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From the Desk of the Editor-in-Chief

The more things change, the more they stay the same?
It’s spring on the 

Island again, and the 
world is coming off of a 
cold winter--one not only 
characterized by literal 
record-breaking snowfall 
and the increasingly 
noticeable signs of 
climate change, but one 
that’s brought us awe-
inspiring and terrifying 
tales of protest, war, and 
terrorism from every 

region. It’s a world that’s harder to ignore, even as 
our schedules grow tighter and the time we used 
to spend reading the daily issue of The New York 
Times in every dorm (haha) is beginning to dwindle. 
The 2016 elections find a way to come up in every 
other conversation I’ve had lately, and we’re always 
confused as to the exact state of affairs in 
Iraq--if it’s even Iraq anymore.

We all seem to be in a chronic state 
of wonder that any of these things has 
happened. It’s hard for the Americans 
among us to imagine that the political 
state of our home country may be 
in contention, that the future of our 
homeland may not be crystal clear, as it 
certainly is not for those students from Hong 
Kong. It’s hard to imagine our government 
powerless in the face of a terrible virus, as is the case 
in Africa, or our government under threat of invasion, 
as in Ukraine or Palestine, or our government 
breaking down completely and giving way to anarchy, 
as it has along the Syrian-Iraq border. But just because 
these things are hard to imagine doesn’t mean they’re 
hard to grasp, nor does it mean that they’re hard to 
understand. The problems the world has today are 
readily available for all of us to learn about, and provide 
the ultimate ammunition for dealing with problems 
both out in the big world and here on the Island. With 
all that’s been going on, there’s much for the leaders 
of the world to learn from, much to evaluate and form 
an opinion on, much to become passionate about 
and committed to help solve. It’s a big world, and a 
confusing world, but for the student of current events 
there’s always a bright side: it’s certainly not boring.

This issue has been long in the making--our 
writers began writing in October, and, after a series of 
setbacks and postponements, we are ready to publish 
this May. When cast this way, eight months doesn’t 
seem like a terribly long time, when you account for 
breaks, bureaucracy, and the perpetual busy-ness of 

living at Loomis.
But the world truly has changed, in many and 

significant ways, since we first began. ISIS has peaked, 
and has begun to decline and retreat from former 
strongholds like Tikrit. Ebola, for a time the most 
terrifying disease on the planet, has come and gone as 
well, at least from the news cycle and certainly from 
the general consciousness of the American observer. 
The fighting in Ukraine has similarly become 
obscure and hidden from us. But on the other hand, 
in the time it took to create one issue of The World 
Bulletin, race relations and police brutality has again 
become an important topic in America, spurred on 
by the incidents in Ferguson, Staten Island, and most 
recently North Charleston, South Carolina. A possibly 
revolutionary nuclear deal with Iran is in the making, 
and many top Iranian officials have thrown in their 
support and cooperation. Netanyahu’s surprise visit to 

Congress and subsequent condemnation of a two-
state solution with Palestine has ushered in a 

rough spell in U.S.-Israel relations, possibly 
leading to great changes in America’s 
current role in the conflict. And a 
sectarian split in Yemen, which pits 
Saudi Arabia and Iran against each other 
in a blossoming civil war, may portend a 
great change in the power dynamics of 

the Middle East.
All this has changed in the amount 

of time it’s taken to write, edit, and lay out 
information on just some of the similarly drastic 
changes that happened this past summer, and even 
more will happen in the time between our printing of 
this issue and your reading it. The world is a dynamic 
and rapidly changing place, and any snapshot of events 
is outdated before it can be developed, let alone 
framed. But that doesn’t mean history shouldn’t be 
recorded, and that certainly doesn’t mean it shouldn’t 
be doggedly followed. 
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About the Writers
** MICHAEL CARTER ’15 (“It’s Raining Democracy: 
Hong Kong’s Umbrella Revolution,” “The Power Behind 
ISIS,” and “Hard vs. Soft Power: Reexamining America’s 
Middle East Policy”), Editor-in-Chief of both the World 
Bulletin and the Loomis Chaffee LOG, hails from Charleston, 
South Carolina. On the Island, Michael is an RA in Warham 
and a Four-Year Centennial Ambassador. He enjoys Model 
UN, acting and directing in the NEO, engaging in the Book 
Club, and watching House of Cards. This is Michael’s third 
year writing for the Bulletin, having previously contributed 
“Britain’s New Europhobia” (Winter 2013), “Chelsea 
Manning and the Iraq War Logs” (Fall/Winter 2013-14), 
and “Examining Tunisia’s New Constitution” (Spring 2014). 
In addition to his induction into the Cum Laude Society, 
Michael was recently awarded the Norris E. Orchard Senior 
English Prize, the Sarai Ribicoff Senior Journalism Prize, 
and the Chéruy Senior Foreign Language Prize. Michael 
was also honored at the History Honors Tea this spring. 
He will take his passion for writing to Stanford University 
this fall.

CATIE CHOI ’16 (“Remembering World War I: Enemies 
Unite a Century Later”) is from Seoul, South Korea. She is 
an avid Model UN delegate, debater, and tennis player who 
has been writing for the World Bulletin since her freshman 
year. Catie’s past articles include “Pope Benedict XVI’s 
Resignation” (Winter 2013), “A Guesthouse-Living, Bus-
Boarding Pope” (Spring 2013), “Malian Refugee Camps” 
(Spring 2013), and “Children Giving Birth to Children” 
(Spring 2014).

PHILIP CUI ’15 (“Lessons From the 2014 Midterm 
Elections”) is a four-year Pelican from Taipei, Taiwan and 
a resident of Warham. This is his debut article for the 
World Bulletin—better late than never! When not exploring 
the ins and outs of American politics, Phil works as the 
Business Manager of the Loomis Chaffee LOG, and he also 
enjoys Winter Jogging. As a banana slug at the University 
of California-Santa Cruz next year, Phil should be able to 
enjoy jogging in much warmer climes.

RASHI DUA ’15 (“To Infinity and Beyond! India Goes 
to Space”) is a day student from Avon, Connecticut. In 
addition to serving as president of the Pelican Service 
Organization, Rashi is a member of the Orchestra, a tour 
guide, and a past Model UN delegate. This is Rashi’s third 
article for the World Bulletin; previous essays include “This 
Time for Africa! Reflections from a Trip to South Africa” 
(Fall/Winter 2013-14) and “Revolutionary Election Sparks 
Hope in Afghanistan” (Spring 2014). A Four-Year Centennial 
Ambassador, Rashi is also a recipient of a Global Studies 
Certificate, the Loomis Chaffee Senior Community Service 
Prize, and was an invitee at this spring’s History Honors 
Tea. Rashi will take her devotion to public service to 
George Washington University this fall.

ALEXANDRA EYVAZZADEH ’17 (“Cycling Their 
Way to Freedom”), a day student from Wilbraham, 
Massachusetts, makes her World Bulletin debut with this 
article. Alex enjoys dancing with Company II, volunteering 
in the Community Service Program, and pursuing a Global 

Studies Certificate. Alex was recently selected as a 2015-16 
Peer Counselor.

MADDY FARGIS ’16 (“Change is Coming to the 
Catholic Church”), from Greenwich, Connecticut, is a 
resident of Palmer and a new face at the World Bulletin. 
Maddy’s interest in global affairs is also evident with her 
participation in Model UN, having attended both Yale and 
Boston conferences. Maddy is a tour guide and a member 
of the cross country and track teams.

OLIVIA FISCHER ’15 (“Don’t Blame Congress!”), an 
RA in Ammidon, hails from Southington, Connecticut. A 
veteran of six Model UN conferences since her freshman 
year, including YMGE 2013 in Budapest, Olivia makes 
her World Bulletin debut with this issue. The 2012 Carling 
Prize winner, Olivia has excelled in history and social 
science ever since, and was recently invited to the History 
Honors Tea, celebrating her work in two courses this year. 
A well-deserved recipient of the Loomis Chaffee Senior 
Community Service Prize and a Global Studies Certificate, 
Olivia will attend historic Gettysburg College in the fall.

ISABEL GUIGUI ’15 (“We the People of the World”), 
from New York City, Germany, and Switzerland is a true 
citizen of the world! She makes her home away from home 
with the girls in Mason Dormitory. A Four-Year Centennial 
Ambassador and a participant in BosMUN 2014, Isabel 
was invited to the History Honors Tea this spring. Recently 
awarded a Global Studies Certificate, Isabel will study at the 
American University of Paris after departing the Island.?

HANNA HAMEEDY ’17 (“Learning From 19th Century 
Mistakes: A New Approach to a Crimean Crisis”) is a day 
student from Simsbury, Connecticut who serves as a tour 
guide and performs in the Orchestra. This issues marks 
Hanna’s World Bulletin debut.

ERIKA HERMAN ’17 (“Anti-Semitism in Europe: Dark 
Past, Darker Future?”), from Teaneck, New Jersey, is a 
resident in Longman and was recently selected as a 2015-16 
prefect in that dorm. One-half of two sets of sister twins 
who traveled to India this March with the Center for Global 
Studies, Erika enjoys Broadway musicals, volunteering with 
the Community Service Program, playing in the Orchestra, 
and studying European History.

DANI HOVE ’16 (“Taken: The Fight for Nigeria’s 
Schoolgirls”) is a new junior from Johannesburg, South 
Africa who resides in Warham. Selected as a peer counselor 
for 2015-16, Dani participated in the tech crew for the 
NEO’s winter production of Oklahoma! and he enjoyed 
time with the cycling program this spring.

CYNTHIA HUI ’17 (“Brazil Bites Off More Than It Can 
Chew”), a new sophomore from Hong Kong and a resident 
of Carter, has kicked off her Loomis career on a good note, 
participating in both Model UN conferences and now she 
makes her World Bulletin debut. In addition to engaging in 
global affairs, Cynthia enjoys playing the piano, dancing, 
Harry Potter, watching soccer, and the gluten-free cookies 
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in the dining hall. (Oh, don’t we all.) Cynthia was invited 
this spring to the History Honors Tea.

* CLAUDIA LAMPRECHT ’16 (“The Financial 
Burden of the Syrian Refugee Crisis”) is a day student from 
Windsor, Connecticut. A dual citizen of the United States 
and Austria, Claudia can be found at the squash courts or 
giving tours to prospective pelicans. This is Claudia’s second 
article for the World Bulletin, having written “McCutcheon v. 
Federal Election Commission: Campaign Finance Reform vs. 
Freedom of Speech” for the Spring 2014 issue. This May 
Claudia was the recipient of a Baxter Science Award and 
was invited to the History Honors Tea.

LILY LIU ’17 (“Are Muslims the New Jews?”) is from 
Beijing, China and makes Longman her home at Loomis 
Chaffee. A talented vocalist, Lily enjoys performing 
with the Concert Choir and Chamber Singers, as well as 
participating in Model UN and playing JV tennis. This 
spring Lily was honored with a Baxter Science Award. We 
are pleased to welcome Lily to the World Bulletin this year 
as she makes her writing debut!

* SHIVANI MANDAVILLI ’15 (“Combatting Ebola: 
You’ll Need More Than Just a HAZMAT Suit” and “Calling 
Out the Media”) is a four-year day student from Simsbury, 
Connecticut.  A hiking and yoga enthusiast and a recipient 
of a Global Studies Certificate, Shivani is also an avid 
traveler, having visited five continents! As a follow-up piece 
to her family’s travels in Africa last year, Shivani penned 
“Karibu Sana! Tourists Welcome in Tanzania and Kenya” 
for the Spring 2014 issue. Shivani will take her adventurous 
spirit to Colorado College in September.

GABBY RONCONE ’15 (“Finding a Balance Between 
Isolationism and Interventionism”) is a day student from 
Colchester, Connecticut, but she’s so busy on campus one 
would be forgiven for thinking that Gabby is a boarder! 
A Four-Year Centennial Ambassador, Girls Vice President 
of Student Council, and an active member of the cross 
country team, Gabby was honored this spring at both the 
History and English Honors Teas. Tufts University will be 
the lucky beneficiary of Gabby’s tireless commitment to 
the common good. 

ALEX ROSENTHAL ’17 (“SodaStream: Water Made 
Controversial”) hails from Marblehead, Massachusetts and 
resides in Kravis Dormitory, where he’ll serve as a prefect 
next year. A fan of football and baseball, a member of the 
Chess Club and Stock and Finance Club, and a former 
class president, Alex made his World Bulletin debut with 
“Republicans Look to Take Back the Senate” (Spring 2014). 

* PENELOPE SHAO ’15 (“Unaccompanied Minors and 
the Future of Immigration Reform”), from Guangzhou, 
China via Ottawa, Canada, is an RA in Palmer. The 
Secretary-Treasurer of Student Council, and a member of 
both the swimming and water polo teams, Penelope made 
her World Bulletin debut last spring with an article about 
the French media, entitled “The Private Life of a Public 
Servant: Francois Hollande’s Extracurricular Escapades.” 

About the Writers
Recently inducted into the Cum Laude Society and the 
recipient of a Global Studies Certificate, Penelope was also 
invited to both the English and History Honors Teas. After 
a gap year traveling in Europe and Canada studying French, 
Penelope will make Brown University her next home.

* JULIA SONG ’15 (“Shots Heard ‘Round the World: The 
International Response to Ferguson”), from Gangwon-do, 
South Korea, is an RA in Ammidon. In addition to her 
work on the World Bulletin, Julia is Director of Design for 
the Loomis Chaffee LOG and a budding photographer. She 
is well known around campus for her on-point fashion 
statements and her love of avocados. This article marks 
Julia’s third Bulletin contribution, after “A Vicious Cycle: 
U.S. Anti-Terrorism Efforts in Africa” (Fall/Winter 2013-14) 
and “Renowned AP Photographer Killed in Afghanistan” 
(Spring 2014). A recent inductee into the Cum Laude 
Society and the recipient of a Global Studies Certificate 
and a Baxter Science Award, Julia will take her keen eye to 
Northwestern University in September.

* LINH TRAN ’15 (“The Berlin Wall: 25 Years After 
Reunification” and “To Be or Not to Be…A Feminist?”), 
from Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam, makes her home in 
Palmer (and especially on Ms. Engelke’s couch, where 
she can frequently be found watching tennis). Linh is an 
International Student Ambassador, a two-time Model UN 
delegate, and a passionate mathematician and scientist. 
Previous World Bulletin articles include “Vietnam’s Brain 
Drain” (Spring 2013) and “Tension Mounting in Maduro’s 
Venezuela” (Spring 2014). A newly-minted member of the 
Cum Laude Society, and the recipient of a Baxter Science 
Award and an invitation to the Math Honors Brunch, 
Linh will study biomedical engineering at Johns Hopkins 
University this fall.

* TRUNG VU ’15 (“The Rise of Alibaba: How an English 
Teacher’s Venture Became an E-Commerce Giant”) is an 
RA in Taylor from Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. On the 
Island, Trung competes on the cross country and wrestling 
teams and serves on the Student Council. He made his 
World Bulletin debut last spring with “Crisis in Ukraine: 
Beginning of Cold War II?” A recent inductee into the 
Cum Laude Society, Trung was also awarded the Norris E. 
Orchard Senior English Prize, the Samuel C. Suisman Senior 
History Prize, the J. Newfield Senior Science Prize, and the 
Chéruy Senior Foreign Language Prize. (And he was invited 
to the Math Honors Brunch!) Trung’s formidable academic 
acumen will find its way to Columbia University next year.

GLORIA YI ’17 (“Ethiopia: Then and Now”), a day student 
from South Windsor, Connecticut, makes her World Bulletin 
debut, adding to her prior experience with the LOG, the 
Orchestra, the Debate Society, the Community Service 
Program, and Model UN. An avid traveler (she’s visited 
over twenty European countries!), Gloria is the recipient 
of a Baxter Science Award and was an invitee at both the 
History and Math Honors receptions this spring.

** Editor-in-Chief
* Editor
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The Berlin Wall (Berliner Mauer), was a barrier 
constructed in 1961 by the German Democratic 
Republic (GDR), or East Germany, that separated 
East and West Berlin; it also divided East and West 
Germany. The wall 
stood from 1961 to 
1989. The Eastern Bloc, 
under the Soviet sphere 
of influence, claimed 
that the wall was built 
to protect Eastern 
Europeans from fascism, 
which was believed to 
be destructive to the 
creation of a socialist 
state in East Germany. 
The GDR authorities 
formally referred to 
the Berlin Wall as the 
“Anti-Fascist Protection 
Rampart,” suggesting 
that NATO countries and West Germany at that 
time were “fascists” (bbc.co.uk/history/places/berlin_
wall). On the other hand, people from West Berlin 
and West Germany saw the Berlin Wall in a different 
light, calling it, in the words of mayor Willy Brandt, 
“the Wall of Shame,” and criticizing the East for its 
restriction of freedom and totalitarian system. When 
it still stood, only 5,000 people managed to escape 
from East to West Berlin, and exactly 138 German 
men were shot by border guards in their attempt to 
cross this fortified, 96-mile barrier (Alison Smale, 
“On Berlin Wall Anniversary, Somber Notes Amid 
Revelry,” The New York Times, 8 November 2014). In 
1989, a number of defections through Hungary and 
Czechoslovakia forced the government to eventually 
permit free passage across the border (Alan Taylor, 

“The Berlin Wall, 25 Years After the Fall,” The Atlantic, 
4 November 2014). The image of citizens swarming 
the wall, and tearing it down with hammers and 
machinery, signified the new beginning of a united 

Germany.
On November 9, 

1989 the fall of the 
Berlin Wall destroyed 
the physical barrier 
between the two 
regions. Nevertheless, 
it took many years 
for East and West 
Germans to eradicate 
their economic 
differences. The 
chairman of the Center 
for Liberal Strategies 
in Sofia,  Bulgaria, Ivan 

Krastev, age 44, reflected, “The West had occupied 
our imagination for so long. We had talked about 
destroying the borders. It was about the physical act 
of crossing. No constraints” (Judy Dempsey, “Barriers 
May Crumble, but Psychological Borders Remain,” 
The New York Times, 6 November 2009). Like many 
Germans, Mr. Krastev imagined himself to live long 
enough to “see the end of communism.” Thankfully, 
he did not have to wait too long to witness the end of 
the Cold War and the rebirth of Germany (Dempsey). 

