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A NEW PUBLICATION
Dear Reader,
This is the first edition of Phillips Academy’s newest paper, The Revere. We are a bi-weekly, student run,
foreign affairs newspaper, which will consist of both
analytical and opinion pieces. Our articles will be longer-form and focused on issues from different points of
view; conceived from the assortment of world views our
writers bring.
We hope our paper will help foster in our community
a greater intellectual curiosity and knowledge in foreign
affairs. At times this may mean you will disagree with us.
We actually hope this is the case. But at the same time
we also hope you will first read, learn, and then thoughtfully disagree. For us, this diversity of thought is at the
core of our school’s and paper’s values. We hope you
enjoy our first edition and look out for us at the Library
and Commons every other Thursday.
Sincerely,

Andrés Pérez

Jack Zinterhofer

Emmanuel Macron, The next president of France, delivers his victory speech in front of the Pyramid at the Louvre Museum in Paris, France.

A NEW FRANCE
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Citizens watch Puerto Rican Governor Alejandro Garcia
Padilla deliver an address about the debt crisis.

DISASTER IN PUERTO
RICO: UNCONTROLLABLE
DEBT
By Sami El Solh
Almost a year has passed
since the previous Puerto
Rican governor, Alejandro
Garcia Padilla, claimed
that Puerto Rico’s $72 billion debt was “unpayable”.
Puerto Rico’s debt crisis has
forced the U.S. territory to
spend close to one-third of
all tax revenue on repaying
debt, cutting funds from
schools, and other government facilities.
Under U.S. law, Puerto
Rico, as a commonwealth,

is barred by the U.S. Congress from applying for
bankruptcy, whereas Detroit, Michigan, filed for
Chapter 9 bankruptcy in
2011. However, under the
PROMESA bill, passed last
year, Puerto Rico may file
for proceedings very similar
to bankruptcy.
Ironically, the U.S. Congress helped create Puerto
Rico’s debt crisis through
tax breaks in the 1970’s.
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By Andrés Pérez
This past Sunday, Emmanuel Macron,
the centrist candidate of the new political party, En Marche! (Onward!), defeated Marine Le Pen of the far-right party,
National Front. Trouncing Le Pen in the
final round of voting, receiving a little
over 66% of the vote, Macron promised
in his victory speech that he will govern
in a way in which voters will never “have
[a] reason again to go for extremes.”
The main focus for voters this election
was France’s economy and the threat of
Islamic terrorism. Significantly, nearly 20% of voters selected a communist,
Jean-Luc Mélenchon, in the first round
of voting; in addition to a third of the
electorate who voted for Le Pen, who
promised to aggressively combat globalization and Islamic terrorism. Macron
faces the difficult task of stimulating the
economy, and also keeping his country

safe.
France has been plagued by Islamic
terrorism for the last several years, climaxing with the 2015 Paris Attacks,
which killed 130 people. The current
president, Francois Hollande, has taken
significant measures to combat terrorism, such as temporarily closing boarders and deploying the military on city
streets. However, the
French people want
more action, including limits on legal
immigration and a
decrease in the refugee program. Despite positioning himself as an opposite
to Le Pen, Macron has still staked out
an aggressive position on these issues. In
an appeal to Le Pen voters, Macron exemplified the importance of combating
radical Islamists, saying in his victory
speech “It is our civilization that is at
stake, our way of life.” To provide more
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Putin annexed Crimea nearly three
years ago, but the conflict isn’t over yet.
What is the history of ethnic Russians
in Crimea? What are Putin’s goals? Is
the United States responding adequately?
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resources to combat emerging threats,
Macron has promised to hire 10,000
more police officers. He will continue
to accept refugees, but asylum seekers
would be returned to their home country (many Islamic terrorists had been
living in France on asylum visas). With
the decision to maintain the refugee policy, expect Macron to maintain a tough
rhetoric and further increase defense appropriations to appease
both the far-right and
an increasingly concerned electorate.
Macron, a former investment banker
and finance minister, ran on a plan that
promises to respect welfare programs,
while also instituting domestic cuts
paired with a stimulus plan.

civilization
“ Itthatis our
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ISRAEL-PALISTINE
DEVELOPMENTS
The Issue

Palestine, which consists of two factions, Fatah and
Hamas, want their own state. Fatah, run by Mahmoud
Abbas, is recognized by the international community as
the representative of Palestine (PLO). Hamas controls
the Gaza strip and has been chastised for their human
rights violations and terrorist activities. Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel’s Prime Minister, is reluctant to negotiate
with Abbas, citing certain conditions that must be met
before negations can begin.

What the Israeli Government Wants:

Abbas to disavow all terrorist activity and fully acknowledge that Israel has the right to exist. Also, to not have
to entirely give back all the land that Israel claimed after
the 1967 War.

What Abbas and the PLO want:

A Palestinian State, and to also establish themselves, not
Hama as the leader of that state. Abbas preferably would
prefer to go back to the 1967 lines.

What Hamas wants:

Abbas is 82, and Hamas appears to have intentions to
take control of the PLO. From there, Hamas most likely
seeks to not have peace with the Israelis.

Recent Developments:

Hamas has changed their charter from seeking the destruction of Israel to now claiming that Israel merely
does not have the right to exist. Most likely this is a ploy
to undermine Abbas’s efforts to reignite a peace process
with Israel. Trump recently met with Abbas and will be
meeting with him again when he visits Israel this month.

