
L e v i a t h a n
                                                        

Development

May 2013                                                                               Volume III Issue III                                          
Edinburgh University’s Journal of Politics and Current Affairs



Articles

Cover Illustration by Julius Colwyn
Banner art by Joshua Valanzuolo

To donate or advertise with Edinburgh’s premier 
politics journal and provide         opportunities for students 
to contribute meaningfully to our most crucial debates, 

contact us at leviathanjournal@gmail.com

Transitional Justice
Speaking about the Superiority of Cultures
Development as Empowerment
Investing in Women
Traditional Versus Military Aid
Arctic Development
Another BRIC in the Wall
To Look Beyond the Piggy Bank
China’s Wall of Weaknesses
Developing Public Healthcare Delivery
Adam and Steve
Rio’s New Urban Development  
Assumption of Responsibility
The EU and Sustainable Goals
Kenya: Making the Shoe Fit

Leviathan is generously supported by the University of Edinburgh Department of Politics and 
International Relations and the Edinburgh University Politics Society. The opinions and views 
expressed in Leviathan are those of their authors alone.

Past issues of Leviathan are available at www.leviathanjournal.com. 

Follow us at facebook.com/leviathanjournal and @LeviathanEdUni on Twitter to stay up to 
date with Leviathan and PIR Society events.

To learn about our next issue on “Feminism and Gender”, see the back cover and get in touch.

Politics & IR
s o c i e t y

University of Edinburgh

 Leviathan
 Volume iii Issue iii
 Page 1

Dr. Gerhard Anders   page 3
Marcus Gustafsson   page 4
David Kelly    page 5-6
Naomi Jefferson   page 7-8
Alex Paul    page 9-10
Michael Weinberger   page 11
Alexander Stolz   page 12
Paola Tamma    page 13-14
Annie Kowalewski   page 15-16
Ally Memon    page 17-18
Anu Hiekkaranta   page 19-20
Emma Platais    page 21-22
Robbie McKenzie   page 23
Maksym Beznosiuk   page 24
Milena Aksentijevich   page 25



It is with pleasure that I welcome you to Leviathan’s last instalment of the 2012-13 academic year. For three years 
now, Leviathan has drawn on the work of students and staff alike to discuss, debate, and analyse the myriad political 

and cultural issues pervading current events. Leviathan strives to offer rich political material from a wide spectrum of 
viewpoints, presenting unique frameworks for our content as we explore a variety of themes. The theme for this issue 
is Development.

The Development issue aims to address some of the most significant social and political challenges relevant today—our 
writers tackle a range of topics including gender, sustainability, healthcare, military aid, the economics of happiness, 
Scotland’s independence, Indonesia’s rise, China’s risks, and more.  

As a society, we pursue development in a variety of forms. Wealthy nations thrive on technological advancement, 
but how much of it helps those countries less fortunate? International summits and billions of dollars are committed 
to reversing the tide of environmental degradation and climate change, whilst powerful interests and the engines 
of consumerism stand as fierce obstacles. Western countries that once led innovation are now mired in recessions 
and failing education systems. All eyes are on Asia, whose booming population and markets are shifting global 
power dynamics. Meanwhile, sectarian violence and terrorism threaten democracy and human rights across several 
continents. Governments appear more and more out of touch with their constituents. What kind of aid truly fosters 
empowerment? Is the road to progress paved by large organizations and governments, or by small grassroots and 
non-profit movements? How can such a diverse range of entities collaborate to effectively create more prosperous 
communities around the world? What is our generation’s role in this process? What are the threats to development… 
and is it always a desirable thing? 

It is with pride and gratitude that I thank my team and all of the writers and artists who dedicated their time and work 
to this issue, and every issue under my editorship. As I pass the mantle on to the next Leviathan editor, Maxwell 
Greenberg, I wish him and his team the very best of luck. The Edinburgh University Politics and IR Society—the 
journal’s founder and winner of the 2013 EUSA Global Award—has been indispensable to Leviathan through its 
constant support and academic contributions. Finally, our success would not be possible without the generous help and 
guidance of the University’s Politics and IR department, who continue to lead the way in exceptional scholarship and 
teaching. 

As always, we encourage you to read, ponder, and critique relentlessly. Our hope is that Leviathan not only challenges 
you to think differently, but also inspires you to add your voice to the debate. We await your feedback and look 
forward to your future involvement. Stay updated by following our brand new Twitter page @LeviathanEdUni, and 
we welcome your questions and comments at leviathanjournal@gmail.com.

Cheers, and enjoy.

Natasha Turak
Editor in Chief
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ceived as temporary interventions in the 
internal affairs of a country in response 
to extraordinary circumstances sanc-
tioned by international law. 

In spite of the extraordinary character 
of international investigations, criminal 

tribunals or truth commissions follow 
a well-established set of templates with 
criminal trials at one end of the contin-
uum and blanket amnesty on the other 
end. These mechanisms are employed in 
a liminal phase, the transition from chaos 
to normality. This logic of exceptional-
ity is not limited to transitional justice. In 
general, it is utilized within humanitar-
ian interventions drawing on a pan-hu-
man ethic of compassion, international 
humanitarian law and human rights in 
order to justify the sometimes massive 
state-building and emergency missions 
such as recently in Haiti after the devas-
tating earthquake in 2010. 

International organisations such as 
the UN, development agencies and gov-
ernments tend to clearly distinguish an 
emergency situation requiring excep-
tional measures, on the one hand, and the 
development phase with stabilizing in-
stitutions and restored economic growth, 
on the other hand.  Often, however, this 
boundary is fuzzy and it is difficult to 
clearly demarcate the boundary between 
state of exception and return to normal-
ity. 

To start with, in many situations in 
Africa and elsewhere the return to a pre-
exceptional equilibrium is impossible 
because it only exists as a myth of a har-
monious idealized past, which is in stark 
contrast with the violent and unstable 
present. The end of a transition phase is 
also often contested and it is not always 
clear when the return to the supposed 
normality can be declared.

For instance, in Germany there have 
been heated debates in recent years 
about the return to normality after com-
ing to terms with the past, in German 
Vergangenheitsbewältigung. In South 
Africa many do not think that the tran-
sition phase after the end of Apartheid 
ended with the report published by the 
TRC. Recently, President Zuma in his 
populist mode has called for a ‘second 
transition’ to highlight the ongoing need 
to come to terms with Apartheid’s lega-
cy. As a consequence, debates about jus-
tice, compensation and recognition have 
expanded in various arenas such as land 
rights or access to public services.

In the end, it boils down to a question 
of authority and legitimacy that maybe 
can never be resolved for all citizens 
alike. When can someone say that the na-
tion has come to terms with the past and 
with which authority? South Africa and 
Germany show that transitional justice 
cannot effect the type of closure prom-
ised by truth commissions and interna-
tional tribunals.

Since the beginning of the 21st cen-
tury, debates about political new be-

ginnings have increasingly been framed 
in terms of transitional justice. Africa is 
no exception in this regard. Since the es-
tablishment of the South African Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission (TRC) 
and the International Criminal Tribunal 
for Rwanda during the mid-1990s the 
African continent has loomed large in 
debates about how to deal with past in-
justices and realize political transition. 
These debates tend to revolve around by 
now well-established institutions such 
as truth commissions or criminal tribu-
nals but they are by no means confined 
to these. The problem of new beginning 
after violent conflict or political oppres-
sion also shapes controversies about the 
reintegration of refugees and former 
combatants, the reform of state institu-
tions and the introduction of democracy 
and the rule of law. Western donor agen-
cies and humanitarian activists see tran-
sitional justice as key to peacebuilding 
after violent conflict, democratic govern-
ance and economic development. 

Transitional justice institutions are ex-
ceptional instruments established to ad-
dress extraordinary situations that can-
not be dealt with by the state institutions 
either because the scale of the problem 
overwhelms them or they are implicated 
in the violence and are thus part of the 
problem. In these situations, transitional 
justice mechanisms signify a new begin-
ning and the attempt to come to terms 
with the past. None of these interven-
tions is meant to be permanent. Even 
investigations of the ICC, a permanent 
international criminal tribunal, are con-

Transitional Justice
Professor Gerhard Anders analyses justice and reconciliation in post-conflict countries.

“In many situations the 
return to a pre-exceptional 
equilibrium is impossible 
because it only exists as 
a myth of a harmonious 

idealized past.”
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The only thing that remains is Western 
liberalism’s spatial extension into the 
physical world.

I will not here seek to defend or argue 
the merits of Fukuyama’s argument, but 
merely want to point towards the fact 
that the development of ideologies is 

a well-known concept to us. Develop-
ment is inherently linked to progression 
in the usage of terms such as “scientific” 
or “economic development”. Things ex-
pand, but crucially, also improve. This 
remains true for ideological and cul-
tural development. Any assertion to the 
contrary would be to negate hundreds 
and thousands of years of philosophical 
thought as not having added anything of 
value. 

Libertarians, feminists, socialists and 
pacifists alike would all be able to agree 
that, especially here in the West, today’s 
societies are better societies than those a 
few hundred years ago. Agree that such 
things as greater racial equality and the 
abolition of slavery were good things – 
which led to improvements. Indeed, the 
list of ideological innovations that the 
last few hundred years have brought can 
be made long: democracy, rule of law, 
freedom of speech and religion, abolition 
of colonial rule, workers’ rights and hu-
man rights, to name but a few.

Of course this does not mean that all 
these ideas have been achieved practi-
cally. The transposition of ideas into re-
ality is a very slow process. But it does 
mean that there has been a change of ide-

Speaking About the Superiority of Cultures
Marcus Gustafsson stresses the importance of reason in accepting ideologies and values.

Contrary to what the left’s relativist 
ideology says, for us, all civilisations 

are not of the same value... Those which 
defend liberty, equality and fraternity, 
seem to us superior to those who accept 
tyranny, the subservience of women, so-
cial and ethnic hatred.”1  These remarks 
by France’s then interior minister, Claude 
Guéant, sparked great controversy in the 
run-up to last year’s French presidential 
election. They were an obvious move to 
court right-wing voters inclined towards 
Marine Le Pen’s Front National, and the 
French left responded by implying that 
they amounted to Nazi sympathies. But 
how controversial are they, and is there 
actually a left-right divide to be found 
here?

It is often considered taboo to speak 
of superiority of ideologies and cultural 
norms. Yet, if we speak about the devel-
opment of ideologies, superiority is nec-
essarily implied. And the development of 
ideologies is a theme that has been with 
us on both sides of the political spectrum 
for a long time.

German philosopher Wilhelm Hegel is 
often regarded as the father of the dialec-
tic philosophical approach. He believed 
mankind’s reason progresses through dif-
ferent stages of history by the conflict of 
two ideas culminating in their successive 
resolution in a higher ideological order. 
It is from him Marx borrowed his con-

cepts of thesis and anti-thesis, giving rise 
to a synthesis – a progression of thought 
and history that would inevitably lead to 
the ultimate synthesis in the communist 
society. Francis Fukuyama notes this in 
his famous article The End of History, 
and just as Hegel did in 1806, Fukuyama 
proclaims the end of history in 1989.2  As 
there is no further challenge to Western 
liberal thought, there is no conflict and 
thus no more ideological progression. 

“If we speak about the 
development of ideologies, 
superiority is necessarily 

implied.”

ology and culture, and that without such 
a change, the injustices that still persist 
would be even worse. While such things 
as gender inequality are still pervasive, 
even its mere recognition as an injustice 
has led to great improvements. Thus it is 
not wrong for us to speak about ideologi-
cal development. Anyone committed to 
an ideological cause can only advocate 
it believing that it will improve our cur-
rent culture, and lead to its development. 
Therefore, if we accept that our own 
culture develop, and today’s beliefs are 
superior to those we held three hundred 
years ago, can we not also, in Guéant’s 
words, speak about superiority with re-
gards to other cultures? 

The aversion to such rhetoric does not 
stem from the belief in superiority and 
development in itself, which is present 
among Marxists and neoconservatives 
alike, but rather from its means of imple-
mentation. The Nazi analogy to Guéant’s 
statement is justified if the minister was 
implying that the state would take vio-
lent measures to enforce one culture over 
another, as such behaviour would vio-
late some of the fundamental (but quite 
novel) principles of Western liberal-
ism; namely freedom of religion, of free 
speech and freedom from discrimination. 

Yet, while strictly adhering to these 
non-negotiable principles, we must be 
allowed to argue, in an appeal to reason, 
that certain ideologies are superior to 
others, and that some values should be 
cherished, and others abolished. Mul-
ticulturalism means acceptance of free 
choice, not of all cultures and all values. 
Those of us engaged in political and phil-
osophical discourse are, per definition, 
bound to believe in the development of 
culture and ideology, or our discourse 
would be pointless. Therefore, we must 
abandon the reflex of delegating cultural 
norms and their reasoned debate to the 
land of taboo.
1The Telegraph, 05-02-2012, “French interior minister claims some 
civilisations ‘superior’”, http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/eu-
rope/france/9062473/French-interior-minister-claims-some-civilisations-
superior.html (accessed on 30/04/2013).
2Fukuyama, Francis (1989) “The End of History”, The National Interest, 
Summer 1989.
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On the 19th of March, 2013, Scotland 
celebrated the 200th anniversary of 

the birth of one of its most famous sons – 
the explorer, missionary, medical pioneer 
and anti-slavery campaigner, Dr. David 
Livingstone (1813 – 1873). 

 Into humble beginnings in the South 
Lanarkshire town of Blantye, Livingstone 
died in modern-day Zambia having 
secured immortality as, in the words 
of former Zambian President Kenneth 
Kaunda, “Africa’s first freedom fighter”.1  
His irrepressible egalitarian spirit won 
him countless friends and the country 
from which he hailed innumerable 
admirers. He fostered links and built 
friendships between Scotland and peoples 
across Africa that endure to this day. 
Livingstone’s adventures deep into the 
African interior – during which he survived 
a legendary lion attack and was the first 
European to set eyes on Victoria Falls – 
were not merely scientific in purpose. He 
sought to export Christianity to Africa, as 
well as commerce and medical expertise. 
He hoped that his extraordinary journey 
across the ‘Mother Continent’ would draw 
attention to the abomination of slavery. 
The devastating ‘Scramble for Africa’ - 
which followed his death and led to the 
brutal colonisation of entire nations and 
peoples would have appalled Livingstone.  

