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Welcome to the fifth year of Leviathan!

It is with tremendous gratitude and pride that I present to you the first instalment of this volume. 
Five years amounts to an anniversary, and I knew that the theme of this issue had to reflect that.

Whether in the offices of Edinburgh academics, in the halls of Westminster, or in Wall Street 
boardrooms, leaders in all fields are fascinated, sometimes obsessed, with power. But that fascination 
is not only limited to those at the top. It permeates popular culture, and we can see it in ourselves as 
we root for our favourite power-hungry characters in Game of Thrones and House of Cards.

The latter series is delightfully and disturbingly sinister, depicting a person who, like the rulers in 
Orwell’s 1984, seeks power not for ‘wealth or luxury or long life or happiness’ but for its own sake. 
Frank Underwood assures us that ‘power is the old stone building that stands for centuries.’ But does 
the murderous anti-hero delude himself, like the mighty king of kings in Shelley’s Ozymandias?  
Perhaps power is just a house of cards.

And though it’s true that even the greatest empires crumble and fall, some power structures remain 
unbending. The world over, the fight against the tyranny of oppressive ideology has seen varying 
degrees of success. The crimes perpetrated by ISIS and Boko Haram, the introduction of harsh anti-gay 
legislation in Russia and parts of Africa, and the continuing failure to liberate and empower women 
demonstrate that the battle between liberalism and bigotry is not over, and progress not inevitable.

For this issue, we asked Leviathan contributors to research the lives and careers of people representing 
each of the regions we cover, plus, on popular demand, the international Christine Lagarde. The seven 
powerful individuals profiled herein are leaders and innovators in the fields of politics, business, 
finance, literature, and information wars. Some are heroes, some are villains, and some have yet to 
show their true colours, but all have shaped the fate of their region and the world.

We are happy to welcome for the first time Prof. Tao Xie of Beijing Foreign Studies University. 
His account of China’s pursuit of soft power provides us with a captivating insight into the subject. 
Meanwhile, University of Edinburgh graduate and EUSA President Briana Pegado reflects on power 
dynamics and the stories we tell in ‘Understanding Power’. Some of the best, and at times poignant, 
student writing we have hosted can be found in ‘Reconceptualising Power’ by Iqan Fadaei and ‘Another 
Country: Power in Northern Ireland’ by David Kelly.

Leviathan has come a long way in five years, and honourable mentions are in order for the journal’s 
trailblazing alumni. In particular, I would like to recognise my predecessors Maxwell Greenberg, 
Natasha Turak, and former creative director Adrie Smith as individuals who continue to inspire our 
work today.

The painting chosen for the front cover of this issue is The Victory of Lord Duncan by John Singleton 
Copley. It is on display in the Scottish National Gallery and depicts a moment in the aftermath of the 
Battle of Camperdown, one of the most significant naval victories in history. The leader of the Dutch 
forces offers his sword in a display of defeat, but Admiral Adam Duncan refuses, saying only ‘I would 
much rather take a brave man’s hand than his sword.’ Gentlemanly, merciful, and indeed most British. 
The gallantry, however, is made less charming by the striking presence of a burning ship, a reminder 
that however courteous the facade, this handover of power was brought about through brute force 
and imperial might.

Perhaps unsurprisingly, considering the subject matter, Leviathan received a record number of 
submissions, making this the largest issue yet. Regrettably, we could not accommodate all articles in 
the printed version. We would like to thank all our contributors and encourage them to submit again 
for the February 2015 issue Borders.

Leviathan’s Power issue was brought into existence by a dedicated staff of twenty, who, between 
them, are gaining expertise in ten fields of study, speak fifteen languages, and have lived in twenty-five 
different countries. I would like to thank the Leviathan team, the PIR Society leadership, and the PIR 
Department at Edinburgh University for their wonderful work and support. 

It is my first issue as Editor in Chief, and I can genuinely say that this product is a work of love. It 
sometimes feels impossible to be creative or to pay attention to detail when one is bogged down with 
the many managerial concerns that come with running an organisation. This is why, in addition to 
everyone else on the team, I would like to extend special gratitude to Deputy Editor in Chief Lene 
Kirstine Korseberg, Chief of Production Jessica Killeen, and Fundraising Director Juliana Fentress. 
The journal could not have met the standards of quality, integrity, and professionalism expected of it 
without their work and ideas.