Troops—A NATO Multinational Battalion Group in Orzysz, Poland prepares for a meting with the President of Poland.

WITHOUT THE U.S.,
WILL NATO FALTER?
By Neil THORLEY

T

he North Atlantic
Treaty Organization
(NATO) was formed
in the aftermath of World
War Two, and has since grown
to include twenty-eight states
in Europe and North America. NATO has often been credited with maintaining peace
during the Cold War, but has
recently come under fire from
a number of world leaders,
such as U.S. President Donald Trump.
“NATO is obsolete and must
be changed,” Trump said in
2016, also claiming that the
U.S. pays “a disproportionate
share of the cost of NATO” and
that “it is time to renegotiate!”
While the President later revised his position in favor of
the alliance, the recent surge
of anti-NATO sentiment poses
an interesting hypothetical:

What if the
U.S. left NATO?
To understand the repercussions of this on the world
stage, we must first understand the impact the alliance
has had throughout its 68year history. The North Atlantic Treaty was signed in 1949

by ten European states, along
with the United States and
Canada, as a provision against
the threat posed by the Soviet
Union. While some criticized
the treaty as a neocolonial attempt by America to further
extend its reach and provoke
war with the Russians, NATO
played a key role in ensuring
that the Cold War never escalated. At the heart of this Pax
Europa is Article V of NATO,
which states that an attack on
one-member nation is an attack on them all. This guaranteed to the Soviet Union that
any military action against
western Europe would be
met with a potential nuclear
strike by the United States;
maintaining the doctrine of
Mutually Assured Destruction (MAD), which protected
the world from a nuclear war
between the two superpowers.
The U.S. leaving NATO
would be a significant blow
for the alliance. With a defense expenditure of $664.1
billion for the 2016 fiscal year
(3.6% of the U.S. GDP), the
U.S. contributes roughly 72%
of the alliances’ total budget.
Without this support, the
operational capacity of NATO
would be greatly reduced. The
alliance would also lose the

MACRON’S
PLAN
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1
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Future President Macron attempted to unite France in his victory speech,
acknowledging the success of Le Pen’s movement.

He plans to pay for his 50 billion euro stimulus plan by cutting
€60 billion from the budget. Tax
cuts, including the drop of the
corporate tax rate to 25%, and
tax deductions for self-employed
entrepreneurs is also being promoted by Macron. Ultimately,
some of the more comprehensive
reforms that Macron has in the
past endorsed might be unfeasible, such as the repeal of France’s
35 hour work week. While busi-

use of nearly 800 U.S. military
bases across the globe, further
reducing NATO’s projection of
power.
Without the guarantee of
American protection, the European member states would
likely attempt to mitigate the
loss by other means. Many of
the largest NATO members,
such as Germany, France, and
the UK, have begun increasing
their defense spending. These
three nations would also presumably take over command
of the alliance, while likely
extending membership to
non-member states, such as
Ireland and Austria.
22 of NATO’s 28 members (all but the U.S., Canada, Turkey, Albania, Iceland
and Norway) are also members of the European Union.
With such a great overlap in
membership between the two
organizations, an American
withdrawal would likely see
NATO and the EU functioning
much more closely. The formation of a European army
has been a matter of great
contention within the EU If
the U.S. were to pull out of
NATO, it might sway some of
the opposition to the belief
that an EU army would be a
necessary safeguard against

nesses have implored for a repeal of the 35
hour law, unions have pushed back, making
it politically difficult to alter the law. Ultimately, Macron will most likely settle for a
change where employers can more easily
have employees work overtime. Macron will
be attempting the balancing act of making
France more business friendly, while maintaining expensive welfare benefits and inefficient labor laws.
The revitalization of the French economy is pivotal to not only decreasing France’s
high unemployment (19%), but also for the
strength of the Euro and the entire European Union. Therefore, Macron will continue to
try to usher in changes to the Eurozone, such
as a common Eurozone budget. The budget
would provide a boost to weaker countries,
helping the Euro's strength; but Germany
might be reticent to support such a budget,
considering they would be providing significant capital. Thus, Macron needs to be able
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prospective threats.
Possibly
the
greatest
strength of NATO is not its actual defense capabilities, but
rather the deterrent it poses to
Russia, who has set its sights
on regaining the territory it
lost with the fall of the Soviet
Union; most recently with its
annexation of Crime. Russia
has also shown interest in
the Baltic states of Lithuania,
Latvia and Estonia. However,
the situation there has not yet
escalated, because of Article
V retaliation, as all three are
NATO members. Without the
U.S. in NATO, Russia would
likely be emboldened to make
more attempts at territorial
gain, though none as audacious as the annexation of the
Crimea. Although weakened,
NATO would still pose a serious threat to Russia, as both
the UK and France have nuclear arsenals, deterring a potential attack. Instead, Russia
would likely support friendly
insurgent groups in European
countries, as it has in Ukraine.
No one can know with
100% certainty the effects of
the U.S. leaving NATO. Such
an event would change the
geopolitical landscape in likely unforeseen ways. What is
clear, however, is that a lack
of United States involvement would unify Europe.
Although, a unified Europe
may not be strong enough to
counter Russian aggression.

