted by Iguala police and attacked under orders from José Luis Abarca, the Iguala city mayor. Three students
were killed in the initial shooting, many
more were injured, and a few managed to
flee from the scene and hide overnight in
houses of city locals.
According to Mexican officials, the Iguala police then kidnapped the remaining
students and handed them over to members of the Guerreros Unidos narcotrafficking group, who supposedly piled them
into two trucks and transported them to a

nearby garbage dump. There, three gang
members allegedly interrogated and executed the students, incinerated their bodies, swept their ashes into garbage bags,
and dumped the bags in the nearby San
Juan river.
Jesús Murillo Karam, Mexico’s former
Attorney General who was responsible
for investigating and prosecuting the case,
has dubbed this version of events “the
historical truth.” At best, a disappearance
and massacre of forty-three students authorized by Iguala’s city mayor and committed by local police is a tremendous
corruption scandal even in itself. Yet substantial evidence suggests that the Mexican government’s complicity in human
rights violations extends far beyond the
municipal level to higher ranks of federal institutions. Despite Karam’s repeated assertions that federal forces did not
participate in the evening’s atrocities, the
narrative that Mexican authorities have
tirelessly clung to is riddled with gaping
holes.
Upon closer inspection, the “historical truth” seems to be embedded in cover up, distortion, and innumerable logical inconsistencies. Acclaimed Mexican
journalist Anabel Hernández recently
uncovered video footage showing men in
federal police uniforms participating in
the initial holdup and attack on the three
student buses, contradicting Karam’s
persistent declarations about the lack of
involvement of federal security forces.
Forensic experts from UC Berkeley and
researchers from the National Autonomous University of Mexico (UNAM) concluded that in order to burn 43 bodies,
perpetrators would have needed 33 tons
of wood and an extremely hot pyre, which
the municipal garbage dump (the alleged
location of the massacre) was not physically capable of sustaining.
In May, the Inter American Commission on Human Rights released a report
detailing the role of Mexico’s C4 intelligence system in tracking the students
since their initial departure. Federal police and the Mexican Army had access to
the records collected through the network,
including documentation of the students
seizing buses and of the police assaulting
the students with gunfire. Accusations of
federal government negligence abound in
light of the commission’s revelations that
national security forces presumably knew
about the attacks and did nothing to intervene on the side of the victims.
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“THE HISTORICAL TRUTH”

Even more troubling is the role of the
Mexican Attorney General’s Office, from
its slipshod investigations to its deliberate efforts to close the case in spite of
countless unanswered questions. Several international rights groups, including
Amnesty International, the Inter American Commission on Human Rights, and
Article 19, have repeatedly condemned
the office’s management of the case. Public distrust in President Peña Nieto’s administration intensified last fall to such a
degree that the Attorney General’s Office
was pressed into accepting the assistance
of an independent Argentine forensic
team in conducting an investigation of
the disappearances. Though Mexican authorities were explicitly required to collaborate with the Argentine group, on
November 15th, the Attorney General’s
Office botched the investigation by visiting the dumpsite – designated as part of
the crime scene – without the Argentine
team’s knowledge. Before the Argentine
team began its role in the investigation,
Mexican Marine divers supposedly uncovered a single garbage bag filled with
human ashes, which the Attorney General’s Office later turned over to the Argentine experts. The Argentine team agreed
to perform DNA tests on the bag and later confirmed a positive match of a single
bone fragment with the DNA of one of the
disappeared Ayotzinapa students. But the
identification came with an important caveat: the independent group stressed that
it could not verify anything about how the
bag had been retrieved.
Indeed, this single bone fragment is the
sole piece of forensic evidence substantiating the narrative put forth by Mexican
authorities. Nothing found at the dumpsite in the presence of the Argentine team
has tested positive for matches. The one
positive DNA identification presented by
the Attorney General’s Office communicates nothing about where the bag was recovered, how it was assembled, and most
importantly, who assembled it in the first
place.
The puzzling conduct of the Attorney
General’s Office does not stop there. Medical reports uncovered by Anabel Hernández and her colleague, Steve Fisher, reveal
that key suspect testimonies were obtained
under torture, including those of Iguala
police officers and Guerreros Unidos gang
members who were electrically shocked,
beaten, and psychologically abused. Undeterred by the fact that confessions pro-
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The disappearance of the forty-three
students is only one of many recent
incidents pointing to the Mexican state’s
involvement in human rights atrocities and
cover-up attempts.
cured under torture are, of course, dubious, on January 27th, 2015, the Attorney
General’s Office prematurely declared the
case closed. The unreliable testimonies
and evidence from the mysteriously discovered single garbage bag were enough
to verify with “legal certainty” a historical
truth publically recognized as a lie.
PART OF THE PATTERN
The disappearance of the forty-three
students is only one of many recent incidents pointing to the Mexican state’s involvement in human rights atrocities and
cover-up attempts. On June 30th, 2014,
Mexican soldiers killed twenty-two civilians at a military base in the municipality
of Tlatlaya, claiming that the victims were
cartel members who died in a shootout. At
the time, Mexico’s Secretariat of National
Defense declared that the soldiers had responded with gunfire only after they were
attacked by the victims, who supposedly
fired the first shots. Yet the Secretariat’s
official story was swallowed with almost
as much disbelief as the government’s account of the Iguala disappearances when
it became clear that only one soldier was
wounded in the ensuing “crossfire.” On
July 18th, 2014, the Associated Press published a detailed report based on field
visits to the army base where the atrocity
occurred, revealing that “some of those
killed were standing against the wall and
were hit by one or two precise shots at
chest level” and that “there were few signs
of any stray bullets or near misses of the
kind that would be expected in a large
gun battle.” Despite Mexican authorities’
initial statements that there was “no evidence at all of possible executions” committed by the military, on October 21st,
2014, Mexico’s National Commission on
Human Rights released a recommenda-

tion indicating that twelve of the twenty-two dead were victims of extrajudicial
murder. The commission concluded that
the crime scene was probably altered
“with the intention of feigning that the
deaths had occurred in a context of confrontation.”
More recent is the massacre that occurred this past May at the El Sol Ranch in
the municipality of Tanhuato, where federal police killed forty-two civilians who
were allegedly members of the Jalisco New
Generation Cartel. Mexican authorities
similarly characterized the incident as a
“confrontation” in which the victims fired
the first shots at the police, even though
only one federal police officer was killed
and none were injured. The unmistakably
disproportionate outcome, along with the
fact that at least eight of the dead were
found to be unarmed and eleven bodies
showed signs of torture, has not gone unnoticed by Mexican journalists, activists,
and rights groups. The parallels with the
Tlatlaya case are certainly eerie, and the
Mexican public has digested the government’s similar, flimsy explanation with
just as much distrust and disappointment.
CONCLUSION
What’s unfortunate is that this constellation of massacres and disappearances,
complicity of local and state security forces, and unsatisfying explanations from
Mexican authorities yields far more questions than answers. Why was the Attorney
General’s Office eager to close the Iguala
case so early? What is to gain through
cover up, and what is the Mexican government hiding? And why are municipal and
federal police targeting civilians through
extrajudicial murder?
Paradoxically, both the climate of impunity and the brutality of cartel violence
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have enabled Mexican authorities to either justify their due process violations
by claiming to have killed drug gang
members (as in the Tlatlaya and Tanhuato cases) or to clear their involvement in
human rights atrocities by pinning crimes
on narcotrafficking groups (as in the Iguala student disappearance case). The
drug war has given birth to more than just
criminality in Mexico, but to a dire accountability crisis that is a different beast
entirely. Perhaps the most frightening
aspect of the Iguala case, and part of the
reason it has received so much attention
in Mexico, is that the probable complicity
of the Mexican state in the disappearance
of forty-three leftist student agitators reflects the government’s potential ability to
eradicate dissidents, activists, or anyone
it finds politically inconvenient beneath a
veil of plausible deniability.
In light of the pattern of government
involvement in human rights crimes, it
is no surprise that thousands of Mexican
protestors have adopted the slogan “Fue
el Estado” (It was the state) to voice their
outrage. Indeed, the Mexican president’s
image shattered long before El Chapo
escaped from his prison cell. TeleSUR, a
Latin American multimedia source, estimated in February that 85% of the Mexican population does not trust Peña Nieto
and 60% believe corruption has gotten
worse since he took office; in December,
his approval rating hit an all-time low.
The line between cartel violence and police violence, drug war and dirty war, is
now more blurred than ever – and Peña
Nieto’s reputation has suffered the consequence. El Chapo’s breakout is a small star
in a much larger galaxy smacking not just
of corruption, but of an utter lack of government accountability mired in violence,
confusion, and terror. HMR
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he United States’ China containment policy is a robust one.
American troop deployments
run the length of the western Pacific, with
soldiers from Paju on the Korean Peninsula
to Darwin in Australia’s Northern Territory. Naval and air bases dot Southeast Asia
and Japan. The Seventh Fleet wanders the
waters off the coast of Indonesia eyeing the
disputed nine-dashed line. A retired Chinese admiral compared such a scheme to
a man with a criminal record “wandering
just outside the gate of a family home.” Can
he, or anyone else in China, be blamed for
thinking such a thing? Though publically
the United States does not acknowledge its
military presence in the Pacific as part of a
containment strategy, it looks oddly similar to it. Such a strategy is destined to bring
China and the United States into future
conflict. This could best be understood
by the United States if it were to consider
three things: what its reaction would be if
it were in China’s position, its history of
failed containment strategies, and its own
road to becoming a super power.
The ultimate folly of American foreign
policy is that notions of American exceptionalism direct it. Because of this, American foreign policymakers often mistakenly
assume foreign states are fundamentally
unlike the United States, and as such, behave differently than the United States
does in the international system. Howev-

