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The Apartheid Wall between
the West Bank and Gaza
features graffiti illustrating the
Palestinian struggle for freedom.
Photo courtesy of Laith Shakir.

See “Solving the Unsolvable: the Battle over
Gaza" by Ben Hawthorne on page 11

From the Editors

Welcome to the latest issue of Agora! In this
issue, we dive into the turnmoil currently
racking the Middle East. We feature articles
analyzing the tragedy in Benghazi, the war
over Gaza and the brewing conflict with Iran.

Not to be missed 1s special guest author
and Paly alumnus Gregory Dunn’s article on
the benefits of supplymng anfi-awcraft weap-
ons to Syrian rebels. We would like to thank
Greg for writing for us, again!

In other exciting news, Agora is finally
going online. Visit us at agora.palyvoice.com to
read our all of our articles and archives.

We wish our readers good luck on their fi-
nals and a happy holidays. See you next year!

Ben Hawthorne and Josh Arfin
Editors-in-Chief

Submit to Agora

We want to hear your opinion! As a student
publication, we hope to publish articles rep-
resenting the entire range of diverse political
opinions from the student body We welcome
submissions from anyone interested in foreign
affairs. Azora also welcomes student cartoons
and drawings to supplement the licensed im-
ages In our magazine,

Contact palyjofa@gmail.com for

more information.
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President Must Update Second-Term Foreign Policy

s our dear readers most likely know,

Barack H. Obama has been re-elect-

ed as President of the United States
of America. While President Obama had a
largely successful foreign policy in his first
term, there are three issues, climate change,
human rights and poverty, that Obama needs
to address in his second term.

First, the United States needs to lead the
world in combating climate change. In the
wake of the colossal loss of life and property
caused by Hurricane Sandy, whose strength
was likely oreatly ampliied by a warmer
ocean, it is surprising that the President
has not made any attempts to fight climate
change, but the reality 1s that Obama is still
bending to the will of climate denialists in
Congress. Despite the claims of many in
Congress, the evidence for anthropogenic
climate change is overwhelming: 97 percent
of scientists agree that it is real and all long-
term climate and ice core dafa that we have
suggests that it is happening The impact of
climate change is also both cataclysmic and
immediate: it has already increased the num-
ber and severity of hurricanes hitting our
shores, caused the most destructive American
drought since the 19th century and has in-
creased the severity and frequency of flood-
ing in coastal and riparian cities." *

Despite the pressing severity of climate
change, the United States has almost com-
pletely ignored the problem at an interna-
tional level. Though the President has made
some progress towards combaling climate
change domestically, including setting high-
er fuel efficiency standards for vehicles and
more dispensing more federal funds to al-
ternative energy companies, he needs to do
more at an international level, since climate
change is a global problem. He can start by
levying a domestic tax on carbon emissions.
Such a tax would raise $401 billion by the
end of the decade and would cut emissions by
over one billion tonnes of carbon dioxide.> *
It would also help set an example for the rest

1. “Ewvidence of Global Warming " Scottsbluff Star Herald
Eearney Hub, 4 Dec. 2012 Web. 13 Dec. 2012

2 Eilperin, Juliet ‘“Flood Risk Will Rise with Climate
Change, Experts Say." The Washington Fost 1 Nov 2012 n.
pag Frint

5 Eomanoff, Gharles “CARBON TAX 5-SECTOR
MODEL " Carbon Taz Center — Benefits. Carbon Tax Cen-
ter, 24 Aug 2012. Web. 13 Dec. 2012

4 Plumer, Brad. “Would a Carbon Tax Cut Enussions Dras-
tically? Not on Its Owm." WonkElog The Washington Post,
20 Now 2012 Web. 13 Dec. 2012

of the world that chimate change should be
combated.

The Obama administration must also fry
to establish a binding, international agree-
ment to either limit carbon emissions or tax
emissions. One of the primary reasons that
international climate talks like the recent
conference in Doha, Qatar have failed 1s be-
cause the United States is unwilling to take
concerted action to end climate change, and
developing nations, especially China, use
America’s heel dragging as thew primary jus-
fification for not taking action against climate
change. Standing up for climate change fight-
ing measures, such as international carbon
emissions (reaties (a la the Kyoto Protocol),
a global cap-and-trade market or agreements
to levy carbon taxes in several countries,
would instantly change the tone in interna-

The fact that we give South Africa, the
25th wealthiest country in the world, $566
million in aid per year, is indefensible.

tional talks and take away China’s excuse for
ignoring the environment.

The United States also needs to stand up
for human rights abroad. Although the Presi-
dent has done a decent job of standing up for
political freedoms (see, for example, his sup-
port for pro-democracy protesters in Libya
and Egypt), his record on defending minority
rights, especially those of women and LG-
BTQ people, is spottier. The President and
his administration need to condemn discrimi-
nation whenever it occurs and regardless of
whether it happens to our allies or enemies.
Agora recommends that the President con-
sider cutting or lower aid to couniries that
discriminate against women, minorities or
LGBTQ people, especially if said couniries
have no sirategic value to the United States.

Finally, we must work harder to eradicate
the twin scourges of poverty and disease. Al-
though we already generously give to devel-
oping countries and those in poverty world-
wide through USAID, we need to do more.

Furthermore, we need to rethink our for-
eign aid policy. Currently, most humanitarian
aid is what is responsive aid, which refers to
our tendency fo only send aid in reaction fo

humanitarian crises instead of attempting to
prevent them. Almost no Americans worked
on building stronger, earthquake-proof hous-
es to replace the weak cinder-block shacks
that many Haitians lived in before the dev-
astating 2010 earthquake there, even though
massive amounts of American aid flowed
into the country after the earthquake. The
main ways that we can make our aid policy
more preemptive of crises is in our policies
to combat hunger and disease. Instead of just
sending food to famine-siricken countries, we
need o send nrigation experts, fertilizer and
genetically modified drought-resistant crops.
Similarly, we should increase our investment
in cheap disease prevention programs, like
malaria nets, condoms and sex education, so
that we do not have to pay for much more
expensive treatment programs later.

While it makes
sense fto increase
ouwr commitment to
development and
decreasing poverly
worldwide, we musi
expect other na-
tions to pitch in as
well. The fact that we give South Africa, the
25th wealthiest country in the world, $566
million in aid per year, is indefensible. Many
wealthier developing nations, particularly
the rising superpowers of the BRICs (Brazil,
Russia, India and China), give litile foreign
ald, which we need to change.

An easy way to restrict aid to countries
that do not need it and to prod countries that
do not give enough aid to give more would
be to update the definition of developing
country, which has not changed since WWII,
to exclude wealthy rising powers like China
and Brazil, who clearly no longer fall into the
“developing” category and ought to face the
same expeciation of aiding the poor that de-
veloped countries do.

In his first term, Obama’s foreign policy
focused largely on America’s image and on
defeating threats to America’s security. While
these are both noble goals, they pale in im-
portance to the impact of climate change
and global poverty, both of which affect far
more people far more severely than Ameri-
can security policy ever will. If the President
focuses his second term on these long-term
1ssues, he will have a lasting legacy.

Do you have any thoughts on something in this issue?
Email palyjofa@gmail.com to submit a letter to the editor.
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Bringing Bond Back

The American intelligence service must utilize human intelligence to stay relevant

1en CIA agents first received re-

ports that the American consul-

ate in Benghazi was under attack,
their first reaction was to ask what forces they
could send in to help. Within 25 minutes of
being notified of the attack, the CIA was able
to deploy a Predator reconnaissance drone to
monitor the compound. How was the CIA
able to deploy this drone within less than an
hour, while 1t took the fastest conventional
military forces over three hours to deploy to
Libya? The answer is that drone was already
in the air, conducting a surveillance operation
i Libyan airspace, so it was easy fo divert the
aircraft to the scene of the attack.

The fact that the CIA maintains con-
stant drone surveillance in a neutral country
such as Libya should come as no surprise;
the American intelligence community has
maintained vigilant surveillance of the entire
world since the beginning of the Cold War.

The United States has used aerial and
satellite surveillance (i.e. image intelligence,
or IMINT) extensively since the beginning
of the Cold War, although aerial surveil-
lance did not take off until the development
of the U-2, a spy plane capable of flying
above Soviet anfi-aircraft missiles, in 1957.
U.5. aircraft and satellites initially monitored
only the U.S.5.K., although the United States
began to turn its surveillance to other coun-
fries in the 1960s, including both adversaries,
like Cuba, and neuitral nations, like Egypt.’
After the Cold War, the development of un-
manned reconnaissance drones, which have
significantly lower costs than manned awcraft
and lack the risks associated with having a
pilot who can be killed or captured, led to a
surveillance explosion. The United States has
used reconnaissance drones in every conflict
since the mid-1990s.? It currently operates
drones in numerous countries, including per-
ceived threats such as Iran and neutral na-
tions like Libya, and has satellite surveillance
of many more.**

1 Hosenball, Mark "CIA Officials in Libya Made Eey De-
cisions during Benghazi Attacks " Reuters. Thomson Reuters,
01 Mar 2012 Web. 25 Nov 2012

2 Friedman, Norman The Fifty-year War: Conflict and
Strategy in the Cold War Annapolis, MD: Naval Insttute,
2000. Print.

5 Babbin, Jed “Iran’s New FQ-170" The Spectacle Elog
The Arnerican Spectator, 12 Sept. 2011.

4 Crock, Lexi. “Spies That Fly: A Time Line of TAV:"
FES. Corporation for Fublic Broadcasting, Now 2002 Web.

By Ben Hawthorne
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF

The problems associated with this ap-
proach have become increasingly evident
since the Cold War. The main problem with
image intelligence is that it 1s both very easy
to fool and to hide from. All one needs to do
to hide from aerial reconnaissance i1s go in-
side, underground or even under a tarp. For
example, in the 1998 Kosovo War, the Serbs
were able to conceal all of their anti-awcrafi
missile sites and even most of the Serbian
Army by hiding them m crude underground
bunkers. Despite NATO usage of sophisticat-
ed radar-finding technology, no anti-aircrafi
missiles or radars were ever discovered by

NATO forces. The Serbian Army was also

The myriad problems of aerospace
surveillance and cyber intelligence may
make the United States’ prospects for
acquiring adequate intelligence about our

enemies seem hopeless.

able to fool NATO forces into attacking de-
coy vehicles. Although most of these decoys
were of hilariously bad quality, such as using
a broken car with a pipe sticking out of the
windshield as a fake tank, they were able to
fool NATO bombers into wasting millions of
dollars worth of ordinance due to image in-
telligence’s imprecision.’

Now that the Cold War has ended, IM-
INT has become even more obsolete. Its
primary strength is in detecting enemy ca-
pabilities (e.g. by counting ships in a harbor
or bombers at an airfield). Against terrorist
organizations, whose main weapons are in-
dividuals in multiple different countries, it 1s
nearly useless. Even the best drone camera
cannot tell the difference between a terrorist
and a civilian — as the numerous incidents of
drones attacking unarmed civilians, including
multiple wedding parties, show. While using
a satellite to observe ship movements is easy,
using one to snoop on ferrorists’ meetings is
impossible. Besides causing civilian casual-

11 Deae 2012

3. Norton-Taylor, Richard “How the Serb Army Escaped
NATO.” The Guardian [London] 8 May 2000: n. pag The
Guardian. Guardian Wews and Media, 08 Mar 2000 Web
25 Nev 2012
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ties and wasting scarce resources, faulty im-
age intelligence can lead to violent backlash
against the US." counterterrorism policies.
Overwhelming majorities of Pakistanis and
Yemenis are opposed to the use of drones,
and the civilian casualties that misleading 1im-
age intelligence causes inspires people to join
terrorist organizations to retaliate against the
United States or its allies.”