to effectively jump start France’s economy
or else he will face criticism from populists
at home and will struggle internationally to
persuade Germany to agree to reforms of the
Eurozone.
Just 39 years old, Macron is novice politician and not a member of either of the two
traditional political parties, the Republicans
and the Socialist. He will be governing with a
far less ideological agenda, but will certainly
face attacks from both the right and the left.
His task of changing France and strengthening the Eurozone will be difficult, but a renewed France is attainable. Already, Macron
has released a video and statement making it
known that entrepreneurs and scientists will
be welcomed and supported in France. Now,
he has to succeed on his campaign promises,
or at the end of his term in 5 years, Europe
will look very different. Emmanuel Macron
will assume the Presidency on May 14, 2017.
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In 1976, U.S. Congress passed Section
936, an act which granted Puerto Rico tax
breaks. These tax breaks were intended to
stimulate economies in U.S. territories, by a
combination of granting tax exemptions for
U.S. enterprises and tax free interest rates on
bonds sold by the Puerto Rican government.
Consequently, a large amount of manufacturing companies, notably in the pharmaceutical sector, moved to Puerto Rico to take
advantage of the potential for profit for untaxed products. Puerto Rico rapidly became
one of the largest pharmaceutical manufacturers in the U.S., accountable for 26% of all
American pharmaceutical exports. The pharmaceutical industry dominated the island,
and generated about a quarter of the island’s
GDP. However, the developing manufacturing industries, that relied on tax breaks,
did not allow for as much development in
other sectors, like tourism or infrastructure.
Instead, Puerto Rico became increasingly
dependent on offshore manufacturing companies that involved Section 936.
In 1996, U.S. Congress began to repeal
Section 936 and remove tax break privileges
from Puerto Rico. Only in 2006 did the U.S.
government finalize this procedure, which
led to Puerto Rico’s manufacturing industry no longer benefiting from tax breaks.
Companies left the island, and Puerto Rico’s
unemployment rate rapidly increased from
10% in 2006 to a high of 17% in 2010.
Puerto Ricans struggled to find jobs and
could not rely on undeveloped sectors that
were not intertwined with the now invalid
Section 936. In turn, Puerto Rico was met
with unprecedented population decrease,
losing 9% of its population since 2000, according to the Pew Research Center. As
many as 40% of Puerto Ricans migrated to
the U.S. for better job opportunities, and
others reasons like a better education and
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The gray sky looms over the Puerto Rican Capitol Building where legislators recently passed a debt restructuring.

RESTRUCTURING
PUERTO RICO'S DEBT
quality of life that the Puerto Rican government struggled to fund. This decreasing
population led to a decade long economic
depression and less tax money for the Puerto
Rican government.

A

long with the tax breaks in the
1970’s, Puerto Rico was allowed
to sell municipal bonds that had
no taxed interest. This was very appealing
for enterprises, because they did not have
to pay taxes on any interest they made on
their bonds. Puerto Rico sold many of these
bonds, but delayed in paying them off and

Wall-art symbolic of the United Kingdom’s departure from the EU
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BREXIT:
DREAM OR DISASTER?
How England has fared
economically since the Brexit
vote and initiation of article
50.

BY GWEN Robinson
s the campaign for Brexit, the exit
of the United Kingdom from the
European Union, played out, one
message was repeated by the anti-Brexiters;

A

eventually had to acquire more debt with
higher interest rates to pay off the old debt.
Now, the new debt is considerably more, and
Puerto Rico’s government cannot pay it off
because they have less revenue in taxes due to
the decreasing population and employment
rate.
Puerto Rico’s inefficient government also
contributes to adding more debt to the island. Puerto Rican political leaders failed
to create balanced budgets. Even with an
increase in taxes, Puerto Rico is struggling
to pay for every day services on top of their
large debt payments.
potential economic doom. While only time
will tell, there have been some immediate
effects of Britain’s decision to leave the European Union on the 23rd of June last year.
The pound dropped 10% overnight, after the
vote, and the UK’s equivalent of the Dow
Jones Industrial Average, the FTSE 100 (an
index of the 100 most traded stocks in the
London Stock Exchange) dropped 3.5%.
While the depreciation of the pound
might mean Britons paying more for
their weekly groceries, the depreciation has also made British exports
more competitive with the rest of the
world, and tourism in the United Kingdom cheaper with visits already up 4%.
Americans can buy more with their dollars in London than anytime since the
great recession.
Consequently, more Britons will spend
their holidays at home and other Europeans might join them, notwithstanding
tighter visa restrictions, as the United
Kingdom moves away from the band
of nations that allowed free-movement
once you were in Europe.
Meanwhile, Britain, the nation that was
home to the industrial revolution, may
reclaim a portion of its manufacturing
base. Given its historical and special
relationship with the United States,
exemplified by Prime Minister Theresa May’s visit within days of President
Trump’s inauguration, there is potential
for a new and separate economic partnership with the United States that can
replace the seemingly inevitable decline
in European trade. Certainly, free trade
with the United States—the most dynamic major economy in the world—of-