er, a certain set of natural rules governs all
states, including the United States as well
as China. Paramount among these rules is
that the security of a state is its most important concern, and states will always
seek to make themselves more secure when
possible. Accordingly, a useful thought experiment presents itself: what would the
United States’ reaction be if China were to
pursue a strategy of containment against
it? In understanding how the United States
would react to containment by China,
we can come to a basic understanding of
what China’s reaction might be to containment by the United States. With that,
imagine the following. Chinese troops are
stationed in Cuba and Bolivia. Chinese air
bases are maintained and operated in Nova
Scotia. Chinese naval bases exist in Vancouver, and its own massive Pacific fleet
sails outside the territorial waters of California. Not only would the United States
consider itself justified (rightly so) in taking aggressive steps to address what would
obviously be a provocative military strategy on the part of China, but it would be a
strategic necessity; no American president
could imagine sitting idly by while China
wrapped itself around the United States
and squeezed. It would be entirely reckless
to do so, even if China made its best effort
to honestly explain such a position was
purely for defensive means. If there were
a world where China had positioned itself
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to contain the United States as described
above, there could only be two outcomes: a
Chinese military withdrawal, or war. Such
is exactly the position China is in with the
current American containment strategy
– and a Chinese leader would be equally
concerned about his country’s security as,
and perhaps more willing to take aggressive steps to improve it than an American
president.
A second major mistake American foreign policymakers have made in the past,
and are now again making with China, is
not learning from America’s foreign policy
failures. Most recently, American leadership in Libya was indeed tactically successful – the country’s brutal dictator, Muammar Gaddafi, was killed – but strategically
proved a bumbling catastrophe. Today the
country stews in civil war as the U.S. learns
for a second time what happens when
it kills the dictator of a politically stable
country without a plan to stabilize the chaotic aftermath. As with Libya after Iraq, the
United States’ treatment of China comes
after the failure of dealing with a post-Soviet Russia. In the wake of the collapse of the
Warsaw Pact and the shattering of the Soviet Union, President Clinton and American policymakers leaped at the opportunity to isolate Russia and ensure it never had
the opportunity to threaten American interests again. The result was the expansion
of NATO and the swallowing up of former

International
Soviet bloc countries, threatening to fully
block Russia off from its former allies. This
myopic strategy on the part of the Clinton
administration has now thrust eastern Europe into a state of unease as Russia adventures in Ukraine and hungrily looks south
towards a country it has aWlready gone to
war with once in the last decade, Georgia.
The expansion of NATO provided both a
reason and at least an unspoken justification for Russia’s recent aggression. In
threatening to firmly establish the American led NATO military machine virtually
on its boarder, Russia was presented with
a difficult choice: lie down and allow itself
to be cordoned off from its former sphere
of influence, and indeed, future power, or
act aggressively to compel NATO to back
down. Russia chose the latter – and it
seems to be working. Though the expansion of NATO towards Russia’s boarders
and the positioning of American military
infrastructure and personnel near China’s
are not identical situations, they share a basic truth: Russia reacted hostilely to Western containment once it had the capacity
to do so, and there is no reason to think
China will not as well.
A third major mistake American foreign
policymakers make is failing to appreciate
their own country’s early history. It takes
only a cursory understanding of the early
history of the United States to understand
that states seek to throw out foreign powers
from their sphere of influence and establish regional hegemony if they can. At the
fiery birth of the American nation, its thirteen colonies lay in a precarious position
– not only because the mighty British Empire was planning to subdue its subversive
colonists by way of war, but because the
nascent country lay in a literally precarious geographic position in North America.
The infant United States of America was
surrounded, essentially contained, by numerous great imperial powers. The Spanish

occupied land to the south of thirteen colonies, the British to the north, and a combination of squabbling empires to the west.
The history of the first century and a half of
the United States would be one of expelling
these foreign powers (future countries like
Mexico would war with the United States
as well) from North America and attempting to establish regional hegemony, often
by bloodshed. The Bay of Pigs invasion,
orchestrated by the CIA, in response to
the Soviet stationing of troops in the Caribbean during the Cuban Missile Crisis
continues to prove states do not permit
themselves to be contained where they can
help it. The Soviets’ attempt at containment
was minor compared to what the United
States is currently doing in the Pacific, but
the American response was vigorous and
violent. We should not suppose that China,
a growing nation in a world of now established superpowers, will act any differently
than the similarly infant United States did
in expelling its rival foreign powers from
the region, or indeed, any different than
any other state in history that has gone to
war to prevent containment, attempt to establish itself as the regional hegemon, or
increase its national security.
During the American century the United States did not often willingly concede
power. Now that the American century
is coming to an end, it should start. If it
does not and instead decides to stubbornly maintain its policy of Chinese containment in the western Pacific, war will ensue.
With this in mind, the goal in the Pacific
should be the establishment of a more even
balance of power with China. This would
mean withdrawing American troops from
the Korean Peninsula (attempting to facilitate reunification along the way) and
Japan and attempting to place these countries themselves in powerful enough positions to deter Chinese aggression. Such a
position on the United States’ part would

minimize Chinese fear of the American
military threat (fear being the most essential component of a future conflict in
the Pacific), provide our allies with more
autonomy and put them in a position to
better develop their own defensive military
capabilities (a better long run solution than
continued heavy American military support in the region), and ultimately untangle the United States in the Pacific, making
it more diplomatically mobile and abler to
present itself to the Chinese as the benign
country it crucially wants to portray itself
as. Ultimately, the United States should
seek to establish a bipolar system in East
Asia with Japan and China at its helm, each
balancing the other’s military threat. Japan
could ensure the safety of countries like
Taiwan as the United States made efforts
to reduce its military profile with the disputed country. Japan could check Chinese
ambitions in the East China Sea and assist
its Southeast Asian allies in doing so in the
South China Sea. The United States would
act as a diplomatic mediator, pursuing
neutral, multilateral solutions to Chinese
aggression, perhaps working through the
International Criminal Court to determine
the legality of China’s nine-dotted line, or
the United Nations to determine the status
of the Senkaku/Diayou islands.
There are numerous obstacles to such
a strategy, however. The United States
cannot withdraw troops from the Korean
Peninsula without first reunifying it, and
reunification would be a herculean task.
Shinzo Abe, the Japanese prime minister,
is encountering both popular and political opposition (even within his own Liberal Democratic Party) to even small scale
attempts to rearm his country. With clear
and effective leadership, however, the United States may be able to create an East Asia
that will be stable and secure in the long
run, rather than just in the short run. HMR
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Helpless or Hopeless?
Mehr Suri (‘17)