As globalization spread, people from Germany 
and other parts of Europe could travel freely 
anywhere in both the East and West. During the 
1950s and the 1960s, the economy of the German 
Federal Republic had grown rapidly. With 1.4 billion 
dollars from the Marshall Plan, Germany entered the 
period of Wirtschaftswunder, or “economic miracle” 
(Ben Mauk, “Did Eastern Germany Experience an 
Economic Growth?, The New Yorker, 6 November 
2014). In 1989, the opening of the borders allowed 
East Germans to experience the economic spurt 
similar to the West. Aided with 1.6 trillion euros from 
the federal government and private firms, Eastern 
Germany reduced its unemployment rate by half, and 
wages have increased much more rapidly than in its 
western counterpart. Today, the per capita GDP of 
Germany’s eastern states loses only to that of Italy 
and Spain. According to German banking group KfW, 
the economic differences between the East and the 
West such as the per capita GDP and employment 
rates, have gradually diminished, approaching the 
range of regional differences found in industrialized 

The Berlin Wall in 1989

The Berlin Wall: 25 Years After Reunification     by Linh Tran ’15

europe

Illuminated white balloons, seen here near the Brandenburg 
Gate, mark the route of the Berlin Wall
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nations like Canada, Japan, and the United States 
(Mauk). Undoubtedly, many Eastern Germans have 
benefited from the economic miracle, as most citizens 
now receive better jobs, higher wages, and improved 
quality of lives. Although regional inequality persists, 
the economic gap is unclosed, and the historical 
memory lingers, the united Germany can look 
forward to a promising future in which the economic 
and cultural convergence is complete.

November 9, 2014 marked the 25th year since 
the fall of the Berlin Wall. In celebration, 8,000 
thousand helium balloons perched on 3.6 m poles 
and stretching for 15 km to simulate the concrete 
wall, released to the sky, one by one (“Berlin Wall: 
Thousand of Balloons Released to Mark Fall,” BBC 

News, 9 November 2014). As thousands of Germans 
gathered at the Brandenburg Gate to watch the event, 
Chancellor Angela Merkel said that Germany could 
forget what happened in Berlin and move forward 
to a better future, thriving under the democracy and 
justice. Most importantly, she emphasized, “We can 
change things for the better. This is a message for…
Ukraine, Iraq, and other places where human rights 
are threatened...The fall of the Wall showed us that 
dreams can come true. Nothing has to stay as it is” 
(BBC News). In fact, under the excellent leadership 
of the first Eastern-born chancellor, Germany has 
survived the Great Recession, kept the fraying 
European Union attached, and even won their first 
FIFA World Cup final since reunification. Germans 
have proved to the world that as the wall fell down, 
Germany, with a new sense of freedom, has stood up. 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel (far right) and other 
dignitaries placed flowers between slats of the former Berlin 
Wall at a memorial in November.

Remembering World War I: Enemies Unite a Century Later     
by Catie Choi ’16

It has been one hundred years since Loomis 
Chaffee was established, one hundred years since Babe 
Ruth made his Major League Baseball debut, and one 
hundred years since 
the Panama Canal 
opened. It has also 
been one hundred 
years since 1914, the 
year that World War 
I broke out. World 
War I, also known 
as the Great War, 
was the first truly 
global war, one that 
left 16 million people 
dead and 21 million 
wounded, making it 
one of the deadliest 
conflicts in history. 

The warfare 

started when Serbian nationalist Gavrilo Princip 
assassinated Archduke Franz Ferdinand of Austria-
Hungary to protest Austrian rule, unintentionally 

dividing the world 
into two sides: the 
Central Powers—
Germany, Austria-
Hungary, Ottoman 
Empire, and 
Bulgaria—and the 
A l l i e s — U n i t e d 
Kingdom, France, 
Russia, Italy, United 
States, and Japan. 
Deadly weapons 
including tanks, 
chlorine gas, 
warplanes, and 
flamethrowers were 
invented. It ended 

Visitors to the newly refurbished Imperial War Museum in London are 
welcomed into the new atrium by the sight of a Spitfire, swooping mid-air 
alongside a revolutionary harrier jump jet, a V-1 ‘doodlebug’ flying bomb, and 
the V-2 rocket
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with the Paris Peace Conference in 1919 and led to the 
creation of the League of Nations, the rudimentary 
version of today’s United Nations.

A century later, former enemies have united to 
commemorate the war that took the lives of family 
and friends around the globe. The four-year centennial 
of World War I will last from 2014 to 2018 and will 
be carried out by different countries in unique ways. 
The United Kingdom, for example, has asked the 
Imperial War Museum (IWM), a cultural and historic 
institution built to record the sacrifice of the British 
Empire during World War I, to take the lead in the 
country’s remembrance. The country has granted 
the museum a budget of £50 million with which to 
create memorial refurbishments, commemorative 
paving stones, education seminars, and online soldier 
database profiles nicknamed “Facebook for the Fallen” 
(“Prime Minister Announces Government Plans to 
Mark First World War Centenary,” gov.uk, 11 October 
2012).

There has, however, been quite a bit of 
controversy with the United Kingdom’s method of 
commemoration. Germany, in particular, has voiced 
the concern that Britain could possibly diminish 
Anglo-German friendship and cause tension in the 
EU with its efforts. Norman Walter, the German 
ambassador to England, has asked for a less 
“celebratory” tone and not as much focus on a specific 
country, to which the United Kingdom replied that 
teaching history objectively and honestly was the goal 
of the centennial events (Jasper Copping, “Germany 
Intervenes in WWI Commemoration Debate,” The 
Telegraph, 18 August 2013). 

Despite this friction, the Germans and British 
got together in Flanders this past Christmas to 
play a game of “football” to mark the anniversary of 
WWI’s “Christmas Truce,” the day when German and 
British soldiers declared an impromptu ceasefire on 
Christmas Day during the middle of the war and sang 
carols, exchanged gifts, and played soccer.

The United States has also been making extensive 
efforts to remember the war. Congress created the 
World War I Commission, which was signed into law 
by President Obama. The Commission’s objective is 
to educate “the American people about the effects 
of the war, and honor those who no longer have a 
voice” (“The World War I Centennial Commission,” 
worldwar-1centennial.org) by holding panels and 
attempting to raise awareness through social media. 

Of course, Bosnia and Herzegovina, the country 
where Archduke Ferdinand was shot, is also taking 
part in this global centenary. The country has launched 
a project titled ‘Sarajevo, Heart of Europe,’ to “host 
cultural, sport, and educational events, with the aim 
of peace promotion, communication and cohesion” in 
collaboration with the European Union (“Foundation,” 
sarajevosrceeurope.org). In addition to Sarajevo, the EU 
has taken other measures to pay tribute to the soldiers 

of the war. The Prime Ministers or Presidents of each 
of the 28 EU member states will stand together at the 
Menin Gate (the gate in Belgium dedicated to soldiers 
killed in WWI whose graves are still unknown) and 
pay respect for those fallen in Europe.

An abundance of museum exhibits, websites, books, 
and committees have been created to commemorate 
the devastating, lasting impact of the First World War. 
Each country involved is working incredibly hard to 
pay tribute to those who bravely risked their lives for 
the rest of the world. 

One hundred years may be enough for a generation 
to pass, but never will anyone forget.

Though some scorn at the expensive celebrations 
poured into remembering this war, protesting that the 
war was a pointless and foolish fight, others disagree 
strongly. In response to some of the criticism, UK 
Prime Minister David Cameron said, “That is wrong. 
These men signed up to prevent the domination of 
a continent, to preserve the principles of freedom 
and sovereignty that we cherish today,” (“First World 
War: David Cameron in Call to ‘Cherish’ Peace at 
Commemoration Event,” Walesonline, 4 August 2014).

Above: An artist’s impression from The Illustrated London News 
of 9 January 1915: “British and German Soldiers Arm-in-Arm 
Exchanging Headgear: A Christmas Truce between Opposing 
Trenches”
Below: First World War soldiers playing football. The British 
Army planned to take on their German counterparts in December 
2014 to mark the 100th anniversary of the Christmas truce. 
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It is crucial to learn about the past in order to 
better prepare for the future. When a situation or 
event repeats itself, we can learn from past mistakes 
and create a better outcome for the present. In the 
mid-19th century, Russia used its title as protector 
of the Orthodox Christians as a means to enter the 
Crimea, which was then part of the Ottoman Empire. 
This action marked the end of the Concert of 
Europe and peaceful communication between major 
powers. As a result of 
shattering the Concert, 
these countries turned 
against each other and 
began to act for their 
own benefit. 

Similarly, in the 
past year Russia has 
yet again tried to 
extend its power into 
Ukraine by backing the 
rebels, who have more 
Russian patriotism 
than Ukrainian. By 
placing troops within 
the country and by 
using air strikes, Russia 
has challenged the 
border between itself 
and Ukraine, and has 
slowly infiltrated it 
through the excuse of protecting the people who 
consider themselves Russian. One major difference 
that stands out between the two situations is how the 
major powers are reacting. Today, the major European 
powers are striving to provide a united front to work 
out the tensions between Russia and Ukraine, through 
skilled diplomacy and incorporating both Ukraine 
and Russia in these peace and ceasefire talks. Despite 
the similarity to the Crimean War of 1853, this time 
leaders are attempting to work together to avoid as 
much violence as possible.

By trying to administrate compromise between 
Russia and Ukraine and by issuing a ceasefire, the 
major powers are emphasizing the value of diplomacy, 
working out a solution rationally. In the past, war 
was the major vehicle used to settle a dispute. When 
Russia tried to extend its influence into the Ottoman 
Empire, Britain and France saw the only way to 
protect their interests was to combine their forces to 
overpower the Russians. They immediately jumped 
to war as a way of stopping Russia, assuming only by 
defeating a nation would it compromise. In the face of 
history seemingly repeating itself, Europe has learned 
from the past and is taking a different approach to the 

Learning From 19th Century Mistakes: 
A New Approach to a Crimean Crisis     by Hanna Hameedy ’17

conflict from the one it used in 1853. 
Although unable to avoid all violence, the major 

leaders of European countries have made significant 
efforts to evade a full out war, calling for peace talks 
and compromise. Europe politics have grown from 
settling problems by waging full out wars to “marathon 
negotiations [lasting] more than 10 hours” (in one 
day) and attended by the leaders of Russia, Ukraine, 
France, and Germany, reports Neil MacFarquhar 

(“World Leaders Meet 
in Belarus to Negotiate 
Cease-Fire in Ukraine,” 
The New York Times, 
11 February 2015). 
This improvement in 
communication and in 
the solidarity between 
European nations is 
not perfect. Despite 
the continuing efforts 
at compromise and 
peaceful negotiations, 
not everything will 
be easy to achieve; 
MacFarquhar notes 
that “the lack of trust 
between the two 
sides (Russia and its 
European negotiators) 
is a major stumbling 

block to reach any accord, not to mention the 
continuing violence.” 

Just as during the Crimean War, many countries 
are looking out for themselves, working towards 
their own individual gains, as well as tension over 
the results over the outcome of the conflict. Yet 
key players, such as Angela Merkel of Germany and 
Francois Hollande of France, continue to work with 
both Ukrainian and Russian leaders to find a solution, 
despite regarding “the chances of success in the talks 
as slim” (MacFarquhar). But many remain hopeful, 
maintaining, that “although the European leaders 
and Mr. Putin had said they would not come to 
Minsk unless the prospects of reaching a deal were 
strong, the sides still needed to bridge considerable 
differences” (MacFarquhar). 

Still Europe keeps a solid front, as England and 
France did in 1853, seeking “to keep Ukraine whole, to 
preserve the principle that no borders can be altered 
by force” (MacFarquhar). This union to preserve 
something, not solely for the benefit of one country 
for Europe as a whole, speaks volumes about the 
mature level of European diplomacy.

From left, Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany, President Petro 
Poroshenko of Ukraine, President Aleksandr Lukashenko of Belarus and 
President Vladimir Putin of Russia during their summit meeting in Minsk, 
Belarus, on February 11.
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Speaking to a crowd of nearly 70,000 people during 
the beatification ceremony of former Pope Paul VI, 
Pope Francis I stated in October that, “Change, is not 
to be feared. God is not afraid of new things! That 
is why he is continually surprising us, opening our 
hearts and guiding us in unexpected ways” (Elisabetta 
Povoledo, “Pope Francis Beatifies an Early Reformer, 
Paul VI,” The New York Times, 19 October, 2014). 
The pope’s stance suggests 
the possibility of a major 
upheaval of current Church 
teachings in the near future. 

The ceremony, which 
demonstrated the Catholic 
Church’s acknowledgement 
that Paul VI is now one step 
closer to attaining sainthood, 
marked the end of a two 
week-long synod where 
the bishops and the pope 
discussed opinions and issues surrounding 
contemporary family life. Bishops from 
all around the globe congregated in the Vatican to 
compare the opinions from their local parishes to 
those from parishes in other places in the world. 

The main goal of the synod was to spark discussion 
regarding the changing definition of family and, 
more specifically, families that do not fit within 
the traditional mold of a nuclear Catholic family 
(Povoledo, “Pope Francis Calls for Candor at Meeting 
on Family Issues,” The New York Times, 6 October, 
2014). In today’s world, non-traditional families—for 
example, those with two parents with a history of 
premarital cohabitation—are becoming increasingly 
common, so this discussion proves 
that the Church’s interest in keeping 
touch with the people’s ever-changing 
outlooks regarding theology has not 
waned. 

The choice of Pope Paul VI for the 
ceremony is symbolic considering the 
massive changes that were enacted 
throughout the Church during his 15-
year reign, the most notable of which was 
the continuation of the Second Vatican 
Council. Among the most profound 
changes in this historic council are the 
way in which the Church “communicate[s] with other 
faiths–as well as nonbelievers, the faithful and the 
modern world,” along with allowing masses to be held 
in the common tongue (vernacular), a move that opens 
the Church to a wider audience (Povoledo,“Pope 
Francis Beatifies…”). 

Many people regard Pope Francis as an extremely 
accepting pope and feel that his comparatively liberal 

outlook on the Church’s theology may bring about 
change regarding the Church’s stance on hotly-
debated social issues, including what defines a family. 
In September, he married twenty couples, the first 
pope to do so since 2000, even though some of these 
pairs did not fit the traditional Catholic idea of a 
good couple. For example, many of them had been 
living together prior to their marriage or had children 

together already, both 
situations which are looked 
down on by the Church. 

While the pope’s 
decision to marry “impure” 
couples may have been 
unconventional, he also 
would have been hard-
pressed to find true 
paradigms of Catholic 
virtue. Only 122,000 of the 
country’s 207,000 weddings 

in 2012 were religious ceremonies, demonstrating 
that the religious sanctity of marriage is not 

as highly acclaimed as it once was (Povoledo, “In 
Weddings, Pope Francis Looks Past Tradition,” The 
New York Times, 14 September 2014). Pope Francis’s 
selfless and liberal actions, including these recent 
marriages, have excited millions of people around the 
globe, cementing his status as the ‘People’s Pope.’

One action that has caused a lot of stir recently 
is the pontiff ’s recent comments reconciling the 
theory of evolution with creationism. He, as the 
head of a Church often viewed as backwards and 
dogmatic, has an attitude that seems to be incredibly 
progressive, but most people miss that the Church’s 

official teachings regarding creation 
theory “has modified considerably since 
Charles Darwin published On the Origin 
of Species in 1859” (Lizzy Davies, “Pope 
Francis: Evolution and Creation Both 
Right,” The Guardian, 29 October 2014). 
According to Elizabeth Dias of Time 
magazine, this acceptance of science has 
been reaffirmed by all previous popes 
since Pope Pius XII’s encyclical Humani 
Generis was published in 1950 (“Sorry, 
But Media Coverage of Pope Francis is 

Papal Bull,” Time, 29 October 2014). 
The coexistence of theology and science is not 

new by any means. Nevertheless, Pope Francis has 
proliferated it in a way that no pope has done before, 
causing many to rethink their views of the Catholic 
Church. His teachings may not be technically new to 
the Church, but it is clear that Pope Francis is leading 
the Church down a much more open and accepting 
path.

Pope Francis I

Change is Coming to the Catholic Church     by Maddy Fargis ’16

Pope Paul VI
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As anti-Semitic attacks 
occur across Europe, Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu urges a “mass 
immigration” of European 
Jews to Israel. After a 
Jewish guard was killed 
outside Copenhagen’s main 
synagogue on February 14, 
Mr. Netanyahu said, “Jews 
have been murdered again on 
European soil only because 
they were Jews. Of course, 
Jews deserve protection in every 
country, but we say to Jews, to our brothers and 
sisters: Israel is your home.” 

History often repeats itself and, in the case of 
European Jews, it certainly has. Emancipation of Jews 
began in the late eighteenth century, as they slowly 
gained nearly equal citizenship. The overall living 
situation of the Jews began to look up in many German 
states, Italy, the Low Countries, and Scandinavia; after 
the revolutions of 1848, Jews attained full citizenship. 
After 1858 in Britain they could sit in Parliament, and 
from about 1850-1880 hardly any organized or outright 
prejudice was expressed against the Jews in non-
Russian Europe. Then, in the 1880s organized anti-
Semitism erupted in Germany, much of the continent 
following soon after, leading up to the horrors of the 
Holocaust. In his anti-Semitic book Jewish France 
(1886) Èdouard Drumont wrote, “Thanks to the 
Jews’ cunning exploitation of the principles of ’89 
[1789, the French Revolution], France was collapsing 
into dissolution.” He was essentially blaming all of 
France’s problems on the Jews, as the case had been 
throughout history. 

These anti-Semitic sentiments were echoed across 
the continent, growing stronger as the movement 
became more and more popular. People tend to need 
a scapegoat, and for Europe, the scapegoat became 
the Jews. In Russia, discrimination and prejudice 
continued. The government limited their freedom to 
move, publish books, and banned them from many 
aspects of government service. However, the period 

of time before the recent 
outbreak of anti-Semitism in 
Europe had been relatively 
calm. 