After the end of the Cold War, and with
the advent of the Internet, the United States
began to supplement the obsolete image in-
telligence with a new form of intelligence
gathering: cyberwarfare. Cyber intelligence,
which primarily consists of monitoring en-
emies communica-
tions, is significant-
ly more useful than
IMINT It can dis-
cover our enemies’
intenfions and ca-
pabilities while an
attack is still being
formulated. It 1s
also useful against
terrorists, since
most modern organizations, including terror-
ist groups, communicate via the Internet.

Unfortunately, cyber mntelligence is also
deeply flawed. Our enemies can avoid it by
either encrypting their messages, or, even eas-
ier, by not communicating online at all. Osa-
ma bin Laden, for example, used a messenger
to communicate, which allowed him to avoid
detection by the United States for a decade.”
Cyber ntelligence can also violate people’s’
privacy rights. The Cyber Intelligence and
Sharing Act (CGISPA), a cybersecurity bill be-
ing debated in the Senate, for example, will
allow Federal agencies to request access to
people’s personal information on the internet
without a warrant and for companies to share
people’s private information with the govern-
ment.® Finally, cyber intelligence is easy to
mislead. Since detecting online surveillance

6. Dowd, Alan W “The Brewing Eacklash against the Drone
War"” The American Interest 19 Jan 2012 n. pag Web. 25
Nov 2012

7. Finn, Peter, and And Anne E Eornblut "Al-Claeda Cou-
riers Frovided Trail That Led to Bin Laden * Washington Fost

ashington, D.C] 2 May 2011 n Washington Post
'[.;IEE Wasgl;mgmn Pc!sr, 03 b?{a}‘ 2011 ‘i.-‘fu::t? 25 Nov Elttl'ii

B McCullagh, Declan “How CISFA Would Affect You
{faq).” CNET News CES Interactive, 27 Apr 2012 Web. 27
Nov 2012
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is often easy,” enemies can intentionally spew
misinformation on Internet forums or in
email communications to mislead us.

The myriad problems of aerospace sur-
veillance and cyber inteligence may make
the U.S." prospects for acquiring adequate
intelligence about our enemies seem hope-
less. However, we need not despai, for there
is one form of intelligence that can (and
has) produced reliable resulis: human intel-
ligence. Human intelligence, which is a polite
term for the type of spying that James Bond
does, is as old as espionage itself Indeed, spy-
ing and espionage are often considered syn-
onyms, even today, and with good reason:
spying is effective. Spies can penetrate enemy
organizations, including terrorist groups, up
to very high levels, allowing the United States
to gain infricate knowledge of our enemies’
plans, capabilities and organizational struc-
ture. While spies can be vulnerable to mis-
information, this can only be the case if they
are discovered, which is unlikely. "’

Spies have been used repeatedly with
oreat success. The Soviets, who generally re-
lied more on human intelligence than the we

9 Pierce, David. “Telecormiz Hackers Helping Syrians De-
tect and Awoid Government Surveillance online ” The Verge
Np,26Dec 2011 Web 25 Nov 2012

10 USA US Army US Army Command and General
Staff College The Effectiveness of Human Intelligence in
Operation Uphold Democracy. By Martin I Urgquhart. Fort
Leavenworth: np., 1996. Web. 27 Nowv 2012
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did, had a much more successful intelligence
program than the US. The Soviets were able
to gain access to and copy the plans for nu-
merous pieces of American technology, in-
cluding the atomic bomb. America was never
able to do the same to the Soviet Union.!!
Spies have also been exiremely useful in
counterterrorism. A Saudi agent embedded
in al-Qaeda was able to foil a bomb plot last
year that would have downed several awlin-
ers and killed hundreds of people. This Saudi
agent embedded in al-Qaeda has been able
to prevent several terrorist plots, including
the 2009 attempted Christmas day airline
bombing in Detroit and a 2010 plot to mail
letter-bombs to several Chicago addresses.'
There are several common objections
to the use of human intelligence. The most
common is its danger: human intelligence is
much more dangerous than cyber or image
mtelligence. It 1s far easier for a terrorist to
kill a spy in Pakistan than a drone operator
in Nevada. However, the benefits provided
by human intelligence far outweigh its dan-
ver, especially when one considers the huge
amount of lives that spies can save by foiling
terrorist plots. Another objection to the use
of human intelligence is its difficulty. There

11. ibid 2

12. Miller, Greg “CIA Unraveled Bomb Flot frem within
Washington Fost [Washington, D.C.] 8 May 2012 n pag
Washington Post. The Washington Fost, 09 May 2012 Web
25 Nov 2012
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Adummy tank used by the Serbian Army tofool
NATO bombers during the Kosovo War. The
effectiveness of crude dummies like this one
against sophisticated aircraft demonstrates
the inferiority of aerial reconnaissance.

are very few people in the United States who
speak Urdu (the official language of Paki-
stan), for example, and few of them are in-
terested in working for the CIA. We can get
around this barrier by both recruiting spies
from the countries they are supposed to spy
on (e.g using Iranian defectors or Iranians as
spies against Iran) or by fraining Americans
in the language and culture of the group that
they are supposed to infilirate. The latter is
already being used, in the form of STAR-
TALK, the State Department’s strategic lan-
guage fraining program, which has already
taught many people strategic languages like
Urdu and Farsi.

While aerospace and cyber intelligence
are both still useful, the U.S. needs to invest
significantly more resources in human intel-
ligence programs. Some of the money we
invest in spy satellites and drones could be
better spent on training espionage agents to
infiltrate terrorist organizations and foreign
governments. If we invest in our human in-
telligence capabilities, we can hopefully pre-
vent another tragedy like Benghazi



Reconciliation Made Responsible

Pr::rst-genmcide actions succeed when aimed at reconciliation not retribution

onflicts between groups have existed
C since humans first walked the earth.
A natural preference for the familiar

has often led to a dislike of anything unfa-
miliar, whether that is religious belief or skin
color. These divides have often erupted into
violent conflicts, and within the past century
there have been numerous instances of geno-
cide. Many people have paid attention to the
methods used to defeat genocide, but the ef-
fectiveness of many methods is questionable.
By examining three separate instances

of genocide and their attempted or success-
ful resolutions in the past eighty years, we
can reach a promising direction. The trag-
edies of the Holocaust, Apartheid in South
Africa and the Rwandan Genocide suggest
that, since genocide and violent segregation
are the result of long periods of conflict and
tension between (usually ethnic) groups, they
can only be overcome when adminisirators
of the post-genocide effort reveal the basis
for the conflict, analyze the tension between
oroups and clarify the basis for conflict. Any
attempt of overcoming genocide in a stricken

By Jessica Feinberg
ASSISTANT EDITOR

=

country should prioritize healing the victims
over punishing the perpefrators.

The Holocaust

The Holocaust turned humanity on its
head. Anti-Semitic feeling had reached the
extraordinary point when neighbor turned
on neighbor and Nazi policy made Jews fis-
cally responsible for damages to property and
the economy caused by anti-Semitic violence.

Although other socially hated groups,
such as Roma and male homosexuals, were
also murdered in gas chambers, most victims
of the Holocaust (6 million of 13 milhon)
were Jews. An interesting passage from the
Encyclopedia Britannica entry on the Holo-
caust notes that, in part due to the weakness
of the German hold of Denmark but majorly
because Danes had integrated Jews into thew
culture, most Danish Jews were able to escape
the majority of the Holocaust’s destructive
influence.! Members of the Einsatzgruppen
(German for “task forces”, the Einsatzgrup-

. “Helocaust (European History) Intreduction” Ency-

clopedia Eritannica Online. Encyclopedia Britannica, 2012
Web. 27 Apr 2012

-8-

Nazis leaders on trial for war crimes including
genocide in Nuremberg, Germany. circa 1945.

pen were SS death squads of 100 men for
whom systematic murder was an organiza-
tional policy) participated in mass shootings
i which Jewish families were routinely mur-
dered outside their hometowns.

However, this mildly uncontrolled process
was soon replaced by the carefully thought
out, well-planned exfermination centers:
concenftration camps. The Nazis organized
and promoted these camps, and the support
for them was broad.

Apartheid in South Africa

Support was also apparent for apartheid,
which found a solid foundation amidst the
populace of South Africa. Many Boers were
Calvinist, a religion that emphasizes the im-
portance of fate and determinism, and thus
believed God had preordained apartheid’s
existence and 1is presence was therefore w-
refutable. However, the National Party, or
the political party that instituted apartheid,



faced explosive opposition that erupted into
violence on multiple occasions. A demonsira-
tion in Sharpeville in 1960 became a source
of martyrdom and outrage for many South
Africans, and people in the world community;
after police gunned down sixty-nine protest-
ers in cold blood. The Sharpeville massa-
cre stirred up anti-apartheid feelings across
South Africa and prompted even more dem-
onsfrations, protests and strikes. For example,
the 1976 protests by high school students in
Soweto resulted in the deaths of around 175
people. The studenis felt that forced instruc-
tion in Afrikaans for half of the time was
unjust, and ther demonstration ended with
hospitals overflowed with wounded children.

Clashes continued between Boers and
South Africans in Soweto, and the inhumane
deaths of so many young people in South Af-
rica ouiraged the mifernational community.
Nelson Mandela formed the ANC, which
was the political party devoted to the end of
apartheid and led the majority of opposition
resistance to the hated policy. The blood and
rage led to President PW. Botha's 1985 dec-
laration of a state of emergency, giving ex-
tensive power to police and military forces to
control the political crises. Interrogation and
torture became commonplace and South
Africa’s became mfamous and despised the
world over. After a later addition to the dec-
laration that included permission to censor,
South Africans engaged in bloody fighting
amongst themselves. Eventually, under severe
pressure from the international community
and domestic figures such as Nelson Mande-
la, President F'W. de Klerk ended apartheid
and lifted the state of emergency However,
the intense discrimination and segregation

The intense discrimination and segregation
the South African community faced

made even the abolishment of apartheid
unsatisfactory for the victims of injustices

the South African community faced made
even the abolishment of apartheid unsatis-
factory for the families of victims of apart-
heid-induced violence and for the thousands
who suffered injustices at apartheid’s hand.*

Rwanda

As they were in apartheid, the injustices
suffered during the Rwandan genocide fur-
thered the prevalence of resistance to it. The
availability of weapons, the Interahamwe (a
paramilitary Hutu group that advocated vio-
lence and hatred towards Tutsis) and political
inactivity primarily furthered the injustices

2. Moyers, Bill. “Facing the Truth with Eill Moyers. " PES
Public Affairs Television, Inc, 30 Mar 1999 Web. 19 Nov
2012
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of the Rwandan genocide. Propaganda and
biased articles, especially those published in a
Hutu journal Kangura, incited hatred and vi-
olence against the Tutsis. This widely distrib-
uted, hateful journal glorified violence and
used stereotypes and exaggeration of past
injustices to dehumanize the Tutsis. Rwan-
dans prepared for
massive killing, and
members of Hutu
militias were able
to g’ﬂill access fo as-
sault rifles. Machet-
es and grenades
were not regulated
by the government
and became the
choice weapons for many Hutus and Tultsis,
machetes in particular due to the cheap cost
of importation.