H

elpless: a term often employed
to denominate the impoverished
population of the United States,
or to describe a child’s subjugation to
his or her parents’ rules. However, dating far before the Arab Spring, Yemen,
a small nation south of Saudi Arabia,
has been forced to embrace the epithet
of helplessness. Entangled in a civil war
between those loyal to its dysfunctional
government and rebels attempting to create a democracy, as well as a dramatic increase of the presence of terrorist groups
such as Al Qaeda and ISIL, Yemen has
found itself sequestered from most western nations, excluding the United States.
Having realized its image as the “world’s
police” in the late twentieth century, the
United States began to provide aid to

Yemen, the poorest country in the Middle-East. However, in the face of extreme
turmoil in Yemen, the United States has
gradually withdrawn its aid to the nation
due to fear of aggravating the Saudi Arabian government, which would lead to a
reduction in the US’s oil supply. Thus, as
a nation, the United States has reached a
crossroad: should we engage in our economic interests, chasing Saudi Arabia for
its immense oil supply, or should we embrace our reputation as the world’s hegemon and aid a falling nation, protecting
the citizens of Yemen from the numerous
threats to their nation?
Unfortunately, this last half-decade
has shown the international community that Yemen is in an era of tumult and
that a global isolationist approach will
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not suffice to solve its problems. Following the inauguration of President Hadi in
February of 2012, the tensions between
Yemeni loyalists and rebels acutely escalated. After his predecessor had acquired
immunity and fled, Hadi attempted to
mend relations between the two opposing forces. The Hadi administration initiated a conference beginning in 2013 in
order to amend the nation’s constitution.
After having been met with an outpour
of resistance, Hadi decided to present the
insurgency with a show of good faith, returning the group’s original leader Hussein Badreddin al-Houthi’s body to his
family. This attempt at restoring peace,
however, resulted in an immediate retaliation by the rebels, who by this point had
established themselves as the “Houthis.”
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establishing that the Houthis would remove their troops from Yemeni cities until a new government was established, the
insurgency staged a coup d’état in January of 2015, forcing President Hadi and
his constituents to step down. With their
newly established governing council, the
Houthi party currently rules the nation of
Yemen, implementing Shia Islam. Some
radicals amongst the party’s members
contemplated instituting Sharia law.
This explosion of tragedy has yielded yet another disastrous international
consequence: the expansion of terrorist organizations such as al-Qaeda and
ISIL into Yemen. With a government in
support of many of the beliefs upheld
by al-Qaeda and ISIL, many doors have
been opened in order for these groups to
expand. Creating a systematic vacuum of
power, al-Qaeda has begun to seize large
expanses of territory in northern Yemen.
AQAP, widely viewed as the most powerful branch of al-Qaeda, holds a large territory in that region, also seizing smaller
towns on the coast. The lack of international intervention has left the country
with a bleak future of being ruled by an
antidemocratic governing body upholding views similar to those held by extremist organizations and subjugated to
terrorist groups’ infiltrating the nation’s
borders.
Earlier last year, the United States
promised to curtail the actions of the
AQAP forces in the Middle East, specifically singling out Yemen. However, considering the stagnancy of this year’s aid
fansshare.com totals to Yemen, the federal government
has made no progress on this front, as
Starting in October of 2013, violence resumed in Dammaj, a holy city in western
Yemen, resulting in dozens of Yemeni
citizens’ deaths. While government officials blamed the Houthis for trying to
force out the Yemeni citizens by shelling a
mosque in Dammaj, the Houthis claimed
that these citizens were bringing foreign
Sunni soldiers into the area, leading to
a further escalation of the conflict. This
seemingly inevitable violence eventually brought about the Houthis’ capturing
the nation’s capital in September of 2014,
which is, according to Hans Groth’s Population Dynamics in Muslim Countries,
the fastest growing city in the world. The
pugnacious reign of the Houthis, however, did not stop there. After facetiously
agreeing to a United Nations resolution

the category established for Nonproliferation, Anti-Terrorism, and Demining
and Related only boasts a total of 2.3 million dollars, less than one percent of US
aid to Yemen. The the United States has
made no plans to end the proliferation of
violence currently taking place with Yemeni borders. What’s worse is that rather
than simply remaining stagnant in its aid
to Yemen, as of June, the United States
Federal government has frozen all aid to
Yemen. Citing an unreliable partnership,
Congress has blocked two hundred million dollars, in various forms, from being sent to Yemen until the fiscal year of
2016. Ironically, Congress had stated that
it decided to stop sending aid because it
is difficult to reach Hadi loyalists. But if
all aid were to cease and be pushed back,
this reduction would allow for conflict to
heighten, making it substantially more
difficult for the US to acquire a reliable
partnership. No matter how little reached
the loyalists, these funds have helped
support their fight against injustice. By
maintaining a position of defunding the
nation, the movement not only loses
monetary funds, it also loses pivotal international support from the world’s hegemon, leaving the nation to once again
be dubbed helpless.
Over the past two decades, Yemen has
been disregarded in aid and trade talks,
with the international community’s believing that their existing partners could
match anything Yemen could offer. Even
as one of the poorer nations in the region,
Yemen, if given the opportunity, could
benefit developed countries and other
small nations. The city of Aden, located
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in southern Yemen, has been considered
one of the world’s most important ports,
finding itself at the crossroads of some of
the world’s busiest sea lanes. Originally
constructed as a coal station for British
merchant ships attempting to journey to
the Indian subcontinent, its large natural harbor should have permitted its establishment as a regional hub. Due to a
lack of funding from both domestic and
foreign financers, the development of this
particular sea port has been perpetually
hindered. This issue, coupled with the increasing instability of the region, has led
to Somali pirates’ entering the port’s waters. Ships in these waters are incredibly
vulnerable, and trade is remarkably dangerous. The United States has acknowledged this problem, especially at a small
portion of this port, dubbed the Bab el
Mandeb strait, which separates Yemen
and the African nation Djibouti. In recent years, in order to increase defense of
the area, Djibouti has become an important outpost for the United States military.
Yet, looking at the continued instability
of the region, the miniscule number of
soldiers placed on the coast of Djibouti
was not sufficiently effective. However,
even after recognized seen these results,