To this day, the pharmaceutical industry
continues to generate approximately 25% of
the island’s GDP. However, the over development of that industry has led to drastic
inefficiencies in the in other economic sectors. Therefore, when Section 936 was repealed, Puerto Rico could not rely on their
other sectors to generate jobs or to keep
Puerto Ricans from moving away. Puerto
Rico’s unpaid bonds also dramatically added
to the debt. Last year, the treasury department made it clear that Puerto Rico will not
be given a bailout for their astounding $72
billion debt. Yet, under the PROMESA bill,
Puerto Rico has been given leeway to follow
bankruptcy-like procedures, such as restructuring debt- an action absolutely necessary
to Puerto Rico if they ever want to get rid of
their enormous debt. The PROMESA bill also
controversially allows Puerto Rico to pay
back their unsecured bonds on new conditions that would have Puerto Rico pay less.
The question remains: Should the U.S. Congress provide more aid towards Puerto Rico,
if they are partially responsible for this small
territory’s debt crisis?
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Lawrence, Mass
fers great prospects.
The United Kingdom, however, faces
less favorable trade prospects with other
allies. So far, the United States is one of
the few nations that will begin moving
towards new trade agreements with the
United Kingdom. Meanwhile, 50 former
territories that make up the Commonwealth (countries that used to be a part
of the English empire, many of which
still acknowledge Queen Elizabeth II
as their ceremonial head of state), have
been more reticent towards engaging in
new agreements with England. With a
GDP of $14.8 trillion, the Commonwealth includes a broad and diverse
mix of countries, including developed
markets like Canada and Australia, to
those still developing such as India and
Pakistan. Therefore, while the more developed countries might embrace new
trade agreements, the potential demand
for British exports, mainly services and
expensive machinery, is limited to those
markets.
Notwithstanding these economic opportunities (most of which will manifest
themselves in the middle to long term)
the British economy will suffer a painful
disconnection from Europe. There were
certainly benefits of being part of the
largest economic bloc in the world with
22.8% of world GDP. The EU accounts
for 44% of British exports and 52% of
its imports.
Despite its slow long term growth
(averaging about 1% per year since
2010),
CONTINUED ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE
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JUST THE
FACTS
NAFTA
RENEGOTIATION
BREAKDOWN
The Issue

Trump pledged on the campaign trail
to rip up NAFTA, as Mexico and Canada have a trade surplus. Trump also
has said that NAFTA has destroyed U.S.
jobs, as many factories have closed in
the U.S. and moved to Mexico. Recently, Trump agreed to renegotiate,
not terminate NAFTA.

U.S.-CANAda DISAGREEMENTS:

First, Canada has a large tariff on
dairy products, making it expensive for states like Wisconsin to ship
their dairy products over the boarder.
Trump wants zero or no tariff, or he
will tax Canadian products. Second,
Canada largely subsidizes their lumber industry, allowing Canadian timber prices to remain very low. Therefore, Canadian wood is being brought
into the U.S. and being sold at lower
prices compared to American wood.

Economics CONT. | 4
Europe remains a top-tier global economic pole
along with the United States and North-East
Asia (China, South Korea and Japan). How
Britain navigates and balances these three regions will define its short-to mid-term future.
Britain is well-positioned to harness the rapid
growth of developing nations across Africa and
Asia, in part thanks to its institutional advantages, such as the English language and historical respect around the world, both of which
will remain unaffected by the departure from
the EU. However, London, with proximity and
dominance as the second global financial and
investment hub to New York City, might suffer a small bit, as other European cities might
emerge as the hub of trans-Atlantic business.
As Prime Minister May has noted, Britain cannot content itself to ride the wave of growth
elsewhere; it must drive that growth towards
Britain through further economic reforms and
tax incentives.
Although not considered a Thatcherite, May
has pointed to the superior performance of the
economy prior to their membership in the European Union, as a result the policies of former
Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, who pro-

moted free markets and fiscal austerity. With
control of the House of Commons, May is
already moving towards these Thatcher-esque
changes.
Besides fiscal responsibility, Britain is also
desiring for a better social understanding. Britons yearn for an answer to the questions of,
“What is Britishness?” Clearly, Britain is not
truly European - but is it really foreign to the
continent where Wellington dueled with Napoleon? Where Churchill clashed with Hitler?
No, of course not. Britain is trying to answer
this question in a way that balances different
opinions but rejects extremes: the island nation
will never be a core European nation, regardless
of geography.
Even so, Britain is still striving to maintain strong diplomatic and military links with
Mainland Europe. They are however, trying to
weigh the maintenance of these ties with reforms to immigration and migration laws. At
present there are 3 million EU citizens living
in the UK and approximately 900,000 British
citizens living in the EU. One of the benefits of
the EU’s common market policy is a free movement of people between the 28 member states.

This was not the case when the UK joined the
EU in 1973, as only similar cultured western
European countries could travel freely, but free
movement has come to the forefront as an issue
in the UK in the mid 2000s. Following the admittance of many eastern European countries
into the EU, suddenly, millions of more people
could come to the UK. And they did, with almost 600,000 Poles and Latvians alone coming
between 2004 and 2006.
On March 29th of this year, Theresa May,
triggered Article 50, of the Lisbon Treaty, setting the deadline for the United Kingdom’s departure as March 29th, 2019. The article itself
is a relatively short five paragraphs detailing the
negotiation procedures, for any nation wishing
to withdraw from the European Union. It has
never been triggered before, and the finality in
the triggering of the Article lies in the fact that
it cannot be reversed without a unanimous vote
from all member nations. Two teams of negotiators have been created, one representing the
United Kingdom and one the European Union.
It now lies with them and the leaders of the UK
and the EU to begin the negotiations for Britain’s departure.