We hope that you find the finished product worthwhile and thought-provoking.

Sincerely,

Marko John Supronyuk
Editor in Chief
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veterans to their ‘brothers’ in Iraq and Afghanistan.
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5

Power  Leviathan

Abe doubled down on an aggressive monetary easing programme, hoping to 
bolster a stagnant Japanese economy and fend off any political competition in the 
upcoming election cycle.  In each of these contests, it is not wholly clear who will 
emerge as the victor. Yet, the intensity of these battles for power reflects the growing 
importance of Asia as a center of global economic growth and military power. 

Although it is impossible to know the future, it is possible to formulate the 
questions that will define it. The struggle for dominance in Asia between the U.S. 
and China will be defined by both nations’ ability to project economic and military 
influence, thereby gaining access to many of the globe’s most dynamic economies. 
Similarly, as sustained economic growth brings greater affluence, the longevity of 
many of Asia’s political leaders will be determined by their ability to incorporate 
the interests of newly empowered social groups into fragile political structures. 
Whatever the answers to these questions may be, they will not be simple, and they 
will not come quietly.

Hallam Tuck

In the recent history of the Asia-Pacific 
region, there has been no shortage of 
power struggles. As China’s economic 
power has grown, its political leaders have 

been increasingly willing to assert regional 
diplomatic influence and develop a sphere 

of influence outside of Western control. In 
Hong Kong, Joshua Wong and the Occupy 

Central Movement presented the 
strongest popular challenge to Beijing’s 
authority in decades.  In Indonesia, 
Joko Widodo won a heavily contested 

presidential election against establishment candidate 
Prabowo Subianto, and now faces an even tougher challenge 
in consolidating authority over splintered political factions 
in Indonesia’s House of Representatives.  In Japan, Shinzo 
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Zhang Xin: Bravely Building a New World in 
the world’s second largest economy

HANAKO SHIMADA
Zhang Xin is a self-made Chinese real estate 

mogul whose career has risen as fast as the Beijing 
skyline she so heavily influenced. Her success has 
not gone without recognition. Aside from receiving 
a number of awards for her contribution to Chinese 
architecture, she has been named by Forbes 
magazine as one of the ‘World’s Most Powerful 
Women’ year after year1  and, in 2009, the All-China 
Women’s Federation named her one of ‘China’s Top 
10 Career Women Role Models’.2 Today, thanks 
to her real estate company, SOHO China, her net 
worth is approximately £2.3 billion.3 Yet, her high 
net worth is far from being the true mark of her 
success. Rather, as someone whose extraordinary 
achievements have been built on skill, focus, and 

sheer determination, she is a symbol of China’s meteoric rise to global economic 
dominance. 

Zhang Xin was born into the Cultural Revolution to parents who had emigrated 
from Burma in the 1950s.4  Unfortunately, being intellectuals during the Cultural 
Revolution meant that they were enemies to Mao Zedong and, like many others, 
were forced to live on the outskirts of Beijing during his leadership.5 For Zhang 
Xin, this meant having to grow up in the harsh re-education camps, and when 
this hardship proved too much for her family and her parents separated, she and 
her mother moved back to Beijing where her mother worked as a translator.6 
Still, life was very difficult. Essentially homeless, Zhang Xin recalls sleeping on 
her mother’s desk at her office, using her dictionaries as pillows.7  If her sleep was 
far from comfortable, it was surely during those nights that she first dreamt of 
building herself a future at the centre of China’s physical transformation. 

Her formidable willpower and determination led to the decision to move to 
Hong Kong at the ripe age of 14.8 There, Zhang Xin worked in factories until the 
age of 20 when she finally saved up enough money to earn a passport and buy 
a one-way plane ticket to London.9 The breakthrough to Zhang Xin’s success 
came when she received scholarships and grants which allowed her to receive 
an undergraduate degree from the University of Sussex, and complete her 
postgraduate degree at the University of Cambridge.10  Her professional career 
started soon after graduating, when Goldman Sachs in New York offered her a 
position.11  Zhang Xin however, did not enjoy the world of investment banking, 
and was so disgusted by the attitudes of the rich towards the poor that she 
returned to China.12 Once back in Beijing, she met Pan Shiyi, a young idealist 
with a similar background, who was committed to liberalising China.13 Their 
combined vision resulted in the inception of the real estate development firm 
called SOHO China. The couple has been described by the Times of London as 
‘China’s most visible and flamboyant property tycoons’.14  