the US has not increased its aid to Yemen;
in fact, the categories of development assistance as well as security support assistance add up to a grand total of three and
a half million dollars, only 1.4% of total
US aid going to Yemen.
Why then does the United States not
invest an increased amount of revenue
in maintaining peace at the Aden port,
especially because of the recent boom in
US-Middle East trade transpiring in past
five years? The United States’ aid to Djibouti has remained stagnant since 2012,
so it is clear that the federal government
has lost interest in Yemen and Djibouti’s attempts to regain control from illicit
actions. However, seeing as how US has
vastly amplified its trade in the Middle
East, this loss of interest seems extremely
untimely and imprudent. Thus, this “loss
of interest” seems to be explicitly linked
to the increase in diplomatic relations
with Saudi Arabia following the recent
change in the nation’s head of state, with
King Salman observing the position in
January of 2015. His more democratic
approach than that of his predecessors,
along with his unprecedented pro-American viewpoint, led to an extension of the
Saudi-US relations from that of its pre-
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vious as a purely economic relationship.
Along with these adjustments came the
allocation of a stronger pull by the Saudi
regime. With this increased power, the
regime could hold oil hostage in a battle
to turn the US against aiding Yemen in
order to hinder Yemen’s rise as an oil superpower in the region.
Though not to the extent of Saudi Arabia or even Canada, Yemen does have
valuable natural resources, including oil
and natural gas. These resources place
Yemen amongst the more prominent rivals of Saudi Arabia’s oil monopoly on the
western world. Thus, as the current 32nd
biggest oil exporter and 16th biggest seller of liquefied natural gas, as well as the
fastest growing in petroleum export, exporting approximately 4.7 million barrels
per day, it is clear that soon an economic
conflict will occur between Saudi Arabia
and its southern neighbor. At this point,
the federal government is sending a lucid
image to its citizens: the United States
has ceded policy decision-making to Saudi Arabia in order to maintain amicable
economic transactions.
However, the xenophobic nature towards Yemen conducted by the Saudis,
and thereby extension the US, isn’t limit-
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ed to purely economic reasoning; in fact,
Saudi Arabia is the biggest supporter of
the loyalist party suppressing the rebels’
attempt at establishing a state governed
by Shia Islam. With the Houthis having
established their five-person council, rivaling the national government, the loyalist militants are close to relinquishing
their reign following the departure of
their ruler, President Hadi. Usually in
scenarios as dire as this, the U.S. federal government would initiate a plan to
support the nation such that democracy
would prevail. However, due to its lack
of interest in sustaining the nation of
Yemen, not believing it to be a valuable
partner, the federal government has constructed no such plan. Even when Iran
attempted to aid the Houthis, supplying
them with arms, ammunition, and medical equipment, the US did not attempt to
stop them, capitulating to Iran’s threats of
“sparking a fire.”
Thus, a nation that prides itself on epitomizing democracy and devoting itself to
spreading it, no matter the costs, finds
itself remaining silent at a dire juncture
in the Middle East, an unprecedented reaction from any US president’s administration. This, thereby, allows a nation that
the US government declared “the undemocratic, secret side to the Middle East” to
continue to exist in a state of chaos. It is
quite obvious that because Saudi Arabia
provides a greater economic benefit to
the United States than Yemen, the United
States has abandoned its attempt at substantially aiding the Yemeni people, even
if it breaks the precedent previously set
forth by the U.S. Our lack of aid to Yemen
is the reason Yemen is forced to embrace
its epithet: helpless. HMR

“The United States’ aid to
Djibouti has remained
stagnant since 2012, so it is
clear that the federal
government has lost interest
in Yemen and Djibouti’s
attempts to regain control
from illicit actions.”

huffingtonpost.com
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Selective Intervention

The United States’
Inconsistent Aid
to struggling nations

“a large step in the cutting off of new
members of Boko Haram will be to fight
the human’s rights abuses that occur in
Nigeria, and drive people to joining a Jihadist group out of fear for their own
government.”

Zack Gaynor (‘17)

M

any view the United States as
the moral police of the world.
However, this statement is ludicrous because the United States serves
only the economic, political, and military
interests that we possess. President Clinton
stated in a speech given in 1999, “We cannot, indeed, we should not, do everything
or be everywhere. But where our values and
our interests are at stake, and where we can
make a difference, we must be prepared to
do so.” This statement became known as the
Clinton Doctrine, and this very doctrine was
a key reason why President Clinton failed
to act in the Rwandan Genocide. President
Clinton could not find an interest to protect
in Rwanda, and he had a lack of support
from the American people for another intervention in Africa, after a large incident in
Somalia. Whether it is acknowledged or not,
the reality is that the United States has and
will continue to act in our own interests, and
our politicians will continue to act to protect
their approval ratings by doing just that. Yet
there are times when our interests are served
by intervention, and if we extend this same
logic to the rise of Boko Haram in Nigeria,
Chad, Cameroon, and Niger, we can and
should act.
Boko Haram is an Islamic extremist ter-

rorist group operating out of Western Africa.
The group turned from an extremist political
faction to a violent terrorist organization in
2009, after clashing with Nigerian Security
Forces. Boko Haram came onto the world
stage after kidnapping, murdering, selling,
and raping of over two hundred and seventy schoolgirls in Nigeria. The organization is also credited with attacks on civilians, human trafficking, extortion, robbery,
bombings, and assassinations among with a
host of other nefarious crimes. Experts estimate Boko Haram’s total membership from
between 10,000 to 50,000 people, which
provides a major security concern for the
recently elected President Buhari of Nigeria. For comparison, the Nigerian military
has about 70,000 troops, who are all poorly trained and equipped, and who routinely have been found to violate human rights
of women and children. The strength and
influence of Boko Haram has surged in Nigeria because of both the rampant government and police corruption and the extreme
poverty found in Nigeria. The combination
of Boko Haram’s man power and the relative weakness of the Nigerian Military could
allow Boko Haram to destabilize the nation
of Nigeria. The imminent danger to Nigeria,
which has the largest economy in Africa,
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poses a threat to the entire region as a whole,
and as result, to the United States.
Unlike in Rwanda, the United States has
clear vested interests in Nigeria’s economic
and political stability. Nigeria has the largest
economy in Africa and a GDP of $594.257
billion, which is over $200 billion more then
South Africa, the second largest economy
in Africa. Due to the strength of the emerging Nigerian economy, many other African
nations rely heavily on Nigeria’s economic
success. Another byproduct of this economic strength is that Nigeria holds some of the
most say in the African Union. In addition
to being the largest investor in Nigeria, the
United States is also an active trade partner
with Nigeria. We export wheat, machinery,
oil, and plastic to Nigeria, and import Nigerian cocoa, rubber, antiques, and food waste.
Therefore, the United States government
has a responsibility to act in support of the
American businesses abroad. Many would
argue that the United States’ hands are in
fact tied when dealing with Nigeria due to
the Leahy Law, an amendment to United
States human rights law that states the U.S.
cannot provide military aid to nations that
allow the violation of human rights without
repercussions for the offenders. The Leahy
Law is why to this point Niger, Cameroon,
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and Chad have received more U.S. aid than
Nigeria. Due to President Buhari’s promise
of reform, and the tangible changes he has
made, the Leahy Law should be acknowledged, but set aside in the interest of protecting U.S. interests and Nigerian stability. Additionally, a large step in the cutting off the
growth of Boko Haram will be to fight the
human rights abuses that occur in Nigeria,
and drive people away from joining a Jihadist group out of fear from repercussions by
their own government.
The United States, however, must act
quickly and efficiently, so as to prevent a situation similar to the United State’s long and
expensive invasion of Afghanistan. Firstly,
we must act to cut off Boko Haram’s funding, which comes from a variety of places,
including their tax on the Northern Nigerian people and their tax on criminal enterprise. Both of those sources of funding can
be cut off by a strong, well-regulated police
force—a police force that is not riddled with
corruption, and one that acts efficiently in
combatting criminal actives. The United
States can help this effort in two separate
ways: supporting President Buhari’s reforms
and implementing program similar to the
ISAF LEA assistance model that helped in
training Afghan police. President Buhari has