Scotland has done much to honour 
Livingstone’s legacy. In 2010/11, the 
Scottish Government demonstrated its 
strong commitment to international 
development by increasing Scotland’s 
aid budget from £6 million to £9 million.2 

This budget is targets aid towards 
Rwanda, Tanzania, Zambia and, most 
notably, Malawi. Livingstone’s famous 
visits to Malawi were the initial catalyst, 

and remain the contemporary cornerstone, 
of the “unique and historical relationship” 
between Scotland and Malawi.3 This 
partnership was formalised in 2005 
with the signing of the Scotland-Malawi 
Co-operation Agreement by then First 
Minister of Scotland Jack McConnell 
and the late President of Malawi Dr. 
Bingu wa Mutharika.4 The agreement 
established numerous inter-governmental 
and inter-parliamentary initiatives, which 
have spawned a multitude of formal and 
informal links between charities, churches 
and communities.

During her visit to Scotland marking 
Livingstone’s bicentenary, Mutharika’s 
successor, Dr. Joyce Banda, extolled 
the virtues of these deep emotional 
and political ties between her hosts 
and “Scotland’s African home”.5 She 
further proclaimed that Malawi was 
“open for business”, urging Scots to 
“walk with us, work with us and invest 
with us”.6 In that spirit – the true spirit 
of development – Scotland has sought 
to invest in Malawi’s future rather than 
merely relieve her present suffering. 
Scottish projects in Malawi have sought 
to empower indigenous communities and 
end the cycle of dependency. Scotland’s 
engagement with Malawi and other 
nations in the developing world reflects 
the idea of the Indian economist Amartya 
Sen of “Development as Freedom”.7 In his 
influential 1999 study, Sen conceptualised 
freedom “as both the primary end and 
as the principal means” of development. 
Thus, a developed nation is a nation 
empowered to exercise its intrinsic right 
to self-determination free from economic 
or political dependence upon any other 
entity.  

The holistic and long-term focus of 
Scottish aid reflects a similar consensus 
in Scotland, that development aid should 
do more than simply feed the hungry, 
shelter the homeless or heal the sick, 
however essential and pressing those 
needs are. Development strategies should 
build up resilient, skilled, and self-reliant 
communities that are ready to face their 
own unique challenges in their own 
unique way. Development is as much 

about preparing for the challenges of 
the future as coping with the problems 
of the present. Development goes above 
and beyond temporary disaster relief. 
Developing countries do not need 
perpetual handouts –they need a hand-up. 
Truly successful development aid makes 
itself redundant.

In pursuit of this objective, the Scottish 
Government’s Malawi 2013 Funding 
Round includes financial support for 
a range of pioneering, empowering 
initiatives – from the training of 
Malawian healthcare professionals by the 
University of Edinburgh, to the financing 
of microloans for over 15,000 Malawian 
entrepreneurs.8 Moreover, in February 
earlier this year, Scotland became only 

the second country in the world to achieve 
“Fair Trade Nation” status.9 The Fair Trade 
guarantee – of a fair price for producers; 
a ban on child labour; safe working 
conditions; environmental protection; 
equal rights for female workers; and a 
“social premium” to fund investment in 
critical local infrastructure – makes an 
essential contribution to the long-term 
development of countries like Malawi.10 
In addition, Scotland’s vibrant third sector 
has a burgeoning reputation thanks to its 
effective contribution to international 
development. Dalmally-based Mary’s 
Meals feeds over 700,000 school children 
every day, helping satisfy their hunger for 
both nourishment and knowledge.11 The 
Scottish Catholic International Aid Fund 
(SCIAF) works in 16 countries across 
Africa, Asia and Latin America providing, 
for example, healthcare and support for 
HIV/AIDs sufferers.12 Stirling-based 
Developing World Health brings together 
scientists, hospitals and pharmaceutical 
companies to conduct medical research 
into diseases particularly prevalent and 

Development as
As Scotland’s referendum day approaches, David Kelly
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“...an independent Scotland 
could put internationalism 
and altruism at the heart 

of its vision for a just and 
developed international 

society.”

“Scotland faces significant 
constraints on its capacity to 
act in concert with the de-
veloping world, as foreign 

policy and international 
development are retained by 

Westminster.”



deadly in the developing world.13 It argues 
that the delivery of new treatments and 
medicines can “not only cure people or 
prevent disease, but can potentially rescue 
entire communities, opening the way for 
economic and social development”.14

These Scottish success stories have 
improved countless lives. Nevertheless, 
Scotland faces significant constraints 
on its capacity to act in concert with the 
developing world. Powers over foreign 
policy and international development 
are retained by Westminster under the 
Scotland Act which established the 
Scottish Parliament in 1999. 15 However, 
this could all change if Scotland votes 
Yes in next year’s historic independence 
referendum. Independence will empower 
the Scottish Parliament to act in all policy-
areas, including international development 
and foreign policy. An independent 
Scotland’s place in the international 
family of nations, her voice on the world 
stage, her choice of friends and allies, of 
partnerships and investments – all will 
be in the hands of Holyrood rather than 
Westminster. That much is indisputable. 
However, the impact this fundamental 
shift of political and economic power will 
have on the nature and effectiveness of 
Scotland’s contribution to international 
development is contested.

Politicians from “Better Together”, 
the cross-party campaign against 
independence, have repeatedly articulated 
what they see as the threat Scottish self-
government poses to the UK development 
budget. Prime Minister David Cameron 
has highlighted Scotland’s significant 
contribution to “the 2nd biggest aid budget 
in the world” as a reason for Scots to vote 
No in 2014.16 Cameron’s pledge to devote 
0.7% of UK Gross National Product 
(GNP) to the budget of the Department 
for International Development is certainly 
to be commended. Nonetheless, it was 
in 1970 that the UK Government first 
promised before the UN that it would 
meet such a target.17 In February this 
year, Cameron appeared to end lingering 
hopes that Westminster might finally meet 
its moral obligation to the developing 
world. He announced that spending would 

be diverted from development aid to 
“peacekeeping and other defence-related 
projects”.18 Britain’s third sector reacted 
incredulously to the policy change. Sorcha 
O’Callaghan, Head of Humanitarian 
Policy at the British Red Cross, attacked 
Cameron for “blurring the lines between 

aid and military objectives”.19 Oxfam’s 
Max Lawson insisted that development 
aid should be spent on “hospitals and not 
helicopter gunships” and “schools not 
soldiers”. 20

Westminster’s record is particularly 
lamentable when compared to Scotland’s 
European neighbours. The Centre for 
Global Development’s Commitment to 
Development Index (2012) is dominated 
by small European nations, with Denmark 
(1st), Norway (2nd), Sweden (3rd), 
Luxembourg (4th), Austria (5th) and 
Finland (7th) all in the top ten.21 Smaller 
and more agile polities evidently possess 
an inherent advantage in promoting 
and investing in effective international 
development. 

Scotland’s Minister for External Affairs 
and International Development, Humza 
Yousaf MSP, has confirmed the SNP’s 
intention to follow in Norway’s footsteps. 
Norway, home to the Nobel Peace Prize 
and 5 million outward-looking citizens, 
dedicates 1.1% of its GNP to overseas 
development.22 In January, Yousaf 
announced that if Scotland votes Yes in 
2014, the SNP’s 2016 election manifesto 
will pledge to surpass the 0.7% UN target 
and spend around 1% of Scottish GNP on 
international development. This would 
create a £1.5 billion annual Scottish 
international development fund.23 Like 
our Scandinavian cousins, an independent 
Scotland could put internationalism and 

altruism at the heart of its vision for a just 
and developed international society.

As Scotland’s date with destiny draws 
ever nearer, the pertinence and potency 
of Livingstone’s humanitarian ideals 
remain undiminished. Amartya Sen’s 
belief in the fundamental indivisibility 
of empowerment and development 
mirrors Livingstone’s own faith in the 
virtue of respect and self-reliance. Both 
men’s ideas are manifested in Scotland’s 
model relationship with Malawi. 
However, Scotland can do more for 
international development. As a full and 
equal global citizen, empowered with 
the competencies and opportunities of 
independent statehood, Scotland could 
place itself at the vanguard of international 
development. 
Are the people of Scotland ready for 
such momentous change? Dr. David 
Livingstone certainly would not have 
shirked from taking a step forward into 
the unknown for the sake of a noble 
endeavour.
1David Livingstone 200. (2013) “Celebrating the bicentenary of the birth of 
Dr David Livingstone” Available at: http://www.davidlivingstone200.org/ 
[All articles accessed 1 April 2013]
2Scottish Government. (2008) “Scottish Government International 
Development Policy” Available at: http://www.scotland.gov.uk/
Publications/2008/05/06144819/1
3Ibid.
4Scottish Government. (2005) “Co-operation Agreement between 
Scotland and Malawi” Available at: http://www.scotland.gov.uk/
Publications/2005/11/scotland-malawi-agreement
5Banda, Dr Joyce. (2013) “Address to MSPs by the President of Malawi” 
Available at: http://www.bbc.co.uk/democracylive/scotland-21845448
6Ibid.
7Reid-Henry, Simon. (2012) “Amartya Sen: economist, philosopher, human 
development doyen” Available at:  http://www.guardian.co.uk/global-
development/2012/nov/22/amartya-sen-human-development-doyen
8Scottish Government. (2013) “Malawi 2013 Funding Round” Available at: 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/International/int-dev/mdp/Malawi2013
9Scottish Government. (2013) “Scotland: A Fair Trade Nation” Available at: 
http://www.scotland.gov.uk/Topics/International/int-dev/Fair-trade
10Ibid.
11Mary’s Meals. (2012) “Key facts at a glance” Available at: http://www.
marysmeals.org.uk/
12SCIAF. (2012) “What we do” Available at: http://www.sciaf.org.uk/our-
work/sciaf-what-we-do.html
13Developing World Health. (2013) “About Us” Available at: http://www.
developingworldhealth.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article
&id=46&Itemid=55
14Ibid.
15HM Goverment. (2013) “Scotland Act 1998” Available at: http://www.
legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1998/46/schedule/5/part/I
16New Statesman. (2012) “Full transcript: David Cameron: Speech on 
Scottish independence: Edinburgh: 16 February 2012” [Online] Available 
at:  http://www.newstatesman.com/uk-politics/2012/02/united-kingdom-
scotland-world
17UN Millennium Project. (2006) “The 0.7% target: An in-depth look” 
Available at: http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/press/07.htm
18BBC. (2013) “Aid money could go to defence – David Cameron” 
Available at: http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-21528464
19Morris, Nigel. (2013) “Aid budget cash ‘should go on hospitals and not 
helicopter gunships’” Available at: http://www.independent.co.uk/news/
uk/politics/aid-budget-cash-should-go-on-hospitals-and-not-helicopter-
gunships-8505758.html
20Ibid.
21Centre for Global Development. (2012) “Norway” Available at: http://
www.cgdev.org/doc/CDI%202012/Country_12_Norway_EN.pdf
22Ibid.
23Gardham, Magnus. http://www.heraldscotland.com/politics/referendum-
news/yousaf-plans-15bn-foreign-aid-budget.19911790
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Empowerment
explores the legacy and ideas of David Livingstone.

Malawian Farmer by Sarah Werner



Gender equality is more than a goal 
in itself. It is a precondition for 

meeting the challenge of reducing pov-
erty, promoting sustainable develop-
ment and building good governance.”1 
As Kofi Annan explains, gender issues 
are intrinsically bound to society’s de-
velopment. Without tackling inequali-
ties of gender, it is impossible for a 
country to develop socially, economi-
cally or politically. A long-term solu-
tion? Invest in women. 

The World Bank has called investing 
in women “smart economics;”2 poten-
tially one of the best investments 
a country can make. Invest-
ment is most effective when it 
is as multidimensional as pos-
sible – in diverse areas such as 
education, childcare, health, and 
micro-finance. The broader the 
investments, the more likely in-
equalities will begin to dissipate 
in more than one area of life. 
Gender inequality is widespread 
throughout society and therefore, 
investment should also be wide-
spread and varied.

Although investments cannot 
fully tackle barriers of patriarchy, 
they have the ability to empower 
women financially and socially – 
a necessary step towards gender 
equality. Investment in women 
creates a domino effect: once 
women are empowered, there are 
incredible social and economic 
benefits that are quick to follow. 
Gender equality can be the key to 
development.

In less developed countries, invest-
ment in girls’ education is imperative. 
Larry Summers, former chief econo-
mist at the World Bank, believes girls’ 
education is “the highest-return invest-
ment available in the developing world” 
and even goes on to claim “the question 
is not whether countries can afford this 
investment, but whether countries can 
afford to not educate girls.”3 In most 

developing countries, the literacy rate 
of women is lower than that of men 
and the majority of girls do not com-
plete schooling. The moral impetus of 
achieving equality in education is clear. 
However, economic incentives to pro-
mote equality in education exist as well. 
A report by the Council on Foreign Re-
lations has found that simply one year 
more of primary education correlates 
with a 10-20% increase in women’s 
wages later in life, while each year of 
secondary schooling yields an increase 
of up to 25%.4 The economic returns 

of girls’ education indicate that invest-
ment is not only effective in improving 
women’s lives, but also, the economy.