Israel has a unique sense 
of nationalism, stemming 
from people who shared 
similar languages, cultures, 
traditions, and history, 
culminating in the creation 
of the state of Israel in 1948. 
For many Israelis the state 
and the religion have become 

one. Mr. Netanyahu announced 
on February 15 that a $45 million government plan 
was in place to encourage immigrants from France, 
Belgium and Ukraine in 2015. Mr. Netanyahu’s 
comment, however, disappointed many Jews in 
Europe, such as Jair Melchior, Denmark’s chief rabbi, 
who said, “People from Denmark move to Israel 
because they love Israel, because of Zionism, but not 
because of terrorism…” (Isabel Kershner, “Netanyahu 
Urges ‘Mass Immigration’ of Jews From Europe,” The 
New York Times, 15 February 2015). Shlomo Avineri, 
an Israeli professor of political science, said, “While 
Israel should always be open to immigration, the 
suggestion that Israel is the only place where Jews can 
live safely puts Netanyahu on a collision course with 
leaders of the democratic countries and also with the 
leaders of the Jewish communities” (Kershner). 

Many Jews throughout Europe feel loyalty to their 
own country, and wish to see safety and community 
in their home rather than having to flee because of 
terrorism. How to go about fixing the problem is 
the question. How can the treatment of Jews in a 
country get better if they all flee that country? Many 
European leaders have begun to speak out about the 
situation. French President François Hollande told 
French Jews, “Your place is here, in your home. France 
is your country” (Kershner). As attacks of terrorism 
against all types and groups of people rise in the 
world, one begins to wonder how we can change. Is 
history doomed to repeat itself through bloody wars 
and intolerance?

Are Muslims the New Jews?     by Lily Liu ’17

Throughout history, the antagonism between 
Christians, Jews, and Muslims has never ceased to stir 
conflicts. Despite the general religious toleration in 
European countries, nationalistic sentiments create 
tension among different cultural groups. While many 
frowned upon the reckless vandals of the French 

Jewish cemetery and the shooting in Copenhagen, 
we should also be worried about the surging wave of 
protests against Muslim residents and immigrants in 
Europe, the new targets of religious discrimination.

Fueled by the successive terrorist attacks in France 
and Denmark and the stereotypical violent image 

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu

Anti-Semitism in Europe: Dark Past, Darker Future?
by Erika Herman ’17
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distance myself from the neo-Nazis and xenophobes 
that are gathering in Dresden and elsewhere…We 
need immigration to secure the development and 
well-being of our industries,” he clarified (Waters).

Relating the recent public resentment of the so-
called “Islamization” of Europe to the anti-Semitism 
in the late 1800s, it seems that accusing Muslim 
residents of terrorist activities is no better than 
blaming the Jews for economic depression. Although 
liberalism and the growing secularization of European 
society won the Jews equal citizenship, legal and 
political rights, a strong wave of anti-Semitism 
emerged in late 1880s, with many people accusing 
Jewish bankers of causing economic stagnation and 
other social problems.  Édouard Drumont, an anti-
Semitic journalist and the founder of French Anti-
Semitic League, virulently condemned the Jews 
for “plaguing” Europe with economic depression 
and selfish materialism in his famous work, Jewish 
France. “As a result of Jewish activities, old France 
has been dissolved, broken up, now its unselfish, 
happy, loving people have been replaced by a hateful 

people [Jews], hungry for gold and soon to be dying of 
hunger,” Drumont writes. Organized public protests 
against Jewish communities, such as the pogroms in 
Russia and organized anti-Semitism in Germany, had 
alienated the Jews and built up towards the tragedy of 
the Holocaust during World War II. 

While abominating Islamic terrorism and 
mourning for the deaths of cartoonists in the Charlie 
Hebdo tragedy, have we criticized the prejudicial 
discrimination against non-terrorist Muslims and 
refugees who seek asylum in Europe? True, terrorist 
groups in Islamic States, such as ISIS, jeopardize 
the security of the U.S. and European countries. 
However, Muslim refugees and immigrants who 
have no intention of attacking Europeans should 
not be portrayed as violent terrorists, especially not 
in a globalized world where cultural diversity within 
nations should be valued.

of Muslims, anti-Islamic sentiments in Europe have 
worsened. Feeling indignant about the Charlie Hebdo 
shooting in Paris in January, members of Patriotic 
Europeans Against the Islamization of the West, or 
PEGIDA, an anti-Islamic organization founded in 
Dresden, Germany, have provoked a wave of protests 
against the increasing Muslim population, in Germany 
and elsewhere. “On January 12, the group’s march in 
Dresden drew 25,000 people, including throngs of 

right-wing extremists and soccer hooligans. Thousands 
joined demonstrations in other cities,” reports Angela 
Waters in The Washington Times (“Anti-Islam, Anti-
Immigration Movement Stifling Germany’s Economy, 
Business Leaders Warn,” 18 January 2015). Even before 
the Charlie Hebdo incident, many European citizens 
regarded Muslims as the scourge of social instability. 
According to a survey conducted by Emnid pollsters 
for the Bertelsmann Foundation think-tank in 
November 2014, “57 percent of non-Muslim Germans 
said they feel threatened by Islam, an increase from 
53 percent in a similar poll taken in 2012…Some 61 
percent feel that Islam does not fit in the Western 
world… and 40 percent said they feel like ‘foreigners 
in their own country’ on account of Muslims” (Erik 
Kirschbaum, “German Fears of Islam Rising as Anti-
Immigrant Protests Grow,” UK Reuters, 8 January 
2015). Moreover, many people also attribute new anti-
Semitism to the rising Islamic population in Europe. 

Fortunately, political figures have been actively 
denouncing the protests of PEGIDA and other right-
wing nationalist groups. On New Year’s Eve, German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel censured the racism 
of PEGIDA, saying, “We will not allow ourselves 
to be divided by those who, in the face of Islamist 
terror, place Muslims in Germany under general 
suspicion” (Waters). Furthermore, the president of 
the Federation of German Industries, Ulrich Grillo, 
addressed his concern to the Handelsblatt Business 
Daily that recent anti-Islamism in Germany would 
alienate foreign skilled workers: “I want to clearly 

Participants hold a banner during a demonstration called by 
PEGIDA in Dresden on December 22, 2014.

Fear and Rage: The Patriotic Europeans Against the Islamization 
of the West (PEGIDA) has been staging demonstrations against 
immigration from countries with large Muslim populations. Its 
numbers are growing, and its protests are spreading.
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The story of how Jack Ma founded Alibaba, 
the Chinese e-commerce giant that went public 
on September 18, 2014, is so improbable that its 
progression resembles The Social Network script 
written by Aaron Sorkin.

Before becoming the universally admired 
entrepreneur that he is today, Jack Ma was an English 
teacher. Unlike Bill Gates or Mark Zuckerberg, both 
of whom were considered geniuses at very young ages, 
Jack was a “normal” student, if not below average, 
having failed his college entrance exam twice. However, 
he had a business instinct and a can-do attitude that 
characterizes many successful entrepreneurs. 

As a young man, Jack Ma taught himself English by 
conversing with foreigners at a nearby hotel, offering 
them free tours in order to improve his English. 
After graduating in 1988 from Hangzhou Teacher’s 
Institute, which Ma considered “his city’s worst 
university” (Rebecca Fannin, “How I Did It: Jack Ma, 
Alibaba.com,” Inc., 1 January 2008), he took a job as an 
English teacher. Four years later, Ma founded the first 
translation agency in his town.

In 1994, Jack Ma was sent to Malibu, California to 
mediate for a Chinese firm with an American firm that 
had refused to provide the promised cash in a joint 
venture. To his surprise, Ma soon found out that the 
American company he investigated did not exist; he 
was then held captive by a gun-toting gangster. In his 
desperation, Ma, having heard of the newly founded 
internet, told his captor that they could experiment 
with the internet together in China. The captor agreed 
and released him, and Ma immediately fled to Seattle, 
where he experienced the internet for the first time. 
Ma searched the word beer 
on Yahoo! (Fannin), but after 
discovering that there were 
no results from China, he saw 
an opportunity to venture 
into the online business.

After working in a 
Chinese government 
information technology 
research firm for four years, 
Jack Ma founded Alibaba 
in 1995. The early Alibaba 
was a business-to-business 
(B2B) platform that allowed 
businesses across the world 
to look for other businesses 
to sell their product to or 

The Rise of Alibaba: How an English Teacher’s Venture 
Became an E-Commerce Giant     by Trung Vu ’15

to buy items they needed. It was a relatively simple 
plan, but in China, where the economy had not yet 
matured, Alibaba’s B2B model prospered.

Alibaba became so successful that by 2014, it 
had launched several other online markets to satisfy 
different demands such as consumer-to-consumer 
online market Taobao, and business-to-consumer 
online market Tmall. According to The Economist, 
Taobao and Tmall together “processed 1.1 trillion 
yuan ($170 trillion) in transactions, more goods than 
passed through Amazon and eBay combined” (“The 
World’s Greatest Bazaar,” 21 March 2013). Alibaba’s 
success reached a global scale in 2014 when its initial 
public offering in the United States raised $25 billion 
dollars, claiming the record for the largest global IPO 
to date (Liyan Chen, Ryan Mac, and Brian Solomon, 
“Alibaba Claims Title for Largest Global IPO Ever 
With Extra Share Sales,” Forbes, 22 September 2014).

Some attribute Alibaba’s remarkable success to the 
underdeveloped nature of the Chinese economy, as 
Alibaba’s ideas are not extremely innovative. In fact, 
Taobao closely resembles eBay, while Tmall closely 
resembles Amazon. Indeed, Alibaba has been so 
successful because its creators detected a demand for 
e-commerce in China and quickly filled the void with 
a seemingly infinite supply of goods. 

China in the 1990s, when the economy had just 
privatized and opened itself to foreign investors, did 
not perceive e-commerce as a profitable venture, but 
Ma took the risk. For many years, Alibaba established 
its dominance in the world’s electronic market 
without much competition and it profited from being 
the monopolist. Other markets like DangDang and 

360buy.com did not emerge 
until Alibaba had established 
its e-market dominance.

What does the future 
look like for Alibaba? Its first 
task is to maintain its lead 
in the domestic market as 
many Chinese e-commerce 
companies seek to surpass 
its power. Tencent, another 
Chinese tech giant, has set 
up its own e-commerce 
market called Paipai to 
compete with Alibaba’s 
Taobao. Alibaba will need 
to invest more money if 
it wants to maintain its 

asia

Jack Ma, founder and executive chairman of Alibaba, is the 
richest man in China and the 18th richest man in the world 
(estimated net worth: $29.7 billion), according to Bloomberg 
Billionaires Index
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On September 24, 2014, India became the fourth 
nation, after Russia, the United States and the 
European Union, to reach the Mars orbit (Pallava 
Bagla, “How the Mars Mission Helps India,” BBC 
World News, 4 November 2014). The Mars Orbiter 
Mission (MOM) made history for its low cost as 
the Indian Space Research Organization (ISRO) 
Chairman K. Radhakrishnan declared, “[MOM 
was] the cheapest interplanetary mission to ever be 
undertaken by the world” (Paula Mejia, “How India 
Achieved the Cheapest-Ever Interplanetary Mission 
to Mars,” Newsweek, 26 September 2014). 

As well as its financial success, MOM beat out 
other Asian superpowers, such as Japan and China, 
which have failed to make it successfully to Mars. In 
comparison to MAVEN, NASA’s spacecraft to Mars, 
which cost an exorbitant $670 million, India was 
able to show that there are feasible and cost-effective 
ways to approach interplanetary explorations (Mejia). 
Along with its sleek design, MOM’s low labor costs 
for the 500 scientists, who earn less than $20,000 

annually, in comparison to the average $105,000 
salary for American engineers, allowed for the mission 
to maintain its moderate price, well below the budget 
for the movie popular film Gravity (Mejia).

For Prime Minister Narendra Modi, a leader who 
many of the youth in India hope will lead the country 
to a thriving economic future with innovation and 
progress, the success of the spacecraft incited much 
pride. He asserted that, “The odds were stacked against 
us; of the 51 missions attempted so far, a mere 21 had 
succeeded. But we have prevailed” (Madison Park, 
“India’s Spacecraft Reaches Mars Orbit and History,” 
CNN, 24 September 2014). The main objective of 
MOM was to reach Mars’s orbit with a simple design 
and lack of frivolous technology, making the mission 
economically efficient while still perfectly functional. 

India’s success is garnering much attention from 
surrounding countries, and is creating a new facet 
of the nation through which the already-growing 
economy can get more foreign investments into their 
scientific ventures as well as infrastructural endeavors, 
as exemplified by Japan’s $35 billion investment into 
India (Seema Sirohi, “Can Modi Revive the India-
Modi Relationship,” AlJezeera, 29 September 2014). 

Additionally, a visit from Chinese President Xi 
Jinping led to a pledge between China and India to 
collaborate on intergalactic research in the future, a 
significant diplomatic step between the two competing 
Asian economic powers. NASA, increasingly 
impressed with ISRO, signed two documents: one 
to support future collaborative missions to Mars 
and a second to send a joint satellite to Mars that is 
aimed to launch in 2020 (Steven Cole, “U.S., India to 
Collaborate on Mars Exploration, Earth-Observing 
Mission,” NASA, 29 September 2014). 

As cited by NASA’s press release, a main objective of 

competitive edge, so it can also 
expand into other areas. Since 
2010, Alibaba has been expanding 
into the finance sector by offering 
loans to merchants on its platform. 
It is also looking to enter the 
insurance industry through a join-
venture with Tencent and Ping An, 
a Chinese insurance company.

Jack Ma’s ambition extends 
beyond China. A small man with 
big ambition, Ma wants to bring 
Alibaba to the global arena, and 
its IPO is just the beginning 
of Alibaba’s global conquest. 
However, other global e-commerce 
giants like Amazon and eBay will 
not yield. If Alibaba wants to 

compete with them, it will need 
to innovate its service, which is 
similar, yet, in many ways, is inferior 
to that of its rivals. As Ma once said: 
“eBay may be a shark in the ocean, 
but I am a crocodile in the Yangtze 
River. If we fight in the ocean, we 
lose; but we fight in the river, we 
win” (The Economist, “The Alibaba 
Phenomenon,” 23 March 2013). If 
it wishes to thrive in the ocean, the 
crocodile of Yangtze has a lot to do.

To Infinity and Beyond! India Goes to Space     by Rashi Dua ’15

The Geosynchronous Satellite Launch Vehicle as it lifts off in 
Srharikota, India

Forbes China named Jack Ma the 2014 
Businessman of the Year
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the partnership is to potentially combine observations 
made by MAVEN and MOM to track global terrain 
changes to understand the causes of climate change 
and then look for ways to combat drastic changes to 
Earth (Cole). Although NASA and ISRO have been 
cooperating since 2008, John Grunsfeld, NASA’s 
associate administrator for science, said, “These new 
agreements between NASA and ISRO in Earth science 
and Mars exploration will significantly strengthen our 
ties and the science that we will be able to produce as 
a result” (Cole). This partnership may work to mend 
the weakened relationship between the U.S. and India, 
previously caused by the obstructive market access 
policies towards India’s generic drug industry that bit 
into Pfizer and other large American pharmaceutical 
companies’ global profits.

Before the publicized partnership between NASA 
and ISRO, Prime Minister Modi visited Washington 

from September 26-30 in hopes of reigniting support 
for India’s rising economy from the U.S., while also 
reducing skepticism about India’s corrupt business 
environment. The hope is that India-U.S. relations 
will improve through the new collaboration and, 
in exchange, India will fulfill its promise of helping 
to rebalance Asia’s central power and retaining an 
important global and regional role in security.

In the bilateral agenda, the U.S.’s main focus is 
a strategic alliance through cooperation on cyber-
security and the Middle East; India’s main focus is an 
economic alliance. Modi is inviting many major U.S. 
corporations such as Boeing, Pepsi, IBM, Lockheed 
Martin, GE, and Goldman Sachs to invest in his 
nation. The partnership between NASA and ISRO, 
or, more significantly, between the U.S. and India, will 
pioneer future joint ventures that may pave way for 
both strategic and scientific breakthroughs.

It’s Raining Democracy: Hong Kong’s Umbrella Revolution     
by Michael Carter ’15

The final protest camps were cleared in December, 
the last of the protesters sent home. After 75 days of 
demonstrations, led jointly by student leaders and the 
“Occupy Central” group, the largest pro-democracy 
rally against the Chinese government since Tiananmen 
Square in 1989 came to a quiet yet incomplete end, 
with no concessions made by the government of 
China (Frank Langfitt, 
“Hong Kong Protesters 
Leave The Streets, Not 
Their Cause,” NPR.org, 13 
December 2014). Largely 
revolving around election 
policies recently established 
by China’s Communist 
Party, the protests began 
in June with a white paper 
published by Beijing, which 
stated that “the high degree 
of autonomy of [Hong 
Kong] is not full autonomy, 
nor a decentralised power…
it is the power to run local 
affairs as authorised by the 
central leadership” (Jonathan Kaiman, “Hong Kong’s 
Unofficial Pro-Democracy Referendum Irks Beijing,” 
The Guardian, 25 June 2014). 

Citizens of Hong Kong, who, since the handover of 
Hong Kong from Great Britain to China in 1997, have 
long considered themselves free citizens independent 
of China itself, viewed this as outrageous. During the 
handover 17 years ago, an agreement was made that 
guaranteed “a high degree of autonomy, except in 
foreign and defence affairs” for at least 50 years (“Hong 

Kong Democracy Protesters Enter Government 
Complex,” BBC News, 27 September 2014). This 
framework grants the city an independent judicial 
system and press, while allowing China to take care 
of foreign affairs and the military (Kaiman). Though 
the Communist Party has firmly asserted its role in 
the election process, it promised in 2008 and again in 

2014 that it will allow direct 
elections in 2017. However, 
there’s a caveat, one 
that has exacerbated the 
recent protests: the chief 
executive must be elected 
from a pool of candidates 
pre-approved by the central 
leadership in Beijing (BBC 
News). Though the current 
chief executive is elected 
not by the people but by 
a 1,200-member group 
of elites nominated by 
Beijing, the development 
still seems to be a setback 
to many citizens as it 

conflicts with Hong Kong’s constitution, the Basic 
Law, which states that “the ultimate aim” is to elect 
the chief executive “by universal suffrage” (“Hong 
Kong’s Democracy Debate,” BBC News, 7 October 
2014). 