vowed to combat and eventually eliminate
all corruption in the Nigerian government,
and since his election, he has done a good
job staffing his cabinet with individuals who
so far have not shown any signs of corruption. The United States should also offer an
ISAF training program to the Nigerian Police Force (NPF), in which the United States
would send security experts to Nigeria for
training purposes. Next, we should continue to support the World Bank in their joint
training missions with the Nigerian National
Risk Assessment Secretariat to abolish money laundering in Nigeria. We must also address the human’s rights violations occurring
in Nigeria that are often perpetrated by the
NPF and the Nigerian Military. These two
groups are known to steal, rape, and massacre hordes of people wherever and whenever
they please, without repercussion. In supporting President Buhari, we must also aid
him in irradiating human rights violations
perpetrated by the groups that are supposed
to be protecting the Nigerian people, rather than tormenting them. The United States
should act to train the NPF and Nigerian
Military to follow orders and we must assist
in setting up infrastructure, including anti-corruption measures within these groups,
in order to punish when they do wrong. The
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NPF and military forces also must be paid a
respectable wage, and armed uniformly and
sufficiently, as many of acts that the NPF and
Nigerian Military takes can be related to anger at low wages and unfair treatment and
fear of being destroyed by insurgent groups
with superior arms. The aforementioned
suggestions would work together such that
the NPF and Nigerian military can be held
accountable for their actions, and those who
work for these organizations will no longer
have an incentive to transgress.
The Nigerian Government must be the
primary actor against Boko Haram, but the
United States must assist in that fight. We
have obvious interests in the prolonged safety of the Nigerian people and the stability of
government that is set to serve those people,
whether these interests are based on moral
or on economic and political grounds. However, we cannot be blind to the atrocities that
the Nigerian Government has perpetrated,
and we must not allow or aid them in continuing those atrocities, as they are also ethically wrong and create support for terrorism
in the first place. We must stay limited and
pointed in our efforts to aid this government
and remain in a passive yet supportive role
rather than an active one. HMR
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THE HUMANITARIAN
IMPULSE
ANANYA KUMARBANERJEE (‘17)

I

f I asked you which European
country contributes the greatest
number of aid workers, I could
probably predict your response. For
those who have not investigated this issue
closely, the “answers” seem obvious: the
United Kingdom, Germany, and France.
These nations are “obvious” answers because they are considered to be the most
economically stable and powerful in the
European region. These nations represent colonist superpowers, so support
for volunteer action seems suitable as
atonement for past human rights abuses. But to the surprise of many people,
none of these nations is the number one
contributor of person for international
support. No, the number one contributor
is Austria.
Austria, the nation that has been subjected to a countless number of Germanic regimes, currently contributes over 1.9
million international volunteers annually. The tiny nation of Austria is synonymous with yodelling and the Sound of
Music but does not come to mind when
discussing foreign aide. For a nation
whose population rings in at about 8
million, this is an incredible investment.
Here lies the Austrian Enigma: Why does
this tiny European nation have so many
volunteers?
One major subject that differs widely
across the European Union is legislation
regarding volunteer participation. The
definition and infrastructure supporting
volunteering varies from nation to na-

tion. Some nations have age-old systems
that reward volunteers. According to the
European Alliance Network, a strong
volunteering
infrastructure
should
“provide good access to volunteering
opportunities, professional support by
qualified staff throughout the volunteer
engagement and adequate exit strategies.” While legislation regarding volunteering in Austria is not as strong as it
is in Germany or the United Kingdom,
it does possess a certain depth and care
to its functioning. Currently, four out
of the nine different counties in Austria
contain a volunteering center. These centers hold annual summits to discuss aid
not just in the international community
but also at home. They aim to weave the
importance of helping others into the
everyday lives of the Austrian populace.
Despite this, we still lack an acceptable
explanation for the extensive number of
Austrian participants in international
foreign aid.
Perhaps the answer is not to be found
in the nation itself, but in its neighbors.
Austria’s closest and most influential
neighbor is Germany, a nation that has
a history of prejudice. A very old history unites Germany and Austria. The
predominant language and populace of
both these nations is German, and they
have been legislatively united at multiple
points in time. After the fall of the Holy
Roman Empire, the first official uniting
of “Germany” and Austria was under the
German Confederation defined by the
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Congress of Vienna in 1815. For the 72
years after the dissolution of this confederation and before the establishment of
the Third Reich, Austria was supposedly independent. However, as proximate
nations that were forced to trade and
communicate together, the flow of ideas
between these two places continued. Because of this, one of the main pillars of
stereotypical historical German culture,
Nazism, bled into Austrian society.
While many Austrians detested the
way they were treated by the Germans,
they did in some ways agree with German ideas of “Aryan superiority.” Although these nations had political agendas which created a polar relationship,
their culture, food, language and people
were all very similar because of their
proximity.
Entrenched deep in Austrian society
is the notion of ethnic superiority. When
the Germans coerced Austrians into the
Third Reich, it was not just because Germany was “entitled to the land” because
of their ethnicity. The real reason was to
unite all of those who were considered to
be “ethnic” Germans, which included the
Austrian populace.
Today, the majority of people in developing nations that are in need of aid are
of color. In terms of ethnicity, these people would be generally accepted as being
ethnically inferior to the Austrian people. The mindset that promotes Austrians (who have a dense and complicated
history with ideas of ethnic superiority)

Features
to work in less fortunate nations is similar to the one presented to Americans
who move to help these people. While in
some cases the predominant incentive is
merely “helping other people”, it is often
much more complicated. Rather, what
informs the decision that moves these
people across the world is their own superiority attached to guilt mechanisms.
By helping these less fortunate (almost
always colored people), they are saying,
“Look at me, I’m such a good person; I
helped someone who is clearly inferior
to me even though I didn’t need to.”
Given a similar dynamic present in
Austrian culture, the same is true there.
They are helping people not out of the
goodness of their heart, but rather because they are in a sense proving a
prophecy that deems them more superior. By being charitable, they are further
showing their superiority of character.
This one major power dynamic that affects the incentives for foreign humanitarian aid participation in Austria. But
what about the complex history between
Austria and Germany? Could this inform some competition between the two
nations?
During it’s time, the Austrian Empire was the second largest country
in Europe. It was also the largest and
strongest nation in the German Confederation (1804–1867). At it’s peak it
contained parts of Croatia, the Czech
Republic, Hungary, Italy, Montenegro,
Poland, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Slo-

venia, Ukraine, and Austria. It was initially founded by the Holy Roman Emperor Francis II, a Hapsburg monarch.
The Austrian Empire was one known
for its consideration of class and culture. Historically, Vienna is seen as one
of the great cities of Western Europe. But
after World War I, this was completely
changed.
When World War I struck, Austria
was not as strong as it could have been.
It ended up on the losing side, and was
reduced to a tiny republic. Part of the seceded territory became apart of the German Empire.
In the years to follow, Austria was subjected to annexation by Nazi Germany
(1938) as well as a series of other Allied
powers (1945). It wasn’t until 1955 that
Austria was once again recognized as an
independent nation. Since then, Austria
has struggled to develop an independent,
democratic society. Many Austrians
blame their past instability in it’s totality
on Germany.
The ebb and flow of political power
that was transferred between Austria and
Germany has created a complex dynamic
between the two nations. Tiny Austria,
who was essentially destroyed by the
German Empire, is trying to find its place
in history. Today, modern Austrians still
feel intense competition with Germany.
Modern Austrian culture is trying to sever itself completely from what is Modern
Germany. In a world where Austria not
a nation but an independent idea but

an afterthought attached to the German
country, Austrians feel they are constantly fighting to separate and define themselves as different from, if not superior to
the Germans.
This is no easy feat. Today, Germany has a population of over 80 million,
and represents an economic superpower. How can Austria compare? How can
Austria defeat the German power?
One way? Outdoing them in foreign
aid participants.
The major factor is the intense competition felt by Austrians towards Germany.
In this one particular field, Austria does
manage to outdo its superpower neighbor. The issue is that when they arrive to
help these people, their mindset is still
being moulded by Germany the way it
was in the past. No matter how far Austria
runs, it will always be influenced by Germany. So when members of the Austrian
populace travel to developing nations, at
first what is influencing them is competition with Germany. But as time goes by,
another idea kicks in. As time goes by,
the volunteers start to help the poor populace because they are helplessly inferior.
As time goes by, Austrians are affected by
the same prejudice ailment which brings
rich Americans around the world to help
little brown children.
For Austrians, the real issue is not
their singular competition with Germany or their inherent racism, but rather
the combination of the two. HMR
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reece’s economy has continued to
plummet as the Greek debt crisis
enters its sixth year and Greece
continuously fails to repay its loans. Through
debt negotiations, Europe has avoided the
immediate threat of a Grexit, or Greek exit,
from the Eurozone, though the likelihood of
a Greek return to normalcy in the near future
is slim. Deals of this nature have failed in the
past due to Greece’s using the bailout to repay
creditors rather than reinvest in the economy,
providing little long-term economic stability.
These plans have failed because they address
the Greek debt crisis as an economic problem
when, in reality, the crisis is a political problem stemming from rampant corruption in
an overly active public sector. Only through
reform and the privatization of government
assets and services can Greece reach a longterm solution to its economic problems.
Greece’s economy and political system