Advancements in girls’ education 
has a ripple effect; leading to develop-
ments in other parts of society as well. 
Higher female education rates are cor-
related with lower fertility rates. This 
allows for smaller and therefore, more 
sustainable families. A woman will be 
more likely to economically support a 

family with less children, allowing for 
healthier and more financially secure 
children. The benefit of educating girls 
has the potential to extend far beyond 
the individual and can help ensure the 
welfare and economic security of future 
generations. Investing in girl’s educa-
tion is not only morally just, but is also 
a smart economic strategy.

Inequalities in women’s healthcare 
also limit the development of soci-
ety. In sub-Saharan Africa, three out 
of every four new HIV infections are 
among women aged between fifteen 

and twenty-four. Overall, HIV 
prevalence in young women is 
found to be more than four times 
higher than among young men of 
the same age bracket.5 These sta-
tistics highlight the gross gender 
inequalities women still face in 
terms of healthcare. It also indi-
cates the lack of access women 
have to proper contraception, 
one of the many areas of health 
that should be more heavily in-
vested in.

Access to contraception can 
help prevent acquiring STIs 
and is also key is protecting 
against unwanted pregnancies. 
According to the World Health 
Organization, over two hundred 
million women in developing 
countries “would like to delay 
or stop childbearing”, however, 
they do not have access to con-
traception.6 Because of the lack 
of resources, women will be 

more likely to have an abortion, which 
is often unsafe in developing countries. 
Deaths due to unsafe abortions com-
prise about 13% of maternal deaths in 
the world.7 The lack of safe, viable op-
tions for women is unfair and intoler-
able. It is necessary that women have 
better access to contraception as well as 
safe and legal abortions. By investing in 
these areas of health care, gender gaps 
can be narrowed and countless lives of 

Investing in Women:
Naomi Jefferson analyses investing in gender equality 
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Key to Development
as a long-term strategy to global development.
women could be saved.

Gender inequalities in income and ac-
cess to financing also are a major hin-
drance to development. Despite work-
ing two thirds of the world’s working 
hours, women still earn only a tenth of 
the world’s total income.8 The gender 
pay gap is astoundingly high, resulting 
in those in poverty to be unfairly over-
represented by females. Closing the gap 
would reap both social and economic 
benefits. Hartmann, economist at the 
Institute for Women’s Policy Research, 
believes that equal pay would result in a 
stimulus effect that would significantly 
grow the economy, even in developed 
countries where the gap is significantly 
smaller.9 Paying women equally would 
decrease the disproportionate number 
of women in poverty whilst stimulating 
the economy at the same time.

Providing a higher and more equita-
ble pay for women would benefit the 
family and local communities as well. 
The World Bank determined that in de-

veloping countries, women on average 
reinvest 90% of their income back into 
their families, while men reinvested 
only about 30-40%.10 Financial institu-
tions should look towards investing in 
women; as the data suggests, the invest-
ment is often high-yield. Therefore, the 
money invested into women is likely 
to pay off in the long term, benefitting 
individual women as well as their fami-
lies and communities.

Violence against women is another 
limitation to development – a viola-
tion of the most basic of human rights. 
Gendered violence not only presents a 
public health problem, but more broad-
ly, social and economic costs within 

society. These costs are extended when 
women go into isolation and fail to par-
ticipate in the community due to det-
rimental physical and psychological 
effects. According to the World Health 
Organization, 71% of women in Ethio-
pia reported physical and/or sexual vio-
lence throughout their lifetime.11 This 
staggering statistic indicates that in 
some countries, the majority of women 
have experienced gendered violence - a 
factor making social and economic de-
velopment an incredibly difficult task. 
Investments must be made to com-
bat this behavior in society. The WTO 
notes that school-based programmes 
promoting gender equality and address-
ing violence against women have prov-
en to have an effect in reducing gen-
dered violence.12 Governments should 
make the investment to teach citizens, 
from an early age in life, to promote 
gender equality. By investing in these 
programmes, development will be more 
possible.

Approximately four million poor 
women from developing countries each 
year “go missing.”13 Often, it is sug-
gested that these women vanish be-
cause they do not have access to the 
same medical treatment and resources 
that men have access to - due to large-
scale mistreatment and inequality. Al-
though financial investments can ensure 
that women have the things they need to 
survive, social investments by the com-
munity and government must be made 
as well. Money can help to empower 
women economically, but investments 
by the community must also be made 
to empower women socially. Problems 
such as “missing women” highlight the 
more widespread issue of patriarchy 
and the inability of a community to see 
the value in women’s worth. Investment 
should be broad – not only entailing fi-
nancial backing, but social and political 
support of women. In order to tackle 
gender inequality and promote devel-
opment, investment in women must be 

“Money can help to 
empower women 
economically, but 
investments by the 

community must also be 
made to empower women 

socially.”

made in every aspect of society.
The gender gap, as it exists now, en-

tails “colossal losses to the global socie-
ty and economy.”14 The social, political, 
and economic benefits of empowering 

women and working towards gender 
equality are massive. Investment would 
produce a double dividend – “fulfilling 
the rights of women and also helping to 
save and improve the lives of children,” 
with widespread benefits throughout all 
levels of society.15 Large-scale devel-
opment cannot occur unless gender in-
equalities are addressed.

Several years ago, Bill Gates attended 
a gender-segregated event in Saudi 
Arabia. A male audience member asked 
Gates how his country could become a 
world leader in technology. He replied 
curtly, “If you’re not fully utilising half 
the talent in the country, you’re not 
going to get too close to the Top Ten.”16 
Without empowering and tapping into 
the potential of women, society simply 
cannot progress.
1 “Closing the Gender Gap: Act Now”, Accessed: http://www.oecd.org.
2 “Gender Action Plan: Gender Equality as Smart Economics”, 
Accessed: http://www.worldbank.org.
3 Nancy Gibbs, “To Fight Poverty, Invest in Girls”, Time, Feb. 14, 2011.
4 Council on Foreign Relations, “Girls’ Education Key to Global 
Wealth”, April 20, 2004.
5 Center for Global Development, “Start with a Girl: A New Agenda for 
Global Health”, 2009.
6 The World Health Organization, “Family Planning Fact Sheet”, July 
2012.
7 The World Health Organization, “Unsafe Abortion: Estimates and 
Prevention”, Accessed: http://www.who.int.
8 Global Poverty Project, “Women and Poverty”, Accessed: http://www.
globalpovertyproject.org.
9 Laura Basset, “Closing the Gender Wage Gap Would Create ‘Huge’ 
Economic Stimulus, Economists Say”, Huffington Post, Oct. 24, 2012.
10 Refer to footnote 3 for source
11 The World Health Organization, “Violence Against Women”, Nov. 
2012.
12 The World Health Organization, “Women’s Health and Domestic 
Violence Against Women”, Accessed: http://www.who.int.
13 “Four Million Missing Women”, 2012, Accessed: http://www.econ.
worldbank.org.
14 The World Economic Forum, “Gender Gap Report 2010”, 2010.
15 United Nations Children’s Fund, “Women and Children: The Double 
Dividend of Gender Equality”, 2007, Accessed: http://www.unicef.org.
16 “Gates: Women Key to Saudi Arabia Economy”, Washington Post, 
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“The question is not 
whether countries can 
afford girls’ education 

but whether countries can 
afford to not educate girls.”



Traditional Versus
Alex Paul discusses the need for security   

International development and aid have 
become inextricably linked in the public 

consciousness in recent years. One reason 
for this is prominent campaigns such as 
Band Aid, Live 8, and Make Poverty His-
tory. Another has been the increasing abil-
ity of 24 hour news outlets to broadcast 
footage from natural disasters, such as the 
2004 Indian Ocean tsunami and the 2010 
Haiti earthquake, straight into our living 
rooms.  But the distribution of aid has 
also become an important political tool 
of Western governments eager to dem-
onstrate their humanitarian credentials to 
their citizens and the rest of the world. 
Recently, the UK Government announced 
that, in 2013, it would meet the 
0.7% target (of aid spending as 
a proportion of GNI1) for the 
first time. However, at the same 
time, David Cameron publicly 
suggested that, in future, some 
of the UK’s aid budget could 
be spent on providing “basic 
levels of stability and security 
in deeply broken and fragile 
states”2  by funding peacekeep-
ing and stabilisation operations, 
rather than on more traditional 
forms of systematic aid. Pre-
dictably, such comments pro-
voked controversy. But does 
the Prime Minister have a point? Would 
spending more on security actually help 
poorer states develop?

First though, a quick note on aid. The 
largest form of aid, systematic aid, in-
volves cash transfers from one govern-
ment to another. The OECD3  has termed 
this “official development assistance” 
(ODA) and defines it as expenditure to 
listed countries and multilateral institu-
tions which is provided by official agen-
cies (which include state and local govern-
ment) and which is administered with the 
promotion of the “economic development 
and welfare of developing countries.”4  As 
previously noted, many developed coun-

tries have pledged to spend 0.7% of their 
GNI on ODA. This target was officially 
endorsed by the UN General Assembly in 
1970 and is a key feature of the UN’s Mil-
lennium Development Goals. However, 
despite widespread multilateral agreement 
and UN endorsement of the target, very 
few developed countries have actually 
met it. These countries include the UK, 
who in 2013 became the latest (as well as 
the first G8 member) to become a member 
of this very select group (other members 
include Sweden, Norway, Luxembourg, 
Denmark, and the Netherlands).5

Whilst many have welcomed the news 
of the UK hitting the 0.7% target, Cam-

eron’s comments about security spending 
as part of it have not proved so popular. 
Politically, the Liberal Democrat chair 
of the House of Commons International 
Development Committee, Sir Malcolm 
Bruce, labelled it as an attempt to “use the 
aid budget to make up for defence cuts” 
whilst Ivan Lewis, Labour’s shadow in-
ternational development secretary said 
Cameron’s comments would “not stand up 
to scrutiny.”6  Meanwhile, several chari-
ties, including Christian Aid, Oxfam, and 
ActionAid claimed that people expect aid 
money to be spent on “schools, not sol-
diers”7, and that following through on 
Cameron’s suggestion would result in the 

“blurring of links between military action 
and aid delivery,”8 putting at risk the safe-
ty of aid workers working on the ground. 
It is also worth noting that military ser-
vices and peacekeeping are specifically 
excluded from ODA by the OECD, and so 
shifting some of the aid budget from de-
velopment to security in the future could 
mean that the UK would no longer meet 
the 0.7% GNI target.

The entire furore could just be over 
some pie-in-the-sky thinking from the 
UK Prime Minister. But the swift and 
strong condemnation from NGOs is per-
haps underpinned by their awareness of a 
nagging truth – that aid can only be suc-

cessfully delivered in a 
secure environment, and 
such environments can 
very often only be provided 
by military force. Perhaps 
Cameron’s suggestion was 
not as far-fetched as some 
have claimed, especially 
as Number 10 later con-
firmed that any part of the 
aid budget used to fund 
military spending would 
only be spent in three areas, 
which would be peacekeep-
ing, security, and demobili-
sation.  Importantly, it was 

stated that, “the new funds would not be 
used for combat operations or combat 
equipment.” 9

One pertinent example in the debate 
over using money earmarked for aid on 
security and peacekeeping is that of Si-
erra Leone. The West African state was 
engulfed in a vicious civil war for much 
of the 1990s. Finally, in 1999, the UN 
deployed its largest-ever peacekeeping 
force, UNAMSIL, to the country in an 
effort to end the fighting. However, the 
peacekeepers struggled to subdue rebels 
fighting against the government and so, 
in May 2000, the UN requested assistance 
from the UK Government. The British 

Malian Soldier by Rae Gilchrist
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Military Aid
 as a prerequisite for development.

force, which included elements from the 
Army, Navy and RAF, provided short-
term military support to UNAMSIL which 
enabled the peacekeeping operation to 
stabilise the situation. They also helped 
the UN to run a disarmament programme 
and re-train Sierra Leonean armed forces 
with the aim of ensuring that it could pro-
vide the security and stability needed for 
serious redevelopment and reconstruction 
to occur. Over a decade on, these efforts 
were hugely successful, with the Sierra 
Leonean government now undertaking a 
major infrastructure-building programme 
and the country attracting significant lev-
els of foreign investment.

It is clear then that creating a secure en-
vironment is an essential pre-requisite for 
the success of any reconstruction efforts 
in a war-affected state. The contribution 
of peacekeepers in this regard was dem-
onstrated by Columbia professor Virginia 
Page Fortna, who quantitatively deter-
mined that the presence of a peacekeeping 
operation in a conflict zone contributes to 
a longer-lasting peace. In her 2004 essay 
‘Does Peacekeeping Keep Peace?’10, she 
concluded that “peacekeeping is an ef-
fective conflict management tool” which 
makes “the efforts of the international 
community to help war-torn states avoid a 
slide back into civil war…well worth it.”11  
The example of Sierra Leone shows how 
the rapid development of domestic secu-
rity forces can help contribute to the main-
tenance of peace. Indeed, as a result of 
the training delivered by the British (and 
later international) forces, the Sierra Leo-
nean army has now been rebuilt to such an 
extent it now contributes troops to other 
peacekeeping operations, such as to the 
African force currently deployed in Mali. 

So does the example of Sierra Leone 
lend validity to Cameron’s argument 
that the international community should 
prioritise stabilising fragile states over 
more traditional forms of aid? Certainly 
in recent years, the arguments for a move 

away from systematic aid have increased. 
The Dutch journalist Linda Polman has 
claimed that “when aid organisations 
don’t actively discriminate, the most 
likely beneficiaries of war zones are the 
powerful, rather than the most needy,”12 
whilst the Zambian economist Dambisa 
Moyo has argued that some forms of aid 
have actually “made the poor poorer, and 
growth slower”13 and goes onto describe 
the idea that aid alleviates systemic pover-
ty in Africa as a “myth.”14 Meanwhile, the 
journalist Richard Norton-Taylor wrote 
that David Cameron’s idea of using part 
of the foreign aid budget to support peace-

keeping operations “must be applauded”15  
for acknowledging the need for greater in-
tegration between military and civil solu-
tions to conflicts. 