The white paper was closely followed by an 
unofficial referendum organized by Occupy Central, 
which offered three methods of choosing the 
chief executive, all of which would include public 
nominations independent of Beijing. Around 730,000 

People used umbrellas as shields from pepper spray fired by 
riot police officers, as protests flared in Hong Kong last fall.
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people, or one-fifth of Hong Kong’s population, 
voted in the referendum, prompting intense 
criticism from The Communist Party and several 
major newspapers (Kaiman). After a negative official 
response from the government in both Beijing and 
Hong Kong, protesters took to the streets, earning 
further condemnation from the government, which 
denounced the referendum and the protests as 
“illegal” and declared that “unity is the way forward 
for the country,” a position it has repeated regarding 
similar movements in Tibet and Xinjiang (BBC). Since 
June 2014, the protests have varied in size, level, and 
activity, reaching their height in late September with 
the organization of a school boycott by discontented 
students and the convergence of the students and 
Occupy Central protests.

The protests were 
largely driven by three 
discrete forces: a belief that 
citizens of Hong Kong are 
fundamentally different 
from citizens of China, a 
widespread lack of faith in 
the Chinese government’s 
dedication to upholding 
the 1997 agreement, 
and support for greater 
economic and political 
equality. Older and middle-
aged citizens of Hong 
Kong grew up identifying 
themselves with Hong 
Kong or, by extension, Britain, and entirely separate 
from mainland China, an alignment that has been 
passed on to even those citizens born under Chinese 
rule. The 1997 agreement and the Basic Law both 
guarantee freedom of speech and press, freedoms that 
many in Hong Kong are protective of and fear that 
Beijing will try to suppress—“Young Hong Kongers 
feel that they’re very, very different than mainlanders,” 
says NPR correspondent Frank Langfitt, “Here they 
enjoy free press and free speech…And they feel really 
that these values are under assault.” 

Further, many citizens of Hong Kong distrust the 
Chinese government and believe that it will break the 
promises it has made to uphold Hong Kong’s semi-
autonomous status. The white paper, which posited 
that Hong Kong is not autonomous and must act 
with the agreement of the central government, marks 
for many the first step towards complete political 
annexation. San Chan, a young woman from Hong 
Kong, recounted reading about a Shanghai factory 
strike, then traveling to Shanghai and discovering 
that no one there had heard about it: “The freedom 
of news, of media is so backwards in China. I don’t 
want to see this happen in Hong Kong” (Langfitt). For 
many, the government is foreign, ruling without the 
consent of the people. Langfitt reports: “There was 

Protesters massing in the streets of Hong Kong, demanding a 
more democratic government

one moment, I think, that kind of captured this - as 
the police were coming into the camp to clear it, there 
were about 200 people, including some young people, 
who sat on the asphalt and waited for the police to 
come and arrest them. And they put up that three-
fingered salute from ‘The Hunger Games,’ which was 
basically a way of saying, you know, we have no faith 
in this government.” 

Lastly, protests in Hong Kong were driven by 
a more universal demand for greater political and 
economic equality among citizens. In a city that’s 
growing increasingly crowded, housing is becoming 
much harder to find, and pay for, for those in the 
middle and lower classes, and privileges for the 
rich elite are growing more common. According 

to Michael DeGolyer, 
director of the Hong Kong 
Transition Project, which 
“monitors governance in 
the territory,” “demands 
for democracy are in 
reality demands to be 
heard…Research shows 
one crucial value—belief 
in a level playing field—has 
become deeply damaged” 
(“Is Hong Kong’s ‘Umbrella 
Movement’ Dead and 
Buried?,” CNN.com, 13 
December 2014). Protest 
activity spiked when 
the Beijing government 

refused to speak with student activists and instead 
chose to talk to a group of wealthy businessmen, 
subsiding only once the government agreed to open 
discussion with the students. The general sentiment 
in Hong Kong is that there is a growing divide 
between the haves and the have-nots, a distinction 
referred to by DeGolyer as “tycoon-dominated crony 
capitalism.”  He notes that, “Until those presently 
excluded from consultation are included, the belief 
that the city’s leader unfairly heeds business interests 
over everyone else will continue to undermine 
government legitimacy.”

But the demonstrations have ended with no 
concessions made on the part of the Chinese 
government: “The Communist Party basically waited 
the protesters out,” notes Langfitt. But it’s not all bad; 
in the words of Joe Ng, one of the student protesters, 
“I think practically it’s failed. But we gained something 
- Hong Kong people are united, and some of the 
Hong Kong people are waking up, seeing the future 
and seeing the true political reality in Hong Kong.” 
With the protests have come a renewed interest in 
politics and the political identity of Hong Kong—
young people are increasingly involved in activism, a 
rare sight in this “pragmatic kind of consumer culture 
city” (Langfitt).
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Cycling Their Way to Freedom   by Alexandra Eyvazzadeh ’17

In today’s world, being a woman can be a challenging, 
insurmountable obstacle. Between fighting for 
freedom of education, movement, and mere human 
rights, Afghanistan may well be considered one of the 
most difficult places to be a woman. Growing up in 
a free society such as the United States, it becomes 
easy to take everyday privileges and opportunities 
for granted. Meanwhile, landlocked in South Asia 
between Iran and Pakistan, many Afghan women 
dream of living in a society where they can enjoy what 
American women consider conventional freedoms.

Coveting a more prosperous life, a life of education, 
a life of choice, and a life of freedom, Afghan women 
have pedaled throughout the country in protest of their 
rights. Bicycling has become their form of peaceful 
demonstration, despite the violence surrounding 
them. In a country where women are isolated from 
the majority of civil rights, transportation serves as a 
means of independence. Bicycling gives the women a 
way to speak up for the rights they deserve.

With the help of the Mountain2Mountain 
organization, established in 2006, the Afghanistan 
Women’s National Cycling Team was established by 
Shannon Galpin, an American woman determined to 
challenge gender rights in the conservative country 
(“Afghan National Cycling Team,” Mountain2Moutain.
org, 2012). Among the team’s ten members, mostly 
between 17 and 22 years old, all ten aim to cycle in 
the 2020 Olympic Games. Not only would this be a 
remarkable accomplishment, but the Afghan women 
would also gain widespread recognition around the 
world for both excellence in cycling and quiet protest.

What are they protesting? Abuse. Pain. 
Corruption. Various oppression coming in all forms. 
Some women feel unsafe in public and, even worse, 
in their own homes. A controversial and pressing 
concern across the world, many fathers strip away 
their daughters’ freedoms to choose a husband, 
often coordinating arranged marriages merely to 
resolve debt and conflicts. Even more, the majority of 
arranged marriages are between a young woman and a 
significantly older man (“Life as an Afghan Woman,” 
Trust in Education.org, 2014). 

However, the main discord of arranged marriages 
occurs after the ceremony. Husbands take their wives’ 
rights and legally gain full dominance over them. A 
woman’s duty revolves around pleasing their husband, 
following his orders, and having children (Mail 
Foreign Service, “New Afghan Law Does Not Allow 
Marital Rape... But Lets Men Refuse to Feed Wives 
Who Deny Them Sex, Says Cleric,” Daily Mail Online, 
16 April 2009). Recorded accounts say that men have 
denied their wives food if they ever say the simple, 
two-lettered word “no.”

An Afghan woman faces not only violence but 

also a lack of education in her life. The young age at 
which girls are usually forced into marriage takes a 
girl’s right to a meager education, changes her main 
focus to raising children, and eventually makes her 
literacy negligible. Of the 28.1% literate population of 
Afghanistan, women make up only 12.6% (CIA World 
Factbook). 

The Mountain2Mountain team is not only 
protesting for Afghan female rights. According 
to Galpin, it is also “pushing boundaries” (Sarah 
Goodyear, “Biking Toward Women’s Rights in 

Afghanistan,” Citylab.com, 4 September 2014). Even 
though bicycling is not illegal, Afghan society strongly 
frowns upon women cycling because of the clothing 
the women wear while training in the sport and the 
suggestive implications of a woman straddling the 
seat (Emily Nuchols, “Improving Women’s Rights in 
Afghanistan with Bikes – Join the Global Solidarity 
Ride 8/30,” National Geographic.com, 27 August 
2014). Nevertheless, bicycling offers freedom by 
providing the women with a source of transportation. 
Nineteenth-century women’s rights pioneer Susan 
B. Anthony once said, “Let me tell you what I think 
of bicycling. I think it has done more to emancipate 
women than anything else in the world. It gives 
women a feeling of freedom and self-reliance.” 

Bicycling offers women the opposite of arranged 
marriages, restrictive laws, and an oppressive society. 
Marjan Sidiqqi, a member of the Women’s National 
Cycling Team of Afghanistan, said, “Biking with fear 
and trembling doesn’t work. When getting on a bike, 
one must throw these feelings to the wind...they tell 
us that it is not our right to ride our bikes in the 
streets. We tell them that this is our right. Then we 
speed off” (Goodyear).

Women cycling in Afghanistan as part of the first national 
women’s cycling team
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The media certainly has had a profound effect on 
how we perceive Ethiopia today. The December 21, 
1987 issue of Time magazine featured on its cover an 
obviously fatigued mother looking down at the small 
child in her lap—only one of the millions of starving 
children— with dulled eyes and a crease in her 
forehead. In bold, white letters “FAMINE” ran across 
the cover. Before the advent of the internet, most 
people only had access to print media or footage from 
the evening news; “images of death filled their TV 
screens: rows of fly-haunted corpses, skeletal orphans 
crouched in pain, villagers desperately scrambling for 
bags of grain dropped from the sky,” wrote Michael S. 
Serrill in “Famine Hunger Stalks Ethiopia Once Again 
- And Aid Groups Fear The Worst” (Time, 21 December 
1987).  Year after year, it was this same image that 
represented Ethiopia.  Eventually, contributions from 

the U.S. as well 
as aid groups 
such as Band 
Aid became 
a “billion-
dollar flood.” 
The images 
of children’s 
b l o a t e d 
stomachs and 
e m a c i a t e d 
bodies still fresh 
in our minds, 
and it is difficult 
to move past 
the history of 
Ethiopia, “a 
nation desperate 
to shed its tag 
as a poster child 

of poverty” (William Davidson, “Addis Ababa’s Rail 
Project Keeps Ethiopia on Track for Transformation,” 
The Guardian, 22 October 2014). However, as Ethiopia 
is becoming a self-sustaining nation, it is imperative 
that we focus in with a new light.

According to the BBC, following the end of the 
civil war in 1991, Ethiopia experienced a surge of rapid 
economic growth as one of Africa’s leading producers 
of coffee. Since its agricultural economy depends 
on natural conditions such as rainfall and climate, 
Ethiopia suffered from famines stemming from 
drought and food shortage. Especially in those times, 
Ethiopia received humanitarian aid from abroad. Only 
about one-third of the people are literate, leaving the 

other two-thirds unable to obtain jobs that require 
literacy (“Ethiopia Profile,” BBC News, 4 May 2015).

Last June’s World Investment Report showed that 
among African countries, Ethiopia was the third largest 
recipient of foreign direct investment (FDI), and as 
of June 2014, FDI inflow adds up to $953m (Elayne 
Wangalwa, “Ethiopia Keen on Boosting Business 
Opportunities,” CNBC Africa, 8 October 2014). With 
the help of these funds coming from China, India, the 
European Union, and the United States, Ethiopia has 
initiated several projects to help fuel its economy, and 
to ease its citizens off of dependence on outside aid. 
The ambitious five-year Growth and Transformation 
Plan has a strong focus on Ethiopia’s manufacturing 
sector in sugar, textiles, leather, and cement in order 
to maintain rapid economic growth of 11% each year 
(Ministry of Finance and Economic Development of 
Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia, “Growth 
and Transformation Plan, 2010/10 - 2014/15, Volume 
1”). Furthermore, the Ethiopian government couples 
its Productive Safety Net Programme (PNSP) with the 
Household Asset Building Program (HABP) “to make 
fully food secure the millions of people still dependent 
on food aid, [providing] support to the vulnerable 
to prevent the depletion of livestock, and [creating] 
productive assets at community level” (Jaspreet 
Kindra, “Building Food Security in Ethiopia,” irinnews.
org, 18 July 2014). An evaluation of these programs 
made by the Institute for Development Studies and 
Dadimos Consulting in Ethiopia concludes that the 
two have significantly improved food security in all 
regions between 2010 and 2012, and little differences 
in food security that exist among the regions are 
narrowing still.

Moving towards becoming a modern country, 
Ethiopia chooses a route of environmentally 
responsible growth for the health of both its people 
and the world. Paula Caballero of the World Bank 
explained, “There is hope in the region that dedication, 
innovation and sheer human spirit will empower the 
farmers who are restoring the land and keeping the 
social fabric together” (“Restoring Lands, Lives and 
Livelihoods in Africa,” The World Bank, 29 October 
2014). Planting trees and grass, as well as establishing a 
migration plan, will help Ethiopians escape the direct 
effects of climate change. In other words, the land 
restoration program will make communities resilient.

In 2010, Ethiopia announced its goal to become 
a carbon-neutral country by 2025. With remarkable 
clean energy potential, Ethiopia can develop wind and 
solar energy at any time; its geothermal resources are 

africa

Ethiopia: Then and Now    by Gloria Yi ’17
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far from being exhausted along 
the Great Rift Valley (Nick 
Engelfried, “Ethiopia Moves 
Toward Carbon Neutrality,” 
JUSTMEANS, 4 April 2011). 
A $475m electric railway 
system will replace the heavy 
traffic concentrated in Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia’s capital, even 
allowing citizens the access 
to vote at the polls next year. 
On top of that, Ethiopia has 
in mind clean energy when 
it comes to building a £2.5bn 
hydroelectric plant on the Blue Nile River (Emeline 
Wuilbercq, “Ethiopia’s Nile Dam Project Signals Its 
Intention to Become an African Power,” The Guardian, 
14 July 2014). Unlike the other infrastructure projects, 
the plant is “largely self-funded and promoted as the 
symbol of an emerging nation no longer reliant on 
outsiders” (Davidson).

As in any culture, the future lies in the children. 
There are now 16 million children attending primary 
schools in Ethiopia, an enrollment rate of over 
90% (Laurinda Luffman, “Keeping Children in 

both retaliation for the detention of family members 
of the militants and opposition to the education of 
the girls (Charlotte Alter, “Girls Who Escaped Boko 
Haram Tell of Horrors in Captivity,” Time, 27 October 
2014). Most were forced into marriage with their 
captors, in addition to becoming the victims of sexual 
abuse.

Attempts to find the girls have been met with 
varying levels of success. On May 12, 2014 Boko 
Haram sent out a video demanding a prisoner 
exchange (Alter, “New Boko Haram Video Appears 
to Show Kidnapped Nigerian Schoolgirls,” Time, 12 
May 2014), but the Nigerian government refused to 
concede. Later that month, the Nigerian military 
forces discovered the location of the missing girls. 

However, due to the high 
risk involved with a forceful 
rescue, they could not secure 
the release, saying that, “we 
can’t go and kill our girls in 
the name of trying to get 
them back” (Associated 
Press, “Kidnapped Girls 
Located, Nigeria Claims, 
but Infighting Prevents 
Rescue,” CBC News, 26 
May 2014). Entering a 
period of contention with 
the president on ways to 

As the Nigerian general elections draw closer, many 
citizens have looked to current president Goodluck 
Jonathan to evaluate his term so far. There exists 
an array of problems in Nigeria right now, ranging 
from internal government strife to the outbreak 
of the Ebola virus, but one issue faced by President 
Jonathan’s administration stands out: Boko Haram. 
The terrorist group’s most atrocious act, the Chibok 
abductions, has put the government in turmoil for the 
past six months.

Boko Haram, roughly translated as “western 
education is a sin,” was founded in 2002 and currently 
operates as a militant Islamic jihadist group. As an 
active agent in the ongoing Sharia conflict within 
Nigeria, it is one of the most prominent groups 
propagating the instability 
caused by the religious war. 
On April 14, 2014, 276 girls 
were kidnapped from the 
Government Secondary 
School, based in Chibok, 
Nigeria. While 57 managed 
to escape soon afterwards, 
the other 219 have yet to 
be found or heard from. 
Claiming responsibility for 
the kidnapping in an hour-
long video, Boko Haram 
reportedly used the attack as Former World Bank vice president Obiageli Ezekwesili 

(third from left) leads “a million-woman march.”

Taken: The Fight for Nigeria’s Schoolgirls     by Dani Hove ’16

Addis Ababa’s $475m light railway system, part of a 
5-year growth plan, covers a 21-mile stretch through 
the Ethiopian capital.

School in Drought-Prone 
Areas of Ethiopia,” SOS 
Children’s Villages, 19 January 
2012). In Phase Two of the 
Education Improvement 
Project for Ethiopia, the 
World Bank identifies various 
components to strengthen 
institutions, including 
curriculum, textbooks, 
teacher development 
program, information and 
communications technology, 
monitoring, and evaluation 

(“Ethiopia General Education Quality Improvement 
Project II,” The World Bank, 12 November 2013). 
Moreover, with schools, children have access to 
immunization and better food as well as receiving an 
education.

Back in 1987, Serrill wrote, “‘[Ethiopians] won’t be 
laughing in a couple of weeks’ time,’ says an Ethiopian 
official with tears in his eyes. ‘Now they smile even on 
half rations because today they can exist.’” With the 
perspective of time, the article now stands corrected: 
Now Ethiopians smile because today they can thrive.
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for the attempts to rescue the girls, proved itself to 
be one of the most recognizable social campaigns of 
2014, and inspired U.S. First Lady Michelle Obama to 
tweet her own support.

Regardless, Nigerians recognize the role of 
government in the success of retreating the hostages. 
Thus, they consistently pressure President Jonathan’s 
administration because of its perceivably slow or 
ineffective reactions to the incident. In addition to 
the #BringBackOurGirls campaign, hundreds of 
Nigerians marched on the National Assembly on April 
30, 2014 in order to further push for more actions 
from the Nigerian government (Agence France-
Presse, “Hundreds March Over Nigeria Schoolgirl 
Kidnappings,” The Guardian, 30 April 2014). More 
recent criticism has been leveled at Goodluck 
Jonathan’s ongoing reelection campaign, which has 
taken on the hashtag #BringBackGoodluck2015. 
Many cite that the campaign’s insensitivity stems 
from the fact that most of the girls remain unfound 
by the current Nigerian government.  