A steel production plant in Saarlouis, Germany. Located in the State of Saarland, one of the most industrious regions of Germany.
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U.S.-Mexico DISAGREEMENTS

Trumps has been less detailed with
what he wants from Mexico. Mostly,
he has focused on trying to reduce
Mexico’s trade surplus. Particularly,
by proposing a tax on all products
shipped into the U.S. from Mexico.

POISON PILLS

In regards to negotiation with Canada, the two sides will most likely
find a middle ground. With Mexico,
Trump’s boarder wall is extremely
unpopular. Any deal that appears to
provide new funds for a boarder wall
will not be approved by the Mexican
president.

THE RECENT
DECLINE IN THE
EURO'S VALUE
Why

The strength of the Euro has been
dropping, largely as a result of political upheavals throughout Europe. In
addition, many EU countries’ financial struggles has led to EU bailouts.

DIFFERENT COUNTRIES'
SOLUTIONS

Germany: As the only steady economy in the EU, they prefer to not have
to continue to bail out countries or
purchase debt, without commitments
to financial reforms. But when Germany fails to take action or countries
resist reforms, the EU drops.
Rest of Europe: Macron has indicated support to remain in the EU;
news which sent the Euro’s value up.
In other parts of Europe, such as Italy,
a movement to adopt their own currency is gaining more support.

Is this good for THE US?

In the short term, yes. The U.S. dollar
is expected to receive parity with the
Euro by the end of this year. However, long term financial troubles for
Europe is ultimately not great for the
United States.

HOW GERMANY STAYS
AFLOAT IN A SINKING EU
BY WILL ZINTERHOFER

T

ony Blair once asked Angela Merkel,
what was the secret to Germany’s economic success? The German chancellor simply responded, “We still make things.”
Since the industrial revolution in the 1890’s,
that statement could not be more accurate. The
fuel that drives Germany’s industrious export
economy is the strength of their medium sized
businesses, a product of the country’s educational system and values.
These medium sized businesses, called “mittelstand,” would equate to a 20 to 10,000 employee business. There are roughly 3.5 million
mittelstand companies which employ more
than 70% of all German workers in the private
sector. Most of these firms make their products
in Germany and export them globally. Germany’s top exports are based around vehicles,
machinery, and pharmaceuticals. These three
categories alone consist of 51.6% (U.S. $691
billion) of Germany’s exports.
Mittelstand companies utilize Germany’s
unique educational system to hire people out
of college. In America, students who drops out
of high school or even chooses to forgo college
are mostly disregarded in the broader economy. On the contrary, these people are assets in
Germany.
An excellent example of Germany’s success in

hiring young adults is seen in Trumpf, a family-owned company with head offices in Ditzingen. Trumpf is one of the world’s largest providers of machine tools and receives business
from companies ranging from Harley-Davidson to Apple. This family-owned firm earmarks
a little more than 8% of revenue towards fundivng vocational programs. These programs
consist of hiring students out of tenth grade
and putting them on a three-year training and
schooling program while promising a full-salary job afterward. Many companies employ
similar programs to Trumpf, utilizing a sector
of the workforce that is often easily disregarded. In fact, only 7.8% of those under the age of
25 are unemployed.
In addition to the already remarkable low
unemployment rate among young adults, Germany’s cultural values lead to minimal job
turnover. On average, only 2.7% of German
workers want to leave their company each year,
compared to 30% in some American companies. This loyalty stems from the perks that
come with vocational programs, such as companies having paid for their education. Many
countries have tried to replicate Germany’s
success by creating better vocational schools,
hoping for them to act as a catalyst for youth
employment. However, it is not that simple.
Germany’s success is based on deeply rooted

relationships vocational schools have with each
company, along with the trust that employees
have with their employers. This loyalty has
yielded long lasting employees, who often stay
with the same company for decades, allowing a
company to operate at peak efficiency levels.
Germany is easily outshining other countries
in the European Union when it comes to youth
employment and job stability. Spain struggles
with unemployment with a staggering 25% unemployment rate versus 5% in Germany, and
a 40% youth unemployment rate compared to
6.70% in Germany. Germany’s unemployment
has steadily decreased since 2008 compared
to other EU countries, where there has been
a steady increase. Germany’s focus on apprenticeships and vocational systems has proven
successful and has allowed for increased job
stability amongst the German population.
An addendum: many economists argued that
Germany’s highly regulated, export-oriented
based economy would not be able to thrive
in the modern world. Germany easily proved
their strength and is now the richest country in
the European Union and one of the largest exporters in the world. Germany also managed to
recover from the global recession in 2008 faster
than any other world power. Even amidst high
stress, Germany’s mittelstand companies still
committed to fund vocational schools, therefore maintaining a skilled workforce. Germany’s recession was short-lived and they fully
recovered by the first quarter of 2011. Germany stands out in the European Union, and
is a role-model for stability and efficiency for
countries both in Europe and North America.
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WAR & CONFLICT
BY Natalie Simpson