A case in point here is Mali. Ranked 182 
out of 18616 countries on the United Na-
tion’s Human Development Index, Mali 
is a state where adults have an average of 
just 2 years of schooling. But, as the in-
stability in northern Mali in the last year 
demonstrates, any efforts by its govern-
ment to improve the quality of life for its 
citizens invariably come second to basic 
security requirements. Even if the govern-
ment is unable to deliver basic services, 
aid agencies cannot step in to do so be-
cause of the chronic instability that crip-
ples the country. Mali can only experience 
sustained development in the long-term if 
a modicum of security is achieved in the 
short-term. This is why the deployment of 
NATO forces to train the Malian army is 
essential. Mali is one of a few relatively 
successful democracies in Africa, an 
achievement directly threatened by the Is-

lamist rebels. Restoring the democratical-
ly-elected government’s control over the 
state and giving it the ability to enforce its 
authority should be regarded as an objec-
tive of equal importance as to that of de-
livering humanitarian aid. 

This article does not argue that the sta-
bility and security of developing states 
should always trump the necessity to 
save lives through aid. But the point be-
ing made is that aid and security are not 
principles that can be isolated from each 
other when seeking to encourage devel-
opment. Focusing solely on one, such as 
systematic aid, is risky at best as it ignores 
how domestic or regional insecurity can 
greatly impede development and totally 
undermine the good work being done in 
the first place. Whilst Cameron’s recogni-
tion of the interconnectedness of aid and 
security should be welcomed, care must 
be taken to ensure that aid spending is 
not simply replaced by security spending. 
Both have a vital role to play in helping 
some of the poorest societies in the world 
develop, and it would be wrong to priori-
tise one at the expense of another. But it is 
time for a radical re-think about how we 
help the poorest states build a better soci-
ety for their citizens. Improving security 
and stability is a good place to start.
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Crossing Russia, Norway, Canada, 
USA, Iceland, and Greenland at 

66.5 latitude, the Arctic remains largely 
undeveloped. Practically infertile, 
covered with 4-meter thick ice, and faced 
with freezing conditions, man has had 
few opportunities to exploit any form 
of bounty in these barren conditions. 
However, as climate conditions change 
and technologies improve, the economic 
development of the arctic region becomes 
more realistic. The ice covering the 
arctic is now down to 2-3 meters as of 
20131, and scientists project that the ice 
thickness will continue to drop. This 
in turn will help expand three major 
markets: shipping, minerals, and oil.2  
With less and less ice, two main shipping 
routes are poised to expand by 2050 
according to the University of California. 
First, the Northwest Passage route winds 
through Northern Canada and extends 
until Alaska. Second, the North Sea route 
crosses above Norway, and Russia. These 
routes aim cut trade route distances by 
5,000 nautical miles, which is 20% more 
efficient than trade through the Panama 
Canal to Asian markets. Additionally, 
unlike the Panama Canal, there are no 

size restrictions of the boats that can 
cross them. Both passages have already 
been crossed; however, there lie many 
obstacles to make it a commercially 
viable option as the Arctic is currently 
inadequately charted, rescue insurance 
costs are high, capricious weather delivers 
12-meter waves, and it is uncertain what 
the competitive reaction will be. 
Regarding minerals, there are already an 
abundance of mines in the Arctic drilling 
for gold, diamonds, and uranium. The 
warming of the Arctic will have two main 
effects. Primarily, it will make exploration 
easier, and expand the time in which 
exploration can take place. Additionally, 
in theory, warming will lower costs of 
shipping the resources to market.3 
The biggest market, however, lies in 
energy. According to the United States 
Geological Survey, it is estimated that 
13% of the world’s undiscovered oil lies 
in the Arctic, and that 30% of the world’s 
undiscovered natural gas is found there. 
Though the Arctic has been exploited by 
Canada from as early as 1920, the next 
step is offshore drilling. However, as 
rosy a picture oil companies would like 
to paint of the extraction of oil from the 

Arctic Ocean, complex obstacles abound. 
Firstly, the infrastructure required to create 
a floating island to drill into the Arctic 
is not adequate, nor are the underwater 
pipelines to transport the oil. Though 
there are some similar floating islands 
in the North Caspian Sea, the depth is 
only 3 metres, whereas the Arctic Ocean 
reaches 300 meters deep. Additionally, 
creating a pipeline from the arctic poses 
a great environmental threat; if it were to 
rupture, it would be impossibly difficult 
to clean up.4  Finally, even if all these 
obstacles were overcome, to which 
market would the oil go? The next largest 
city from the Arctic Circle is Moscow, 
which already has a safe supply.5  Despite 
of all these challenges, Shell has invested 
over 2.7 billion pounds sterling in Alaska, 
trying to send out a mobile drilling unit 
called Kulluk. However, Kulluk was not 
viable, and Shell has called off Kulluk’s 
operations until 2014. 
Perhaps more critically pressing than 
any of the above-mentioned issues are 
the territorial claims each Arctic nation 
has put forward. With territorial waters 
reaching only 12 nautical miles from 
shore, and exclusive economic zones 
reaching 200 nautical miles, all countries 
have applied to the UN to extend these 
rights beyond the arbitrary line and 
onto the continental shelves (recall 
Russia placing their flag at the bottom 
of the North Pole in 2007). Still, no clear 
outcome can be forecasted. 
On the whole, the development of the 
Arctic is still uncertain. Rich with 
opportunities and challenges, it is 
difficult to foresee how politics, climate, 
technology, and markets will clash. Alas, 
like a crown, the Arctic rests upon the top 
of the earth, encrusted with jewels and 
riches, with 6 descendants all claiming 
legitimacy to the throne.6

Arctic Development
Michael Weinberger assesses the future of the Arctic and its lucrative resources.
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There is a problem in the world’s largest 
Muslim state. It is being overlooked. 

This is a shame, given Indonesia’s recent 
economic performance and transition to 
democracy. As Europeans debate their 
social welfare states and the merits of 
the European Project and American 
Republicans hold the world economy 
hostage,, international capital markets 
have sought more fertile ventures. This 
zealous quest has led the rise of the 
so-called “emerging markets” and the 
coining of the term ‘BRIC nations’ by 
Goldman Sachs analyst Jim O’ Neill. 
These countries have seized the attention 
of international markets. In the incessant 
chatter about the economic potential of 
these four nations; Brazil, Russia, India, 
and China, the real progress that has been 
made by nations like Indonesia has been 
overlooked.

Indonesia could have failed. It is a 
state with many competing ethnicities 
and a bitter legacy of Dutch colonialism. 
A strong American ally during the Cold 
War, its leader for 30 years, Suharto, saw 
to it that Indonesia was not bothered by 
Communists. Though brutal, ruthless, 
and corrupt, he was successful in both 
his domestic and foreign policy and 

set a path for subsequent Indonesian 
presidents to follow. Domestically, 
Indonesia was secular and pursued a 
loose free market policy. Internationally, 
Indonesia was a founding member of 
ASEAN and is the only Asian member 
of OPEC. The country was adamant on 
staying outside Communists China’s 
sphere of influence and it was careful in 
preserving its status as a secular state. 
These achievements are highly laudable 
and paved the way for Indonesia’s 

current economic ascendancy. Today 
Indonesia is utilizing its cultural roots to 
its economic advantage. It has familial 
ties to the Islamic world and it is eager 
to build up trade within the confines of 
Organisation of Islamic Cooperation. Its 
small but highly entrepreneurial Chinese 
minority has close ties to the Chinese 
mainland and Diaspora who serve as 
the middleman between the two nations. 
Finally, Indonesia has not relinquished 
its Cold War ties to the USA. Indonesia 
works hand in glove with American 
authorities on security issues and has 
been largely successful in weeding out 
extremist elements in its society. 

The country’s abundance of natural 
resources, including petroleum, minerals 
and forestry products, is a natural 
advantage. Additionally, it is well 
positioned geographically to exploit 
international maritime trade. Indonesia’s 
trade is diversified across nations and 
products, allowing the country a certain 
degree of flexibility. The Indonesian 
Rupiah remains undervalued, giving 
Indonesian exports a competitive edge. 
It exports primary goods including 
petroleum and coal to China as well as 
textiles and manufactured goods to the 
West. Indonesia is the tenth largest natural 
gas exporter in the world, allowing it 
to participate fully in the natural gas 
bonanza currently underway.  It is largely 
self sufficient in terms of its agricultural 
needs. 

Unlike the “Asian Tigers”, Indonesia 
did not rise economically due to 
competitive exports. Indonesia developed 
more organically and has a high rate of 
domestic consumption. This is in stark 
contrast to China which is still an export-
oriented economy, having largely failed 
to shift toward an economy rooted in 
domestic consumption and to address 
its savings glut. The country also spends 
over a third of its GDP on investment.1  
Although Indonesia doesn’t reach as high 
as China in terms of investment to GDP 
ratio, Indonesia invests huge amounts in 
its mining and mineral sectors. Its debt 
to GDP ratio is a paltry 24%.2              

India’s on the other hand, at 51 %3,  is very 
high by developing countries’ standards, 
to say nothing of the developed world 
threatened by debt crises. Indonesia has 
a population of over 230 million people, 
the fourth largest in the world, with near 
universal levels of literacy. Other Asian 
nations, including India, only have 
literacy rates of 50%.4   It sits on the 
intersection of Asian sea lanes giving it 
leverage over its exporting neighbours. 
The Straight of Malacca, carrying over 
25% of the world’s sea-bound oil, passes 
through Indonesia. 

All of these features bode well for 
Indonesia’s growth which is set to reach 
6.8%5 this year and unlike other economic 
factors, these natural bounties will not 
go away.  Above all, Indonesia has a 
competent market-oriented leadership. 
President Yudhoyono, a military man by 
training, has maintained a conservative 
fiscal policy and has set about developing 
large-scale national projects. So far these 
endeavours are proving fruitful and 
President Yudhoyono’s policies have 
earned the aplomb of the markets and 
foreign investors.6   In light of these 
achievements, Indonesia’s rise should be 
recognized and encouraged. 
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Alexander Stolz spotlights Indonesia’s rise toward global economic ascendancy.
Another BRIC in the Wall

“Unlike the ‘Asian 
Tigers’, Indonesia did not 

rise economically due 
to competitive exports... 

it developed more 
organically.”

1 CIA World Fact Book, Indonesia, India and China. Feb 2013.
 https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/ 
2 CIA World Fact Book, Indonesia, India and China
3 CIA World Fact Book, Indonesia, India and China
4 CIA World Fact Book, Indonesia, India and China 
5 “Indonesia’s Economy: Tipping the Balance”. 23 Feb 2013. The 
Economist. http://www.economist.com/news/asia/21572245-
gloomy-politics-so-how-long-can-bright-economics-last-tipping-
balance  
6 “Indonesia’s Economy: Tipping the Balance”. The Economist.

“Above all, Indonesia 
has a competent market-

oriented leadership.”

Flag of Indonesia, Creative Commons



Development, individual or social, 
cannot be sectorial. It regards an 

individual’s wellbeing and ability to thrive 
within its social context, and is made up of 
several interacting factors. Imagine a boy 
solely and obsessively preoccupied with 
filling his piggy bank. He has no friends, is 
in poor shape as he never does any sports, 
cannot read or write, and if he loses any of 
his savings he falls into a deep depression. 
Can he be said to be thriving?

An exclusively macroeconomic focus 
has blinded policymakers to indicators 
of national performance besides GDP. 
This conception of development is a 
misunderstanding: it falsely perceives a 
positive correlation between this abstract 
measure and the wellbeing of a society. In 
fact, Layard suggests1  there might even be 
a negative correlation, illustrated by rising 
rates of suicide, alcoholism, crime and 
mental illnesses in high-income countries. 
Obsessing over our piggy banks may 
actually jeopardize our ability to thrive. 
Having rejected reductionist indicators of 
development, this piece will look at the 
adoption of happiness as a policy objective, 
and consider the potential difficulties 
involved.

If GDP growth is ineffective and 
counterproductive, then what is to be the 
next social goal? Social scientists old and 
new found an alternative in happiness. As 
Bentham put it, “Pains and pleasures are 
the exclusive motives behind our actions”2 
: we seek avoidance of the former and 
maximization of the latter. Layard found that 
this inherently human impulse corresponds 
to measurable brain activities. He believes 
that reaching scientific evidence about the 
nature of happiness removes all barriers 
to its pursuit. Hence, all policy should 
aim at increasing happiness. I endorse his 
call for a policy objective broader than 
maximization of national income, but 
what would happiness policy look like? 
According to Layard, happiness depends 
partly on genes and partly on experience.  
The first component is predetermined, 
but policy can focus on the independent 
variables (improving background, national 
institutions, and policies), changing 
people’s life experiences for the better, 
thus increasing net national happiness.

The seven domains he specifies as 
consequential for happiness (income, work 
and job security, private life, community, 
health, freedom, and philosophy of life) 
are all variously impacted by policy. We 
must assess the aggregate impact of policy 
in each domain, weighted according to 
people’s preferences, in order to sanction 
policy as good or bad. This amounts to 
a utilitarian cost-benefit analysis: the 
sophistication of the methods might 
have increased, but the principle remains 
Bentham’s.

While this approach has benevolent 
intentions, it faces the same limitations 
and criticisms that a simplistic quantitative 
appraisal of national income generates. 
The little-known inventor of GDP himself, 
economist Simon Kuznets, warned the US 
congress about the risk of reductionism 
inherent in his creation:

“The valuable capacity of the human 
mind to simplify a complex situation 
in a compact characterization becomes 
dangerous when not controlled in terms of 
definitely stated criteria. With quantitative 
measurements especially, the definiteness 
of the result suggests, often misleadingly, 
a precision and simplicity in the outlines of 
the object measured.”3 

It seems that the same warning applies 
to any policymaker concerned with 
comprehensive, uniform quantifications 
of social objectives such as happiness. 
‘But policy needs evidence!’ I hear civil 
servants scream. I turned to Professor Neil 
Thin for an answer. 