The hatred permeated every level of
Rwandan life, from violence against neigh-
bors to radical, murderous talks in the gov-
ernment. Youth wings of murderous militias
called Interahamwe caused incredible dam-
age through their violent, thoughtless ac-
tions, and the majority of the media either
promoted or ignored the wiolence ripping
apart the country. The Interahamwe did not
limit their violence to members of the oppos-
ing militia but murdered Tutsi men, women
and children as well as Hutus who were po-

A sign from apartheid-era South Africa that
illustrates the structural racism against blacks.

litically moderate.” The international com-
munity saw the violence and pulled their am-
bassadors, diplomats and civilians out of the
country but did not intervene. Massacres of
refugees hiding in churches and schools were
common, and bloodthirsty people slaugh-
tered innocent people, sometimes even mem-
bers of their own ethnic group when they saw
humanitarianism as betrayal. Like the Nazis
to the Jews, the Hutus attempted to extermi-
nate the Tutsis and eradicate their existence.

Post-Genocide Responses

After the Holocaust, Allied powers put
the Nazis on trial. The Nuremberg Trials
were influential and successful in some ways
but did not achieve a fully humanistic goal
The Trials punished the highest-ranking
officials in the Holocaust, since the sheer
number of participants would render true
punishment of everyone contributing to the
genocide impossible. The military tribunals
fried the major war criminals first, and doc-
tors, judges, Einsatzeruppen and minisiries,
among others, later. The purpose of the trials
was to punish the leaders of the Holocaust,
although some key players in the genocide —

3. "Leave None to Tell the Story: Genodide in Rwanda ™

Human Rights Watch. Human
Rights Watch, Mar 1999 Web. 27 Apr 2012




namely, Heinrich Himmler (a leading
Nazi who orchestrated the extermination
camps, formed the Einsatzgruppen and
strengthened the SS5) and Hitler — had al-
ready commitied suicide by the time the irials
began. The trials were a clear statement by
the international community that genocide is
unacceptable, and led to the establishment of
the International Criminal Court fifty years
later.

However, the Nuremberg Trials failed
for several reasons. Primarily, the victors of
World War II conducted the trials to punish
actions that were not considered crimes. The
ex posit facto nature of the irials makes thewr
rulings of questionable validity The Chief
Justice Harlan Stone likened the Nuremberg
Trials to a lynching, and claimed the “pre-

tense” of running a court fraudulent. Before

apartheid and to assisting in rehabilitation.
Through the TRC, families of victims could
meet the perpetrators of their crimes. The
oranting of amnesty to truth-tellers is a more
complicated i1ssue. The main aim of the TRC
was not to punish the participants in apart-
heid but to prevent it from happening again.
The purpose of the protections granted to
fruth-tellers was to expose what happened
during apartheid.

However, an important clarification must
be made. Contrary to popular belief, very few
people who came forward with the truth re-
ceived amnesty. In fact, according to South
African History Online, an educational web-
site, of the 7,112 applicants who petitioned
for amnesty, only 849 received it.” The possi-
bility of receiving amnesty was key in achiev-
ing the truthful confession of thousands of

believed that teaching such a hot subject in
classrooms full of both Hutus and Tutsis
would be dangerous and possibly inciting vio-
lence.” Conflict and tension remains between
Hutus and Tutsis, and people often discover
government records to be erased or missing
Since it only aimed to punish the perpetra-
tors of the genocide mstead of frying to heal
the country, the Tribunal missed an oppor-
tunity to prevent a similar atrocity from hap-
pening again by eliminating the hatred and
misconceptions that caused the genocide in
the first place.

Through examination of these ethnic
clashes, we can see that we impose criminal
tribunals and reconciliation commissions in
order to prevent an atrocious expression of
haired and racism, but in focusing on a sole
expression of these feelings they neglect to

International bodies must make prevention of future
genocide by promoting healing measures a priority over
punishing the perpetrators of the atrocities.

the trials began, Winston Churchill acknowl-
edged that the perpefrators of the Holocaust
were following orders and called the frials
the “cold blooded execution of soldiers who
fought for their country™ Furthermore, the
families of the victims and survivors were
relafively neglected throughout the duration
of the trials and even after. The focus was not
on healing but on revenge, and as such the
trials ultimately failed to address the core is-
sue — the hatred that caused the genocide in
the first place.

Dissimilarly, the Truth and Reconciliation
Commission (TRC) in South Africa avoided
for the most part the problems of victor’s jus-
fice and secrecy surrounding the irial The
TRC helped the victims and families of the
violent end of apartheid, but came under fire
for the amnesty they granted to those who
came forward with the truth. The hearings
were public, allowing the TRC and hearings
to have transparency and public accessibility.
Furthermore, anyone could be charged for
participating in crimes against humanity dur-
ing apartheid, including people serving in the
contemporary government.*

Although the issue faced mm Nuremberg
of victor’s justice remained, as it cannot be
fully eradicated, the TRC strove for impar-
tiality and for the most part succeeded. The
TRC also dedicated time and resources to
helping victims achieve acceptance of the

1. Fati, Foza. “The International Military Tribunals in
Nuremberg and Tokyo ™ Due Process and International Ter-
rorism. Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff, 2009 125. Print

2 Gallagher, Michael "The Eirth and Death of Apartheid "
BEC News. BEC, 17 June

2002 Web. 28 Apr 2012

perpetrators of violence during the apartheid
and its fall, as only by truthfulness could am-
nesty be even considered. Exposing the truth
was instrumental in helping the thousands af-
fected by apartheid to heal*

To gain further understanding, we can
conirast the healing ability of the TRC in
South Africa with the failure of The Interna-
tional War Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda in
helping Rwanda heal from its genocide. The
fribunal was well-meaning but mismanaged.
The death penalty sentence permissible in
the tribunal was controversial and stirred up
a continuous debate over the legality of sen-
tencing someone to die for crimes involving
sentencing others to die. This coniroversy
diminished the sanctity of the proceedings.
Unfortunately, the UN only held several
trials, involving high-ranking government
members and the armed forces. Rwanda it-
self was responsible for the jurisdiction of the
thousands who participated mn the genocide
at a local level.

Furthermore, the administrators of the
Rwandan post-genocidal actions did little to
help the victims and families of victims heal
and move on from the horror of the geno-
cide. In fact, Rwandan history was a taboo
subject in schools for fourteen years after the
end of the genocide, as government officials

3. “Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC)." Truth
and Reconciliation Cormmission {TRC) | South African His-
tory Online South African History Online. Web, 06 May
2012

4 Slove, Gillian. “Making History: South Africa’s Truth and
Eeconciliation Commission | OpenDemocracy.” Open Secu-
rity: Reconciliation and Conflict. OpenDemocracy Lirnited, 5
Dec. 2002. Web. 08 Oct. 2012
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address the central issue. A country that has
undergone genocide or something similarly
horrific must make healing its number one
priority. While genocide is a terrible crime,
international bodies must make prevention
of future genocide by promoting healing
measures a priority over punishing the per-
petrators of the atrocities. Ideally, a program
attempting to deal with genocide should fo-
cus on exposing the truth of inter-ethnic ten-
sion and caring for the victims. We should not
allow perpefrators of genocide to walk free,
but we should give priority to the health of
those who have already suffered at the hands
of genocide and hatred.

The Nuremberg Trials were ultimately
not as successful as they should have been at
healing Europe. Benefits came from the tri-
als, such as an International Criminal Court
and the establishment of genocide as a crime
against humanity, but the Trials used ex post
facto laws to achieve thew punishments. We
should make the major function of any heal-
ing program to aid the victims of oppression
and genocide, and we should value rehabilita-
tion above revocation. Therefore, we should
ensure that the maimn function of any com-
mission designed to deal with the aftereffects
of genocide is to decrease intergroup tension,
examine the occurrences during and reasons
behind the genocide and above all to aid in
the healing of those who suffered.

3. Straus, Scott, and Lars Waldorf “Teaching History in
Post-Genocide Fwanda ™

Remaking Fwanda: State Building and Human Rights after
Mass Vielence Madison, WL University of Wisconsin, 2011
297-515. Print.
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Solving the Unsolvable

Ciooncerted American efforts are necessary to end the battle over Gaza

By Ben Hawthorne
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF

between Israel and Gaza has rolled around. Thank-

fully, this war, dubbed “O peration Pillar of Defense™
by Israel, was over quickly, snuffed out by a ceasefire two
weeks after the conflict broke out. Of course, determin-
ing the date the conflict broke out, like everything else
related to the Israel-Palestine conflict, is tricky and par-
tisan. Most observers place the start for the conflict on
November 8, when militants from Popular Resistance
Committees (PRC) fired on an Israeli vehicle. Israeli sol-
diers killed a 12-year old in the crossfire, which provoked

Ii’s that wonderful time of year again: another conflict

retaliation from Hamas (who are not affiliated with the
PRCs), who fired an anti-tank missile at an Israeli force.
Israel fired back with tanks and jets, and the rest is his-
fory: Israel and (Gaza became embroiled in a conflict of
airstrikes and rockets, killing Hamas’ military leader and
over 100 others, until Egypt brokered a vague and tenu-
ous ceasefire on November 21.°

1. Wright, Robert. “Wheo Started the Israel-Gaza Conflict™” The Atlantic
Atlantic Monthly Group, 16 Nov 2012. Web. 10 Dec. 2012

2 "Topic: Gaza Swip.” New York Times N.p., 10Dec 2012 Web. 10 Dec
2012



Since the purpose of our aid is to
defend Israel, we should focus aid on
actual defensive weapons.

Analysis

Although this conflict may appear to be
nothing more than the latest installment in
the half-decade long war between Israel and
Gaza, there are two things that make O pera-
tion Pillar of Defense unique: the context of
the post-Arab Spring Middle East and the
changing role of Iran.

Although Israel and Gaza have fought
many wars before, this is the first one to oc-
cur after the Arab Spring Although the Arab
Spring caused successful democratic revolu-
tions in only a few couniries, it showed dic-
tators in the Middle East that they could no
longer totally ignore public opinion. Since
public sentiment in the region 1s anti-Israel,
this wave of democracy led to a shift against
Israel by many Middle Eastern countries.

The country whose position has shifted
most dramatically is Egypt. The Egyptian
Revolution replaced Hosni Mubarak, who
supported peace with Israel, with Mohamed
Morsi, a member of the Muslim Brother-
hood, a group that supports Hamas. Morsi
took the Brotherhood’s support for Hamas
with him mto office by withdrawing the
Egyptian ambassador to Israel and issuing
statements condemning Israel and express-
ing support for Hamas. Egypt also partially
opened its border with Gaza, which weakens
Israel’s embargo of Gaza.'! While it is un-
likely that the Muslim Brotherhood’s Egypt
breaks its peace treaty with Israel because
of the high cost and futility of fighting a
war with the Middle East’s strongest mili-
tary power, Egypt’s new support for Hamas
weakens Israel’s negotiating position vis a vis
Hamas and necessitates greater caution from
the Israel to prevent Egypt from drifting even
further away from Israel Egypt’s successful
brokering of the ceasefire also legitimates
Brotherhood control of Egypt, and may in-
crease Egypt’s status in the region, making
it a potential leader for the Sunni-majority
states of the region in an alliance, either dip-
lomatic or informal, against Shia Iran.