I

n March of 2014, masked
gunmen swarmed Crimean government buildings,
taking the local airport and
raising Russian flags across the
region’s capital. The conflict
that followed would become
the staging ground for renewed
tensions between Russia and
the United States, in what many
view as the beginnings of a quasi-Cold War.
Tensions
between
Ukraine and Russia over
Crimea are not new. Ethnically, Crimea has long since
been drawn towards Russia,
as the population consists
mainly of ethnic Russians,
with smaller but consequential Ukrainian and Crimean
Tatar minorities. After the
Soviet Union fell, many local
Russian politicians fought
to strengthen the region’s
ties to Russia, driven by
these historical and ethnic
connections. In addition, the
Crimean port city of Sevastopol has a major naval base,
which houses the Black Sea
Fleet, an important unit of
the Russian navy. This major
Russian presence in Ukraine
has strained relations between the two countries in
the past, as when pro-Western president Viktor Yushchenko insisted that Russia
not use the fleet in its 2008
conflict with Georgia.
Russia
finally
made
a move against Crimea
in 2014, after Ukraine’s
pro-Russian president, Viktor Yanukovych, was ousted
by a series of violent protests. Separatists, backed by
Russian military and intelligence units, seized control of the peninsula, with

Russian President Vladimir Putin justifying the
intervention as a move
to protect ethnic Russians
in Crimea. Two weeks later, a referendum was held in
which Crimean citizens voted to join Russia. This referendum was deemed both illegitimate and illegal by the
Ukrainian government, the

ratists, supplying them with
manpower, funding, and
weaponry. Scattered fighting
continues in eastern Ukraine
despite the implementation
of a peace deal called the
Minsk Agreements. Negotiated in February 2015 by
Ukraine, Russia, France, and
Germany, the Minsk Agreements demand an immedi-

by an estimated 10.5% in
2015.
Russian involvement in
the crisis is a bold challenge
to the dominant democratic
nations of the West, and it
reveals much about Russia’s
foreign policy priorities.
While President Putin has
publicly revealed no direct
motives beyond the pro-

A masked pro-Russian gunman wearing a ribbon of Saint George guards at a check-point near the eastern Ukrainian city
of Slavyansk, while an effigy of the acting prime minister, Arseniy Yatsenyuk, hangs on a cable.
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CRIMEA: STILL IN CRISIS

tection of ethnic Russians,
this move echoes the 2008
Russo-Georgian conflict, in
which Russian troops backed
local separatists and occupied swaths of Georgian territory. Both crises exhibit an
increased Russian desire for
regional influence, as Russia
hopes to effect the policies
and actions of neighboring
states. Putin, who worked

European Union, the United
States, and the U.N. General Assembly; all of which
assert that Crimea remains
under Ukrainian sovereignty.
Russia has increased their
support for Crimean sepa-

South Korean military drills near the Demilitarized Zone.

ate cease-fire, amnesty for
fighters, and the delivery
of humanitarian aid, among
other conditions. However,
while many officials publicly support the Agreements,
loose language, convoluted
steps, and conflicting inter-
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THE THAAD PROBLEM
BY CHLOE CHOI

T

national objectives leave little chance for its successful
implementation. In addition, the Ukrainian economy depends on Russia for
oil and energy, remaining
vulnerable when negotiating with Russia. Crippled
by the loss of their eastern
industry, Ukraine entered a
free trade agreement with

HAAD, short for Terminal
High Altitude Area Defense, is one of the most
powerful defense systems in the
world. Developed primarily by
Lockheed Martin and the United States, THAAD’s main purpose
is to “hit-to-kill’, targeting invading missiles and colliding/exploding them in the air using kinetic
energy. It is different from most
defensive missiles which explode
in the air without hitting the in-

coming threats, only being able to
inflict damage, but not destroying
them completely. THAAD provides
an extensive range of surveillance,
containing Army Navy/Transportable Radar Surveillance, “the largest air-transportable x-band radar
in the world”, to detect and target
approaching attacks. THAAD is also
capable of targeting threats of long
distances, being able to reach just
outside of the earth’s atmosphere.
Deployment of THAAD in South
Korea started in 2014, when Curtis
Scaparrotti, then Commander of U.S.

the EU, seeking to further
integrate its economy with
the rest of Europe, as well
as simultaneously engaging
in a trade war with Russia.
Nonetheless, suffering from
the continuous violence, the
Ukrainian economy shrank

Forces in South Korea, stated that the
South Korean government had requested the deployment of THAAD. In
March 2015, the South Korean government disputed Scaparrotti’s assertion,
and stated that they were planning to
establish their own independent defensive system. It was after North Korea’s
fourth nuclear experiment in January
2016, that Park Geun-hye, the previous president of South Korea, began
to consider THAAD. In March 2016,
South Korea and the United States
established a committee of 10 representatives from each country to oversee the deployment of THAAD. In July
2016, the committee finally chose the
plans for the construction of its base.
Since then, South Korea has been advertising THAAD not only to be an effective method to protect South Korea
from any potential missile attacks from
North Korea, but also to strengthen the
relationship between South Korea and
the Unites States. However, the decision of THAAD’s deployment has been
opposed by many, including both the
citizens of South Korea and China.
The main reason why there is such
a big disagreement in South Korea is
because the discussion was led secretly by the Blue House (South Korean
equivalent to the White House). The
deployment of THAAD was also led
independently by the president, without any recognition of the Senate.
While the establishment of THAAD is
finalized, confusion only has been increasing during the past few months.
President Trump said in an interview
that South Korea will be paying for