A self-declared happiness scholar, his 
most recent work criticizes exclusively 
quantitative approaches to happiness, 
because they fail to acknowledge the 
complexity of the self.4 He argues that 
the problem with a cost-benefit analysis 
of happiness is that what is truly being 
measured are self-reported, blunt 
statements about people’s momentary 
perceptions – not their ‘real’ happiness 
level. Does such a thing exist? Certainly 
a more in-depth look at people’s lives and 
perceptions would give any happiness 
measurement more credibility. He 
advocates for a more complex and nuanced 
approach concerning people’s happiness 
that would go beyond aggregate numbers 
and simplistic indexes. Policy needs to be 
well formulated and transparent in how it is 
to improve human life. Rather than simply 
alleviating pain, a positive agenda must 
be developed creating an environment for 
individuals to thrive. In order to avoid the 
risk of patriarchal prescriptions (“to be 
happy, do this”), he stresses the importance 
of empathy and understanding of people’s 
preferences and perceptions. Finally, 
he argues for a holistic and temporal 
perspective on happiness, because human 
life’s domains interact between each other 
and aspirations change throughout time5 .

From this discussion, many questions 
arise: how are we going about 
understanding people’s preferences? Are 
they all equally valid, or are there ‘better’ 
and ‘worse’ ways to gain happiness? 
Could and should policy influence these? 
The evolution of development discourse 
toward the happiness objective is still 
at its inception, despite giant leaps in 
recent times. In 2011, the UN adopted the 
measure of Gross National Happiness, 
a phrase coined by the king of Bhutan, 
reported to have said in 1972 that “Gross 
National Happiness is more important than 
Gross National Product”. UN secretary 
Ban Ki-moon spoke of the worldwide 
need for “a new economic paradigm 
that recognizes the parity between the 
three pillars of sustainable development. 
Social, economic and environmental 
well-being are indivisible. Together they 
define gross global happiness.”7  This 
new measure comprises nine indicators, 

To Look Beyond 
Paola Tamma on how happiness enters the development 
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the Piggy Bank
discourse. What are the implications for policy and people?

including ecological wellbeing, cultural 
diversity, the quality of governance, social 
justice, and psychological health, which 
are operationalised through 72 variables.8 
It remains to be seen what governments 
would make out of this building momentum 
towards a new, broader understanding 
of development. Certainly, to look 
beyond their national piggy banks would 
gain them a healthier, more supportive, 
more productive and certainly happier 
population.

Paola Tamma interviews Edinburgh 
University’s Professor Neil Thin.

Dr. Neil Thin specialises in the 
application of multidisciplinary happiness 
and wellbeing scholarship to social 
planning. He has spent over 20 working 
towards poverty reduction, and promotion 
of justice and wellbeing in poorer countries, 
working from grassroots to governmental 
levels and international official agencies.

Q: Dr. Thin, You are a happiness expert. 
How did you become so interested in it?

A: I had worked on poverty reduction 
and social justice for 20 years but was 
increasingly through the 1990s trying to 
help development agencies articulate more 
positive visions of social progress leading 
not just to the minimising of harms but to 
the optimising of the enjoyments that life 
has to offer. Somewhere along the line I 

stumbled across Ruut Veenhoven’s World 
Happiness database and immediately I 
became a born-again would-be happiness 
scholar.

Q: Tricky one: could you give me your 
one-sentence definition of happiness? 

A: Happiness is a loose label we use for 
our thoughts and conversations about the 
goodness of human experiences and whole 
lives, particularly our own lives.

Q: At one conference you gave for the 
EUID (Edinburgh University International 
Development Society), you spoke about 
the importance of adopting a happiness 
lens on development. Could you expand 
on what does this means in terms of 
policy recommendations for development 
practitioners? 

A: My ‘happiness lens’ concept is not 
about particular policy recommendations 
but about promoting transparent (i.e. 
explicit and rational) thinking and 
planning that focuses on how activities and 
interim goods (like money and schooling) 
are expected to end up making people’s 
lives go better. Apart from this ethical 
transparency, its four key features are: 
positivity (going beyond harm reduction 
to think about and promote really good 
lives); empathic respect for subjectivity 
(recognizing the importance of letting 
people say how they experience things or 
how they evaluate themselves);  holism 
(exploring how goods and experiences 
in different domains interact, e.g work, 
family life, and leisure); and a life-course 
perspective (trying to understand how 
aspirations develop, and how earlier life 
phases interact with later life phases form a 
sense of a life narrative).

Q: Your recent piece of work ‘Counting 
and recounting happiness and cultures: 
on happiness surveys and prudential 
ethnobiography, 2012’ criticizes exclusively 
quantitative approaches to happiness, 
because they fail to acknowledge the 
complexity of the self. You argue for a 
holistic conceptualization and a life-
spanning perspective on happiness, which 
call for more in-depth anthropological 
approaches to the study of happiness.

What are the downsides of happiness 
indexes and quantitative self-report 
statements such as those used by Layard 

Dr. Neil Thin

and recently picked up by international 
organizations such as the UN?

A: The main downside is that they appear 
empathic (allowing people to self-rate) 
while not really being so (because people 
can only respond with numbers, not with 
accounts of how they arrive at their self-
ratings. Another downside is that aggregate 
numbers take on a life of their own, 
being confused by researchers for actual 
happiness when all they really do is give us 
evidence of one kind of rather blunt self-
report. They’re not intrinsically wrong, just 
liable to be abused in a reductionist way.

Q: You are part of a panel of ‘experts on 
happiness’ bridging UN and Bhutan on the 
topic of Gross National Happiness. What is 
it that you do?

A: This is the ‘International Expert 
Working Group’ appointed by the 
Government of Bhutan to help them draft 
reports to the UN on how we can translate 
the UN ‘New Development Paradigm’ 
idea into specific kinds of policy and 
specific approaches to the evaluation of 
development, including making inputs 
into the post-2015 replacement of the 
Millennium Development Goals.

Q:And how optimistic are you about this 
kind of quantitative debate on happiness; 
do you take it as a move in the right 
direction (“at least they’re talking about 
this”) or do you see it as damaging for 
the potential of the happiness discourse in 
development?

A: I definitely see quantitative happiness 
surveys as a major step in a good direction. 
I just want to see much more work done 
on analysis and on qualitative assessment.

Dr. Neil Thin is a Senior Lecturer in 
Social Anthropology at the University of 
Edinburgh. 
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The Great Wall of China has been called 
one of the world’s greatest wonders 

and is a well-known UNESCO world 
heritage site. During the Han Dynasty, 
the Great Wall was used for trade and 
protection. While trade takes on a different 
route today, the Great Wall’s significance 
has become symbolic. China, a world 
economy, has seen miraculous growth 
and development since the Cultural 
Revolution. The country’s development 
is unparalleled, and, like the Great Wall, 
seems impenetrable. Yet recent events have 
hinted at cracks in China’s development—
cracks deep enough to threaten the claims 
of China becoming the ‘future of the 
world’.1  These cracks reveal that perhaps 
the wall is not as impenetrable as it seems.

The first crack in China’s development 
is distrust. This distrust began during the 
Cultural Revolution, the first step to China’s 
current success. This revolution, led by 
Mao ZeDong, destroyed every previous 
loyalty of Chinese civilization. Through 
propaganda and raids, the revolution 
destroyed the remnants of ancient Chinese 
culture, severed family ties, and broke the 
barrier between city dwellers and villagers. 
After the revolution, China’s institutions 
were completely dissolved—there was 
no set leadership, no social hierarchy, 
and no firm government organization. 

This fostered ample conditions to mold 
an entirely new system for the country, 
but also created a society without shared, 
countrywide values and culture. Filling 
the void of tradition and fueled by Deng 
XiaoPing’s ideology of the rich life as 
the glamorous life, material items and 
success became the ultimate goal of both 
government and civilians. Because of this 

society based purely on economic ties and 
gains, not ideology or widespread values, 
a level of distrust exists within China on 
both the international and local scale. 

Perhaps the most obvious example 
of distrust on the international scale is 
between “the most important bilateral 
relationship in the world”2 : China and 
the United States. China and the U.S. are 
major trading partners and agree on the 
need for diplomacy, but despite efforts to 
build ties, each country has an underlying 
distrust of the other’s intentions. In China, 
many policymakers and foreign analysts 
hold that the United States’ pro-democracy 
foreign policy is trying to constrain 
China’s rise and undermine its political 
system. In the United States, American 
officials worry that China’s authoritarian 
pathway to power will result in direct cost 
to the U.S.3  U.S. distrust towards Chinese 
motives have deepened with the recent 
Chinese hackings of U.S. government 
sites4  and is even straining economic 
ties between the two nations after the 
U.S. Congress passed a bill restricting 
federal purchases of networked equipment 
“produced, manufactured or assembled” 
in China.5  Neither side really understands 
the political and institutional structure 
of the other’s system, so both countries 
tend to wrongly assume the other is more 
strategic and centralized than itself, thus 
creating false intentions behind what could 
very well just be coincidental events. The 
economics of Chinese manufacturing and 
American design hold the two countries 
together in a quest to build ties, but these 
ties are not built on mutual trust and 
understanding. 

Another instance of international 
distrust is found in China’s relationship 
with its neighboring regions. China’s 
history is plagued with territorial disputes. 
In 1997, China struggled with Hong 
Kong’s transition from a British colony 
to a Chinese territory.6  In the mid-1950s, 
Tibetan resentment of Chinese rule 
triggered armed resistance and China 
has been keeping close tabs on Tibet 
ever since, recently through Android spy 
malware.7  In 1949, China faced another 
obstacle when the Guomingdang took 
control of Taiwan and set up a separate, 

democratic political system with U.S.-
like elements. In 2012, China and Japan 
conflicted over the “righteous” owner of 
the Diaoyu/Senkaku islands.8 Currently, 
China is still quelling Tibetan activists, 
attempting to block Taiwan from entering 
the international diplomatic arena, and 
has yet to resolve the issue of the true 
ownership of the islands in the East 
Sea. This assertiveness and territorial 

bullying of its neighboring regions 
fosters accusations of China as power-
hungry and ruthless, and neither adjective 
makes for a reputation of having an open 
diplomatic sphere of communication. The 
international community sees China as a 
vital trade partner, but there are no shared 
values or mutual trust to create any ties 
beyond economic ones.

Within the country, distrust penetrates the 
inner workings of Chinese society. Chinese 
citizens are wary of those from different 
economic classes due to the increasing 
income disparity between the rich and 
poor and the differing class benefits. Food 
and hygiene scandals such as the return of 
the bird flu9  or rivers contaminated with 
dead pigs10  lead the public to distrust 
food suppliers and corporations. In fact, 
according to a survey of people in seven 
different Chinese cities, only 20-30% of 
people said they felt trust for those they 
didn’t know – a 30% decline of those 
willing to trust others from previous 
surveys.11   Corruption and increased access 
to independent media fuel distrust towards 
officials in positions of authority. From a 
top-down perspective, the government has 
a partially institutionalized distrust in its 
own military and intelligence agencies. 
As demonstrated in the Bo XiLai incident, 
suspicions even run within the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP) itself. Between 
Chinese locals and foreigners residing 
in China there is growing resentment, 
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“The culural revolution 
destroyed remnants of 

ancient Chinese culture, 
severed family ties and 

broke the barrier between 
city dwellers and 

villagers.”

“Corruption and 
increased access to 

independent media fuel 
distrust towards officials 
in positions of authority.”



of Weaknesses
cracks in China’s powerful facade.
illustrated by the visa checks in Beijing 
or the intolerance of foreigners at the “bar 
street” in Shanghai. Distrust runs through 
all levels of relationships in Chinese society: 
between nations, CCP officials, citizens, 
and even expatriates. All these trust issues 
are a crucial ‘crack’ in the Chinese wall 
of development, as distrust breeds social 
unrest.

The second crack manifests itself in 
the short-term economic goals on which 
China’s development was founded. To 
kick-start the economy, China’s short-term 
policies included efforts to increase the 
labor pool and keep family incomes high 
while minimizing social costs. Increasing 
the labor pool called for recruiting workers 
from rural areas to the cities. These migrant 
workers became the cheap labor that helped 
China grow as a manufacturing economy. 
Due to the influx of migrants, there is now 
a new class of citizens in China not present 
in the pre-1980s. However, registration 
policies have not adapted to include this 
new class. Since many migrant workers are 
still unregistered and unable to register in 
urban areas, they cannot apply for the same 
social benefits city dwellers have. This has 
left a large portion of the population, nearly 
240 million12, without working benefits 
such as injury repercussion or rights such 
as minimum wage and reasonable living 

conditions. Naturally, rising frustrations 
from this discrimination act as another 
potential basis for social unrest. 

In order to keep family income high, 
China adopted the one-child policy in 
1979. In the 1980s-1990s, this policy kept 
families’ disposable incomes high, which 
was then returned back to the state. It also 
allowed families to fully invest in their only 
child, resulting in a younger generation 
with new opportunities, such as receiving a 
more liberal education abroad. Yet now, the 
one-child policy shows detrimental effects. 
Estimates predict that by 2035 there will 
be less than 2.5 workers for every retiree, a 
dramatic drop from the 1980s, when there 
were seven working-age people to every 
retired one.13 China’s aging population 
will soon become a drain on government 
funds while simultaneously lowering the 
country’s manufacturing ability, a very 
detrimental combination to its current rate 
of development. 

Focusing purely on short-term goals also 
meant that many long-term benefits were 
disregarded. For example, environment 
was a second priority to production. To 
construct and manufacture quickly and 
in such great numbers, China sacrificed 
its land availability, water cleanliness, 
and depleted its natural resources. Due to 
urbanization and a growing middle class, 
water demand is spiking while China faces 
problems with water scarcity.14   Today, in 
many of the large cities, smog and pollution 
generate massive health problems15–  
health problems which now another sum 
of the government’s budget must address. 
The economy was built on short-term 
policies that are now increasingly harmful 
and costly to rectify.