Iran’s role in this conflict has also changed
dramatically. Although much has been made
of the long-range Faj-5 rockets, capable of
striking Israel’s major population centers of
Tel-Aviv and Jerusalem, that Iran provided
to Hamas, it is important to remember that
Hamas’ role in this conflict has actually de-
creased. Hamas is becoming more isolated

1. Fleishman, Jeffrey, and Reem Abdellauf November 16.
“Egypt Takes More Aggressive, and Less Neutral, Approach
to Gaza " Los Angeles Times. Los Angeles Times, 16 Nov
2012 Web. 10 Dec. 2012

An Israeli Iron Dome defense missile fires.

from Iran, since Iran 1s making demands
on Hamas that Hamas deems excessive, so
Iran is turning to non-governmental terror-
ist organizations to do its bidding in Gaza.
The PRC, an Iranian proxy, and the previ-
ous Gaza conflict was started by Palestine Is-
lamic Jihad (PI]), another Iranian proxy, for
example, started this conflict. Although Iran
has prodded Hamas to attack Israel repeated-
ly over the past year, Hamas refused, claim-
ing that it had to rebuild and rearm before it
could begin fighting again.? Since Hamas, the
governing party is Gaza, is more responsible
to the Gazan people than non-governmental
terrorists, this shift in Iranian aid is worrying,

Solutions

The obvious solution to the conflict is for
both sides to agree to a long-term ceasefire
and split the region into two states: Israel
and Palestine. This is in the interests of both
parties. Gaza would benefit from representa-
fion in international rule-making bodies, a
platform from which to prosecute Israeli war
crimes (the International Criminal Court),
more protection from violence for its citizens
and the myriad diplomatic and aid-related
benefits associated with being able to conduct

2.. Schanzer, Jonathan. “Tran’s War in Gaza.” Foreign Folicy.
Np., 15 March 2012 Web. 09 Dec. 2012
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formal diplomacy with other countries. Israel
would no longer have to waste resources and
lives on futile conflicts with Gaza, which have
brought Israel nothing but international con-
demnation, animosity from its neighbors and
violent retaliation from Palestinians.

Unfortunately, hoping for a long-term
ceasefire is little more than naive idealism.
Israel’s current president, Benjamin Netan-
yahu, is a staunch hawk who, while support-
ing a two-state solution on paper, opposes
most measures that would need to be taken
to make it a reality. Worse, polls predict that
Netanyahu will win re-election this January’
This is due to the general incompetence of
his opponents and favorable demographic
trends: the Ultra-Orthodox, who tend to sup-
port hawkish candidates for Knesset (the Is-
raeli parliament) and oppose the creation of
a Palestinian state, are projected to comprise
25 percent of the Israeli population in 2034
(up from 10 percent today) due to their high
birth rates.* Gazans, too, are unwilling to end
the conflict. At a victory rally on December
8, Khaled Meshal, Hamas’ political leader,
declared that “Palestine is ours. There will be
no concession on any inch of the land,” and
stated that “there is no legitimacy for Israel.””
Since the two combatants are unlikely to ever
agree (o a long-term fruce, other countries,
especially the United States, must take ac-
tions to lessen the impact of the conflict and
decrease the likelihood of it recurring

First, the United States must rethink its
military aid to Israel Since the purpose of
this aid 1s to defend Israel, we should focus
aid on actual defensive weapons. We ought
to spend most of our military aid to Israel on
anti-missile defenses like Iron Dome and the
Nautilus Tactical High Energy Laser (THEL)
instead of on offensive weapons like strike
fichters and attack helicopters. The Iron
Dome missile system received widespread ac-
claim in this most recent conflict for shooting
down 87 percent of missiles that it engaged.®
THEL has shown even greater success. It has
demonsirated a success rate of nearly 100
percent in fests, despite costing just $3,000
per shot, a fraction of Iron Dome’s cost of
$40,000 per interceptor missile.”®

For those who insist that the best defense
for Israel is a good offense, it should be re-
membered that the Israel-Gaza conflict has
not been ended, or even diminished in inten-
sity, by Israel’s bombing Indeed, it appears
that Israeli strikes against Gaza, particularly

3. Sachs, Natan E. “Bibi Can’t Lose " Foreign Policy N p, 30

Nov 2012 Web. 09 Dec. 2012.

4 Ephron, Dan ‘Tsrael's Ultra-Orthodoz Froblem™ The
Daily Beast Newsweek/Daily Eeast, 02 Jan 2012 Web 09
Dec. 2012,

3. Erlanger, Steven ‘“Leader of Hamas Delivers Defiant
Speech at Anniversary Gelebration.” The Wew York Times 9
Dec 2012: Al Print

6. Bagchi, Indrani, and Josy Jeseph. “India Eyes Israel’s Iron
Dome to Counter Pak, Puppets.” The Times Of India. Np,,
25 Nowv 2012 Web. 10 Dec 2012

7. “Nautilus Tactical High Energy Laser” Global Security
Glebal Security, 21 July 2011 Web. 10 Dee. 2012

8. Farley, Fobert. “The Cost Of Iron Dome.” The Daily
Beast. 20 Nov 2012 Web. 10 Dec. 2012




those that generate significant civilian casual-
ties, tend to provoke retaliation from Hamas
in the form of rocket attacks.’ Israeli bomb-
ing also tends to create Palestinian martyrs,
who are inspired by Israel killings to avenge
the death of their friends or comrades. A
study of suicide bombing data in Israel from
2001 to 2004 confirms this: Israeli attacks
were followed by increased terrorist recruit-
ment and thus by more suicide attacks and
suicide attack casualties. '

Emphasizing the defensive aspect of its
conflict with Gaza is also good politics for
Israel. Focusing its sirategy on protecting Is-
raeli civilians instead of on retaliation against
Gaza will lend legitimacy to Israel’s claim
that it is defending its citizens against ferror-
1st ageression. This will help Israel regain the
support (and possibly aid) of the European
couniries that recently scorned it by voting
for recognizing Palestine in the UN.

Second, Israel’s blockade of Gaza must
end. The humanitarian costs of severely lim-
iting food and medicine supplies to the 1m-
poverished Gaza strip are monstrous. The
ban on importation of construction materials
prevents Gaza from recovering from Israeh
attacks and has left more than 20,000 home-
less. Resirictions of food imports and fishing
(Gaza’s main food source) have left 75 per-
cent of Gazans without access to adequate
nutrition. Frequent power outages (a result of
Israel’s strict limitation on fuel imports into
Gaza), restrictions on medicine importation
and the inability of patients to leave Gaza
to seek access to better treatment elsewhere
has left most Gazans without access to basic
healthcare services. In short, life in cramped,
poor and starving Gaza greaily resembles
conditions in the Jewish ghettos of old."

The blockade is also ruinous to the Ga-
zan economy, as it limiis entrance to Gaza to
humanitarians and members of international
organizations, bans or severely limits impor-
tation of economically necessary raw mate-
rials like fertilizer and building supplies and
denies Gaza the ability to export goods.'* As
a result of this, 95 percent of Gaza’s industry
has shut down, around 40 percent of Gazans
are unemployed and 70 percent are living on
less than the international poverty line of one
dollar a day.” Though Israel has taken some
steps to ease the impact of the blockade, such
as Increasing the number of trucks allowed
into Gaza each day and allowing Gazans

9 EBishara, Marwan “Mideast Eedux: End the Cycle of
Retaliation " Al-Jazeera Al-Jazeera, 17 Nov 2012 Web 10
Dec 2012

10. Eaplan, Edward H., Alex Mintz, Shaul Mishal, and
Claudio Samban “What Happened to Suicide Bombings in
Israel? Insights from a Terror Stock Model " Studies in Con-
flict and Terrerismn (2005). 225-35. Print.

11 United Wanons UNISPAL Office for the Coordina-
tion of Humanitarian Affairs Occupied Falestinian Territery
Locked In: The Humanitarian Impact of Two Years of Elock-
ade on the Gaza Strip. Np. np, 2009 Print

12, Unraveling the Closure of Gaza: What has and hasn't
changed since the Cabinet decision and what are the implica-
tions? W p.: Gisha Legal Genter for Freedom of Movement,
2010. Gisha org Web. 10 Dec. 2012

13. ibid 13

access to imported food, none of these mea-
sures have been implemented, and there is
no indication that Israel plans to implement
them soon.'* The embargo is not even that
effective at protecting Israelis: the vast major-
ity of Gazan rockets, including some of the
long-range rockets capable of striking Tel-
Aviv and Jerusalem, are homebuilt. © If Israel
wishes to prevent Gaza from acquiring for-
eign weapons, it should make its case to the
UN for placing an arms embargo on Gaza.
Unfortunately, expecting Israel to end
the blockade on its own is wishful thinking
Netanyahu has vowed to “stand firm on our

although spies did achieve some intelligence
successes, such as stealing the plans for the
atomic bomb, their main accomplishment
was sparking the McCarthyist witch-hunt
that caused people to turn on each other and
targeted many high-profile Americans, in-
cluding government officials.

An arguably more effective, yet shorter
term solution would be to freeze the assels
of Gazan terrorist groups. An asset freeze, or
severing the link between a terrorist organi-
zation and its bank account, is able to disable
its target by leaving it unable to pay its em-
ployees, purchase weaponry or carry out any

Unfortunately, hoping for a long-term ceasefire
is little more than naive idealism.

policy of a naval blockade and of inspecting
incoming ships.”"* Since Israel will not stop
the embargo, the United States needs to act.
President Obama must denounce the block-
ade as unjust and unlawful, and make it clear
that running the blockade is legal. Although
Israel usually boards ships sailing for Gaza, it
will likely think twice about boarding a U.55.-
flagged vessel, for fear of retahiation. Besides
just saving Palestinian lives, this will cement
American support for freedom of navigation,
and thus discourage other nations, particu-
larly Iran, from setting up unjust blockades.

A more effective way of cutting off arms
shipments to Hamas than blockading Gaza
would be to target the arms shipments direct-
ly. Covert action against Iran, Hamas™ arms
dealer, should be expanded to target factories
producing weapons for Hamas.

Of course, not all the blame for the
conflict falls on Israel. Reading accounts of
Palestinian civilians killed by Israeli forces
makes it easy to forget that Hamas, PI] and
other Palestinian military organizations tar-
get civilians with their rockets and take hu-
man shields, both of which are war crimes.!’
Stopping these offenses without making these
terrorist organizations appear as martyrs,
however, requires more finesse than simply
bombing Gaza into oblivion.

One easy step towards peace in Gaza
would be to disable Palestinian terrorist or-
ganizations through non-violent means.
Penetrating terrorist organizations with sabo-
teurs would not only enable Israel to limit the
ability of Palestinian terrorists to kill Israelis,
it would also cause organizations to split as
frust eroded and terrorists started to fear that
everyone in thew organization was a spy A
good analogy would be the infiltration of
American society by Soviet spies in the 1950s:

14 ibid 13, 14
15, Eronner, Ethan “With Longer Reach, Fockets Eolster

Harmas Arsenal ” The New York Times 17 Nov 2012 Al
Frint

16. Ravid, Barak. “Netanyahu: World Criticism Won't Stop
Israel’s Blockade of Gaza.” Haaretz 1 June 2010 Frint

17 Dershowitz, Alan M “Hamas' War Crimes " Los Ange-
les Times 10 Jan. 2009: n. pag Print
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other operation that involves money (i.e. any
operation). Although this would temporar-
ily cripple the target, such an attack would
be easy to detect and could not be repeated,
since the target would necessarily take coun-
termeasures such as moving their money
from bank accounts to physical currency.
Since assets freezes are one-time use only, the
timing of an assets freeze must be judiciously
chosen (e.g. before the target is sef to launch a
major offensive) to ensure that it works.