the expense needed for the construction of THAAD base, contrary to what
the South Korean government has
claimed.
South Korean government agencies
declined to respond to the issue regarding the payment of billion dollars,
leaving the citizens in further perplexity. The Blue House later responded
that the United States had promised
and signed to pay for the expense, but
according to the South Korean Senate,
there does not exist a specific contract
that claims that Unites States will pay.
Additionally, while THAAD is going to
be operated in South Korea, the Unites
States would have complete control
over the operation of THADD. While
the deployment THAAD was initially
arranged for the benefits that it will
bring to South Korea’s defense system,
it is now unclear whether it is an effective military advantage or just a subject
of conflict.
The trouble regarding THAAD not
only lies within South Korea, but
also outside of the country. Since the
deployment of THAAD has been announced, China has been actively
making economic threats to the South
Korean economy. While THAAD is not
a weapon targeting China, the Chinese
government has been aware of its surveillance abilities, which would be able
to pick up tracking data of the Chinese
military system and contribute to the
American ballistic missile defense system. Therefore, the Chinese government has been leading boycotts against
Korean products. The government ordered to stop selling tour packages to

for the KGB before the
Soviet Union fell, has long
since wanted to restore Russia to its former domination
as a global superpower, and
reasserting Russian supremacy in Eastern Europe is the
first step in achieving this
goal. While a military takeover of the region is unlikely, seizing small territories in
blatant defiance of Western
governments reasserts Russia’s traditional sphere of
influence and allows Putin
to more easily create puppet
states which defer to Russian rule.
Three years after Crimea’s
annexation, the situation
remains unresolved. The
United States has repeatedly
condemned Russia’s involvement in the crisis, including
placing sanctions on Russia
which have targeted major
Russian banks, gas companies, and trade agreements.
However, many feel these
are not significant enough
steps. Recently, a piece of
bipartisan
congressional
legislation was introduced
in the U.S. Congress, establishing several concrete
actions that must be taken
to confront Russian aggression, such as increasing the
use of sanctions, supplying
the Ukrainian government
with defensive weaponry,
and combating Russian propaganda and disinformation.
Ukraine holds an important
position as a boarder country between Eastern and
Western Europe. The continuing hostilities will determine both the geographical and ideological control
that Russia can maintain in
the region.

South Korea and the closing of Lotte,
a Korean family-run conglomerate of
supermarkets across China. Annually, millions of Chinese tourists enter
South Korea for purposes of shopping
and sightseeing, contributing a great
deal to the South Korean economy.
However, the decision of the Chinese
government reduced the number of
tourists visiting South Korea decreased
by 50% over the past year, leading to
a decline of several companies which
made profits from Chinese tourists.
Hyundai Economic Research Institute
published a study on May 3, which
claimed that South Korea will experience a loss of 7.5 billion dollars this
year due to China’s ‘THAAD revenge’,
which marks 0.5% of South Korea’s
GDP. It is questionable whether the
establishment of THAAD was worth the
economical damage and the decline of
South Korea’s relationship with China.
On May 10, in South Korea, Moon
Jae-in was elected president and will
take over the Blue House that was left
empty for the past two months after
Park Geun-hye’s impeachment. It will
be his responsibility to resolve the conflict over THAAD. Stuck between the
two strongest nations in the world,
China and the Unites States, South
Korea faces a difficult decision. If South
Korea chooses to support THAAD’s deployment, China’s revenge will continue, while giving away THAAD’s deployment will result in a damage of trust
with South Korea’s biggest ally, the
United States. Time will tell which
nation South Korea chooses to hold
hands with.
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Turkish President Recep Tayip Erdogan takes in his referendum victory. Erdogan will have increased powers until the
year 2029.

As Democracy Slips Away,
What are We to Do?
By Warren CHristopher

O

n October 29, 1923, Mustafa Kemal
Ataturk became the first president
of the Republic of Turkey. Ataturk,
who began his career as a successful Ottoman military leader, established the Republic after defeating Ottomans and an international coalition in what is know known as
The Turkish War of Independence. As President, Ataturk enacted ambitious political
and cultural reforms aimed at transforming
Turkey into a modern, secular nation. For
almost a century, Ataturk’s dreams have become a reality in Turkey. The country, which

straddles Europe and Asia, has become a
model of effective democratic government in
a region which is increasingly known for its
omnipresent tensions and conflicts.
Despite all of the progress Turkey has
made since Ataturk took control, today, the
country’s democracy is closer than ever to
falling away. Last month, Turkish citizens
narrowly passed a referendum to give their
current president, Recep Tayyip Erdogan,
sweeping constitutional authorities. While
the results of the referendum are a devastating blow to those within the international
community who hoped to see the Turkey
remain as a stable Near East nation, they are

not altogether surprising. Since becoming
the country’s Prime Minister in 2003, Erdogan and his political allies have earnestly
begun the process of dismantling Turkey’s
democracy.
Over the last five years especially, Erdogan has taken actions which seem more in
line with a strongman dictator than a democratically elected government official. In the
midst of the Arab Spring, Erdogan attempted to ban Turks from accessing Twitter. The
social networking platform and Turkish government watchdog groups vigorously protested the ban, eventually winning a court
ruling permitting Twitter’s use. Erdogan has
also begun a vigorous campaign against his
country’s media. Erdogan has arrested more
journalists in recent years than any other
country - in 2016, the Committee to Protect Journalists identified Turkey as the biggest jailer of Journalists. Further attempts by
his government to promote self censorship
within the media community have fundamentally undermined one of any democracy’s most important institutions. Erdogan
began his most conspicuous purge of journalists and other opposition leaders in the
wake last summer’s coup d’état attempt.
When President Erdogan proposed his
sweeping constitutional reforms to the country, it seemed to many like a disturbing yet
natural progression of his slide towards authoritarianism. In the referendum, Erdogan
asked his constituents to grant him authorities previously left in the hands of the nation’s parliament, like appointing judges and
bureaucrats, and passing laws. Despite a fervent opposition, or Vote No, campaign in the
country, Erdogan and his supporters claimed
victory in the referendum, announcing that
they had won by a slim 51 percent. There has,
however, been widespread skepticism regarding the legitimacy of the referendum. As
Erdogan gave a victory speech, opposition
parties announced that they were contesting
a third of all votes cast.
Despite Turkey’s gradual but obvious
slide away from democracy, foreign pow-