Finally, the third crack is presented by 
social changes in the Chinese population. 
After development, the trend in the West 
has been to choose quality of life over 
quantity of materialistic goods. Similarly, 
in China there is a shift in the richest of 
the population to live a more luxurious life 
– to increase leisure time and enjoy better 
quality goods. As a country, China does not 
develop recognizable brand names, so to 
associate itself with luxury, China sought 
to buy and invest in brand names such as 
America’s IBM or Greece’s Follie Follie.16  

1  US recession fears. This confidence was lost, and there was a huge crash. “East 
Asia.” Centre for Policy and Development Systems. 
  2“U.S., China must overcome mutual distrust - CNN.com.” CNN.com International - 
Breaking, World, Business, Sports, Entertainment and Video News.
 3 “U.S., China must overcome mutual distrust - CNN.com.” 
 4 “Chinaâ�™s Army Is Seen as Tied to Hacking Against U.S. - NYTimes.com.”The 
New York Times - Breaking News, World News & Multimedia. 
 5 “Attempts To Dodge Chinese Hacking May Backfire As Usual.” Gizmodo, the 
Gadget Guide. 
6  “BBC ON THIS DAY | 1 | 1997: Hong Kong handed over to Chinese control.”BBC 
News - Home. 
 7 “Tibetan Activists Hit by Second Android Spy Malware.” Mashable
 8 “BBC News - Q&A: China-Japan islands row.” BBC - Homepage. 
9  “ WHO urges calm over China bird flu outbreak - Asia-Pacific - Al Jazeera English.” 
Al Jazeera English - Live US, Europe, Middle East, Asia, Sports, Weather & Business 
News. 
 10 “ Rivers of blood: the dead pigs rotting in China’s water supply | World news | The 
Guardian .” Latest US news, world news, sport and comment from the Guardian | 
guardiannews.com | The Guardian
11  “Distrust of strangers, public officials and others on the rise in China | 
gbtimes.”gbtimes – The Third Angle Chinese news and video reports on China today. 
12  “Migrant workers in China | China Labour Bulletin.” China Labour Bulletin
 13 Pitfalls of an Aging China | The National Interest.” The National Interest. 
 14 Dumaine, Brian. “2030: China’s coming water crisis - Fortune Tech.” Fortune 
Tech: Technology blogs, news and analysis from Fortune Magazine .
 15 Breslin, Sean. “More Than a Million Dead from Pollution in China | Weather 
Underground.” Weather Forecast & Reports - Long Range & Local | Wunderground 
| Weather Underground. 
 16 (China Daily), Tang Zhihao “ Fosun buys in luxury retailer Folli Follie.” China 
Daily Website - Connecting China Connecting the World.

However, these luxuries are reserved to a 
handful of the upper class and present a 
stark contrast to rural or migrant workers 
who are deprived of even the most basic 
needs. In general, the Chinese people are 
beginning to demand an increased quality 
of life—whether it is through luxury goods, 
better working conditions, or more social 
benefits. The migrant workers and middle 
business class are becoming restless, and 
widespread media fuels this restlessness.  

Walls can only have so many cracks 
before they shatter completely. Cracks 
such as social unrest, long-term problems 
or the demand for a different lifestyle are 
not cracks that more of the same, strict, 
authoritarian-like government policy 
can smooth over. Chinese leadership 
can either deal with these challenges in 
the same innovative way many Western 
countries did, by inventing its own 
form of democracy, or it can continue 
its single-party rule and see more 
desperation resulting from closed-thought 
representation. The change in leadership 
presents some hope of change, with Xi 
JinPing’s push for the “Chinese Dream”, 
plans for better sustainable development 
strategies, and advocates anti-corruption. 
Whether this change proves effective still 
remains in question. What the cracks do 
expose is that China is not as powerful 
nor as confident as it seems; but rather, a 
nation running on fear. If the government 
is unable to adapt to address changing 
demands, then these cracks will start 
breaking the bricks of Chinese society and 
the great wall that is China could fall.  
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Every government’s public health 
agenda is influenced both by local 

needs and the global standards laid 
out in the United Nation’s Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs). The MDGs 
establish clear benchmarks and focus for 
global health development issues.  Any 
advocacy for improving public health 
must go hand-in-hand with other forms of 
development. It is important to note that 
there is interdependence between forms 
of development, as well. The conditions 
in which people live and function have an 
effect on their well-being and vice-versa. 
For example, if people achieve a global 
standard of  education, then, chances are 
that they will be better aware of preventive 
health measures. Improvements in 
measurable areas of development like 
education, water and sanitation systems, 
conservation and environmental quality 
will have a positive impact on health. 
This is a positive feedback loop; 
better health leads to more economic 
development since healthier people will 
be more productive.  If we think of this 
relation in terms of the MDG’s for Health 
(G4 Reduce Child Mortality; G5 Improve 
Mental Health; G6 Combat HIV/AIDS, 
Malaria and other related diseases), then 
these health outcomes cannot be achieved 
without progress in other MDG’s which 
are related (i.e.  G1 Eradicating poverty 

and hunger; G2 Achieving primary 
education; G3 Promote Gender equality 
and empower women; G7 Ensure 
environmental stability; G8 Develop 
global partnerships for development).1  

For this reason, collaboration is 
essential to achieving development 
agendas. Health improvements and 
effective healthcare service delivery 
cannot be independent of improvement 

and development in other sectors. The 
challenges in achieving improved public 
health and development are vast and vary 
region to region. In the context of Pakistan 
as an example of a South Asian nation, 
the obstacles in delivering effective 
healthcare services are concentrated 
around human resource factors. The 
health sector has gone through devolution 
with the federal health ministry being 
dissolved and health policy, planning, 
and implementation being handed over 
to provincial ministries.2  Among their 
many functions, the prime agenda for any 
provincial health ministry or department 
in the country is the effective delivery 
of healthcare services and control 
of communicable diseases, namely, 
tuberculosis, polio eradication, malaria, 
HIV/AIDS and Hepatitis B and C.3  More 
recently, a growth in measles outbreaks 
has challenged and over-stretched the 
resource base for the country’s health 
departments, where more than 2,500 
cases have been reported in the month of 
January 2013 alone.4  

Pakistan’s current Director General of 
Health Services in Sindh highlights that 
the major challenges faced are associated 
with lack of trained healthcare workers. 
There is an inability to train and deploy 
trained human resources in healthcare 
due to inadequate funding and dominancy 
of the private healthcare sector which 
attracts skilled healthcare workers. This 
lack of trained manpower creates large 
managerial deficiencies. Deploying an 
already under-trained and short-staffed 
personnel base to remote communities 
is demanding due to the poor transport 
infrastructure that makes it difficult to 
reach rural populations. The sheer extent 
to which these populations are dispersed 
is a challenge added to the equation, 
since no link road systems exist that can 
lead to remote villages, of which there 
are many.5   

The problem of lacking human 
resources may be addressed through 
more collaboration with the education 
sector—something that the World Health 
Organisation (WHO) encourages and 

tries to support—and other national 
initiatives that encourage institutional 
alliances in the country for the training 
of manpower in the health sector.6  Other 
factors such as overstretched resources 
and gender inequality that create social 
imbalance in rural communities are 
obstacles to progress in public healthcare 
service delivery. In terms of building 
institutional capacity as the department 
of heath, there is a large gap that needs to 
be filled in making personnel I.T. literate 

and establishing information systems 
to improve communication, sharing 
of data and strengthen accountability.7  
According to the Director General, 
health development is not an isolated or 
independent domain. Any improvements 
in public healthcare service delivery 
(and the nation’s quality of health) are 
directly causal in relationship with 
development in other sectors such as 
education, communication & works and 
irrigation. Also, any future developments 
in healthcare services and improvement 
in its delivery are dependent on political 
reforms that sanction and implement 
far more public spending for health and 
education sectors than present.   This is 
an inevitable and undisputed requirement 
that policy makers in the region must 
wake up to since populations will continue 
to grow and unplanned urbanisation will 
continue encouraging disease outbreaks 
and epidemics. Any future capability 
and capacity to respond to this challenge 
is only possible if adequate funding for 
intra-sector building as well as inter-
sector collaborating is done in the present.

Developing Public Health
Ally Memon on the need to re-think development

“Health improvements 
and effective healthcare 

service delivery cannot be 
independent of improvement 

and development in other 
sectors.”
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care Service Delivery
through interdependence and collaboration.

Globally, there is a chronic shortage of 
health workers. An estimated 4.2 million 
health workers are needed and this critical 
shortage is recognized as a fundamental 
constraint to achieving progress in health 
and development8.  The Global Health 
Workforce Alliance (GHWA) was created 
under the WHO in 2006 as a common 
platform for action to address the crisis. 
The GHWA is a ‘partnership of national 
governments, civil society, international 
agencies, finance institutions, researchers, 
educators and professional associations 
dedicated to identifying, implementing 
and advocating for solutions’.9 

From a services perspective, a country 
like Pakistan operates on a dual-class 
system, whereby the well-off can 
protect themselves by affording private 
healthcare the poor continue to face a 
deficient healthcare system with poor 
quality services and live as isolated 
populations with no nearby access to 
facilities. Even where the case is that 
services are reachable, these populations 
are unable to afford transportation costs 
to such facilities and typically cannot 
afford drugs or prescribed treatments.10   
Language is a barrier to collaboration 
between the public and private health 
care sectors. Private-sector firms and 
practitioners operate entirely in urban 
areas that speak the national language 
whilst rural practitioners, mostly public 
sector employees, speak and work in 
the provincial language.. With reference 

to manpower for health in this context, 
there is the dilemma of misdistribution 
of health workers between rural and 
urban set up’s causing a shortage of 
human resource in rural areas; weak 
HR management systems that affect 
governance due to a lack of coordination 
and monitoring mechanisms; and a non-
regulated private-sector that operates 
primarily in urban areas which pays 
relatively more than the public-sector 
and hence attracts the competent human 
resource pool.11

Observing with a wider lens, the 
crippling issue is that of government 
expenditure on health being a mere 
2.2 percent of GDP between 2008 – 
2012, one of the lowest in the world, 
which does not give the world’s sixth 
largest populated country much hope.12 
According to the Leprosy Tuberculosis 
& Blindness Welfare Association of 
Pakistan, the country spends less than 1 
percent of its GNP on health in the public 
sector, among the lowest in the world.13  

Health improvement must go hand-in-
hand with education development since 
education will be (directly or indirectly) 
the biggest promoter of health awareness 
and disease prevention in the long run.  
Realising that human resource issues in 
healthcare need to be addressed through 
collaboration and development in other 
spheres such as education, some recently 
introduced initiatives seem promising 
in the attempt to meet burdening health 

demands. The Pakistan 
Medical and Dental 
Council has made it 
mandatory to develop 
integrated curriculums, 
new medical colleges 
have cropped up across 
the country, and a 
ministry for Human 
Resource Development 
has been established 
in 2012 which sets the 
agenda for the training 
and development 
of personnel across 
Pakistan wherever Jessie Stevenson

there are shortages in meeting public-
sector service demand.14 The GHWA 
is supporting collaboration and 
development in Pakistan through a 
country coordination and facilitation 
(CCF) initiative where each devolved 
province (and its health sector) having a 
CCF committee engage in independent 
coordination mechanisms, strategies 
and plans for human resource capacity 
building for healthcare. Such an initiative 
brings partners like the UN, WHO and 
USAID who engage in the planning 
process.15 

In the context of Pakistan and other 
developing countries in the South Asia 
region, the factors which will continue 
to determine healthcare service delivery 
and utilisation are unequipped human 
resources, lack of education, inadequate 
rural infrastructure development, gender 
inequality, and socio-economic divisions 
between rural and urban populations.  
There is a great need to direct efforts 
towards inter-sectoral collaborations 
that focus more on disadvantaged rural 
segments of the population that actually 
represent the majority.  In attempting 
this, we must not forget that improved 
healthcare service delivery will be 
dependent on the development of other 
sectors in real-time. Health is only 
one cog in the wheel for the human 
development system.
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I s the era of state-sponsored 
homophobia coming to an end? As 

of March 2013, same-sex marriage 
had been legalised in eleven countries: 
the Netherlands, Belgium, Spain, 
Canada, South Africa, Norway, Sweden, 
Portugal, Iceland, Argentina, Denmark, 
and various regional jurisdictions in 
the United States, Brazil, and Mexico. 
While churches remain reluctant to 
accept, let alone adapt to, the change, 
conventional wisdom demonstrates 
that the law is under no such pretences. 
Legislation has a habit of adjusting to 
changes in the social atmosphere and, 
even if slightly lagging behind, to follow 
along with cultural currents. Europe 
and the United States in particular 
are without a doubt moving towards 
becoming more supportive of gay rights, 
but does that mean a shift toward a more 
secular state as well? The development 
of marriage equality cross-nationally 
provides evidence for the declining 
influence of the church and the inevitable 
secularisation of democratic nations. 
To illustrate the recent chain of events, 
this article highlights the developments 
of LGBT rights in two very different 
Western democracies: the United States 
and the Republic of Finland.

Attitudes toward gay rights have 
changed at an unprecedented speed 
over the past few years in the United 
States. According to the Pew Research 
Center, around 70% of the millennial 
generation, aged 18-32 today, stand in 
support of same-sex marriage.1   The 
New York Times went as far as claiming 
that support for LGBT rights had won 
the election for Barack Obama in 
2012.2  Secularisation and the changing 
demographics of the United States 
have resulted in a wave of coming 
out in support of marriage equality in 
both major parties, the Democrats, and 
slowly but surely, the GOP. 