As each day drags on with no further information 
about the missing girls, the country remains engrossed 
in the hunt for them. Right now, one can only hope 
that the rest of the world does not forget them either.

Editor’s Note: This essay was written last fall, before 
another round of Boko Haram attacks in January 2015, 
when an estimated 2,000 people were feared missing or dead. 
President Goodluck Jonathan lost his reelection campaign on 
March 31, conceding defeat to Muhammadu Buhari, who 
will be sworn in on May 29, 2015.

Ebola. The daunting outbreak that has been 
looming in the back of everyone’s mind. The notorious 
virus originated from bats has affected travellers from 
Texas to Madrid, those who visited West Africa in the 
past few months. In the United States, the disease 
was not so ominous until it mutated into a national 
threat. Although Ebola has only directly affected the 
United States since a death in Dallas on September 
30, this incident automatically causes other countries 
to worry. Ebola struck West Africa last spring, and 

Combatting Ebola: You’ll Need More Than Just a HAZMAT Suit     
by Shivani Mandavilli ’15

three countries have been combatting it ever since; 
Guinea, Sierra Leone, and Liberia experienced over 
13,000 cases and over 4,800 deaths of Ebola (“2014 
Ebola Outbreak in West Africa - Case Counts,” 
Center for Disease Control and Prevention, 2 November 
2014). Since August, these three countries have been 
receiving humanitarian aid from various organizations, 
the most prominent being Doctors Without Borders. 
Many sources have questioned whether the response 
was too late. The New York Times, for instance, believes 

advance, the government has continued to reject 
the option of negotiating with Boko Haram, on the 
grounds that previous attempts to do so had led to the 
deaths of those captured. No other rescue attempts 
were reported, and Boko Haram went on abducting 
close to 90 more women near the village within the 
Borno state (Mike Pflanz, “Islamist Fighters ‘Kidnap 
90 Women and Children’ From Nigeria Villages,” The 
Telegraph, 24 June 2014). Four of the original abductees 
were recently found after walking for three weeks 
following their escapes.

 The Nigerian government’s reaction seemingly 
remains disarrayed, mostly due to its own internal 
conflict. Having sacked all of his service chiefs, 
President Jonathan has been troubled by continued 

infiltration of his administration by Boko Haram 
sympathizers at several levels, including the military 
(Haruna Umar and Michelle Faul, “Nigeria Leader 
Nixes Visit Where Girls Kidnapped,” Associated Press, 
16 May 2014). On the other hand, the reactions of 
the people of Nigeria, and later the rest of the world, 
in response to the incident were overwhelming, 
manifesting in the viral social media campaign 
#BringBackOurGirls. By May 16, the hashtag had 
been used over 3 million times (“#BBCtrending: 
Five Facts About #BringBackOurGirls,” BBC News, 
16 May 2014). It encouraged international support 

First Lady Michelle Obama shows support for the missing girls.

Nigerian President Goodluck Jonathan’s term ends on May 29
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that “had successful interventions been started much 
earlier, the total number of cases would have remained 
below 5,000,” (Albert Sun and Hannah Fairfield, “How 
the Speed of Response Defined Ebola,” The New York 
Times, 3 November 2014).

That being said, the past is in the past. Doctors 
Without Borders is doing more than most, but 
the organization has limited power over medical 
treatment in West Africa. At this point, doctors are 
starting to treat patients with experimental drugs, 
blood transfusions, and influenza vaccines (K.K. 
Rebecca Lai, “Treating Ebola: The Hunt for a Drug,” 
The New York Times, 23 October 2014). However, due 
to the fast-paced growth in the daily number of cases, 
it will be hard for the FDA to narrow down cures with 
a range of efficacy that can work for the majority of 
victims.

The next step is to establish more treatment centers 
in the affected areas. This step will ideally diminish 
contact between those who carry Ebola and those 
who do not. It will also give medical professionals 
more time to treat affected 
individuals as early as 
possible, so the symptoms 
do not become too severe. 
Nevertheless, this solution 
also poses considerable 
impediments. Although 
individuals infected with 
Ebola can be quarantined 
in the United States and 
Spain, it is not a feasible 
solution to quarantine over 
13,000 people in three 
developing countries that 
have many issues such as the 
lack of basic infrastructure 
and sufficient health care 
system. Unfortunately, not 
everyone is a medically 
trained professional, can 
travel to West Africa to help the cause firsthand, or 
be a member of the troops sent by President Obama 
to build clinics.

Whenever Ebola comes up in conversation, it elicits 
anxiety and negative responses. However, the outlook 
is starting to become optimistic, and the World 
Health Organization, or WHO, and the International 
Medical Corps are just two organizations sporting 
very positive outlooks on the situation. The question 
we must ask ourselves is how we can help.

Ebola has been classified by the director general 
of WHO, Dr. Margaret Chan, as “a crisis for 
international peace and security” (Nick Cumming-
Bruce, “WHO Chief Calls Ebola Outbreak a ‘Crisis 
for International Peace,’” The New York Times, 13 
October 2014). Keyword: international. This outbreak 
is not contained in only the countries that have had 

The Ebola outbreak in West Africa, as of November 2014

citizens affected by Ebola. It is not just something we 
can afford to casually hand over to the government. 
When asked about the current state of the Ebola 
epidemic, President Obama stated, “We don’t just 
react based on our fears. We react based on facts and 
judgment and making smart decisions” (“The Election 
Day Ebola Quiz,” NPR.org, 4 November 2014). His 
rational response both alleviates Americans’ worries 
and instills a sense of hope. Obama believes that not 
just the United States, but also the entire world, can 
help combat this outbreak. 

In a situation as devastating as this Ebola epidemic, 
we must look to our past and remember how we have 
dealt with previous crises. When the earthquake and 
tsunami struck Japan in 2011, or when Typhoon Haiyan 
hit the Philippines in 2013, there was one outlet that 
brought us all together and made us more aware of 
the dire situation: social media. Social media has 
become a way to connect people from all around the 
world. Relief workers used photos from tweets sent 
out during Haiyan to find survivors. Crowdsourcing 

is becoming a major method 
to obtain information, and is 
only bigger and more widely 
used than it was last year. 
There is no doubt, however, 
that social media poses a 
threat during an outbreak 
like that of Ebola. It spreads 
rumors, fear, and there is no 
way to fact check everyone’s 
tweets. It does, on the other 
hand, when used right, 
spread awareness. “Tweet 
Like a Girl, a humorous 
Twitter account with more 
than one million followers, 
tweeted ‘Facts About 
Ebola,’ a reliable image 
from the CDC [Center for 
Disease Control], urging its 

followers to stop ‘freaking out’” (Victor Luckerson, 
“Fear, Misinformation, and Social Media Complicate 
Ebola Fight,” Time, 8 October 2014). As comedic as 
the Twitter account may be, it receives thousands of 
retweets, likely seen by millions of people. This is 
not even including those who have visited the CDC 
website to find out facts, or have seen the image 
elsewhere. If social media is used in the right way, it 
could be a breakthrough. If more people know what 
West Africa needs funding for, such as building the 
clinics, and the possible discovery of a cure, this 
awareness could spark more ambition than anxiety. 
Our focus will not solely be drawn to the death in 
Dallas, but rather on how we can prevent another 
one. Ebola is unsettling. It is frightening, and at times 
discouraging. It is, however, a challenge that we, the 
human race, can attempt to tackle and conquer.
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rule had led to a similar government organized by 
Western standards, Qutb and his comrades in the 
young Brotherhood advocated for the creation of a 
new Dawlah al-Islamiyyah—an Islamic State. The 
state, as outlined in In the Shade of the Qur’an, would be 
organized under no government, as in no man would 
be under the control of another, but instead it would be 
an enlightened society acting in accordance with the 
Qur’an and, thus, living in peace. In contrast, Nasser’s 
government was described as Jahilliyyah, a term used 
to describe the Arabian form of government in the 
years before Muhammad’s introduction of Islam and 

the subsequent formation of the original 
Islamic State. The Jahilliyyah, which, 
according to Qutb and his followers, 
encompassed not only the Arab world 
at the time but the whole world as 
well, would need to be deconstructed, 
converted to Islam, and re-formed 
according to fundamentalist Islamic 
ideals.

Three methods of attaining the 
Islamic State have been employed by the 
radical Islamists in the years following the 
creation of Sayyid Qutb’s ideology. The 
first is to approach the matter through 
government—organizations like Egypt’s 
Muslim Brotherhood and Tunisia’s 
Ennahda seek to shift government policy 

towards Sharia law and thus slowly create 
a populace ready for the peaceful anarchy 

of an enlightened, government-less state. The second 
rejects government altogether and seeks to enforce 
Sharia law through extralegal means, characteristically 
using terrorism to delegitimize government and the 
West and scare people into converting or becoming 
more devout. Al Qaeda falls under this category, and 
so did ISIL until recently.

Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi inherited the leadership of 
Al Qaeda Iraq in 2010 with the death of Abu Ayyub al-
Masri (“ISIS Fast Facts,” CNN.com, 8 October 2014), 
but, unlike his predecessors, tried to take the regional 
organization in a new direction—the third method of 
attaining the Islamic State. Rather than attempting 
to convert the masses before creating a literal Islamic 
State, al-Baghdadi decided that the better course of 
action would be to create a real state first, with borders 
and government and a military, and then move on to 
conquer the rest of the world militarily. However, he 
met with opposition from Al Qaeda’s current leader, 
Ayman al-Zawahiri, and eventually broke ties with the 

Every day there is new update documenting the 
ongoing development of the Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant (ISIL), the extremist Islamic group 
occurring in the gray area between Iraq and Syria. 
Formerly the Islamic State, and then better known 
as ISIS (Islamic State of Iraq and Syria), the rogue 
faction of Al Qaeda has made headlines in more ways 
than one over the course of its rapid explosion in 
the Middle East. ISIL took hold in the beginning of 
the summer of 2014, climbing to the spotlight after 
conquering large swaths of Iraq, eliminating the Iraq-
Syria border, and enforcing a mix of martial and Sharia 

law to the horror of the onlooking world. Almost one 
hundred years after the institution of Sykes-Picot, the 
post-World War I agreement to divide the Levant—
(Cyprus, Turkey, Israel, Palestine, Jordan, Syria, and 
Lebanon are generally the countries included in the 
geographic designation of the Levant)—into its current 
arrangement, ISIL is threatening to erase those lines 
forever. However, media coverage of the group has 
been characterized by a widespread misinformation 
about the group’s roots and its whereabouts, leading 
many to mischaracterize the nature of the revolution 
as senseless violence, when in fact it is much worse–it 
is planned violence, violence with an objective.

ISIL took its roots over sixty years ago with the 
publishing of In the Shade of the Qur’an, a thirty-volume 
fundamentalist interpretation of the Qur’an by Sayyid 
Qutb, a founding member of the Muslim Brotherhood 
who at the time had been imprisoned by the new 
Egyptian government under Abdel Nasser. Enraged 
that the recent revolution and shedding of colonial 

The Power Behind ISIS     by Michael Carter ’15

This image posted on a pro-ISIS Twitter account depicts members of the group 
holding the distinctive banners.

middle east
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campaigns and the mainstream press, radical Islamists 
began to flock in from around the world. Furthermore, 
radical fundamentalist Muslims were drawn to ISIL’s 
self-applied title of “caliphate” under the rule of Al 
Baghdadi, the new “caliph,” a term used to describe 
the spiritual leader of the Islamic world, a sort of 
Muslim pope. In essence, ISIL has been advertising 
itself as the new face of Islam as a whole, and it’s been 
working. By September 2014, the CIA estimated 
that there were between 20,000 and 31,500 fighters 
throughout Iraq and Syria (CNN). By November 
2014, estimates had ranged as high as 40,000 fighters 
and 60,000 sleeper cells, with battles being fought on 
a total of seventeen battlefronts (Riyadh Mohammed, 
“The Tide is Turning Against ISIS in Iraq,” The Fiscal 
Times, 5 November 2014).

American policy towards ISIL has been fairly 
straightforward: “ISIL has to be defeated, plain and 
simple, end of story; has to be” (Kerry). The rest of 
the world, or at least a significant amount, seems to 
agree, with some of the strongest support for Iraqi, 
Kurdish, and American counterstrikes coming from 
within the Arab World: the Saudi religious leadership 
declared ISIL a “heinous crime” (Ian Black, “Saudi 
Clerics Declare Isis Terrorism a ‘Heinous Crime’ 
Under Sharia Law,” The Guardian, 17 September 2014), 
and a knockoff of the Ice-Bucket Challenge, the “Burn 
ISIS Flag Challenge” spread rapidly throughout the 
region through social media. And despite the negative 
reports constantly making headlines, ISIL is, for the 
large part, weakening—greater military coordination 
between Iraq, Kurdistan, and the United States has 
made operations much more difficult for ISIL, and 
there has been “a decline in the number of foreign 
ISIS fighters who had been sneaking into Syria from 
Turkey, from an average of 50 fighters a day to an 
estimated five per day” (Mohammed). America and 
her allies have focused primarily on extensive efforts 
to cut off communication between branches of the 
network, as “preventing any individual from joining 
ISIL, from getting to the battlefield in the first place, 
is actually the most effective measure that we can 
take” (Kerry).

group in February 2014 (CNN). He took a significant 
amount of followers with him, followers who agreed 
with his belief that Al Qaeda simply was not active 
enough. According to CBS News, the system of 
American-run jails facilitated the rapid spread of 
ISIL’s mission, as al-Baghdadi himself was jailed in 
Camp Bucca with a handful of co-conspirators. As 
former CIA case officer Patrick Skinner explains, 
“You put them together and you get a mixing of 
organized military discipline with highly motivated, 
highly active ideological fervor, and the result is what 
we see have today…the toxic brew of Bucca started 
this recipe” (Clarissa Ward, “The Origins of ISIS: 
Finding the Birthplace of Jihad,” CBSNews.com, 4 
November 2014).

And once the toxic brew spilled out of Bucca into 
the active leadership of ISIL, the real trouble began. 
By gaining land and weapons first, ISIL found what 
Al Qaeda had been in much need of: substantial, 
sustainable finances. As a territory in itself, though 
unrecognized by most of the world, the leadership 
was able to secure funds through taxation and oil sales 
in addition to those gained by robbery and extortion, 
leading ISIL to pose an unprecedented challenge to 
the international community. As Secretary of State 
John Kerry noted in a testimony before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, “These folks have now 
taken over territory in ways that Al Qaeda never 
did. They have access to money in ways that Al 
Qaeda never did. They have access to weapons that 
they captured from Iraqis, and they’re holding that 
territory and beginning to try to build a capacity for 
sustainability that challenges everybody” (John Kerry, 
“Opening Remarks Before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee,” The State Department, 18 September 
2014). 

In June 2014, just months after ISIL and Al 
Qaeda announced their split, the former managed 
to capture three major cities in Iraq and the Syrian 
border, effectively erasing the border between the two 
nations (CNN). And with the horror stories about 
their terrible treatments of prisoners and enemies—
treatments ranging from beheading to crucifixion—
spreading across the globe through mass social media 

SodaStream: Water Made Controversial     by Alex Rosenthal ’17

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict during the summer 
of 2014 will not only be remembered for its heated 
tension and high casualty count, but also by its effect 
on the economy throughout both Israel and the Gaza 
Strip. Normal travel into Israel and Gaza was cut down 
in fear of rockets; when Hamas fired rockets near Ben 
Gurion Airport, many countries urged or mandated 
their airlines to stop sending flights into Israel. 
Though a long-term ceasefire stands between Israel 
and Hamas, Israeli companies based in settlements 

continue to be the victim of international boycotts.
SodaStream, whose headquarters are located in 

Israel, promotes itself as “water made exciting.” The 
company is traded on the NASDAQ, but SodaStream 
investors are worried about the company’s future. 
SodaStream’s sales within the United States are down 
28% in a market that makes up 30% of its sales (Chad 
Henage, “3 Reasons Why SodaStream is Falling Flat,” 
fool.com, 23 June 2014). Since January 2014, stock prices 
have been heading dangerously close to an all-time low 
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and Kathryn Reid, “FAQs: War in Syria, Children, 
and the Refugee Crisis,” World Vision, 29 October 
2014). Because of the economic strain and the human 
welfare repercussions on the bordering countries, 
the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, Antonio 
Guterres, considers the Syrian mass exodus to be 
“the most dramatic humanitarian crisis the world has 

Since the start of the Syrian Civil War in 2011, 
over 3 million Syrian refugees have reportedly fled 
to neighboring countries -- Lebanon, Jordan, Turkey, 
Iraq, and Egypt. As the Civil War continues to 
escalate and the U.S.-led air strikes on ISIS in Syria 
persist, an estimated 100,000 Syrians are expected 
to register as refugees every month (Chris Huber 

The Interfaith Boycott Coalition is a group of individuals 
from faith-based organizations and institutions who share a 
common goal of bringing justice to the Palestinians suffering 
under the oppression of Israel’s long-standing military 
occupation.

The Financial Burden of the Syrian Refugee Crisis     
by Claudia Lamprecht ’16

A Palestinian worker at the SodaStream factory in 
Mishor Adumim, where operations will be consolidated.

(NASDAQ, “SodaStream 
International Ltd,” google.
com/finance, 5 November 
2014).

The decline began when a 
movement called “boycotts, 
divestment, and sanctions” 
(BDS), which was formed in 
2005 to boycott, divest, and 
sanction Israeli products, 
recently started a movement 
against SodaStream. BDS 
drove SodaStream so far 
that SodaStream announced 
it would close its biggest 
factory in the West 
Bank by the end of 2015. 
Highlighting the victory for 
BDS, spokeswoman Rafeef Ziadah announced that 
“pressure has forced retailers across Europe and North 
America to drop SodaStream, and the company’s share 
price has tumbled in recent 
months as our movement has 
caused increasing reputational 
damage to the SodaStream 
brand…[BDS] is increasingly 
capable of holding corporate 
criminals to account for 
their participation in Israeli 
apartheid and colonialism” 
(Ian Black, “SodaStream to 
Move Factory Out of West 
Bank Israeli Settlement,” The 
Guardian, 29 October 2014). 
The BDS website claims that 
the closing of SodaStream’s 
factory was made possible 
based on their fundamental 
belief that “popular consumer boycotts of Israeli 
products and campaigns against companies that 
export and sell Israeli products, particularly those 
implicated in Israel’s illegal colonies in the occupied 
Palestinian territory, have not only raised awareness 
among ordinary citizens in countless cities across 
the world but led to significant damage to complicit 
Israeli companies” (BDS PR). 