Diplomacy, both with Hamas and the UN,
could also help end Hamas’ war crimes. The
United States could offer to oppose Gaza’s
bid for statehood at the UN less vehemently
or to grant the country humanitarian aid in
exchange for Gaza abiding by the laws of
war and agreeing to let in inspectors to moni-
tor for violations. Violations of international
law could be punished by both retracting all
aid or benefits given to Gaza and by imposing
economic sanctions on Hamas or by increas-
ing military aid to Israel. Though critics may
contend that this would be “negotiating with
terrorists,” it is important to remember that
Hamas is the current government of Gaza
and that we have negotiated with both terror-
ist organizations, such as the Taliban,” and
states that have committed far worse crimes
than Hamas, such as the US.S.R. and Maoist
China, in the past. The United States could
also propose a UN resolution calling for send-
ing inspectors to Gaza to look for possible
war crimes, such as use of human shields or
white phosphorous munitions (an illegal type
of weapon that burns its victims alive).

In short, [srael and Gaza are not, as many
observers have claimed, doomed to a fate of
unending war punctuated only by temporary
ceasefires for rearming, There are several po-
litically desirable actions, from targeting the
weapons factories that supply Hamas to re-
forming our aid to Israel, which could greatly
reduce the loss of life in this conflict. Failing
to take action against this protracted crisis
would be nresponsible.

18. Rogin, Josh. “Obama Official: Direct U 5 -Taliban Talks
Ongoing" Foreign Folicy | May 2012 Web. 10 Dec 2012




A Case for Supplying Anti-Aircraft
Missiles to the Free Syrian Army

By Gregory Dunn
GUEST WRITER
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Afghan Mujahideen stand over a downed Soviet helicopter. U.S.-supplied anti-aircraft missiles

-

allowed the Afghans to defeat the U.S.S.R., and they can allow the Syrian rebels to triumph.

that began as a component of the Arab
Spring has devolved into a bloody civil

war. The war in Syria has become a quag-
mire, with the government unable to quell
rebel forces and the Syrian people unable to
effectively combat the technology of the Syr-
ian army. Despite thenr technology, the Syr-
ian ground forces are largely stalled — they
lack morale and supplies, and are wreaked
by defections. However, the Syrian Air Force,
primarily using retrofitted trainers, MiG-23s
and Mi-24s, are still effective and inflicting
significant casualties. Although a lack of re-
placement parts will eventually stall this ef-
fort, there is no indication that Syria’s Air
Forces will cease to be effective any time soon.
This leaves them free to inflict civilian casu-
alties, perhaps best symbolized by MiG-23s
strafing breadlines.' Besides being a humani-
tarian disaster, the instability in Syria could
spill over to an increasingly faltering Iraq, our
key ally Israel or our nuclear weapons in Tur-
key. It is in the interest of the United States to
hasten the end of this conflict, and hopefully
aid stability in the region over the long term.
To solve this problem, there have been
Syrian calls for a no-fly zone. But, besides
some unconfirmed tabloid reports, there is
no sign action has been taken: a no-fly zone
1s unlikely to happen in the near future. This
problem is compounded by sophisticated
Syrian anti-air capabilities that would require

1. Murhaf Jouejati, 9/6/12 Seminar at the Weatherhead
center at Harvard University

S yria is a counfry in turmoil-- a rebellion

a long and costly war to defeat. Finally, a no-
fly zone would anger and alienate Russia and
China, the only nations with the capability
and motivation to challenge U.S. hegemony.
Although the perils of action are clear,
action is both possible and necessary. It is in
our interest to have the war conclude as soon
as possible with the Free Syrian Army (FSA)
victorious for several reasons. First, the FSA
15 largely secular, meaning that there 1s less
of a risk of jihadist infiltration, the greatest
threat to Western interests today Second,
they are affiliated with the Syrian National
Coalition, a widespread coalition of anti-
Assad organizations.” Furthermore, the FSA
has a stake in the future of Syria because they
are largely composed of army defectors. This
means that they are less likely to engage in
terrorism because they are going to become
the state of Syria. Finally, the FSA’s secular
nature minimizes the chance of terrorists ac-
quiring the weapons, as most terrorism in the
region is carried out under religious auspices.
A government must ensure stability, so a
government is less likely to use air-to-aw tech-
nology to provoke unrest. This strategy is also
backed by lessons from the past. The CIA
provided Stinger man-portable air-defense
missiles MANPADS) to Afghan rebels in the
1980s, which were highly effeciive against So-
viet awcraft. Once the US.S.R. fell, Stinger
recovery was highly successful, even though

2. El Gamal, Rania “Syria’s opposition groups strike unity
deal against Assad " Reuters Newswire. 11 Nov 2012 Web.
14 Nov 2012
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the owners of those systems were not neces-
sarily governmental entities. Ninety percent
of missiles were recovered, and most non-
recovered missiles are inoperable, according
to private defense intelligence firm Jane’s De-
fense.” If anything, the FSA should be easier
to deal with than the groups the CIA effec-
tively dealt with in the past thanks to its goal
of establishing a functioning government.

In order to implement this proposal, we
should partner with Saudi Arabia to deliver
MANPADS to the FSA. The Saudi part-
nership would serve us in several ways—by
working through a local partner, the potential
for blowback is decreased (since Saudi Ara-
bia is less associated with U.S. imperialism),
and the Saudis are willing and able to put up
funds towards such a project. Furthermore,
Saudi intelligence is already mmvolved with
supplying the FSA* making them logical
partners in this enterprise. We should work
with the FSA exclusively because the FSA is
the most likely entity in the conflict to be in-
volved with a government. In fact, the FSA
has made statements indicating willingness to
work to bring in the new regime.’ Also, the
new government will face the goal of rais-
ing capital. In the past, Stingers-for-cash was
an appealing deal for Afghan warlords, and
will be to new Syrian leaders as well. Also,
the FSA 1s unlikely to give arms fo jihadis
because such an action would hamper politi-
cal positioning in a post-Assad vacuum, and
as the future Syrian government, they would
not want to risk the wrath of Israel, the likely
target of malicious use of these systems.

Such a plan does not come without risks,
but they are manageable. The risk of prolifer-
ation is checked by the FSA having an incen-
tive to sell back Stingers, especially since the
Syrian economy is currently “at 0%, Further,
this risk is checked by the FSA having ideo-
logical and geopolitical motives not to sell the
arms to jihadis, as outlined above. Although
it is sophomoric to pretend that a post-Assad
government will be completely in line with
U.S. interests, every day the war drags on, the
FSA get more radical, as combatants turn to
terror for funding and motivation. The risk
of blowback is checked by the involvement of
Saudi Arabia as well as by the fact that Russia
has admitted to arming Syrians with missile
systems—we are just reacting in kind.’

Syria is a humanitarian crisis that we can
solve. We've used this strategy before with ef-
fective results. And once we’ve helped, we are
left with a calm Syria in a neighborhood that
desperately needs some peace and quiet.

3. Synovitz, Ron “Kabul Confirms New Effort To Buy Back
T.S.-Built Stinger Missiles " Radio Liberty/Radio Free Eu-
rope. US A, 31 Jan 2005 Web. 07 Now 2012

4 Reuters “UFDATE 3-UN's Ean Says Syria Arrns Suppli-
ers Spreading Misery ” Reuters Newswire Reuters, 04 Sept
2012. Web. 10 Sept. 2012
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7. Eramer, Andrew “Russia Sending Missile Systems To
Shield Syria ™ The New York Times. The New York Times,
16 June 2012 Web. 10 Sept. 2012



Diaoyu Dispute Threatens Global Prosperity

A dispute over a group of miniscule islands threatens stability and prosperity in Asia

pan have maintained a dynamic relation-

ship characterized by periods of tension
and peace. Among the most powerful coun-
tries in East Asia, it 1s no surprise to witness
territorial rights conflicts, namely over the
Diaoyu (or Senkaku, as referred to by the
Japanese) Islands. Because the history and
nature of this relationship is so complex, the
optimal solution is to start afresh and split the
Diaoyu 1slands between the three conflicting
nations. This i1s the most objective solution
possible, because doing so would eliminate
the potential for any further conflict over the
islands.

According to China’s side of the story,
Chinese fishermen discovered the Diaoyu
Islands in the 14th century For several hun-
dred years, the islands were not a foreign
policy issue. In 1895, Japan formally annexed
the 1slands and the international community
officially recognized the Japanese possession.
At the end of World War Il in 1945, how-
ever, the Japanese swrrendered the Diaoyu
Islands to the U.S. as part of a treaty In
1972, however, the U.S. and Japan signed the

Ill the past century, China, Taiwan and Ja-

By Raymond Li
STAFF WRITER

Okinawa Reversion treaty, which transferred
the Diaoyu Islands back to the Japanese. The
islands were then sold to private investors
who opened fisheries on the Diaoyu Islands.
Unfortunately, their business ventures did not
last and the islands’ few residents, ravelled
elsewhere.
Eventually, the
discovery of olil
near the islands
mcreased the sever-
ity of the dispute,
as well as the fact
that the islands of-
fer strategic advan-
tages in terms of national security. Located
Just 120 miles north of Taiwan, 200 miles
east of the Chinese mainland, and 200 miles
southwest of Japan, the islands are a strategic
location, as a naval base there would be able
to control maritime traffic in the East China
Sea. In other words, control of the Diaoyu Is-
lands is key to controlling the East China Sea.
Recently, the conflict has grown more
severe because the Japanese government de-
cided to pay 2.05 billion Yen ($26 million) for
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Protestors in Shenyang, China protest the Japanese decision to nationalize the disputed Diaoyu
Islands. Violent anti-Japanse protests over the islands have swept China recently.
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three of archipelago’s eight 1slands. In August
2012, a group of activists sailed to one of the
islands and planted Chinese and Taiwanese
flags as a sign of public protest. In response,
the Japanese also displayed their flags on the
islands as an act of defiance. Infuriated, both
China and Japan have threatened to use mili-

This dispute must be resolved quickly
because less trade between Asia's largest
countries will devastate the world economy.

tary force to solve the dispute.

Adding to the complexity of this conflict
15 the faci thai the three couniries pariicipate
in a lucrative trading network that is key to
Asia’s stability. Responding to Japan’s actions,
many Chinese have refused to purchase Japa-
nese products or invest in Japanese businesses.
The Japanese decision to nationalize some of
the islands also sparked intense protests and
anti-Japanese riots throughout China. Chi-
nese protestors also vandalized the Japanese
embassy in Beijing and burned Japanese cars
in the streets. The sheer magnitude of these
protests is unprecedented, especially consid-
ering the economic ramifications that result.

However, anger over the dispute goes
both ways. According to the Chicago Tri-
bune, about a quarter of Japanese investors in
China are rethinking their investment plans.
The tourism industry has also suffered, as
many who planned fo travel to China or Ja-
pan have cancelled thew ftrips.

From an economic standpoint, the con-
flict must be resolved as quickly as possible.
Poor trade relations between some of Asia’s
most powerful countries will result in dev-
astating impacts on the world economy If
exports and imports dwindle in the Eastern
hemisphere, the impacts would undoubtedly
affect our lives in the United States, which de-
pends heavily on Asian exports and imports.