The two potentially landmark cases 
in what has been described as the civil 
rights movement of our time reached 
the Supreme Court of the United States 

in March 2013. The Court will rule on 
the constitutionality of two controversial 
cases: The Defence of Marriage Act, 
a federal law signed in 1996 defining 
marriage as a union between opposite 
sexes, and Proposition 8, California’s 
2008 ban on same-sex marriages. 
The ruling may result in a number of 
directions, the most optimistic of which 
would end the debate for good and allow 
same-sex couples to marry in every 
state in the US. The arguments from the 
opponents have relied on positions such 
as the reluctance to change the traditional 
definition of marriage stated in the Bible 
and the more secular arguments such 
as the possible disadvantages of being 
raised by single-sex parents as suggested 
by Justice Scalia. The arguments based 
on Biblical verses are beginning to lose 
their significance by the minute, and the 
secular case against marriage equality is 
hardly sturdy. The particular argument 
by Justice Scalia, for instance, is not 
only ill-informed, but also out of touch 
with the current academic research. Both 
the American Psychological Association 
and the American Academy of Pediatrics 

have found no correlation whatsoever 
between a child’s well-being and the 
sexual orientation of the parents.3,4   The 
Democrats have vociferously supported 
marriage equality during the court 
hearings, but the GOP remains somewhat 
quiet in the face of the surprisingly 
fragile arguments on the side of 
traditional marriage proponents and the 
sudden shift in public opinion. Fawning 
on the white Christian demographic has 
proved disastrous for the GOP in the 
progressively secularising and more 
religiously diverse United States of the 
2010’s. However, the GOP is willing to 
do whatever it takes to prevent another 
embarrassing loss at a presidential 
election. 

The Pew Research Center reported 
in 2012 that one in five American 
adults, including one in three adults 
under 30, did not identify with any 
religion.5  Religious disaffiliation is at 
an unparalleled high in the United States 
and around the world. Particularly higher 
statistical percentages are reported from 
the Nordic European States like Sweden 
and Finland, where only around 18-
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the battle over the definition of marriage.
33% of the population reported belief in 
God.6  Are we to conclude that the gay 
rights movement caused secularisation? 
Certainly not, as correlation is not to be 
confused with causality. Nevertheless, 
the two phenomena are without a 
doubt interactive. For the purposes of 
sociological analysis, one can be better 
understood with reference to the other. A 
case in point is Finland, the last Northern 
European battleground state for gay 
rights. In 2010, following the airing of 
“Homoilta: Gay Evening,” a one-off talk 
show themed around the rights of the 
LGBT community featuring religious 
authorities, politicians and laypeople, 
several daily and annual records were 
broken in the number of resignations 
from the Finnish Evangelic Lutheran 
Church. The talk show was recognised 
with the journalistic award of the year. 
The following year, during the formation 
of the sitting government, the Christian 
Democrats successfully negotiated 
the exclusion of marriage equality and 
LGBT adoption rights from discussion 
in the government until the next election 
in 2015. Their argument is popularly 
summarised by the saying “Adam and 
Eve, not Adam and Steve.” The event 
went by with little media coverage until 
a couple of years later. In 2013, after a 
citizens’ petition campaign for marriage 
equality, I Do 2013 was launched in 
Finland as a response to the conservative 
parties’ unwavering position on marriage 
equality. Once opened on March 19th, 
the required 50,000 signatures were 
collected within the first hours of the 
campaign – a never before seen speed 
and support for a social cause in an 
otherwise steady social democracy with 
a population rarely enthusiastic over 
a political cause. No guarantee of the 
petition to turn into legislative effort 
can be given, but the tide has already 
swept, and the legalisation of same-
sex marriage appears to be nothing but 
a matter of time in Finland. While this 
chain of events by no means implies 
losing one’s religion due to support of 

marriage equality, it certainly suggests 
dissatisfaction with the church’s and the 
conservative parties’ determination to 
remain unaffected in the face of social 
change.

The case of the United States’ 
conservative party’s anti-gay rhetoric, 
grounded in fundamentalist interpretation 
of Christian dogma, is parallel to the 
Finnish conservatives. This debate is 
blazing in nations across continents. 
While the legal details of each country 
differ from one another, the opponents 
of marriage equality invariably share a 
common characteristic: a strong belief in 
God. Correspondingly, in the UK, where 
the prime minister has promised in 2013 
to move ahead with plans to legalise 
same-sex marriage, the primary concern 
with the issue is the demolition of 
traditional marriage as it was intended by 
God. The most far-right members of the 
American Republican Party who oppose 
marriage equality are also essentially the 
same crowd, insisting on the inclusion 
of creationism and not evolution into 
the educational curriculum. The base of 
each of these parties is, to put it bluntly, 
a dying demographic with a mean age 
much higher than the supporters of 
middle and left parties in each country. 
Adding to the effect, the conservative 
parties are also rapidly losing the support 
of younger voters.

While the time of Christianity is 
not over, the Biblical doctrine has 
simply lost its legal significance in the 
debate on marriage equality. In a non-
theocracy the answer to the question of 
whether or not the dogma of one religion 
should apply to all citizens under the 
law appears obvious, especially to the 
socially liberal and educated younger 
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Demographics’ in Pew     Research Center for People and the Press, 
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generations. With the Bible out of 
the equation, the case against LGBT 
rights seems to be crumbling down. 
The younger generations of peaceful 
democracies now experience the church 
increasingly as a hostile promoter of 
inequality and discrimination. The 
message of compassion and the golden 
rule have gotten lost somewhere in the 
midst of slogans such as “God Hates 
Fags” and “Homo-sex is a threat to 
national security.” What is the church 
to do about it? Resistance to change 
is, after all, the trademark of religious 
authorities. Whether it pleases the 
religious leaders or not, even the present 
US Supreme Court and other national 
legislative authorities recognise that 
laws ought to be justified by something a 
bit more coherent than bigotry and habit. 
It is evident that the United States has 
changed when the infamous American 
TV-show host and political pundit Bill 
O’Reilly, known as the crusader of 
conservative morals, has admitted that 
the compelling argument is on the side 
of the proponents of marriage equality. 

The question we ought to be asking is 
not whether nationwide marriage equality 
legislation in the US, Finland and other 
democracies will pass, but when will it 
pass. The religious institutions and their 
anti-gay proponents world-wide may 
carry on praying the gay away, but the 
legislative developments of 2013 and 
prior mark the beginning of the end for 
state-sponsored discrimination of LGBT 
individuals and families. Though the 
battles on either side of the Atlantic are 
not over, the war over LGBT rights is 
already won. 
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Brazil’s long history of unequal land 
and income distribution combined 

with extremely rapid urbanization has 
led to the unique urban phenomena 
known as the favelas.1 In Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil’s second largest city, 22 percent 
of its 6.3 million citizens live in favelas.2  
With the upcoming events of the World 
Cup in 2014 and the Olympics in 2016, 
the government will have an unprec-
edented opportunity to incorporate the 
favelas and their residents into the plans 
for Rio’s future. Yet despite the new pro-
jects and push for urban development in 
the city, the government continues to ex-
clude the favela residents through evic-
tions and demolitions of their commu-
nities, and risks aggravating an already 
detrimental social situation. 

The favelas were never considered by 
the government to be official communi-

ties. They were “aberrations” and a dan-
ger to the health of their residents and 
the rest of the city.3 The government took 
serious measures in the 1940s when the 
City Hall moved favela residents to “pro-
letariat parks” in which they instituted 
curfews and required residents to carry 
identity cards. During this period, there 
was growing resentment from the upper 
classes toward the fact that their taxes 
were paying for the poor’s housing and 
living conditions.4 These feelings of dis-
connect remained, and failed to generate 
much support for future governmental 
attempts to improve living conditions, 
such as government programs Operação 
Mutirão in the 1960s and Favela-Bairro 
in the 1980s. Furthermore, the increas-
ing severity of drug trafficking and arms 
dealing greatly increased people’s reluc-
tance towards the continued existence of 
the favelas.5 Only in the last few years 
have attitudes begun to change thanks 
to the expulsion of drug traffickers and 
arms dealers through measures such 
as the Pacifying Police Units (UPPs): 
consistent, targeted municipal police 
programs. With more than 19 UPPs in-
stalled in over 71 communities in Rio, 

the elite have begun investing in prop-
erty, thanks to the increased security and 
stability.6

In spite of the urban development, ba-
sic services such as professional train-
ing, daycares, medical assistance, edu-
cational support, and adequate drainage 
systems are still lacking within the ma-
jority of the favelas. In a recent interview 
in The New York Times, Theresa Wil-
liamson, founder of the Rio non-profit 
Catalytic Communities, pointed out that 
if these services are strengthened, there 
is incredible potential in an alternative 
vision for the future of the favelas. She 
acknowledged that favelas are unregu-
lated and organically evolving areas, but 
also noted how each community has its 
own unique history and traits. If this is 
built upon, the diversity would make Rio 
one of the most culturally interesting and 
creative cities on the planet. At the same 

time, investment in the favelas 
would be a way to highlight the 
importance of grassroots devel-
opment and long-term sustain-
ability.7

Yet, instead of investing, as 
is ecessary, the government has 
decided to take a different route. 
In order to prepare for the World 
Cup and the Olympics, accord-
ing to the New York Times, “it 
is estimated that 170,000 peo-
ple will be displaced because 
of the mega-events”.8 In the last 
two years, Rio has already seen 
various forced evictions in the 

Rio’s new urban development: a  
Emma Platais  examines how Rio’s short-term urban
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sacrifice of equality and social rights
modernisation will exacerbate long-term social conflicts.

favelas of Metrô, Largo do Tanque, and 
Vila Autódromo in order to make room 
for various developments including the 
BRT Transcarioca, a new bus line to 
the Galeão International Airport. These 
favelas have survived for many years 
without the support of the government. 

They have implemented their own infra-
structure and have built a strong sense 
of community through hard work and 
dedication to helping one another. Most 
importantly, according to the 
Brazilian Constitution as well 
as the Municipal Law of Rio 
de Janeiro, residents have a 
right not be removed from 
their favela neighborhoods.9

Despite all of this, the gov-
ernment is paying little atten-
tion to the human and civil 
rights of the residents. In the 
case of evictions, residents 
are given minimal time to 

evacuate, are not given proper time to 
negotiate with the authorities, and are 
forced to accept extremely low com-
pensation prices as a result of stress and 
psychological bullying. One eviction 
victim, from the favela Largo do Tanque, 
recounted, “The City Hall supervisor, 
who was sent to help with the negotia-
tions, told us not to speak amongst our-
selves or seek legal advice; if we were to 
act otherwise, he would reduce our com-
pensation offers.” The rights of the fave-
la residents are being entirely ignored by 
the City Hall. The financial compensa-
tions of roughly R$7,000 (US$3,500) 
are not sufficient for residents to afford 
accommodation elsewhere in the city, 
forcing people to find housing in suburbs 
that are situated hours outside of Rio.10 

1 Informal Communities not regulated by the government. 
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favelas.> (Accessed March 20, 2013).
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Favelas Parte 1: 1897- 1988”.  Rio on Watch. Available at: < http://
rioonwatch.org.br/?p=4676> (Accessed March 22, 2013).
4 Osborn, Catherine. 2013a. “A Historia”.  Rio on Watch. 
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las Parte 2: Favela-Bairro (1988-2008)”. Rio on Watch. Available at: 
< http://rioonwatch.org.br/?p=5042> (Accessed March 21, 2013). 
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the-poor/46633> (Accessed March 20, 2013).
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riodejaneiro-rj/3613> (Accessed March 21, 2013)
10 Milton, Liane., Williamson, Theresa. 2013. “Largo do Tanque: 
Demolição (Imagens)”. Availble at: < http://rioonwatch.org.
br/?p=5096> (Accessed March 20, 2013).

The government is destroying historic 
communities, dispersing families, and 
distancing residents from their jobs, cre-
ating an economic and social crisis for 
people who are already among the most 
vulnerable in the city. 

The plans for urban development in 
Rio are devastating local communities 
in a way that is ruinous for the future 
of the city. The projects that are prepar-
ing the city for the mega-events will oc-
cupy the attention of the politicians for 
the near future, yet the problems of the 
city’s residents will cause further crises 
later on. The government should take 
this opportunity to improve the lives of 
22 percent of the city’s population, in-
stead of forcefully and illegally disrupt-
ing these strong communities. On the 
one hand, Rio is experiencing vast urban 
development that is opening up access 
to the city for foreigners and investors 
like never before. On the other hand, this 
development is failing to unite Rio in a 
way that could strengthen it, and will 
only result in rapidly increasing inequal-
ity and social tensions.

A portion of the information contrib-
uting to this article is based on an inter-
view with Theresa Williamson, founder 
and head of Catalytic Communities in 
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 

The photographs are courtesy of          
Liane Milton and RioOnWatch.org. 
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The endless cycle of summits, 
proposals, commitments, and treaties 

in the attempts of recent decades to 
implement sustainable development may 
appear inconsequential in light of the 
seemingly universal consumerism that has 
enveloped our planet.

Hitherto, international forums such as 
the Rio Earth Summits and G8 meetings 
have developed an inherent problem in 
overseeing the implementation of a 
comprehensive framework for sustainable 
development and climate change 
mitigation: disagreements over the 
proportionate division of responsibility 
between the developed and developing 
countries. Developing nations are adamant 
that the over-consumption and 
industrialisation in developed nations over 
the past century, compared to the extremely 
modest carbon emissions of developing 

nations, make developed countries almost 
entirely accountable for climate change 
and thus responsible for its mitigation. 
Conversely, the majority of developed 
nations – whether in an honest effort to 
prevent the replication of  their past 
developmental mistakes, or indeed in an 
attempt to protect their own interests and 
sustain blind economic growth – is urging 
the developing world to take charge in the 
practical mitigation of climate change.