have been unstable since its occupation by
the Ottomans, when, according to former
finance minister Dimitris Georgakopoulos,
the Greeks engaged in tax evasion as a form
of resistance to Ottoman rule. A revolving
door of political regimes defined the subsequent century. It was not until 1975 that
a new constitution established Greece as a
parliamentary republic; however, Greece
continued to experience both internal and
external tension as it struggled to define the
powers of the president and its relationship
with Turkey and Macedonia. In the 1980s,
Andreas Papandreou became the prime
minister of Greece and set a precedent for
cronyism within the government by awarding supporters government positions while
enforcing protectionist economic policies.
After the creation of the euro in 1999,
Greece attempted to gain entry into the Eurozone, though it failed to meet the criteria. En-

http://www.abc.net.au/cm/lb/6590266/data/bank-queues-in-greece-data.jpg
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try into the European Monetary Union consisted of four main conditions derived from
German fiscal policy. The state’s inflation rate
could be no more than 1.5% higher than the
average inflation rates for the three member
states with the best economic performance,
interest rates could not be more than 2%
above that of the top three performing member states, deficit could not exceed 3% of the
state’s GDP, debt could not exceed 60% of its
GDP, and currency must be stable. In 1999,
Greece’s debt was equivalent to 94% of its
GDP and its deficit was 3.38% of GDP. Greece
successfully joined the Eurozone in 2001, as
it manipulated some of its data to meet the
EMU’s criteria. Despite the precarious nature
of Greece’s economy, per capita GDP had increased significantly since its entrance to the
European Union in 1981. In order to pay for
infrastructure improvements to further promote growth, the government loaned capital from European countries and investors.
Greece continued to survive through these
loans despite the government’s gross mismanagement of public funds. This trend of mismanagement continued through the government of Kostas Karamanlis who had run on
the platform of transparent government and
limited corruption despite later being accused
of wiretapping, mismanaged public finances,
and cronyism. After the 2008 financial crisis,
Greece announced that it had under-reported
its debt, leading to question of Greece’s stability. Without the ability to borrow, Greek
declared bankruptcy in 2010. In May of that
year, Greece agreed to a bailout plan with the
IMF, European Commission, and European
Central Bank (collectively called the troika)
for 110 billion euros to avert further crisis.
While the bailout was intended to stabilize
the Greek economy and provide for economic structural improvements, Greece used the
bailout to payback international creditors. In
the four years since the deal, the size of the
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Greek economy has decreased by a quarter
while unemployment remains at 25%. In
2015 the leftist Syriza party, to which Prime
Minister Tsipras belongs, was elected to renegotiate the bailout and limit austerity measures. Tsipras’ platform included increasing
the deficit and debt forgiveness. When the
IMF loaned to Greece, it expected a return
once Greece’s economy had stabilized. In
June, Greece announced that it was unable to
repay its 1.55 billion Euro loan from the IMF.
By missing its payment, Greece effectively
strong-armed the troika into renegotiating its
debt. Because Greece significantly burdens
European taxpayers who foot Greece’s bailouts, Germany pushed for austerity measures
to rein in Greek debt. The current bailout plan
requires Greece to reform its pension, tax, energy, financial, and labor systems in exchange
for 86 billion euros. On July 30th, the IMF announced that it would not participate in the
Greek bailout unless Greece agreed to a set of
reforms. Despite consensus on the amount of
the bailout package, the deal fails to acknowledge Greece’s inability to pay its creditors. The
IMF has noted the Greece’s debt must be reduced in order to rehabilitate the economy.
Neither the plan proposed by Germany nor the IMF-amended version provides
measures to monitor Greek corruption and
ensure that Greece has realized its promises of reform. The European Union seems
not to have learned its lesson from its previous Greek bailout package. While the deal,
which has not officially been publically released, provides for monitors of Greece’s
progress, it does not specify to what extent
Greece will be monitored and does not
provided any analysis of inefficiencies that
could be eliminated in Greece’s government.
While the most recently announced bailout
plan does not appear to provide explicit measures for tackling corruption, its provision
that the government liquidates and privatizes
its assets allows for Greece to take a crucial
step right direction. In “The Choice Between
Market Failures and Corruption,” Daron Acemoglu assumes that “1. Government intervention requires the use of agents and the[se]
bureaucrats are self-interested and…. hard to
monitor perfectly.” Given the current size of
the Greek public sector, it would be impossible to fully eliminate governmental corruption. An OECD analysis of the Greek government revealed that the average Greek ministry
contained 440 different sub-departments.
20% of the departments’ only employees were
the heads of the departments and twenty or
so others. A privatization of components of
the Greek government could limit corrup-

It will take years for Greece’s economy to recover
from its depression. The only way, though, to ensure
that this recovery occurs and is lasting is for the European Union and IMF to promote the creation of an
anti-corruption regulatory body and the
privatization of parts of the public sector.
tion by decreasing the size of the government.
Privatizing assets, however, is only the first
step in eliminating corruption and rehabilitating the economy. In order to enjoy the full
benefits of this liquidation process, Greece
must actively promote private business within Greece. This task is easier said than done. If
Eurozone countries could attract private businesses to their countries, there would be no
recession. Normally, countries such as Greece
might consider devaluing their currency, or
reducing the value of their currency relative
to the exchange rate. Doing so would allow for
the cheaper exportation of goods and services
from Greece. Although, because Greece is a
member of the Eurozone, this option is impossible, even if some commentators cheekily

note that Greece has a devalued currency already (the euro). If Greece remains a member
of the Eurozone, its only option is to offer tax
incentives to businesses to draw them to the
country. While the government needs revenue
to pay lenders, tax incentives for businesses
would eventually provide long-term stability.
It will take years for Greece’s economy
to recover from its depression. The only
way, though, to ensure that this recovery
occurs and is lasting is for the European
Union and IMF to promote the creation
of an anti-corruption regulatory body and
the privatization of parts of the public sector. Without these alterations of Greece’s
political structure, it would be impossible
for Greece’s economy to fully recover. HMR

http://greece.greekreporter.com/2014/11/03/eu-official-greece-unable-to-exit-
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Losing Value

Dahlia Krutkovich (‘17)

G

rappling with a slowdown
long-predicted to have run its
course by now, in an act of fiscal desperation, the People’s Bank of China
(PBOC) devalued the Yuan by four percent
on August 13th. For the first time since
2005, the international banking community, the PBOC, and by extent, communist
party, views China’s financial future profoundly murky. As a result, the usually stoic
Chinese bank officials have jumped to reassure the public and quell their fears. Considering China’s fiscal dominance, which
reaches not only its neighboring Asian
countries, but also more distant nations
like Turkmenistan, the utter capitulation
of Chinese markets and insular emergency
legislation the party has passed have created a ripple effect, leaving the global economy reeling.
Despite ranking party members’ assuaging international anxiety by way of fabricated economic data, the devaluation, which
follows July’s 1,500-point crash in the