In order to guard against this devastating
impact, the United Nations must step in and
act as the peacekeeping force of the world
before it’s too late. After all, the UN is one of
the few organizations that has the power to
keep negotiations between China, Japan, and
Taiwan on a diplomatic level

. Kajimoto, Tetsushi, and Izumi Nakagawa ‘Japanese
Firms Say China Protests Affect Business Flans: Reuters Fell
Chicago Tribune N.p, 21 Sept 2012 Web. 11 Dec 2012



Time is Running Out to Bomb Iran

All other options for stopping Iran from getting the bomb have failed, and the time for a strike 1s running out

he last few years have witnessed an

overwhelming onslaught of political,

economic and cyber assaults on Iran
on the part of the United States and her al-
lies, especially Israel However, the increases
in the sanctions levied and cyber attacks
perpetrated were marked by an increase in
tensions rather than the successful admonish-
ment of Tehran. Last October, the Obama
admmisiration formally accused groups
with ties to the Iranian Government of plot-
ting to assassinate the Saudi ambassador to
the United States. While the issue failed to
escalate, the rhetoric used by both sides in
the aftermath drew attention to the growing
disconnect between Washington and Tehran
and the risk that it poses to American inter-
ests both in the Middle East and around the
olobe.

While Iran’s nuclear proeramme has re-
ceived nearly universal condemnation from
the international community, including from
its close ally Russia, there has been a general
reluctance to pursue military action against
Iran for fear of the terrorist backlash that
Iran promises should any country attempt to
replay the invasive aggression demonstrated
by Operation Opera in 1984, when Israel
launched an airsirike against an incomplete
Iraqi nuclear site that they claimed had the
potential to pose a threat to their national
security,. Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu took a hard stance against such
a belief, arguing that people who subscribed
to such a worldview "set a new standard for
human stupidity.”

Indeed, it appears that opponents of
military action against Iran have not come to
terms with the threat that the nation could
pose to the stability of the Middle East.'
While it may be argued that the ramifica-
tions of such actions could be likened to the
threats a nuclear armed Iran would pose, a
sirike against Iran would very likely improve
the chances for the United States to recover
in the long term.

The damage to the efforts to promote sta-
bility in the region over the course of the past
30 years caused by a nuclear-armed Iran is
unfathomable. As Scoit Sagan, a renowned
expert on international security and weapons

1. Determunants of Nuclear Weapons Proliferation, Dong-
Jeon Jo and Erik Gartzke, The Journal of Conflict Resolution
Vol 31, No, | (Feb., 2007), pp. 167-194

By Sidhanth Venkatasubramanian
STAFF WRITER

of mass destruction, points out, Iran and Is-
rael may devolve into a neo-Cold War that
lacks the structural barriers that prevented
nuclear war between the United States and
the U.S.8.R, such as functional second-sirike
installations on both sides. Iran could also use
its newfound military clout to restrict Ameri-
can actions in the Middle East, which could
lead to a potential US.-backed arms race
with Saudi Arabia n order to level the play-
ing field once again.

All this would happen in a region known
to be a haven for terrorists who lack the con-
cept of rational self-defense, implying a lack
of care for thewr own survival The United
States would have to make a positional shift
from attempting to advance its inferests in
the Middle East to ensuring that they are not
com promised.

The opponents of military action against
Iran have not come to terms with the

threat that the nation could pose to the an

stability of the Middle East.

If the sanctions and cyberaitacks againsi
Iran over the course of the past few years
have shown us anything, it is that Tehran
has grown resilient to the international com-
munity’s peaceful efforts to stunt its nuclear
ambitions. Although the Stuxnet worm,
which managed to damage several Iranian
cenirifuges and slow down their enrichment,
received media attention all over the world
as a turning point in the struggle to detain
Iran’s nuclear efforts, a report pubhshed by
the International Atomic Energy Agency in
May 2011 revealed that Iranian nuclear ac-
tivity had risen back to the same pre-Stuxnet
levels. Iran is also now pursuing development
of a closed computer network whose access is
resiricted to computers encoded by the Ira-
nian Government in order to limit the abil-
ity of her enemies to follow up with further
cyberattacks.

With regard to economic sanctions, the
most recent reports from the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) indicate thal
they have had a very limited effect on hall-
ing Iran’s nuclear progress. Indeed, the UN
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found in its comprehensive analysis on Iran’s
economic situation earlier this year that the
common man in Iran bore the brunt of the
economic sanctions, which did little more to
the government than the empty threats of
aggression that marked President Obama’s
first term. Indeed, recent intelligence has
highlighted activity that is characteristic of a
nation nearing completion of enrichment of
weapons-grade uranium (Iran has been mod-
ifying its missiles to be able to carry nuclear
warheads), drawing into question whether
maintaining sanctions is a sustainable course
of action.

On the other hand, a military strike
against Iran’s known nuclear enrichment fa-
cilities would be a quick and relatively pain-
less solution to the issue. Although many
critics have stated the possibility that the
United States and
the IJAEA are not
aware of all of
Iran’s nuclear facil-
ities and that such
attack would

leave parts of the

program still in-

tact, increasing the

resolve of the na-
tion fo develop the bomb.

However, this is very unlikely given the
rack record of US./IAEA intelligence in
the region from the past few years. The plans
to build enrichment facilities at Natanz and
Qom, Iran’s two main nuclear centers, were
discovered by United States intelligence just
weeks into construction.? The concentration
of Iran’s nuclear resources and the difhculty
that they face in setting up nuclear facilities
makes it unlikely that a coordinated sirike
would leave much of the program intact.

This is not to say, however, that such a
strike would remain an option for too long
Iran has been reported as being in the pro-
cess of moving operations to more secure
locations, such as the Qom facility, which
enjoy protection in an environment immune
from effective air strikes. If a well-coordinat-
ed strike is not planned and executed by the
United States and Israel within some reason-

2 The Conundrum of Iran: Strengthening Moderates with-
out Acquiescing to Belligerence, John Brennan Annals of the
American Acaderny of Political and Social Science Vol 618,
Terrorism: What the Next President Will Face (Jul 2008), pp
168-179



able time frame, it is very unlikely that any
subsequent efforts to prevent Iran from ob-
taining nuclear weapons will be successful.
At the moment, the vast majority of Iran’s
key facilities (at Arak, Natanz, Isfahan) are
exposed and vulnerable to airsirikes. Qom,
however, enjoys the protection of a moun-
tain, making an effective airsirike difficult.

However, it is by no means self-sufficient,
and the elimination of all the other sites
would render the nation’s nuclear efforts all
but naught. Iran’s commitment of resources
to the facility at Qom, however, hasreached a
point where destruction of the facility would
cripple Iran’s nuclear program.

Another frequently cited objection to
the program is the potential humanitarian
damage that may come as a by-product of a
strike. In an effort to use parts of its civilian
population as human shields, Iran has set up
several key facilities near densely populated
areas. However, this too could be mitigated
by an immediate strike. Although Qom is not
an essenfial target for the United States at the
moment, the ongoing Iranian effort to move
its operations to that location could render
that assumption invalid in weeks.” Further-

3. Israel’s Concerns and Iran's Nuclear Programme Ahmad
Feza Babaei Economic and Folirical Weekly Vol 43, No. &

more, Qom is located just on the outskirts
of a city considered to be one of the most
holy in Shia Islam. Should the United States
wait until the point of having to attack Qom,
which will be of dubious effectiveness in and
of itself, it risks a terrorist lash back from
the Shiite community, which has up to this
date declined to officially sponsor terrorism.
Stirring up a relatively peaceful Muslim sect
would be disasirous for counter-terrorism ef-
forts around the globe.

Despite Iran’s claims of the impending
destruction of Israel and the United States
in the midst of a sirike against its nuclear
program, it is likely that both nations will be
able to weather the attacks and that Ameri-
can interests around the world will be able
to recover in a relatively short time frame. In
the months leading up to the Gulf War, for
example, President George H.-W Bush autho-
rized an increase in the oil drilling in Alaska
and the Gulf of Mexico that would have
tided the counfry over in the face of skyrock-
eting oil prices supplied by the Middle East.

Although such a policy is certainly not
sustainable in the long run, it would be effec-
tive just long enough to stop Iran’s claimed

(Feb. 9, 2008), Published by Economic and Folitical Weekly
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An anti-aircraft gunner watches the skies
over the Natanz Nuclear Facility, one of
Iran’s main uranium enrichment centers.

Despite the impenetrable appearance of
Iran’s facilities, American forces could easily
overcome their defenses and destroy them.

effort to shut down the Strait of Hormuz,
which would cut off the flow of wital petro-
leum to the West.

In summary, the potential effectiveness
of a multilateral sirike on Iran’s key nuclear
facilities decreases every day as Iran’s eco-
nomic independence (and thus growing resil-
ience to the effect of international sanctions)
and security for ifs installations increases.

There is not an indefinite period of fime
left for the United States to spearhead an
attack to prevent Iran from getting nuclear
weapons. Soon, we will reacha point of no
return, beyond which it will be impossible to
prevent Iran from obtaining nuclear weap-
ons. While there will be inevitable retaliation
and military damage to American forces in
the Middle East in the short term, this an-
noyance pales in comparison to the degree to
which American interests would be compro-
mised should Iran get the bombh.



Don’t Panic

Iranian missile boats are not as big a threat as they are painted as

By Ben Hawthorne
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF

very few years, the naval brass fret
Eaboui a new supposedly unbeatable

threat to U.S. naval supremacy. In the
late “90s, 1t was diesel-eleciric submarines. In
the last decade, it was Chinese anti-shipping
missiles. And right now, the fear of the mo-
ment 18 Iranian small craft. However, like
most previous panics, this one is unwarrant-
ed.

It is useful toremember that this is not the
first time the naval brass has panicked about
small boats. Indeed, the fear that swarms of
small, well armed boats will overwhelm and
defeat large and expensive warships is almost
as old as small military boats themselves.

Small warships first became a recognized
threat with the invention of the torpedo in
1866. Because torpedoes always hit at or
below the waterline, they significantly more
deadly than shells, and the comparative light
weight of torpedo launchers makes them
suited for use aboard small vessels. This com-
bination of extreme fire-power and small size
made the development of the torpedo boat,
a small warship armed with only with a few
torpedoes, in 1876 a natural development.

The introduction of the torpedo boat cre-
ated a panic in naval circles because it was
believed that swarms of torpedo boats would
allow tiny nations to lay waste to huge, ex-
pensive fleets, forever upsetting the balance
of power at sea.

However, as famous naval historian Al-
fred Thayer Mahan observed, these boats
were akin to fire-ships in that they were ef-
fective at striking fear into the enemy but not
very effective at sinking ships.! Torpedo boats
suffered from the same fates as earlier small
craft, plus some new ones: they were danger-
ous in open waters, had short ranges, could
only engage enemy ships effectively at short
ranges (at which point they would be ripped
up by the low-caliber self-defense guns car-
ried aboard most battleships of the era), and
were too small to carry advanced aiming de-
vices or range finders, a fault that doomed
them to maccuracy. Indeed, early torpedo
boats were almost total failures: torpedoes
boats in the Russo-Japanese war only sunk
one ship, and she had already been rendered

|. Mahan, Alfred T The Influence of Sea Power upon His-
tory, 1660-1785. New York: Sagamore, 1957, Print
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crippled and immobile by battleship fire.
Even the wvastly improved torpedo boats in
WWI still only sunk one cruiser in the entire
war. The destroyer, originally built to defend
fleets against the torpedo boat, had largely
replaced the torpedo boat by WWI since de-
stroyers were more seaworthy, had a longer
range, carried better detection equipment
and, most importantly, had guns and depth
charges to provide adequate defenses against
submarines, aircraft, and surface ships. This
trend continued through WWII, where tor-
pedo boats were hampered by increased fleet
speeds (which denied torpedo boats the speed
and agility advantage they had long relied on)
and long-range patrol aircraft, which could
detect and defeat torpedo boats before they
even came close to an enemy fleet.