ers, including the United States, have been
reluctant to step in the way. This is deeply
troubling. While Erdogan’s victory does not
immediately mark the end of Turkey’s democracy, it is a frightening step in that direction, and it seems that the international
community is willing to sit back and watch.
Even rhetorically, Erdogan has enjoyed vast
support from America and other western
nations who are usually quick to stand up
against such blatant attacks on freedom and
democracy. In large part, this comes from the
crucial role that Turkey plays in the global
war against the Islamic State, or ISIS. Even
as Turkey was purging its military and media
of any opposition figures, the Obama administration sent its Deputy Secretary of State,
Antony Blinken, to celebrate President Erdogan’s prevailing over the attempted coup
d’état.
Some say that Erdogan may soften his
stance and move to a more centrist role so
that he can guarantee himself a more definitive victory in the 2019 elections. This could
involve making a deal with Kurdish separatists in the country’s southeast, and see Turkey playing a more direct role in the fight
against ISIS. All of this would further cement
President Erdogan’s support among western
nations, who, for now, seem to have placed
the war on terror above the ideal of democracy.
What happens next for Turkey, however,
does not depend solely on Erdogan. The international community may choose to support Erdogan for now, but this cannot allow
him to continue his actions unchecked. Even
as he tightens his fist on his own nation’s
media, news outlets and citizens around
the world can and should take on the role
of referees, calling the President out as he
continues to chip away at his people’s freedoms. Even for those who place security and
regional stability ahead of ideals, a stable democracy is always a safer option than a veiled
dictatorship, which is what Turkey is quickly
becoming.

By Jack Zinterhofer

I

n 2017, Peru passed Colombia
as the largest cocaine producer
in the world. The jungle region
that includes the borders of Colombia and Peru have premier coca
fields (cocaine’s main ingredient).
Recently, Colombia has emerged
out of their troubles by making
peace with the FARC leftist guerrillas who live in the jungle, engaging
in kidnapping and drug dealing.
Meanwhile, Peru’s leaders have either ignored or struggled to stop
their growing coca production.
Peru’s cocaine problem is eerily
similar to Colombia’s prior cocaine
issues. Thus, Peru’s new president,
Pedro Pablo Kuczynski, is deploying similar tactics used by prior
Colombian presidents, including
the current president, Juan Manuel
Santos, to combat his country's cocaine problem.

Kuczynski’s new
centrist political
organization
is just what his
country needs
to combat the
cartels.
Until Kuczynski, Peru was governed by anti-U.S. leaders for nearly a generation. From 1990-2000,
Alberto Fujimori, a right-wing
populist, refused requests to form
an alliance with the United States

A Peruvian military soldier stands guard at his post as his battalion destroys a coca paste production lab.

ASSOCIATED PRESS

THE KEY TO DEFEATING THE
CARTEL
to combat the growing coca production. Following Fujimori, a centrist, Alejandro Toledo, disregarded
the growth in cocaine production,
and focused on fixing Peru’s failing
education, healthcare, and housing. Toledo failed to resolve these
issues. When in South America

a president fails to address major
quality of life issues, the pink tide
of Hugo Chavez-like figures usually gain power. Such was the case
in Peru, and for the last 10 years,
until the 2016 presidential election,
socialists controlled the country.
In 2016, it was widely assumed

that Fujimori’s daughter would be
elected president. However, it was
revealed in the Panama Papers that
her brother had received payments
from suspected cartel dealers, in
addition to having 100kg of cocaine confiscated from a warehouse
that he owned. Kuczynski capi-

talized on Fujimori’s clear ties to
the cartels, and ultimately won the
election by half a percentage point.
In Colombia, the Social Party
of National Unity (Party of the U)
was formed in 2006, advocating
centrist to center left policies. The
Party of the U has formed alliances
with potential opponents, such as
the Liberal party and certain center-right politicians and political
organizations. As a result, among
the establishment political ideologies, there is less of a potent force
that can dismantle the Party of U.
Lastly, President Santos of Colombia has built extremely close military relationships with the United
States.
Kuczynski created a similar party in 2014, Peruvians for Change
(PPK), albeit it is more of a centrist
to center right party. In the early
days of President Kuczynski’s term,
he has already made indications
that he will seek similar political
alliances with potential opponents.
If Kuczynski wants to combat the
drug cartels, he will have to do
exactly that. By creating alliances,
Kuczynski can root out corruption,
ensuring a stable political process
and a friendlier business climate.
Further, the United States will be
even more supportive of Kuczynski if he can institute these reforms
(President Trump has already held
a meeting with Kuczynski). From
there, he can take the fight to the
jungles and defeat the drug cartels,
setting Peru on a path to success.