Shanghai Composite Index (SCI), Beijing’s
benchmark stock index, and 2011’s housing
crisis leave economists ever more apprehensive of the ambiguity evident in the Chinese
market. While not a repeat of 2008’s financial meltdown, the quick series of events
that unfolded after the devaluation seem
to point to residual fear and trepidation in
the wake of the last great economic crisis.
As a general rule, the stock market relies
on the knee-jerk reactions and pure emotion of traders, thus not making it a wholly
trustworthy barometer of economic health
(see: the one of the longest bear markets
in the New York Stock Exchange’s history
during the Great Recession), yet the Dow
Jones Industrial Average’s (DJI) 1,000-point
plunge on August 24th, and then another
500-point dip the following day, came as
largely unforeseen, and frankly shocking.
Of the most prominent international
indexes (DJI, Standard and Poores, The Financial Times, and SCI), the SCI’s performance has been the most erratic, closing
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within one percent of the previous day’s
value only 54 percent of trading days in
the last 25 years, while the next most volatile, S&P, has closed within one percent 74
percent of trading days. So while a decline
as dramatic as 1,500 points, with a total
sell off of eight and a half percent, comes
as an unwelcome turn of events, the reactionary four to five percent drops in Tokyo,
London, and New York’s respective indexes
cannot be branded as shocking, only stupidly unpredicted.
In the face of this somehow unexpected downturn, the United States’ growth
should prevail. Generally viewed in the
international community as a safe-haven
in difficult or unstable times, with the US’
GDP growing at a steady three percent and
unemployment at an 88-month low, the
United States’ economy will withstand the
short-term international aftershocks of a
weakened China, despite whatever slowdown its fiscal future holds.
Though, in spite of the United States’
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own immediate security, the majority of developing Asian nations, which have enjoyed
prolonged prosperity as a result of their ties
to the Chinese economy, may find themselves marked for hardship in the coming
months. Countries like Malaysia, Vietnam,
Mongolia, South Korea, Singapore, and
even Japan could find themselves in precarious health by the end of 2015, given the
continued, yet now market-controlled depreciation of the Yuan and sustained financial hemorrhaging China has so desperately
tried to hide. Other large developing importers in which China invested pre-2011,
such as the Democratic Republic of the
Congo (the DRC), Angola, Zambia, Turkmenistan, and the Republic of the Congo
(“the Congo”), face economic uncertainty
given the Communist Party’s new emphasis
on Chinese self-reliance. Before the crash,
China ranked first in foreign energy consumption, importing 6.1 million barrels of
oil per day, though given their expansion
in off-shore drilling and increased coal ex-

traction (producing over three billion short
tons in 2013), the billion Chinese consumers on which the world so heavily relies may
become inaccessible.
With shipping through Singapore, often
a metric of China’s financial health, contracting at an alarming rate, the global implications of China’s capitulation have only
just begun to surface. Considering the sixyear decline in global trade, another seemingly endless downward trend, the shift
from a net export economy to one more
grounded at home, could not only cut the
long term growth of a consumer-based US
economy at its knees but harm US companies with their main manufacturing force
based abroad. The insular investing culture
in Beijing, where foreigners are barred from
participation, seems only to be strengthening as the Communist party laces further restrictions into their fiscal code, thus
freezing out international money. While in
theory this could promote internal growth,
in reality a harsher climate will only precip-
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itate global fear, possibly even crushing that
internal growth.
Despite bold predictions and economic
soothsaying from pundits ranging from Jim
Cramer to Federal Reserve Chair Janet Yellen, the only certain thing to be drawn from
the depreciation is more uncertainty. Even
February’s guarantee from International
Monetary Fund Chair Christine Lagarde,
who claimed by the end of this year the
fund would include the Yuan in its Special
Drawing Rights pool, a basket of foreign
currencies used as a foreign exchange reserve to supplement shortages of foreign
exchange reserve assets such as gold or the
dollar. This now seems nearly impossible to
responsibly fulfill. No person, save perhaps
the shadowy upper echelons of the PBOC
can claim to truly understand or know the
ultimate effects of the depreciation, one
that these same pundits until a few weeks
ago claimed no one should be concerned
about. HMR
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A MISGUIDED ATTEMPT AT THE
PERFECT ENTERPRISE

Amazon’s Ruthless Workplace
PETER SHAMAMIAN (‘16)

W

orkers who suffered cancer, miscarriages, and other personal crises have said
that they were unfairly judged by higher-ups in the company instead of being
given time to convalesce and reorganize
their lives. Sabotage in the workplace
is rampant with the company’s “worker
performance phone line” made available
to all the employees. These are just some
of the experiences that workers face at
Amazon in what seems to be an entirely cutthroat work environment. While
on the surface it seems like the issue is
something that needs to be investigated
and ameliorated, one can clearly see that
it has become the unfortunate manifestation of what it means for a large company, heavily based in technological innovations for delivery, to be successful
in the fast-paced world of business.
Amazon, despite its size and standing
in the world of delivery and e-commerce,
is a microcosm of the problems that
workers experience in an ever-growing
industry full of competition and manipulation. Although company executives,
such as Jeff Bezos of Amazon, claim that
they were not made aware of these injustices, clearly allowed these institutions
of hierarchy and punishment to thrive

all under the guise of “progression”.
Keeping with the example of Amazon, the company strives to incorporate
a strict set of values and rules that the
employees abide by. They are told to forget the “poor habits” that they learned at
their own jobs, and when they “hit the
wall”, they are told to “climb the wall.”
This all culminates in the employee’s
memorization and internalization of the
company’s guiding principles. Workers
know them by heart and repeat them
with pride.
The emailing and constant communication between workers breaks down
the typical barriers of a workday and the
convention that once you’ve left work, it
is acceptable to not answer emails or text
messages, but at Amazon, this means
trouble. Workers toil on and off site late
into the night, constantly communicating or expecting responses from other
workers in the office.
This idea of never-ending work and
undying company loyalty is just the surface of the problem. The concept of continuous work and trouble for those who
take a break contributes to the growing
issue of competition in the workplace,
and not to mention Amazon’s encouraging workers to tear each other’s ideas
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apart and to report other workers based
on the smallest of problems. “’I felt concerned about his inflexbility and openly
complaining about minor tasks,’” a New
York Times piece revealed as a common
complaint from workers about their
co-workers. The workers that are then
found in “violation” of not working hard
enough or not providing enough ideas
are then let go; a system the company compares to social Darwinism. The
Times writes that some who walk in as
new employees are not there in a few
years.
It is all about understand and redefining the limits of white collar America.
People who are educated through college
or undergraduate school clearly have the
capacity to operate and be successful in
the workplace, but with almost impossible odds and competition beyond anyone’s wildest dreams, how successful can
a person really be in the world of new
industry?
Amazon is notorious for and still acknowledges their image as a company
that pushes its workers, though they
don’t seem to admit the extent to which
it is clearly happening. Workers like Bo
Olson, who lasted less that two years
in marketing at Amazon, described his
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experience seeing people weep at their
desks, and “grown men covering their
faces” outside of conference rooms.
However widespread the stress and grief
that employees experience at Amazon
is, there is an intrinsic confidentiality
agreement between the company and
its employees. On its face, we see Amazon through the eyes of a consumer,
but there are layers of protection that we
cannot see past.
The worst part of the workplace at
Amazon is its increasing ability to track
worker productivity and accomplishment. The company uses data to continuously track the performance of the employees at a time in the world in which
office technology is becoming quicker,
more efficient, and less costly, but at the
same time harsher and less forgiving to
employees. This contributes again to its
“elimination system” where we see new
recruits and hires disappear from desks
and conference rooms within a couple
years of their first day.
The biggest losers in this system of
principles and competition are women.
Unlike Facebook, Google, and Walmart,
Amazon does not have a single woman
on its top leadership team, and women are blaming the existing competition-and-elimination system. Women
who participated in a Times survey said
this inequality manifested in intangible
criteria like “earn trust” or disagreement
with colleagues. Being to forceful in
their respective workplaces was particularly dangerous for them.
Motherhood also seems to be a “liability” for women, the Times article
said. The long hours demanded by management was not conducive to raising
a family. There have been multiple instances in which Amazon management
has asked employees to leave who took
too long to return from maternity leave
or did not devote enough time to their
work in order to be with their children.
This is the sad reality of a competitive
workplace, and the idea that a woman
cannot simultaneously grow her family
and work at Amazon is unacceptable. In
a country that has one of the most unjust
maternity leave track records, it is time
for Amazon to show that it is capable of
letting its employees have time for the
family and have them return to work at
an agreeable time.
Amazon seems to be contented by its
“churn and burn” system, as described