After WWII, small vessels again under-
went a renaissance. The invention of the
guided missile, coupled with the shrinking
of electronics, particularly radar, gave rise to
the missile boat, a type of fast, short range
boat designed to sink larger ships with swarm
tactics and then escape speedily. Some larger
missile boats could even carry close in weap-
ons systems (CIWS) to defend against en-
emy missiles and anti-aircraft missiles, which
ought to have taken away the main lhability of
torpedo boats: their lack of defenses against
enemy attacks. Initially, it looked as if mis-
sile boats were the huge threats that torpedo
boats were supposed to be. This is illustrated
by several events, especially the famous sink-
ing of the Israeli frigate Eilat by an Egyptian
Osa-class missile boat in 1967; the destruc-



Left: British torpedo boats patrol the English channel in WWII. The panic that vessels like
these stirred resembles the current panic caused by Iranian missle boats. Above: Iranian
missile boats, like the craft pictured above, do not pose as much of a threat as many think.

tion of four Pakistani ships, including a de-
stroyer and two large merchant vessels, by In-
dian missile boats in 1971 and the sinking of
five Syrian missile boats by six Israeli missile
boats at the Battle of Latakia (the first battle
between two fleets of missile boats) in 1973.
However, it must be borne in mind that in
all three of these engagements, the losers were
obsolete ships that lacked defensive counter-
measures. The effectiveness of countermea-
sures, particularly CIWS guns and missiles,
has been well demonstrated: the successful
use of electronic countermeasures and chaff
by the Israelis at Latakia and the effective use
of CIWS missiles to defeat anti-ship missiles
by the Royal Navy in the Falklands War pro-
vide two good examples. Finally, missile boats
are still extraordinarily vulnerable to attacks
from aircraft and surface ships. For example,
NATO helicopters made short work of the
Iraqi Navy's missile craft in the Gulf War,
and the U.S. Navy destroyed three Iranian
speedboats and one Iranian gunship with am-
craft and ship launched missiles in Operation
Praying Mantis while taking no casualties.
Further, American fleets are very well
defended against swarm attacks. Consider
the defenses that a missile boat must break
through to sirike an American fleet. First, the
vessel must escape American combat air pa-
frol, which can easily sink missile boats, as it
did in the Gulf War, or shoot down incoming
anti-shipping missiles. Next, the vessel must
dodge a hail of five-inch shells fired from de-
fending U.S. destroyers and cruisers, which
can easily disable the weaponry and electron-
ics of an attacking missile boat. Third, the
missile boat needs to avoid retaliation from
American anti-shipping missiles. When one
considers that SM-2 anti-aircraft missiles,
which are smaller than most anti-shipping
missiles, were able to cripple an Iranian missile
boat in Operation Praying Mantis, the prob-
ability . Then, the missile boat would have to
avoid gunfire from the numerous 25mm au-

tocannons onboard American destroyers and
cruisers, each of which are capable of sink-
ing smaller speedboats and disabling larger
missile craft at short range. If the attacking
vessel manages to break through this wall of
defenses to fire its weaponry, the battle is not
yet over. American warships possess multiple
types of missile-defense missiles, namely the
SM-2 and Enhanced Sea Sparrow Missile
(ESSM). Although it is possible to overwhelm
these defense systems by firing enough mis-
siles, this is unlikely, since a single American
Ticonderoga-class cruiser can carry 488 ES-
SMs, and multiple of these warships defend
each U.S. Navy carrier. An incoming missile
would then have to deal with passive coun-
termeasures, such as electronic countermea-
sures like radar jamming and decoys such as
chaft, which demonstrated their effectiveness
in the Gulf War when they defended battle-
ship US.5. Wisconsin from an Iraqi missile. Fi-
nally, the missile would have to break through
the Phalanx CIWS guns (an autonomous an-
ti-missile autocannon) defending the Ameri-
can ships.

So to recap: an attacking missile boal
would have to break through six layers of
offensive and defensive weaponry to hit an
American warship. Furthermore, this does
not even take into account how effective the
missiles that Iran arms its vessels with are.
Indeed, it seems that most nations drastically
over-hype the capabilities of their missile sys-
tems. In 2006, for example, Hezbollah failed
to sink Israeli corvette INS Hanit after hitting
it with a C-802, a Chinese missile in use with
the Iranian Navy Despite the fact that the
missile was advertised as being able to sink a
10,000 ton ship (the Hanit weighs 1,200 tons)
and the fact that the missile hit the Hanit’s
highly explosive aviation fuel storage tanks,
the ship remained afloat.

So the threat posed by Iranian speedboats
may not be so dire after all. However, the fact
that Iranian speedboats could potentially
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pose a threat means that the U.S. Navy must
create a means by which to defeat this threat.
A strategy for defeating Iranian missile boats
must be both offensive and defensive: that 1s,
the Navy must be able to both sink Iranian
boats and defend itself against attacks by
them.

The offensive aspect of fighting Iranian
boats is mostly already taken care of Combat
air pafrol can be expected to detect incoming
Iranian craft and fire on them. However, be-
cause Iranian missile boats are small and fan-
ly stealthy, they may be difficult to detect from
high altitudes. Thus, it would be prudent to
devote a small portion of a carrier’s combat
air pairol to low-altitude searches for Iranian
boats. As the success of helicopter operations
against Iraqi missile boats in the Gulf War
demonsirates, helicopters can provide a valu-
able defense against missile boats. However, a
helicopter is useless if it is not armed, so the
Navy must have its anti-submarine and patrol
helicopters carry some kind of light anti-ship
missile such as the AGM-65 Maverick (which
demonstrated its effectiveness against Iraqi
missile boats in the Iran-Iraq War) while in
the Persian Gulf Further, surface ships can
effectively defeat missile boats using their
light guns and anti-aircraft missiles. However,
surface ships are useless if they do not detect
Iranian crafi, so it must be ensured that all
Navy ships are equipped with the very latest
sensors, and that these sensors are always on.

The main area of concern regarding
Iranian missile boats i1s defense. U.S. Navy
vessels are equipped with highly advanced
CIWS and electronic countermeasures,
which ought to provide adequate defenses
against Iranian boats. All Navy ships ought
to be equipped with these CIWS guns and
electronic countermeasures (ECM). Some
ships that currently carry CIWS and ECM
ought to carry more of it, particularly the
Arleigh Buike flight IIa destroyers, which only
carry one Phalanx gun, and ought to carry
two to give them 365 degrees of protection.
Finally, to prevent “swarm™ attacks, in which
vast numbers of small boats overwhelm larg-
er ships by forcing the latter to expend all of
their defensive weapons on endless waves of
boats, the Navy needs to upgrade all ships
to carry AESA radar, which can track more
targets than current radars can. Further, U.S.
warships ought to carry more ammunition
for all of their weapons in order to not get
overwhelmed by large numbers of enemies.

Thus, the supposedly lethal threat of Ira-
nian speedboats may not be so scary after all
History has shown that small crafi rarely live
up to expectations, and this is no exception.
The Navy currently has the means to defend
itself against small craft attacks, and it can be
expected to do so in the event of a conflict.
It is probably now time for the naval brass to
start looking for the next unbeatable threat to
naval SIIPI'EIII HC?.



Gay-Away:

Homophobic Legislation in Uganda

Members of Ugandan Parliament set to vote on bill criminalizing homosexuality as a capital offense

bill that would legalize murder for ho-

mosexuality, that has been described

as “‘state-sponsored genocide” hy
Reverend Canon Gideon Byamugisha, is set
to become in Uganda this December. The
proposal, by David Bahati (a member of the
Ugandan Parliament), seeks to that seeks to
expand the criminalization of homosexuality,
as well as enumerate the punishment of of-
fenses, despite international outcry. Ugandan
homosexuals in the past have faced abuse and
torture at the hands of police, according to
a press release from Amnesty International,
and often are victims of wvandalism, death
threats, blackmail, and “correctional rape,”
in which homosexuals (usually lesbians) are
forced into sexual intercourse with a mem-
ber of the opposite gender in order to “cure”™
them of homosexuality. " *

Under the bill, same-sex relations would
be defined as one of two things, “agoravated
homosexuality,” for which one would face the
death penalty, or an “offense of homosexu-
ality,” punishable by lifelong imprisonment.
“Aggravated homosexuality” faces a severer
sentence because it includes repeat offenders,
as well as homosexual acts by authority fig-
ures, parents, or people who are HI'V-positive
(among others).

The bill also seeks to eliminate the pos-
sibility of homosexuals fleeing the country,
for it mandates extradition back to Uganda
for punishment for those who flee. The hill
also attempts to restrict humanitarian aid to
those individuals attacked by the bill, for it
catalogues penalties for knowledge of homo-
sexuals or support of LGB'T rights by indi-
viduals, media organizations, companies, and
non-governmental organizations (NGOs).
This restriction of the actions of NGOs is es-
pecially harmful to the LGBT population in
Uganda, as organizations classified as NGOs
include the Red Cross, Doctors Without Bor-
ders, Mercy Corps, and most distressingly for
Uganda, numerous organizations for refugees
(including the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Refugees, the U.S. Committee for
Refugees, and Refugees International).

The bill is a continuation of a long legacy

1 Gertlernan, Jeffrey "American’s Role Seen in Uganda
Anti-Gay Fush ** The New York Times 5 Jan 2010 Web. 17
Nov 2012

2 Rice, Xan *“Uganda Considers Death sentence for Gay
Sex in Bill Before Parliament.” The Guardian. 29 Nowv 2010
Web. 17 Now 2012

By Jessica Feinberg
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of human rights abuses regarding homosexu-
ality by Uganda. It was drafied afier an anti-
homosexuality workshop in Uganda’s capital,
Kampala, that featured several Americans,
including Christian extremist Scott Lively,
who vitriolically claims that both the Rwan-
dan genocide and the Nazi Holocaust were
the result of “militaristic male homosexu-
als”, and Don Schmierer, a board member of
Exodus International (a Christian group that
promotes the use of conversion therapy).’
The workshop furthered homophobic senti-
ments in Uganda, mcluding fear of the threat
of an “international gay agenda,” to which
the Ugandan legislature felt it must respond.*
The Ugandan media has come under fire for
outing suspected homosexuals, and Ugandan
magazine Rolling Stone (unaffiliated with the
American magazine of the same name) pub-
lished a list of the names and addresses of
Uganda’s “top” homosexuals, under a head-
line calling for Ugandans to “hang them.”

3. Eurroway, Jim "Exzodus Ecard Member Joins Nazi Fevi-
sionist At Uganda Conference " Boz Turtle Bullein R55 N F
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An anti-AlDS activist group called the AIDS
Coalition to Unleash Power protests the bill
in New York City.

Ugandan officials continue to support its
enactment with few reservations. One such
reservation comes from James Buturo, Ugan-
da’s Minister of Ethics and Integrity, who
claimed Uganda thinks “a life sentence could
be better because it gives room for the offend-
ers to be rehabilitated. Killing them might not
be helpful.”® However, according to Ugan-
dan Speaker of Parliament Rebecca Kadaga,
the bill 1s still likely to pass, due to its “high
demand,” and the committee chairman Ste-
phen Tashobya stated he has already readied
a working document “because [he] had a lot
of responses during public hearings.””