In early April the UN group of the 49 least 
developed countries (LDC) committed to 
the reduction of domestic greenhouse gas 
emissions through National Appropriate 
Mitigation Actions (NAMAs).1 Although 
binding decisions are yet to be agreed 

Sarah Werner

upon, this move represents a major stride 
in international climate change mitigation. 

The LDC group was established as the 
UN representative body of nations with an 
annual GDP per capita of less than $900. 
These nations comprise 12% of the global 
population yet hold only 1% of global 
wealth.2 Moreover, they are among the 
lowest per capita greenhouse gas emitters 
on the planet - compare the 0.17 tonnes 
CO2e of the Democratic Republic of 
Congo with the global average of 6 tonnes 
CO2e – and have low adaptive capacity 
to natural disasters exacerbated by 
climate change, mainly due to low levels 
of political development, technological 
infrastructure, and financial capital.3

Thus, the nations least responsible for, 
and most affected by, climate change are 
tackling its mitigation despite on-going 
struggles with issues of human welfare 
such as overpopulation, poor nutrition 
and sanitation, and lack of potable 
water, among other issues. This may be 
considered nonsensical in light of the 
reluctance of advanced developed nations 
such as the United States, Canada, and 
Japan to engage with the mechanisms of 
sustainable development outlined by the 
Kyoto Protocol in favour of sustaining 
economic growth.4 But LDCs are faced 
with a desperate dilemma: if they do 
not attempt set a precedent through the 
practical mitigation of climate change, it 
will be too late; and the consequences of 
this will be felt most harshly by the LDCs 
themselves – not by the comfortably 
advanced, developed nations of the West.

The dilemma of prioritising climate 
change mitigation versus poverty 
alleviation is not a new one, and 
widespread debate on the subject has 
surfaced in recent decades.5 However, 
Prakash Mathema, chairman of the LDC 
group, believes that “responses to climate 
change should not be seen as the problem, 
but part of the solution.”6

If climate change mitigation and 
development of adaptive strategies are 
delayed, the eventual consequences of 
climate change will only exacerbate 
poverty levels in LDCs; low agricultural 
outputs due to drought, salinity, and 

flooding may limit livelihood options and 
increase vulnerability. At present LDCs 
are heavily reliant on foreign aid, largely 
through the Least Developed Country 
Fund and Special Climate Change Fund 
established in the aftermath of the initial 
Rio Earth Summit of 1992.7 Over-reliance 
on aid is not a sustainable mechanism of 
long-term development.

By investing in renewable energy 
technology as a means of climate change 
mitigation, LDCs have an opportunity 
to leapfrog the more environmentally-
costly interim stages of carbon-intensive 
industries that the historic model of 
development so desperately required. 
Moreover, as this approach is increasingly 
supported by donors with the promise of 
‘climate finance’, this could provide them 
with opportunities to access financial 
support for developing and implementing 
a stable internal economy,8 as well as a 
potential route out of aid-dependence. 

The ‘follow us’ attitude of the LDC 
group is encouraging. But as greenhouse 
gas reduction potential in LDCs is limited 
by low initial emissions,9 the attempt is 
ultimately meaningless unless supported 
by change in consumption patterns and 
active policy-making in the Western 
world. 

Perhaps the determination of the least 
prosperous among us can trigger the 
replacement of the empty rhetoric of past 
sustainable development forums with 
quantifiable change and the enhancement 
of both domestic and international policy, 
such as the degradation of inflated fossil 
fuel subsidies. The future development 
of the LDCs should be viewed as an 
opportunity to utilise the knowledge 
acquired from the past mistakes of 
developed nations.

 Assumption of Responsibility
Robbie McKenzie assesses the role of the LDCs in climate change mitigation.
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The EU and Sustainable Goals
What does sustainable development mean in EU law? by Maksym Beznosiuk.

The Brundtland Report, published in 
1987 by the United Nations World 

Commission on Environment and 
Development, has had an enormous impact 
on international, domestic, and especially 
EU law.1 The Earth Summits of 1992 and 
2002, in Rio de Janeiro and Johannesburg, 
respectively, have also affected the 
trajectory of EU development policy. But 
it was only a decade after the Brundtland 
Report that the European Community 
incorporated sustainable development into 
law through the Treaty of Amsterdam’s2  
principle of “balanced and sustainable 
development.” 

In 2000, the Lisbon European Council 
set a very important goal for the EU: “to 
become the most competitive and dynamic 
knowledge-based economy in the world 
capable of sustainable economic growth 
with more and better jobs and greater social 
cohesion.”3 In Gothenburg in 2001, the 
first EU sustainable development strategy 
(SDS) was launched by the Gothenburg 
European Council. It focused on policy 
measures and objectives aimed at tackling 

a broad range of unsustainable trends, and 
provided a new approach to policy-making 
which ensures that the EU’s economic, 
social and environmental policies reinforce 
one another.4,5 This SDS added a third, 
environmental dimension to the Lisbon 
Strategy of economic and social renewal.6 

The renewed 2006 EU SDS focused on the 

main threats to sustainable development 
and suggested a range of steps that could 
help address these challenges with a view 
to ensuring environmental protection, 
prosperity, and social cohesion. The main 
body of the Strategy is concentrated on 

several key challenges: climate change 
and clean energy, sustainable transport, 
sustainable consumption and production, 
conservation and management of natural 
resources, public health, social inclusion, 
demography and migration, global poverty, 
and sustainable development challenges.7 
Some experts argue, however, that most of 
the EU’s legislation and policy since 2006 
has been ‘business as usual’, and that the 
good ideas of the 2006 SDS have not been 
put into practice.

It is important to stress that a broad 
range of secondary legislation issued as 
Directives to Member States has also 
incorporated the principle of sustainable 
development. For instance, the Water 
Framework Directive incorporates the 
‘river basin approach’ to environmental 
water management and attempts to 
integrate a multi-sided sustainable 
development approach in its structure.”8

European Court of Justice (ECJ) 
commentary on sustainable development 
is vague. This might be because the exact 
meaning of sustainable development is 
uncertain and political.9 For example, in 
a case concerning the legal value of the 
fifth Environmental Action Programme 
(EPA) entitled ‘Towards Sustainability’, 
the ECJ merely asserted that the EPA 
was not legally binding, “failing to 
explain how the objective of a high 
level of environmental protection can 
contribute to operationalising sustainable 
development.”10

In case C-371/98 concerning protection 
of nature, Advocate General Léger 

underlined that sustainable development 
does not mean that environmental 
interests should prevail necessarily 
and systematically over other interests 
protected by other policies of the EU, but 
that it emphasises the necessary balance 
between various interests that sometimes 
clash, but which must be reconciled.11 12

It is also necessary to note that “the ECJ 
has not shied from discussing sustainable 
development principles in its decisions.”13 

For instance, the principle of assuring a 
high level of environmental protection is 
the most integral to the implementation of 
sustainable development in the EU. This 
was clearly demonstrated in the Danish 
Bottles Case.14

Despite some achievements in 
implementing sustainable development 
strategies, unsustainable trends persist in 
the EU. The EU needs more integrated 
climate and energy policy, and an 
integrated approach to the sustainable 
management of natural resources. 
Member states should make every effort 
to implement EU goals that relate to the 
protection of biodiversity, ecosystem 
services, and sustainable production and 
consumption. The last three elements are 
among the main drivers for achieving 
objectives under both the SDS and the 
Lisbon strategy. Unfortunately, for the 
last 10 years, most of the European 
Union’s legislation and policy followed 
the principle of “business as usual”. 
Hence, It is high time not only to elaborate 
new strategies and regulations but also 
to effectively and efficiently implement 
them in practice. 
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“For the last ten years, most 
of the European Union’s 
legislation has followed 
the ‘business as usual’ 

principle.”
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Kenyatta’s victory was largely due to his 
success in cultivating tribal loyalty and 
alliances, or at least in having more alli-
ances than Mr. Odinga was able to secure. 
Voters tend to align themselves according 
to tribal identities, rather than consider-
ing the political agendas of candidates. 
John Githongo, a leading anti-corruption 
campaigner, says the election failed as a 
nation-building event.3 In fact, the elec-
tion might have even further segmented 
Kenya along tribal lines; post-election 
inter-tribal tension has erupted over many 
social media platforms with voters “spit-
ting ethnic vitriol at each other”.4 Though 
tribal aggression has remained verbal for 
the time being, Mr. Kenyatta’s strategy in 
appointing cabinet members could poten-
tially aggravate tribal grievances over land 
and politics. A cabinet organized to reflect 

Kenya’s ethnic diversity might provoke 
those loyal to Kenyatta while a cabinet de-
signed to favor the president’s tribe might 
incite resistance from competing tribes. 

In the past twenty years, Kenya has en-
dured intervals of corruption and violence 
that have undermined its potential as an in-
ternationally recognized democracy.

Mr. Uhuru Kenyatta will be the first 
president to stand trial at The Hague for 
crimes against humanity. While Kenyatta 
firmly denies the International Criminal 
Court’s (ICC) accusations, he has agreed 
to comply with their orders.5 His indict-
ment refers to the violence that erupted af-
ter opposition leader Raila Odinga accused 
incumbent President Mwai Kibaki, whom 
Kenyatta firmly supported, of meddling 
with election results. Kenyatta allegedly 
organized the killing of over 1,100 oppo-
sition supporters. The ensuing violence on 

behalf of both politicians and citizens alike 
reveals a gaping hole in Kenya’s democrat-
ic process. Ethnic and tribal alliances at the 
top tiers of government too often define 
and supersede political activity, stunting 
the social and political development that 
would foster more robust objectivity and 
fairness in Kenyan politics. The internali-
zation of core democratic principles and 
values must precede democratic processes 
and structures. This is not to say that Kenya 
has a culture of violence. Rather, the lack 
of political accountability leaves citizens 
without a reliable and legitimate channel 
through which they know their voices will 
be heard and the issues arising from multi-
party disagreement, resolved.

Despite this, Kenyans have shown great 
commitment to the political processes 
of their country and are eager to partake 
in political discourse and development.  
However, the deficiency of instruments in 
place to enable voter participation threat-
ens to discourage their political fervor. Vot-
ers reported a variety of technical glitches: 
electronic biometric voter ID systems had 
failed, or the laptops running them had 
run out of power.6 Technical errors ensued 
after voting when polling officers set out 
to count ballots through a special mobile 
phone application that sent the preliminary 
results to the national tallying center. After 
resorting to tallying ballots by hand, results 
were released several days later, although 
voters had been promised preliminary re-
sults within 48 hours of polls closing.7

Kenya is “keen to redeem its image in 
the international community”8 as a legiti-
mate and growing modern democracy. As 
in many other developing countries, the 
spirit of democracy is present. People 
are eager to voice their opinions, but the 
Western-inspired institutional framework 
installed to enable them to do so does not 
seem to fit.
1Brownsell, J. (2013) Confusion swirls over Kenya vote count. Al Ja-
zeera, [online] 6 March. Available at: http://www.aljazeera.com/news/afri-
ca/2013/03/201336202428235644.html.
2Gatehouse, G. (2013) Uhuru Kenyatta sworn in as Kenyan president. BBC, [online] 9 
April. Available at: http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-africa-22074481.
3Brownsell , J. (2013) Kenya vote battle heads to the courts. Al Jazeera, 
[online] 16 March. Available at: http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/featur
es/2013/03/2013314163421228946.html.
4(2013) Will the new centre hold?. The Economist , [online] 6 April. Available at: http://
www.economist.com/news/middle-east-and-africa/21575775-uhuru-kenyatta-below-
comes-power-wave-cautious-optimism-he-must.
 5Hatcher, J. (2013) Kenyatta inauguration to go ahead despite crimes against humanity 
charges. The Guardian , [online] 8 April. Available at: http://www.guardian.co.uk/
world/2013/apr/08/kenyatta-inauguration-war-crimes-charges.
6Brownsell, J. (2013) 
7Brownsell, J. (2013)
8Gatehouse, G. (2013)

More than 11 million citizens turned 
up to cast their votes in Kenyan’s 

fourth democratic election, reportedly the 
greatest turnout the budding democracy 
has ever garnered. 

Hold the applause: over 330,000, or 
6 percent, of these ballots were rejected 
due to mechanical errors and technicali-
ties. In addition to this, Kenya’s Election 
Observers Group (ELOG) reported that 
in 15.2 percent of polling places, people 
who were not registered on the electoral 
roll were nonetheless allowed to vote, and 
in 17.6 percent, voter confidentiality was 
violated.1 The remaining votes elected to 
the presidency Mr. Uhuru Kenyatta of the 
National Alliance Party by a slim majority 
of 50.07%.2 His inaugural ceremony took 
place in Nairobi on 9 April in front of more 
than 60,000 eager Kenyans assembled 
from all across the country to support the 
new president and to celebrate the success 
of their democracy. 

Indeed, Kenya has much to be proud 
of; it picked up on the ‘liberal democracy’ 
trend years before most other non-Western 
nations did. Already equipped with a con-
stitution and a presidency, Kenya took its 
first steps towards becoming fully demo-
cratic in 1992 through the establishment 
of a multi-party system with a bicameral 
legislature, and regular elections. Struc-
tures and institutions essential to a repre-
sentative state helped Kenya to develop 
politically at a faster rate than many of its 
neighbours. The country closely followed 
the Western manual in assembling the nec-
essary institutional structures to support 
a democracy—but, like many developing 
countries eager to follow the footsteps laid 
out by the long-established democratic 
states of the West, it appears to lack the 
ideological and cultural foundation to en-
sure a stable and accountable government. 
Herein lies an example of political devel-
opment held back by long-held ideologi-
cal norms, formulated over centuries of 
national and regional history.

Changing the fundamental ideology of a 
society is made especially difficult in so-
cieties, like Kenya, that firmly retain their 
unique traditions and history. Tribalism re-
mains deeply embedded in Kenyan culture 
and heavily influences political affairs. Mr 

Making the Shoe Fit 
Milena Aksentijevich on Kenya’s long and hard path to realising democracy.
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