The soda company plans 
to close its plant in Mishor 
Adumim, which is located 
in the West Bank, and move 
into Lehavim, a small town 
in Israel’s Negev Desert. 
Economically, SodaStream 
“received a $20 million grant 
from the Israeli government 
to build its new plant, and 
will result in savings of 2 
percent across our entire 
cost base” (Jodi Rudoren, 
“Israeli Firm, Target of 
Boycott, to Shut West Bank 
Plant,” The New York Times, 
30 October 2014). With 
the support of the Israeli 

government, SodaStream made the prudent decision 
to move to a state-of-the-art center. The company’s 
third-quarter earning from 2014 dropped 12.9% 

compared to the third quarter 
of 2013, with a 69% slide from 
their peak sales (Rudoren). 
The movement away from the 
West Bank hopefully will turn 
the company’s profits back to 
what they used to be. However, 
Mr. Daniel Birnbaum, the 
CEO of SodaStream, remained 
reluctant to close the factory 
because 500 Palestinian jobs 
were at risk. Those Palestinian 
jobs, he claims, earned better 
wages and worked under 
better conditions in Mishor 
Adumim than other factories 
in the West Bank. Birnbaum 

commented, “I could leave there tomorrow, for me it 
would be easier, but what about the employees?...I feel 
like I have a responsibility there. Those who oppose 
the factory are using SodaStream and manipulating 
our Palestinian workers in order to demonize the 
state of Israel, and I won’t let them” (Rodoren).
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Syrian displaced children wait outside their tent for the school 
bus at a Syrian refugee camp at Delhamiyeh village in the Bekaa 
valley, eastern Lebanon, in 2013.

faced in a very long time” 
(Stephen Brown, “Syria’s 
Neighbors Risk ‘Host-
Country Fatigue’, 
Conference Hears,” 
Reuters, 28 October 2014). 
Jordan’s Foreign Prime 
Minister, Nasser Judeh, 
also believes there is a risk 
of “host-country fatigue” 
(Brown). Some of the 
overriding concerns facing 
these host countries are 
the deficiency of potable 
water, food, work, and 
even standard household 
items for sanitation for the displaced Syrians.

As of October 2014, Jordan has provided asylum 
for 1.5 million Syrian refugees, all of whom make 
up 10 percent of the entire Jordanian population 
(Adam Ramsey, “Thousands of Syrian Refugees Are 
Desperate to Escape the Camps That Gave Them 
Shelter,” Newsweek, 8 October 2014). Since Jordan 
has not closed its borders, Judeh believes Jordan is 
“paying the price” and is facing a “huge burden on 
the national economy” as 
the international response 
has not been sufficient 
enough to support Jordan 
and the other host countries 
(“Jordan Minister: We’re 
at Max Capacity on Syrian 
Refugees,” Albawaba.com, 29 
October 2011). Currently, 
Jordan is asking the 
international community 
to provide $1 billion in aid 
to spend on its country’s 
security as “authorities 
worry that armed fighters, 
regime intelligence agents, 
and smugglers hide among 
the refugees” (E.A.D., 
“Carefully Watched,” 
The Economist, 18 June 
2014). For example, the 
Za’atari Refugee Camp 
had accounted for 
approximately 400,000 
refugees in 2012 and the 
UN’s High Commissioner 
for Refugees is unable 
to account for 150,000 
of them (E.A.D.). In an 
attempt to start regulating 
the influx of refugees, the 
Jordanian government and 
its new Syrian Refugees 

Directorate enacted a 
new policy in July. The 
new inhabitants have two 
options: to either “stay in 
the camps or give up access 
to aid” (Ramsey). However, 
these sites do not provide 
electricity or the possibilities 
for work. The only way a 
displaced Syrian can attain 
an exemption from the UN 
camps to start a new life in 
society is to have a Jordanian 
relative willing to vouch for 
him or her.

Similar to their 
compatriots in Jordan, more than a million Syrians have 
escaped to Turkey, but do not have access to enough 
food, medicine, or water and mostly live outside the 
UN camps. President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan states 
that even though Turkey has “spent $4.5 billion for 
refugees…the rest of the world [has] combined to 
send [only] $200 million” (“President Erdoğan Calls 
on UN to Take Necessary Actions in Syrian Refugee 
Crisis,” dailysabah.com, 3 November 2014). Turkey’s 22 

refugee camps, where the 
normal capacity only allows 
for 220,000 refugees, are 
straining to host 1.5 million 
refugees (Kieran Guilbert, 
“More Funds Needed for 
Million Syrian Refugees in 
Turkey: UNHCR,” Reuters, 
8 October 2014). Turkey 
has received only 25% of its 
requested funding under the 
2014 Syria Regional Refugee 
Response Plan and has been 
given less than $300 million 
of international aid to help 

support the additional 
refugees over the past three 
and a half years (Guilbert).

On October 23, 2014 
Lebanon, overwhelmed by 
the 1.1 million registered 
Syrian refugees, closed 
its borders except in 
extreme circumstances. 
The massive influx of 
refugees has strained 
Lebanon’s “resources and 
[threatened] political 
stability,” leading Prime 
Minister Tammam Salam 
to state that, “The massive 
influx of Syrians into 
poor communities totally 

The Domiz refugee camp officially opened in April 2012, near 
the city of Dahuk in the Kurdistan region.
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unprepared to cope with such a sudden burden has 
had a destabilizing effect” (Frank Jordans, “Lebanon 
Wants End to Flow of Syrian Refugees,” ABC News, 28 
October 2014). The Lebanese government has begun 
to encourage the Syrians to leave.

Although Syria’s neighboring countries have 
accepted and aided the refugees, the monetary support 
from international powers has been lacking. But in 
October 2014, Berlin pledged $637 million over the 
next three years to Lebanon and Jordan to help cover 
the needs. On September 12, 2014, Secretary of State 
John Kerry stated, “The United States is providing 

American interests in the Middle East have 
been constant and significant for a very long time, 
making the region one of the most important areas of 
concentration for the United States government. The 
Middle East also has been, for a similarly long period 
of time, one of the most delicate regions of globe, 
with changes in leadership constant and sometimes 
violent. The combination of these two factors makes 
the region a very interesting subject in foreign affairs, 
a subject that in many ways explains and exposes 
varying types of foreign policy strategy. American 
involvement has changed a great deal over the past 
few years, and must continue to change.

Historically, American involvement in Middle 

Hard vs. Soft Power: Reexamining America’s Middle East Policy      
by Michael Carter ’15

Eastern affairs have largely been characterized by a 
combination of hard power—military and economic 
coercion—and political realism, which dictates that 
nations will, and should, act in their best pragmatic 
interest without paying much regard to matters of 
national philosophy or values. Political realism, in 
fact, is often presented as the opposite of acting on 
value, implying that by engaging in political realism 
countries may be violating their own sets of values. 
This is most clearly apparent in the Middle East: the 
United States, though constitutionally dedicated to 
democracy and freedom of expression, has supported 
dictatorial regimes in the Middle East that overtly 
and repeatedly deny people their basic rights. Though 

nearly $500 million in 
additional humanitarian 
aid” (“United States 
Announces Additional 
H u m a n i t a r i a n 
Assistance for Syria 
Crisis,” U.S. Department 
of State, 12 September 
2014). Even though 
the United Nations 
Refugee Agency states 
that “Syria had become 
the biggest operation 
in its 64-year history” 
(Nick Cumming-Bruce, 
“Syrian Refugees Surpass 
3 Million, UN Says,” 
The New York Times, 
29 August 2014), the 
suffering host countries 
have not received 
enough financial support 
to meet the basic 
humanitarian needs 
of the refugees. Anne 
Richard, the Assistant 
U.S. Secretary of State, 
urged neighboring 

countries “to keep accepting the Syrian refugees 
despite the strains” (Jordans). At a conference of the 
International Support Group for Lebanon, Antonio 
Guterres stressed that “economics, public services, 
the social fabric of communities and the welfare of 
families are all affected, not to mention the security 
impact of the Syrian conflict in the whole region” 
(Nafez Kawos, “Berlin Pledges $637M to Lebanon, 
Jordan Over Refugee Crisis,” The Daily Star, 29 
October 2014).
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Power (2005), the eponymous principle involves the 
use of cultural and political attraction: “winning 
hearts and minds.” For many years the nations of the 
Middle East were ruled by dictators, individuals or 
small groups of elites easily swayed by political and 
economic deals. This arrangement, while lucrative for 
the few involved, nevertheless alienated the Middle 
Eastern masses, many of whom viewed, and continue 
to view, America as a perpetuator of their oppression 
and lack of freedom. However, now those very same 
masses are contributing to the democratic process, 
thus forcing the United States to engage in a new 
political conquest: convincing the people she helped 
oppress to cooperate and come to like her.

This added emphasis on soft power, and the 
growing necessity of swaying not only heads of state 
but also their constituencies, has contributed very 
much to a growing acknowledgement that the United 

States must now act not as a lone superpower but as 
one international power among many. Hard power 
is like oil, cheap and useful but unsustainable; clean 
energy is much more difficult to obtain but ultimately 
far superior. The difference between political realism 
and moral idealism is similar, though much more 
nuanced. The interactions between America and the 
Middle East make these relationships clear, revealing 
underlying principles and strategies behind complex 
global affairs.

contrary to American ideals, this move benefits the 
American economy—that is, as long as such regimes 
are in control of the oil supply. 

In many ways this strategy was the result of 
a global climate in which America was at first 
competing with the other superpower, the Soviet 
Union, and then a climate in which America was the 
only superpower and could more or less impose its 
will on the world. As Fareed Zakaria posits in The Post-
American World (2008), the conception of America as 
the sole superpower amongst smaller states induced 
the government into relying entirely on hard power, 
using its monstrous economy and gargantuan military 
to achieve its goals quickly and easily without ever 
needing to resort to diplomacy.

Recently, in 2011, a series of events called the 
Arab Spring changed everything about the way the 
United States deals with the Middle East. Peoples’ 

movements for democracy toppled almost every 
dictator in the region, causing many nations, like Syria 
and Libya, to descend into chaos, others, like Egypt, 
to undergo rapid and unstable though relatively 
nonviolent changes in power, and very few nations, 
Tunisia among them, to be completely controlled by 
new, democratic governments. This development is 
earth-shattering in many ways, but most significantly 
because it means that America will have to resort to 
a political strategy that has fallen out of use lately: 
soft power. As Joseph Nye explains in his book Soft 
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When tens of thousands of children from Central 
America cross the American border, they bring new 
faces to an issue that has been hotly debated since 
the beginnings of this country - who is an American 
and who decides? Call them unaccompanied minors, 
call them illegals, call them potential terrorist threats, 
call them refugees; they are and should always be 
considered children seeking a new home that promises 
better opportunities.

In recent years and especially in early 2014, 
gang violence, instability, and poverty have sent a 
record number of these unaccompanied minors to 
the American border. According to U.S. Customs 
and Borders Protection, the total number of 
unaccompanied alien children in the area near the 
Southwest border increased from 38,759 in 2013 to 
68,541 in 2014 (a 77% increase in only one fiscal year). 
Surges from El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras 
contribute to most of this increase - each of their 
numbers tripled, doubled, and tripled, respectively 
(U.S. Customs and Border Protection, “Southwest 
Border Unaccompanied Alien Children (0-17 yr old) 
Apprehensions”). An analysis by the Department of 
Homeland Security suggests that, “The Guatemalan 
children ... [mostly] from rural areas ... [have] largely 
economic motives... [whereas] the minors from El 
Salvador and Honduras tend to come from extremely 
violent regions” (Frances Robles, “Fleeing Gangs, 
Children Head to U.S. Border,” The New York Times, 
9 July 2014).

The sheer number of children has overflown the 
100 permanent detention shelters, prompting the 
opening of three more temporary facilities. After 
an average of a 35-day stay in these shelters, these 

Unaccompanied Minors and the Future of Immigration Reform  
by Penelope Shao ’15

children are placed with “sponsors” as they wait for 
the procession of their cases in court. Because of a 
2008 bipartisan anti-trafficking statute, these children 
are given a hearing before deportation (Haeyoun 
Park, “Children at the Border,” The New York Times, 21 
October 2014).

Surveys of the American public demonstrate the 
divided opinion on various related issues. According 
to a telephone poll conducted by the Public Religion 
Research institute, 70% of the respondents said 
that the U.S. should offer shelter and support while 
determining whether or not these children should be 
allowed to stay as refugees, while 26% said that these 
children should be deported immediately (Roberto 
A. Ferdman, “Nearly Three Quarters of Americans 
Think the U.S. Should Shelter (Not Rush to Deport) 
Unaccompanied Minors,” The Washington Post, 29 July 
2014).

Alien children are only one part of a much larger 
issue. Indicative of the widespread impression that 
the United States needs to reform its immigration 
policies, billionaires Sheldon Adelson, Warren Buffett, 
and Bill Gates wrote in a joint opinion op-ed essay that 
“It’s time for 535 of America’s citizens to remember 
what they owe to the 318 million who employ them” 
(Sheldon G. Adelson, Warren E. Buffett, and Bill 
Gates, “Break the Immigration Impasse,” The New 
York Times, 10 July 2014) in discussing the immigration 
reform’s stalemate in Congress. Although the 
Senate has passed a bipartisan bill that would bring 

significant reform in the immigration and border-
security policy in 2013, the Republicans in the House 
of Representatives have refused to consider it.

Young children join immigration-reform protesters while 
marching in front of the White House on July 7, 2014, in 
Washington, D.C.

A man puts the finishing touches on his anti-immigration display 
at the Arizona state capital in Phoenix last summer.

the americas



29

As the result of this 
impasse, President Obama 
entertained the possibility 
of taking an executive action 
by the end of the summer, 
which many Republicans 
decried as dictatorial. That 
pledge never materialized, 
and was shelved in the 
period leading up to the 2014 
midterm elections. However, 
he declared his commitment 
to the issue once again after 
the recent election (Paul Blumenthal, “Obama: ‘I’m 
Going To Do What I Can Through Executive Action’ 
On Immigration,” The Huffington Post, 9 November 
2014). Furthermore, according to anonymous insiders, 
“the president is reportedly reviewing proposals to 
allow as many as 5 million illegal immigrants to stay in 
the United States at least temporarily” (Ed O’Keefe, 
“White House: Obama Will Act on Immigration 
Despite GOP Warnings to Hold Off,” The Washington 
Post, 7 November 2014).

Many consider these immigrants a threat to 
American society and security. However, immigration 
is as old and as complicated as the country itself. 

Every question about 
immigration is intertwined 
with a larger history that 
includes discrimination 
against certain groups 
such as Irish Catholics and 
outright exclusion of Asians, 
as well as larger debates 
and developments in race, 
economy, and culture. As the 
Pulitzer Prize winner and 
undocumented immigrant 
Jose Antonio Vargas wrote, 

“Immigration in the U.S. is more than a question of 
legality — it’s about history, about foreign policy, about 
economy in a globalized and interconnected world” 
(“Immigration Debate: The Problem With the Word 
Illegal,” Time, 21 September 2012). Indeed, American 
immigration policy is in dire need of significant 
reform that will account for the diverse perspectives, 
histories, and backgrounds of immigrants, and respond 
to contemporary demands. For now, some hope may 
be found in either President Obama’s frequently 
undelivered promises or the unlikely passage of a 
bipartisan reform bill in Congress.

Shots Heard ‘Round the World: 
The International Response to Ferguson    by Julia Song ’15

More than nine months have passed since the 
fatal shooting of teenager Michael Brown by police 
officer Darren Wilson in Ferguson, Missouri, which 
set off both peaceful demonstrations and violent riots 
between citizens and the city’s police. Since August 
9, 2014 the case has been outlined, scrutinized, and 
editorialized by more than a few media outlets, 
in every conceivable form, from every possible 
perspective. Multiple autopsies, numerous eyewitness 
accounts, and extensive investigations have yielded a 
barrage of not inconclusive but less than indisputable 
information about the events 
leading to a man’s death, 
further fanning the flames of 
heated response to the tragedy. 
Tensions and protests have 
continued, almost solemnly 
now. 

According to the Pew 
Research Center, over 3.5 
million tweets about Ferguson 
were sent on the fifth day 
after the shooting, quantifying 
the comprehensive online 
response to the event (Paul 
Hitlin and Nancy Vogt, 
“Cable, Twitter Picked Up 

Ferguson Story at a Similar Clip,” The Pew Research 
Center, 20 August 2014). A time-lapse map showing 
the location and frequency of tweets hashtagged 
Ferguson—intermittent, orange bursts of light that 
soon explode into an overwhelming mass of bright 
yellow pops—visualizes the frequency and intensity of 
online attention understandably placed on Ferguson 
(Emily Lodish, “Everyone From Tibetan Monks to 
Iran’s Supreme Leader Is Watching Ferguson. Here’s 
How They’re Reacting,” Global Post, 25 August 2014). 
The unprecedented speed of social media’s response 

to Michael Brown’s death 
highlights just how openly 
and immediately the world 
could now call attention to 
very real sentiments on virtual 
platforms. The entire world 
felt Ferguson. 

Perhaps, then, focusing 
on international response 
and domestic events parallel 
to the complex, still-unclear 
tragedy, including several very 
ironic accusations, yields bits 
of compassion towards the 
citizens of Ferguson from the 
most unexpected groups in 

About 100 people gathered at Westlake Park in Seattle 
and then took to the streets as the Ferguson, Missouri, 
grand jury decision was announced on November 24.
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were much, much larger than 
themselves, as many nations 
outside the U.S. observed the 
situation’s progress. 