It’s good to know Uganda’s department
of Ethics and Integrity values facilitating a

dan Tabloid Fublishes New ‘Gay List™" CNN Cables News
Nerwork, 1 Nov 2010. Web. 17 Now 2012

6 Biryabarema, Elias “Uganda government softens pro-
posed anti-gay law" Reuters. 23 Dec. 2009 Web. 17 Now
2012

/. Naturinda, Sheila. "Kadaga Wants Anti-Gay Bill Tabled ™
Daily Monitor, N.p., 16 Nov 2012. Web. 27 Now 2012



draconian cause over its ethics and integrity.
Why would the Minister of Ethics and In-
tegrity ever concern himself with such petty
things as basic human rights? This proposal
for the legalization of murder is a witch hunt,
and they have the torches and pitchforks
ready. Bahati, who proposed the bill, has ig-
nored even these meager criticisms, and con-
tinues to push for its passage, while Uganda’s
Parliament speaker, Rebecca Kadaga, re-
ferred to the murderous bill as a “Christmas
gift” to the Ugandan people.®

Fortunately, the bill has faced incensed
internal and international outcry Article 21
of the Ugandan constitution provides for
“equality and freedom from discrimination,”
and states that “all persons are equal before
and under the law in all spheres of political,
economic, social and cultural life and in every
other respect and shall enjoy equal protection
of the law.” Ugandan activists have used this
article to denounce the bill's constitutionality,
and critics from around the world have point-
ed to the American representatives to the
anti-homosexuality workshop in Kampala as

solutely horrible” and
noted that his coniri-
bution to the confer-
ence involved only
advising Ugandans on
parenting skills.*®

Other gOVern-
mental and religious
organizafions have
expressed severe con-
cerns. The French
governm Ent, numer-
ous Canadian ofh-

cials, and the United
States have expressed
opposition to this bill.
Both the European
Parliament and the
Swedish government
have threatened to dis-
band aid programs to
Uganda in the event
the bill passes, as did
the UK’s Secretary of
State for International

This proposal for the legalization of murder of
homosexuals is a witch hunt, and Ugandans
have the torches and pitchforks ready.

inciting the hatred that caused the bill.* How-
ever, several participants in the workshop
have condemned the legislation. Exodus In-
ternational has officially condemned the bill,
stating on their website that “every human
life, regardless of sexual orientation, is of in-
estimable and equal worth to God... Exodus
International has not supported and will not
support any legislation that deprives others
of life and dignity based on their sexual ori-
entation or the expression of such within the
confines of a consensual adult relationship.”
Further, its representative fo the workshop,
Don Schmaierer, called the bill “horrible, ab-

B Eiryabarema, Elias "Uganda says wants to pass anti-gay
law as *‘Christmas gift’™’ Reuters. 15 Nov 2012 Web. 17 Nov
2012

9. Van der Westhuizen, Christi “UGANDA: Helping Hand
For Homophobia From 1.5 Chrisnans™ Inter Press Service
11 Now 2009 Web. 17 Nov 2012

Development. Similarly, numerous religious
officials have voiced their opposition, includ-
mg the Archbishop of Canterbury and the
Vatican.

Governments, international organiza-
tions, and individuals must continue to
condemn and oppose this reprehensible
legislation. In the words of Canon Gideon
Byamugisha, the bill “would become state-
legislated genocide.” The atrocity and crimi-
nality of this bill should be evident to every-
one, regardless of theiwr political or religious
beliefs. I hope that despite current contro-
versy within the Uniied States over allow-
ing homosexuals to marry, the governmeni
will be able to agree that genocide based on
sexual orientation is exceedingly afrocious
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A Ugandan worshiper displays this
homophobic message at a rally in a Kampala
slum promoting the Anti-Homosexuality Bill.

and unacceptable. Bipartisan opposition 1is
possible — of the four members of Congress
to release statements condemning the bill,
lwo were Democrats and two Republicans
— and 1t 1s essential such unified resistance
be achieved. It 1s of utmost importance that
Ugandans identifying as LGBT are granted
refugee status and their immigration into the
United States is streamlined to prevent the
horrific effects of a legislated genocide. The
United States should also work with other
countries, especially through the UN, to de-
termine what action should be taken against
the Ugandan government if the bill passes
that does not affect innocent people suffer-
ing in the country - restricting certain forms
of aid, especially humanitarian, would only
undermine our inferest in promoting human
rights in the country. The United States must
condemn and fight this horrendous crime
against humanity.
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Puerto Ricans wave their flag at a rally
supporting the reforendum for statehood.

A closer look at the voting shows
that this plea for statehood is not
actually as widespread as it ought
to be to justify such a change.

Hands Off Puerto Rico

Despite media hype, Puerto Ricans do not need or want statehood

By Elena Pinsker
STAFF WRITER

n November 6, 2012, most of the
' United States was worrying about

who would be elected president.
They were thinking about the future of the
economy, the social changes that are taking
place around us and the future of our foreign
policy. What they were not thinking about
was a J1st state.

Puerto Ricans, however, were. Because
on November 6, a referendum on the status
of Puerto Rico took place on the small island
that hides beside Haiti and the Dominican
Republic. A country dominated by Spanish-
speakers, Puerto Rico’s identity is so different
from that of the United States that its people
are represented separately in international
events such as the Olympics and the World
Cup. Classes are taught in Spanish and Eng-
lish is taught only as a second, albeit required,
language in school.

since the referendum, word has been
circling around the United States that Puerto
Ricans are desperate for statehood. However,
a closer look at the voting results shows that
this plea 1s not actually as widespread as it
ought to be to justify a monumental change
such as the addition of Puerto Rico to the
Union. A much larger majority than what 1s
shown by the current referendum should be
reached before statehood is even considered
as an option.

The first of two questions asked, “Do
you think that Puerto Rico should continue
to have its present form of territorial status?”
Nearly 54 percent of the valid votes marked
“INo,” while 46 percent marked “Yes.” The
second question
asked, “Regardless of
your selection in the
first question, please
mark which of the
following non-ierri-
torial options would
you prefer.”

The options pro-
vided were statehood,
independence or a
“Sovereign Free Associated State,” through
which Puerto Rico would no longer be a ter-
ritory of the United States, but would agree
with the United States as to the specifics of
political involvement as an independent na-
tion. While over 25 percent of the voters
left this question blank, of those who did
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answer, 61.15 percent chose statehood as the
preferred option, leading many media out-
lets and politicians to incorrectly claim that
Puerto Ricans are desperately vying for their
territory to become a fully-fledged American
state.

It1s clear that the deswre for this statehood
is not ubiquitous. In a population of 3.7 mil-
lion people, a difference of 138,231 voters
should not decide the fate of the territory A
much larger majority ought to be reached be-
fore passing such a drastic measure.

Furthermore, Governor Luis Fortuno, a
supporter of Puerto Rican statehood, was re-
cently voted out of office and was replaced
by Alejandro Garcia Padilla, a proponent
of Puerto Rico’s status remaining the way it
currently is. This, coupled with such a small
majority voting for statehood in the referen-
dum, is not a clear-enough mandate for Puer-
to Rican statehood, and should not justify a
change that would have negative impacts on
both parties.

The economic effects of Puerto Rican
statehood for the United States are also unde-
sirable. The adoption of Puerto Rico’s failing
economy 1s simply unfeasible for the United
States. In 2011, the unemployment rate in
the territory was 18.5 percent.! Their GDP
per capita would also make them the poor-
est state in the country, along with their me-
dian income of $17,741.2 Their debt is nearly
$57 billion, and their economy is currently
shrinking.’ Put simply, the United States liter-
ally cannot afford to take on Puerto Rico’s
economic situation as a state.

Moreover, many corporations and busi-
nesses in Puerto Rico (or those who currently
engage in business with Puerto Rico) would
be subject to a tax increase, as these busi-
nesses would now be taxed as domestic busi-
nesses, with a current tax rate as high as 35
percent.*

Such corporate tax increases would be
harmful to the already-damaged Puerto Ri-

can economy. Both Governor Mitt Romney
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In vote of Puerto Rico’s current
status as a U.S. Commonwealth,

4%

rejected
current status

46%

supported
current status

and President Barack Obama expressed a
desire to lower the corporate taxrate in order
to stimulate job growth and boost the econo-
my, and both parties agree that an excessive
corporate tax rate would hurt the economy’
It 1s beneficial to all businesses Puerto Rican
businesses and to the United States economy
as a whole to keep

Puerto
ferritory.

With the pov-
erty rate in Puerto
Rico at 41.7 per-
cent in 2011° it seems like Puerto Ricans
cannot afford statehood either Currently,
Puerto Ricans do not pay federal income tax
unless their source of income comes from
companies based in the United States, yel
many still receive benefits from federal wel-
fare programs such as food stamps and Medi-
care (although thew eligibility requirements
differ).” Under statehood, the taxes of every
member of the work force would increase,
which is not something many Puerto Ricans
can currently afford.

Along with the economic impacts, there
are cultural implications that must not be
ignored. Puerto Rican culture is rich and
unique. Although English is a required course
in schools and Puerto Rico is technically a bi-
lingual territory, 95 percent of the population
speaks Spanish at home, with 80 percent say-
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61%

33%

6%

favored favored support
statehood sovereign free complete
association independence

statehood is impossible
without Congressional action

ing they speak English less than “very well.”®

Language and culture are intrinsically linked,
and in Puerto Rico, English 1s merely the sec-
ond language. One may argue that Puerto
Rico is, on paper, a bilingual territory, but the
reality is that most Puerto Ricans do not feel
comfortable speaking English.

Rico as a2 The United States cannot afford to take
on Puerto Rico’s economic situation.

While it i1s true that culture differs be-
tween states in America, and it would be
wrong to contend that the entirety of Puerto
Rican culture would be lost in statehood, it
would be equally untrue to say that thew cul-
ture would remain what it is today.

Although the United States has no official
language, speaking English i1s an economic
necessity. If Puerto Rico were to become
a state, this necessity would allow English
to push its way into the territory, inevitably
changing the identity and culture of many
of its inhabitants. This, coupled with such
a small majority voting for statehood in the
referendum, is not a clear-enough mandate
for Puerto Rican statehood, and should not
justify a change that would have negative im-
pacts on both parties.

Furthermore, language and culture are
inherently related, and the addition of even
more English to the territory would cause a
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decline in the rich boricua culture of Puerto
Rico.

The only way to avoid this type of cul-
tural loss would be to make the United States
closer to a bilingual country, similar to the
manner in which Canada deals with the us-
age of French in Quebec, where nearly 95%
of the population’s mother tongue 1s French.

This, however, would be a costly move for
the United States. Applying Quebec’s mod-
el of bilingual government, or even a simi-
lar one, to the United States would yield an
added cost of $26.7 billion annually because
of necessary projects like language fraining
for federal employees, federal interpretation
and translation services, and a bilingual bo-
nus pay to federal workers.” With our federal
debt as high as 1t 1s now, we cannot justify an
expense of this size,

This, coupled with such a small major-
ity voting for statehood in the referendum, 1s
not a clear-enough mandate for Puerto Rican
statehood, and should not justify a change
that would have negative impacts on both
parties.

While it may be feasible in the future,
the reality is that Puerto Rican statehood
1s not a viable option right now — neither
for the United States nor Puerto Rico. With
economic and cultural impacts bad for both
parties, and without a clear desire for state-
hood from the territory itself U.S. politicians
should not be pushing for a change this dras-
tic. For now, the 50 stars should remain in
their place.

9. ibid ¥
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