by one of its former employees. It has
perfected its activity of bringing the
masses in, letting go of the the masses,
but keeping the special people that will
work to its standards and bless them
with amazing opportunities and an appropriate compensation for their work.
The most surprising result is that many
other tech companies benefit from the
cycle of Amazon exit, as Faebook has
expanded its Seattle facilities to take in
the workers who did not quite make it
at Amazon. These employees are highly desirable because of their work ethic,
local recruiter say, but the fact that these
people had to be put through the gamut
of Amazon in order to be seen as desirable by others is shocking and psychologically counter-productive.
In a recruiting video for Amazon,
a young woman warns: “You either fit
here or you don’t. You love it or you
don’t. There is no middle ground.” The
effect that the rip-roaring, high-intensity, make-it-or-break-it trials at Amazon
have on young people is wrong. The idea
that a company is looking for people
who have been very well educated, are
generally sharp and innovating, and also
value work over family and other commitments just is not reasonable in this
time of the world. The Times piece illustrated the idea that 40-year-old workers
thought that they would be replaced with
30-year-olds who were younger and less
committed, and then the 30-year-olds
thought that they would be replaced by
20-somethings who had even less commitments. One employee of Amazon,
who is 25 and married with two kids,
thought that he was going to be replaced
by even younger college graduates who
had more time and fewer commitments.
A company like Amazon needs to look
at longevity as its goal rather than excellence in the moment. Having this never-ending cycle of hiring new employees and filtering out any of those who
are not the “best of the best” is counter-productive and hurtful to its image.
Recently, Amazon has hit a gap in its
employment, and is looking to bring
in lots of new bodies. Is this a result of
its strain of rapid growth and employee
exit? It may be a mystery to us, but Amazon, a founder of e-commerce, needs to
re-evaluate its standing on what a great
workplace looks like, as well how to create more comfort and security in the
workplace. HMR
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“
AMAZON,
DESPITE ITS
SIZE AND
STANDING IN
THE WORLD OF
DELIVERY AND
E-COMMERCE,
IS A MICROCOSM OF THE
PROBLEMS
THAT WORKERS
EXPERIENCE IN
AN EVERGROWING INDUSTRY FULL
OF
COMPETITION
AND
MANIPULATION.
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s genetic sequencing technology becomes increasingly
accessible, rapid expansion
and development in the field of genetic
testing presents society with tremendous
ethical and moral controversy. Scientists
continue to gain more and more ability
to obtain and identify the implications of
genetic information, yet there is a clear
lack of discussion surrounding the ethics
of these new possibilities. It is necessary
that regulations be put into place prior
to the public release of any new genetic
innovations, especially those involving
reproduction and prenatal modification.
Currently, all genetic testing fits into
three distinct categories: diagnostic, carrier, and predictive testing. Diagnostic
testing involves identifying current disease states and includes both newborn
and prenatal screening. Carrier testing
is used to determine if an individual is
a carrier of a specific gene. Information
obtained from carrier testing often contributes to an individual’s decision to
reproduce. Lastly, predictive testing involves pinpointing certain genetic mutations that are known to lead to later onset
of diseases.
The new availability and accessibility
of genetic information have the ability to
lead to serious issues with confidentiality. This is especially problematic when
considering insurance policies. If an individual is found to be predisposed to a
late onset disease, it is extremely likely
that the person’s insurance supplier will
vastly increase the amount that he or she
must pay in order to maintain health insurance. Additionally, corporations may
refuse to insure individuals who do not
undergo genetic testing. Without regulation, the availability of knowledge will
cause insurance prices to skyrocket for
a large portion of the population, even
though the actual likelihood of developing disease has not changed.
Similarly, employers may refuse work
to individuals who have a mutation that
may cause a late onset disease. Without
the knowledge that the individual has a
genetic predisposition for a certain disease, employment would not have been
affected. Additionally, the fact that an
individual has a specific gene does not
necessarily mean that he or she will defi-
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“The new availability and accessibility of genetic
information have the ability to lead to serious issues
with confidentiality. This is especially problematic
when considering insurance policies.”
nitely develop a disease. Before genetic
sequencing and analysis becomes any
more accessible to the general public and
companies, rules and government regulations must be put into place limiting
the ability of corporations to discriminate against certain individuals based on
genetic differences.
Another confidentiality issue that has
arisen is whom a person’s genetic information is available to and for what it is
used. Several years ago, members of an
Indian Tribe known as Havasupai consented to contribute their DNA samples
to Arizona State University researchers
in order to determine the cause of a high
tribal rate of diabetes. The tribe later
found that their DNA had been used in a
range of other studies, including but not
limited to mental illness and the tribe’s
geographical origin. The tribe was not
informed of these studies, and the controversy sparked discussion about how
detailed and informative consent forms
must be. In order to avoid misuse and ensure that individuals consent to all manners in which their DNA is being used,
there must be standards put into place
for genetic testing consent forms.
In order to combat confidentiality and
consent issues, a government organization should be formed with the sole focus
of genetic testing consent. There must
be a standard created for consent forms
that includes the amount of detail that
patients need to know in order for them
to be considered to have informed con-

sent. Should geneticists wish to use the
DNA samples for new technologies that
arise after consent was given, a new form
must be drafted that includes details of
the procedures and uses.
Another popular form of genetic testing is prenatal screening. In contrast to
other types of medical screening, which
focus on managing a clinical disease,
prenatal screening has a strong focus on
reproductive decision-making. In this
case, individuals may choose to have an
abortion if genetic testing finds that the
fetus has a detrimental disease. Similarly,
new technologies have advanced recently
that suggest parents may have the ability
to select for certain genes for there baby.
This includes selecting against disease
related genes to ensure that their baby is
healthy. However, if it is possible to select
for certain genes when regarding disease, it may also be possible to select for
certain genes that have no affect on the
baby’s health (such as eye color, height,
athleticism, and even intelligence). Before this becomes achievable and is put
into practice, it is absolutely imperative
that regulations are put into place limiting the amount of selection, preferably to
only those that are relevant to the child’s
health. At this point, we do not know the
potential side effects of altering human
genes in such specific ways. As seen in
genetic alteration of crops and animals
(GMO’s), many specimens develop unforeseen side effects that are detrimental to the health of the organism. While
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these organisms are tossed aside, we cannot do the same with a human life.
Aside from health implications, there
are ethical issues regarding society, genetic variation, and population genetics. Already it is possible for parents to
choose the sex of their babies prior to
using In Vitro Fertilization (IVF). The
American Society for Reproductive
Medicine (ASRM) typically allows parents to decide the sex of their baby, while
the American Congress of Obstetricians
and Gynecologists (ACOG) strongly
advocates against sex selection due to a
global societal threat of selection against
women. Overall, availability of selection
of specific traits in a fetus could severely
alter and decrease genetic diversity within society.
As the possibilities with genetic testing increase at an exponential rate, government intervention becomes more and
more necessary. The rapid pace at which
technologies related to genetic sequencing and analysis are growing coupled
with the lack of communications between
the scientists creating these technologies
leaves little knowledge to the government
about the new possibilities. Additionally,
the rapid discovery rate does not leave
an adequate amount of time for agencies
to stop and debate the ethics and implications of these new innovations. Before
these technologies are put into practice,
it is absolutely necessary that the ethical
implications are discussed and regulations are implemented. HMR
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