Meanwhile, others have been 
less than sympathetic in their 
public opinions, criticizing the 
United States from a civil rights 
standpoint, regardless of their 
own digressions of citizens’ human 
rights that they accuse the U.S. of 
violating. Iran’s Supreme Leader 

Ayatollah Ali Khamenei declared on his platform 
of choice, Twitter, that “Based on global statistics, 
US govt is the biggest violator of #HumanRights. 
Besides int’l crimes, it commits crimes against its ppl” 
(Lodish). As hypocritical as this comment may be, 
given Iran’s infamous track record of restricting and 
punishing innocent journalists and countless cases of 
peaceful civil disobedience, that the leader from such 
a country makes this claim about the United States is 
unsettling, to say the least. 

Egypt also pounced at the opportunity to denounce 
the U.S. government in a recent statement from its 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs: “We are closely following 
the escalation of protests and demonstrations in the 
city of Ferguson and the reactions to them. He pointed 
out UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon’s statements, 
which reflect the international community’s stance 
toward these events, especially what the Secretary-
General mentioned in regard to restraint and respect 
for the right of assembly and peaceful expression of 
opinion and his hope that ongoing investigations shed 
light on the killing of the American youth.” 

Brazil Bites Off More Than It Can Chew     by Cynthia Hui ’17

the generally hostile temperature. 
 “Don’t Keep much distance 

from the Police,” the tweet begins. 
“If you’re close to them they can’t 
tear Gas. To #Ferguson from 
#Palestine“ (@Rajaiabukhalil, 
Twitter and Business Insider, 14 
August 2014). This concise tweet 
by user @Rajaiabukhalil, which 
offers a tip to combat police 
forces, represents merely one of 
numerous blurbs from Palestinians 
living under the violent developments in Gaza who 
voice their concern for Ferguson (David M. Brooks, 
“Palestinians Are Sharing Advice With Protesters 
in Ferguson, Missouri,” Business Insider, 14 August 
2014). By sending much-appreciated regards to the 
residents of Ferguson, the tweeters of Gaza have 
forged an unlikely link based on race, through the 
shared ground of oppression and police opposition of 
citizens’ peaceful protest. 

Several Tibetan monks went so far as to travel from 
India to Ferguson to physically provide additional 
support to the residents just a week after the shooting. 
The Buddhist monks, who wholly embody the spread 
of peace through their actions, despite historically 
having been exiled from their home country of 
Tibet, are in the midst of an ongoing crusade to find 
justice and restore their civil rights; in some ways this 
parallels the journey of Brown’s family and neighbors. 

The advice and condolences from halfway around 
the world, especially from those who themselves 
face a remainder of a tough fight to regain their civil 
rights, serve as empowering bits of communication 
and tangible evidence that the events in Ferguson 

FIFA World Cup 2014, the 
soccer version of expecting the 
unexpected, was marked by Spain’s 
predictable yet sadly comical loss 
in the Group Stage, Luis Suarez’s 
excessive four-month ban for 
biting his opponents, Neymar’s inopportune 
vertebrae injury, Brazil’s stunning 1-7 defeat to 
Germany, and so much more. The home team 
definitely gave ardent soccer fanatics a summer to 
remember.

World Cup aside, debates surround the host 
country. Although Brazil proved to be a welcoming 
host for enthusiastic soccer fans and their feverish 
raves, social problems and other obstacles plagued the 
World Cup host.

Project delays and cost overruns forced Brazil 
to spend money originally intended for improving 
infrastructure on soccer stadiums instead. The cost 

for new and improved stadiums 
amounted to anywhere from $3.5 to 
$14.5 billion, according to estimates 
by Forbes and Bloomberg. Estdo 
Nacional, Arena da Baxada, and 

Arena Pantanal were all built for 
twice the amount of money expected, 

with an increase of 101%, 95%, 89%, 
respectively (“Report: How Much Did Brazil 

Spend on World Cup Stadiums?,” StadiumDB.com, 10 

July 2014). All World Cup stadiums were supposed to 
be finished by the end of December 2013, yet six of 
Brazil’s 12 stadiums missed the FIFA deadline. FIFA 
President Sepp Blatter claimed that no host country 
had been so far behind in its preparations (“Sepp 
Blatter Blasts Brazil for WC Delays,” ESPNFC.com, 6 
January 2014). Moreover, safety standards for laborers 
were being compromised as a result of the last-minute 
rush. The death of two workers at a stadium in Manaus 
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further delayed the preparation efforts. Furthermore, 
hours before the opening match of the World Cup, 
Sao Paulo’s Arena Corinthians was neither finished 
nor tested.

On June 14, just before the England vs. Italy match 
in Manaus, the city had to declare a state of emergency 
due to flooding. Carlos Botella, head groundsman for 
the Royal Verd company that was responsible for 
six stadiums, admitted that “Frankly, Manuas is in 
bad shape” (“Dry Manaus Pitch Causes Concern,” 
ESPNFC.com, 11 June 2014), because the grass was dry 
and unevenly distributed due to recent flooding and 
issues with algae.

Former president 
Luiz Inacio Lula da 
Silva once promised to 
use the opportunity of 
World Cup to improve 
the underdevelopment in 
Brazil, but the reality did 
not match his promises. 
For instance, many of the 
much-needed long-term 
investments for transit 
systems in Brazilian cities 
have been either delayed 
or eliminated as a result of 
World Cup construction. 
Sinaenco, an architecture 
and engineering firm, claimed that a fifth of the 
projects were dropped because of delays, while others, 
like the renovation of Rio de Janeiro’s international 
airport, wouldn’t be completed until after the World 
Cup (Anthony Boadle, “Brazilians Left Wanting by 
Flawed World Cup Investments,” Reuters.com, 18 May 
2014).

Public transport in larger cities, such as Rio de 
Janeiro and Sao Paulo, are often extremely crowded, 
and in smaller cities it is often underdeveloped 
or non-existent. People questioned if the roads, 
already plagued with heavy traffic jams, could handle 
the additional traffic from tourists. The Brazilian 
government even resorted to declaring a holiday as 
a solution, so soccer fans could get to the stadiums 
without congestion.

Although Brazil has an affluent market and 
economy (it is the 7th largest in the world, according 
to the World Bank), it often struggles to address 
basic public needs such as healthcare, education, 
security, a system for legal justice, transportation, and 
infrastructure (it ranked 114th out of 148 countries 
by the World Economic Forum). Many Brazilian 
consider the World Cup to be a waste of the country’s 
scant resources.

A week before the World Cup, a strike broke out 
in response to the government’s refusal to raise the 
salaries of subway workers, causing hectic traffic at 
the opening game. The labor court later ruled that the 

strike was illegal and workers would be fined $220,000 
each day they fail to work. There continued to be a lot 
of protests throughout the duration of the World Cup 
and many people were shocked at the atrocity and 
brutality of the Brazilian police. Just before the final 
game, the police fired grenades, pepper spray, and 
rubber bullets at a small group of 300 the protesters 
near Maracana.

Eron Morals de Melo, a dentist in the protest, 
contended that “We don’t need a World Cup, we need 
better living standards and a decent government… 
Some 250,000 people will have been evicted from 

their homes. This World 
Cup has been a disgrace 
both on and off the pitch” 
(Ben Tavener, “Protesters 
Clash With Police Before 
the Final Game in Brazil,” 
Anadolu Agency, 14 July 
2014).

Looking to the future 
beyond the World Cup, 
the world would ask “Will 
Brazil be ready for the 2016 
Olympics?”

The World Cup frenzy 
left Brazil battered and 
chaotic, and now the 
country has to prepare for 

the Olympics. There is no doubt that international 
sporting events such as the World Cup and the 
Olympics can boost a country’s tourism, economy, and 
employment. However, a lot of concerns arise from 
the fact that Brazil plans on hosting on two events 
consecutively. The Olympics will be held in 2016 and 
Brazil may be once again delayed and disorganized. 
John Coates, vice president of International Olympic 
Committee, expressed his worry towards Brazil’s 
progress, “They are really not ready in many, many 
ways” (“IOC VP: Rio Prep ‘Worst’ He’s Seen,” 
ESPN.com, 29 April 2014), and added that Brazil’s 
preparations was even worse than Athens, which was 
notorious for being chaotic.

In addition to time, money is also not on the side 
of the ambitious host - Brazil is currently struggling 
with its finances. The main reason Brazil believed 
that it was capable of hosting the Olympics after the 
World Cup was due to its flourishing economy in 
2003. In 2007, the Brazilian economy peaked at $2.7 
trillion GDP according to IBGE (Instituto Brasilero de 
Geografia e Estatisica) but has collapsed since then. 

Doubts regarding the possible economic benefits 
from the Olympics have been circulating. Although 
a report claims an estimate that for every $1 
invested, $3.26 will be generated ($51.1 billon until 
2027), economic benefits are very often exaggerated 
(Eduardo A. Haddad and Paulo R. Haddad, “Major 
Sport Events and Regional Development: The Case 

Aerial view of the Christ the Redeemer statue atop Corcovado Hill 
and the Mario Filho (Maracana) stadium in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.
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incumbent president. However, the greatest losses are 
usually incurred if the nation is in an unpopular war or 
dealing with other strife, such as the 2006 elections 
when the Democrats gained 30 House seats riding on 
the wave of anger towards the War on Terrorism (Dan 
Rose, “Democratic Sweep May Be Long-Lasting,” The 
Chicago Tribune, 26 December 2006). The economy is 
always an important concern, especially among the 
middle class voters, which could be why the GOP 
consistently wins when the topic of pro-business and 
lowering taxes becomes part of the debate (Maggie 
Gallagher, “Why the Democrats Lost,” National 
Review, 7 November 2014). Furthermore, the GOP’s 
emphasis on military and security could console 
Americans’ fear of terrorism and other threats.

This year’s election was no different. Both parties 
contested hotly while sticking to their political 
platforms with an almost religious fervor. However, 
this year’s election’s interesting phenomenon is that 
it had no single overarching point of contention. Gay 
marriage, abortion, ObamaCare, immigration, debates 
about the role of government, and the environment 
all were touched but never were the total center of 
attention (Philip Rucker, Robert Costa, and Matea 
Gold, “Unlike Previous Midterm Election Years, 
No Dominant Theme Has Emerged for 2014,” The 
Washington Post, 9 August 2014).

There are reasons for the rather stunning loss on 
the part of the Democrats, other than the “six year 
itch,” a term used by political analysts to describe 
the historical trend mentioned above. There were 
major blunders by the White House, in particular. 
The Affordable Care Act’s website crash was the 
least of the issues that plagued the public’s memory 
of the Obama administration. More profound points 
of contention were crises such as the so-called fiscal 
cliff, the handling of the Ebola situation, the Benghazi 
incident, and the government shutdown of 2013 all 
played a part in bringing down the public’s opinion of 

Lessons From the 2014 Midterm Elections     by Philip Cui ’15

The United States Congress has two chambers: the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. These two 
chambers are vested with a great number of powers, 
including the authority to declare war, pass laws, levy 
taxes, and confirm presidential appointments, among 
others.

The “midterms,” which occur two years after a 
presidential election, include contests for all 435 
members of the House of Representatives and one-
third of the 100 seats in the Senate. The current 
legislature is referred to as the 114th Congress, or the 
114th meeting of both the House and Senate for a two-
year period in the 228 years since the Constitution. 
The 535 members of this Congress will serve from 
January 2015 to January 2017.

The 2014 midterm elections produced some 
interesting results. The Republicans gained control of 
the Senate for the first time since 2004, now holding 
a 54-46 majority, and they maintained their power in 
the House of Representatives, while adding 13 more 
seats. This election marks one of the most dominant 

Republican Congresses 
since 1928, when Herbert 
Hoover was elected 
president, notes Philip 
Bump of The Washington 
Post.

The results of the 
election have been described 
as a “disaster” (Paul Kane, 
“Midterm Disaster Rips 

Apart Awkward Ties Between Obama and Senate 
Democrats,” The Washington Post, 5 November 2014). 
The surprising part is not that the Democrats lost 
seats, but how many they lost. Throughout history, the 
party of the president frequently loses considerable 
congressional seats in midterm elections because 
opposition voters often take to the polls in greater 
numbers to express their dissatisfaction with the 

of the Rio de Janeiro 2016 Olympics Games,” 
Regional Science Policy & Practice, Vol. 2 No. 1, 
16 July 2010). The maintenance of stadiums 
will be costly in the future, and much of the 
revenue from the Olympics has to be handed 
back to the IOC.

Moreover, Brazilians object to building 
new facilities and stadiums for the 
Olympics. Many of the stadiums from 
the World Cup are currently not proving 
to be of much use, and there have even been 
discussions regarding the feasibility and benefits 
of turning empty soccer stadiums into much-needed 
housing units. The dearth of usable land in the city 
also adds to the problem. The government would 

either have to build stadiums on expansive wetland, 
or evict Brazilians from their homes (as they did 

for the soccer stadiums of the World Cup).
For the future, the Brazilian government 

would have to allocate taxpayers’ money in 
a responsible manner and be careful to not 
infringe on its citizens’ rights. Learning 
from its experience in the World Cup, the 
government should focus more on long 

term benefits, particularly infrastructure and 
security investments, to make the Olympics 

beneficial for Brazilian citizens. But given the 
economic and social impact of the World Cup, and the 
lack of support from the citizens, it is highly doubtful 
that Olympics in Brazil will be a resounding success.
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that the 113th Congress was one of the least productive 
in history, and the public in its infinite ignorance 
blames the President. Of course, this does not mean 
the Democrats do not need to pull their own weight, 

as they have, according to some, led a rather 
lackluster campaign as well as not having 
enough teamwork during the initial years of 

the Obama administration (Benjy 
Sarlin and Alex Seitz-Wald, “Why 

the Democrats Lost, According to 
Everyone,” MSNBC, 7 November 

2014).
In short, the results of the 2014 

Congressional elections reflect the 
will of the citizens of the United States. Some are 
angry, some are insulted, some are struggling to make 
ends meet, and some are afraid. This is entirely natural 
given that no party can ever maintain popularity 
forever without some underhanded tactics. This is 
only another step along the great debate between the 
Left and the Right. Yet one must not be blind to the 
obvious. If current trends of radicalism and refusal of 
compromise and negotiation are to continue, then 
the United States would walk down a dark path that 
might well cost its citizens what they cherish most. 
The leaders of this nation must address the polarized 
politics that is choking the people of this country, for 
it can only lead to stagnation and the loss of freedom 
and safety. This is the most important lesson of the 
2014 midterm elections.

President Obama and, in turn, the Democratic Party. 
The fiscal cliff and the government shutdown cases, 
in particular, sent a message to the public of non-
cooperation on the president’s part with Congress. 
This paints a very negative picture of him being 
unwilling to negotiate or compromise, two traditional 
and essential ingredients in formulating 
policy in American politics. The 
conservative right has seized this 
opportunity to label President 
Obama as a snob of some sorts. The 
Wall Street Journal, a conservative 
business-oriented newspaper, called 
Obama “detached” and a “modern 
day Herbert Hoover” (Dan Henninger, “Why the 
Democrats Lost,” The Wall Street Journal, 5 November 
2014).

However, there are other forces at work here. The 
political climate has become more polarized in recent 
years. The two parties, and thus the public, have been 
increasingly split on the significant major national 
issues mentioned above. Campaigns have become 
more fierce, and attacks across the aisle more nasty. 
Too often, the fact that someone is of another party 
equals an all-out assault on everything he stands for. 
This environment has made the Republican House 
an incredibly hostile place for the President, where 
anything he has wished to pass is immediately struck 
down, if for no other reason than because it’s from 
a Democratic president. This contributed to the fact 

Don’t Blame Congress!     by Olivia Fischer ’15

With frequent elections, the American electoral 
system ensures both our representation and inevitable 
gridlock. For Congressional representatives, judgment 
day comes every two years, while senators are granted 
a six-year term of service. Senators have a bit more 
time to run the country instead of their political 
campaigns, but they still face incredible difficulties in 
passing legislation, partially because of us, the voting 
public. 

The voting public is comprised of petty people. 
We want what we want when we want it; however, 
as soon as it turns foul, we denounce it as if we were 
against it the entire time. The transitory nature of 
our opinions is especially evident in wartime approval 
ratings. At first the public, caught up in a patriotic 
wave, lends its support to the armed forces and the 
country, but as the war efforts drag on and we watch 
the horrors unfold, the effects of that wave subside 
and suddenly the public turns against its leaders and 
the war effort. This happens for two reasons. First, 
we want everything our way. We want this policy and 
that benefit, but we grumble about paying taxes. And, 
second, not only do we complain about paying taxes, 
but we also have no staying power.

Passing legislation becomes impossible since the 
elected officials responsible for governing our country 
are beholden to the fickle public. Due to the frequency 
of elections, the politicians must honor their public 
obligations by ensuring all our wants are met. This 
responsibility ensures our politicians remain honest 
(or as honest as politicians can be), but it also prevents 
politicians from passing any meaningful legislation. 
In Congress and Its Members (1994), political scientists 
Roger H. Davidson and Walter J. Oleszek assert 
that “[as] conscientious lawmakers, members [of 
Congress] might want to forge long-term solutions. 
But as representatives of their constituents, they 
are deterred from action when most citizens see no 
problems with the immediate situation,” proving 
that the voting public can have a negative effect on 
the political process. Lawmakers, knowing their 
jobs rely on pleasing the public, tiptoe around any 
difficult or controversial issue that might spark any 
measurable amount of dissent that could result in a 
failed reelection. Elected officials need something 
quick, easy and uncontroversial to keep their approval 
ratings high and, as such, shy away from any difficult 
legislation, even though it could potentially be the 
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To Be or Not to Be...a Feminist?  by Linh Tran ’15

collapse. Obama is lucky: he has run his last election 
campaign and, therefore, no longer has to answer to 
the people in the same way current Congressmen do.

We all want job security. Typically, we do 
not perform acts that would jeopardize 

that job security. Politicians are no 
different. They like their jobs, whether 
for the prestige, the fame, or the 
opportunities they present, and 
would not do anything to harm their 
chances of reelection since, despite 
the incredibly high (90%+) reelection 

rate for incumbents, every time a 
candidate faces the electorate he might 

be ousted from his position, possibly 
for something entirely out of his control. 

In such a precarious position, politicians are 
limited in their policy options. “Politicians generally 
gravitate toward issues that are visible, salient, and 
solvable” (Davidson and Oleszek), leaving important 
pieces of foreign and domestic policy untouched. 
Since frequently much-needed legislation only pays 
off in the long run, in the short term all the electorate 
sees is a rise in taxes. Rising taxes make for an unhappy 
electorate, and an unhappy electorate leads to an 
unelected Congressman. In part, we contribute to the 
policy gridlock by not allowing our elected leaders to 
do their jobs without fear of a coup.

The cultural climate is changing, particularly for 
women. Today, women have a considerable degree of 
autonomy. They have control over their bodies, their 
education, and their involvement both in and out of 
domestic spheres. More women are participating in 
political, economic, and scientific realms. The battle 
for equality, however, is not over. Women are still 
underrepresented, especially in STEM fields and 
in politics. The White House and Silicon Valley, for 
instance, are still considered male bastions in the 
United States, and very few women make it to top 
positions. At places with soaring inequality, those 
who have succeeded in breaking down the barriers are 
perceived as champions of feminism. But does this 
mean these successful females consider themselves 
feminists?

Many recognize Angela Merkel and Hillary Clinton 
as the two most famous female politicians, but few 
people know that they hold very different stances on 
feminism. German Chancellor Merkel was named 
Forbes’s “Most Powerful Woman in the World” for 
four consecutive years. From appearing on the cover 
of French Vogue, to leading her country’s patriarchal 
Christian Democratic Union political party, Merkel 
appears to be a feminist icon, and one of the most 
respected female leaders in the world. Nevertheless, 

despite the international accolades she has gained, 
Merkel has refrained herself from being entangled in 
gender equality debates and thus initiates very few 
policies to combat gender inequality in Germany. 
Germany has one of the biggest income disparity 
between sexes among countries in the European Union, 
“with women earning on average 23 percent less than 
men” (Siobhán Dowling, “Letter From Berlin: Does 
Angela Merkel Deserve to Be a Feminist Icon?” Spiegel 
Online International, 24 September 2009). Instead of 
changing the system, however, Merkel avoids taking 
“forced measures” and encourages individual women 
to handle their own problems (Dowling). Her prudent, 
even phlegmatic, nature coupled 
with her matter-of-fact 
and steady political 
style, wins her trust 
from both German 
females and males 
across the political 
spectrum. Though not 
an avid advocate for 
women’s rights, Merkel 
consistently proves herself 
to be a very competent 
leader. From G-8 to NATO summits, Angela Merkel

resolution of the century, something Davidson and 
Oleszek note: “Tough, arcane, or conflictual problems 
may be shunned because they offer few payoffs and 
little hope of success.” 

The legislature is caught between a rock 
and a hard place. Our congressmen want 
to pass meaningful legislation, but they 
can’t out of fear of popular repercussions. 
In “Why Spending Has Got to Give” 
(2006), David R. Henderson asserts 
that “[the] problem is that Medicare 
and Medicaid recipients are spending 
other people’s money and, therefore, 
do not restrain their spending as much 
as they would if they were spending their 
own.” In his essay he maintains that frivolous 
spending, coupled with the declining ratio of 
workers to relief recipients, will make these Social 
Security programs unsustainable by mid-century. 
Simple numbers dictate that entitlement programs 
like Medicare and Medicare will be impossible to 
sustain for much longer, but any attempt to amend 
or replace the existing legislation gets shot down 
in a matter of weeks. For example, the country was 
practically in riots when President Obama debuted 
his ObamaCare. Although that piece of legislation 
had its share of bugs, it was an attempt at fixing the 
previous health care system that will undeniably soon 
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the general workforce has improved. More women 
now enter the workforce, simultaneously fulfilling 
their maternal duties and earning wages to support 
their families. But, similar to the political spectrum, 
women do not appear at the pinnacle of corporate 
America. There were only 11 women, or 5.5%, on the 
Equilar/The New York Times annual list of the 200 
highest-paid CEO’s of U.S. companies. In fact, “the 
average median pay for the women on the list is $15.7 
million — $1.6 million less than the median for men 
and for the group overall” (Claire Cain Miller, “An 
Elusive Jackpot,” The New York Times, 7 June 2014). 

It is difficult for women to hold executive positions, 
but there is one burgeoning field in which careers seem 
to be opening up: technology. Two of the most popular 
women in the field are Sheryl Sandberg and Marissa 
Mayer. Like Angela Merkel and Hillary Clinton, 
these two technology tycoons also hold very different 
views toward feminism. 
Sandberg is Facebook’s 
chief operating officer 
and founder of the 
“Lean In Circle,” 
a program for 
professional women 
that encourages 
them to follow their 
ambitions. Her book 
Lean In gained worldwide 
attention and catapulted her 
to a status as one of the most active 
modern feminists. This popularity also put her into 
the spotlight of feverish debates about her ideology. 
Many critics comment on her putting the blame on the 
women for not trying hard enough, but not all women 
have the “vast amount of opportunities” to “lean in” 
as she does (Anna Holmes, “Maybe You Should Read 
the Book: The Sheryl Sandberg Backlash,” The New 
Yorker, 4 March 2013.) 

On the other hand, Marissa Mayer, president 
and CEO of Yahoo! since 2012, assiduously 

tries to avoid the spotlight, even when 
her ban on working from home stirred a 
hot debate. In a PBS documentary, she 
directly said that although she believes 
in gender equality, she does not want 
to be labeled a feminist or “have sort 

of the militant drive and sort of chip on 
the shoulder that sometimes comes with 

that” (Jena McGregor, “Let’s Give Sheryl 
Sandberg and Marissa Mayer a Break,” The 
Washington Post, 1 March 2013). Her current 
mission, to salvage Yahoo!, is more important 

to her, and she chooses to remain silent about her 
position on feminism. Her refusal to be a feminist 
stems from the very same reason as Merkel’s, which is 
the prioritization of career success over participation 
in a social movement.

Merkel, the only female leader in both groups, speaks 
about international crises with authority and handles 
the fraying of European unity with a deliberate plan 
(Dowling). She is not, by her judgment, a feminist, but 
she is a savvy politician who knows how to govern a 
country.

American former Secretary 
of State, Hillary Rodham 

Clinton, on the other 
hand, is an outspoken 
feminist. The 2016 
presidential candidate 
not only proudly 
admits that she is 
a feminist but also 

publicly corrects the 
stereotypical view on 

feminism. “I don’t see 
anything controversial about 
[feminism] at all,” she said in 

a speech for Clinton Global Initiative (CGI) in 2013 
(Megan Gibson, “Hillary Clinton Wants You to Call 
Her a Feminist,” Time, 12 June 2014). Now, as she travels 
around the country campaigning for the nomination, 
she attracts people’s attention to issues such as 
child care, abortion rights, and the role of women in 
society. She also emphasizes the importance of female 
voting, and balancing work with family. Her role as 
a presidential candidate and a feminist advocate is, 
in many ways, inspiring but is also controversial. In 
the United States, where women make up 51% of the 
population but only 19% of the Congress, Clinton 
motivates women to vote in elections and to run 
for office. “I can’t think of a better way to make the 
House (of Representatives) work again than electing 
every woman on the ballot,” Clinton said at the 
Democratic Women’s Leadership Forum, expressing 
her unyielding support for female politicians in 
this past fall’s midterm election (Jay Newton-Small, 
“Hillary Clinton Pledges to Campaign for Female 
Democratic Candidates,” Time, 19 September 
2014). On the other hand, some critics 
still doubt her ability as president. 
During her 2008 campaign, Clinton was 
criticized for playing the feminist card 
to advance her personal brand (Camille 
Paglia, “Why Women Shouldn’t Vote 
for Hillary Clinton,” The Telegraph, 20 
April 2008). As she looks ahead to the 
2016 election, the question is whether or not 
she can move beyond her feminist image and 
become a capable president. During a visit to 
Berlin last year, Clinton praised Merkel as “the 
greatest leader in Europe” and cast her hope for the 
United States to elect a female leader as well (Reuters, 
“Hillary Clinton Praises Angela Merkel As Europe’s 
‘Greatest Leader,’” The Huffington Post, 6 July 2014).

Outside of the political realm, women’s status in 

Hillary Rodham Clinton

Sheryl Sandberg

Marissa Mayer
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We are a morally righteous society. We are also 
a self-indulgent society. Those characteristics don’t 
mix well, so there’s quite a divided public opinion 
when it comes to foreign policy. Generally, we settle 
on what we see as a “mutually benefici al” foreign 
policy, i.e. we intervene (often with “hard power,” or 
militarily) in the interest of the common good and in 
the interest of overseas imperialism. However, in the 

past decade, there has been a general switch in public 
opinion in foreign policy; after starting the war in 
Iraq and Afghanistan and seeing our efforts backfire 
quite horrendously, we have reverted from our 
interventionist stance to more of an 
isolationist one. Even this traditional 
isolationist stance is coming under fire, 
though, from critics at home and abroad. 
What is the line between too much and 
too little intervention? And, when there is 
a need for intervention, what is the most 
effective: hard or soft power? 

Once upon a time, America didn’t like 
getting involved in skirmishes around 
the globe. In the beginning, we had a 
strict foreign policy: no intervention 
allowed. But since the devastation of 
World War II, we’ve put a red-white-and-
blue badge on our breast pockets and flown 
around the world looking for people to save 
(and, conveniently accidentally passing genocide 
in Rwanda, Boko Haram’s terror spree, and…why 
would we look somewhere where our interests don’t 
lie?). Our expenditures in Russia, Vietnam, Korea, 
and various places in the Middle East, including 
Iraq and Afghanistan, have made us seem more like 
Machiavellian proponents of political realism, and 

Finding a Balance Between Isolationism and Interventionism  
by Gabby Roncone ’15

U.S. foreign policy

this is frowned upon. 
As Joseph Nye frankly and accurately states in 

Soft Power, “Anti-Americanism has increased in the 
past few years…[because it is seen as] ‘a classically 
imperialist power.’” This anti-Americanism, spurred 
by too much intervention, has led to increasing 
terrorist threats on the U.S. and a lack of foreign 
legitimacy. Seeing this, President Barack Obama 
wisely decided to stray from hard power and move 
to soft power—more diplomatic intervention via 
economy, culture, etc. instead of hard power, or 
military intervention. But Obama is criticized for 
having nothing like an “Obama Doctrine” and instead 
“[warning] against rash military actions…announcing 
financing for combatting extremists…[and] pledging 
to “step up” support for Syrian rebels” (Noah Rayman, 
“Obama Promotes Cooperation and Soft Power in Post-
Speech Interview,” Time, 29 May 2014). The thing about 
soft power: it comes off as weak. 

That being said, there is wisdom to not being 
overbearingly strong all of the time. Because we are 
not involved in any wars, nor are we threatened in 
our standing as a superpower, we have the liberty to 
take our foot off the gas and glide a bit. It would be 
best to maintain our international standing rather 
than become a black mark on our allies because of 

intervention. Also, as Nye notes, “Paranoia can be 
contagious. American attitudes toward foreigners 
harden, and we begin to believe that the rest of 
the world really does hate us.” Maybe it would 
help improve public opinion to reap the benefits 

of soft power—maybe through supporting 
developing countries, or merely having 

a friendly diplomatic endeavor, cynical 
Americans would begin to believe 
that their country is truly doing good 
because it is truly doing good. It’s a win-
win, mutually beneficial situation, just 
avoiding the use of hard power.

The world around us claims it needs 
no policeman, and we should heed that 

claim. Using soft power does not make us 
a policeman; it makes us a diplomat. And 

although there will be situations when hard 
power is needed or at least should be used (even in 
conjunction with our military allies, as I believe 
is necessary for stopping Boko Haram), it is in our 
foreign and domestic interests to be used sparingly 
and with UN consent in order to avoid hard feelings 
brought on by too much hard power. 
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Calling Out the Media     by Shivani Mandavilli ’15

In recent events, the United States has been 
challenged politically, socially, and morally. When two 
major events take place at the same time, for example 
the thousands of innocent citizens murdered by Boko 
Haram in Nigeria and the shooting at the newspaper 
Charlie Hebdo in France, how do we ration our time, 
energy, and resources? There has been speculation 
regarding how we approach 
foreign policy, not just aimed at 
the government but at the media 
as well. 

There is no doubt that anxiety 
is a common feeling in the average 
American, due to tragedies in 
other countries combined with 
our abundant freedoms, but we 
also pride ourselves on the liberties 
we take for granted. Along with 
liberty comes freedom of press 
and the media takes full advantage. 
While some news organizations 
such as Britain’s BBC are praised 
for their unbiased positions on 
world affairs, America’s Fox News 
and MSNBC are usually not 
commended in the same way. If we 
wish to maintain our status as a powerful nation in 
the 21st century, we may want to reconsider the way in 
which we develop stories, and use our major influence 
in a more neutral, unbiased way. 

As Harvard political scientist Joseph Nye points 
out, “Narrow values and parochial cultures are less 
likely to produce soft power,” which parallels the 
criticisms the media has been receiving. Although 
the United States has not been specifically called out 
for only focusing on religion while trying to culturally 
create soft power, we have been called out for putting 
“white lives before black lives,” as 
Dr. Culbert suggested at January’s 
MLK Day convocation. The (Charlie 
Hebdo) tragedy in France got far 
more coverage on the most watched 
news stations, while Nigeria and 
Cameroon did not get nearly the same 
press. It may be impossible to find a 
straightforward answer as to why this 
has happened, but the media would 
not confess to prioritizing news by 
race. When creating foreign policy, 
we may want to start considering our 
relationships in the long term rather 
than just the near future. Although we 
currently have a peaceful, beneficial 
relationship with France, the future 
is not decided and positions may 

change. We may need Nigeria’s aid in the future and 
the messages we are sending by not giving them any 
media attention does not look good. Although there 
may exist more solidarity when it comes to media 
and France, knowing that more French than Nigerian 
citizens are turning on the news, this does not excuse 
the absence of press coverage regarding the spate of 
Boko Haram attacks in the past year. 

The United States prides itself on the welcoming, 
American Dream-serving environment it has 
developed over the past two centuries. Fareed Zakaria 
writes in The Post-American World that, “It [the United 
States] should be as inviting and exciting to the young 
student who enters the country today as it was for the 
this (referring to himself) awkward eighteen-year-old 
a generation ago,” but if we are not willing to foster 
better relationships with developing nations now, how 
would this be possible? When the Taliban murdered 
over 145 people, including 132 school children in 

Peshawar, Pakistan in December, the 
event received minimal coverage. Is 
it because we have simply become 
numb to violence in Pakistan? As a 
country that puts so much emphasis 
on basic human rights, one would 
think the media would have taken a 
completely different route. 

There is a widespread belief, one 
that Joseph Nye acknowledges, that 
the United States can recover from 
any conflict. However, with rapidly 
changing times and much history 
made in the two decades since his 
term “soft power” was coined, we 
must consider how to move forward 
rather than rely on what has worked 
in the past.
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We the People of the World     by Isabel Guigui ’15

The word America evokes many different 
reactions, each seemingly as passionate as the next. 
In some, the thought of the world’s political and 
military superpower fosters a sense of gratitude and 
appreciation, while in others it conjures resentment or 
disgust. Whether or not one loves the U.S., its power 
must be recognized: it exerts its influence throughout 
the world. Perhaps in none other than the nation’s 
own eyes, America is considered the figurehead of 
modern democracy and the belligerent defender of 
justice. When atrocities are committed around the 
globe, the world either looks to America for some 
form of intervention or watches with a critical eye; 
either way, all eyes are on us. With such tremendous 
influence comes great responsibility, and the question 
of how to act unfailingly boils down to the struggle 
between moral idealism and political realism. 

The Founding Fathers envisioned a utopia of 
political and religious freedom, and vowed to set the 
foundation of their republic on the ideals of democracy 
and personal liberty. Indeed, 1776 saw the Declaration 
of Independence assert that “all men are created 
equal.” Thus, from the beginning the U.S. fashioned 
itself a paragon of democracy, and built its image 
around this idea. Over the years the republic grew and 
evolved, welcoming immigrants escaping persecution 
and seeking better, grander lives in the free land. 
After decades of isolationism, when America stepped 
onto the world stage in 1916 and helped end World 
War I, and then returned to the vanguard in 1941 to 
finish World War II, its image morphed – the U.S. 
had decided to flex its military muscle, showing off its 
hard power in joint action with its political realism. 
Suddenly, American popular culture seemed to spread 
far and wide, and its model of democracy was revered. 
The power that America gained in joining the Allies 
just in time and bringing about the end of WWII 
impacted the country’s future in a way we then could 
not know. 

In the wake of the Nazi regime’s fall, relations 

with the Soviet Union fell apart, and so the Cold 
War began. Over the next forty odd years, the U.S. 
would weigh its senses of idealism and realism as it 

engaged in proxy wars and the missile and space race. 
The uglier side of this political dilemma showed itself 
in Vietnam and Korea, while the hopeful, symbolic, 
and idealistic facet played into the space race. When 
Russia launched the first orbit into outer space, it 
triumphed, but ultimately the U.S. took gold landing 
on the moon. These advances, and many more, added 
to America’s soft power, which promoted the spread 
of democracy and capitalism, as it used its hard power 
in the scenarios of political realism on the battlefield. 
As with the containment policy and the Truman 
Doctrine, the United States utilized the former 
strategy to, in the words of political scientist Joseph 
Nye, “[co-opt] people rather than [coerce] them,” 
which works hand in hand with the moral idealism 
aspect of our foreign policy. Fareed Zakaria writes in 
The Post-American World (2008) that, “…historically, 
America has succeeded not because of the ingenuity 
of its government programs but because of the vigor 
of its society.” 

The reputation 
of the U.S. rests on 
the image it sells. Its 
balance of hard and 
soft power creates an 
impressive display of 
what it can do, both 
in terms of military 
influence and political 
influence worldwide. 
On a parallel, its 
balance of political 
realism and moral 
idealism does and will 
affect its image and 
its amount of power. 
How long can we 
uphold the image of, 
in the words of our 
beloved Star-Spangled Banner, “the land of the free, 
and the home of the brave”?
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