 A decade later, SOHO China had become one of the largest and most powerful 
real estate companies in the country, responsible for dozens of the largest 
properties in the heart of Shanghai and Beijing’s business districts.15  The couple 
worked extremely well together and managed to guide the company through the 
Asian financial crisis in 1997.16  When SOHO China went public, the company 
grew by more than 80 per cent annually and in 2012, its profits were £360 million.17 
In an interview with Forbes, Zhang Xin said her resilience and continuous drive 
stemmed from being born with passion and loving what she does.18 Now, she is 
driven by the excitement she feels when she turns her visions into a reality through 
creating buildings out of nothing.19 Furthermore, it is estimated that SOHO China 
has contributed to a fifth of Beijing’s Central Business District.20  Today, SOHO 
China’s buildings amount to a total of 20 million square feet of office, commercial, 
and residential space.21  

The power couple understands the crucial role education plays in transforming 
one’s life thanks to their time at university, and the opportunities that presented 
themselves upon graduation. As highly influential business magnates, Zhang 
Xin and her husband started the SOHO China Foundation in 2005, hoping to 
inspire students with the attitude that a good education is the foundation for 
success.22 The SOHO China Foundation aims to support education in China by 
giving financial aid scholarships to China’s brightest youths so that they too can 
be empowered by receiving the world’s best education.23 Zhang Xin’s belief in the 
powerful force of education is also apparent in her involvement with Teach for 
China, a non-profit organisation focused on eliminating the country’s educational 
inequality.24 Zhang’s story serves as an example to the millions of Chinese women 
who have the drive and tenacity to start their own enterprises in one of the world’s 
most significant markets.  

It is clear that Zhang Xin is not afraid to dream big. She is an ambitious visionary 
who has been one step ahead of the market during the last 25 years of Chinese 
economic expansion.25 Having faced hardships and immensely laborious working 
conditions before she could fulfil her ambitions, it is no wonder that her story 
and success make her a popular public figure in China - especially to those 
from similar backgrounds. According to Forbes’ ‘The World’s Richest Self-Made 
Women’ list, fewer than half of the women listed came from formally Maoist 
China, suggesting that the easing of state control of the economy created the 
right macro-environment for a generation of entrepreneurs to emerge.26 Being 
the daughter of intellectuals during the Cultural Revolution meant that she had 
to swim against a very strong current, but her determination and resilience has 
turned her into a big fish in a big pond. Her buildings are physical manifestations 
of her success and of her unique rags-to-riches story. Her dramatic achievements 
serve as a testament to China’s status as the new land of opportunity.

Hanako is a fourth year student of International Relations.

People Power In Communist China
VIKTORIA-LUISE KOCH examines  the continuities and differences between forms of Chinese popular protest.

The roots of protest in China lie deep within its history, ever since 
Mao’s Great Proletariat Protest that occurred from 1966 until Mao’s 
death in 1976.1  This fundamentally social movement sowed the 

seeds of the ideal of autonomy, that is, further involvement in the political 
process and future of their country, within the minds of the Chinese people.2 
Autonomy was also the defining ideal behind the Student Protest of 1989.3  
This movement was the first in the People’s Republic of China (PRC) to be 

driven by a request for reform within the government, which would 
allow the population to gain an identity beyond the state and the 
right to self-determination for civil society.4 Whereas need-based 
protest was not a novel idea in China, the 1989 protests featured 

structures unique to democratic forms of demonstration. The right to self-
organisation, a legal framework, non-violent activities as well as a broad 
public appeal were features that social movements had not adopted before.5 

Although those demonstrations represented a failure of the democratic 
movement within the country, since no forum for its proliferation was created, 
they did manage to shake the Communist regime by shifting primacy to the right of 
self-determination. This introduced one of the key aspects of democracy, namely, 
free speech into the heavily censured Communist arena.6 While the Student 
Protest of 1989 was a defining and dark chapter in Chinese history, the idea of 
protest was not new; China has a long history of public outcry, albeit within the 
boundaries of an authoritarian regime. Indeed, although some of these movements 
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have been influenced by the power wielding political elite, most of them 
represent genuine popular attempts to reshape the country’s political landscape.7

Protest is widely considered to be a sign of discontent and frustration 
among civil society towards the political elite of a country. However there are 
models8 recognising cases where protest might be tolerated by authoritarian 
governments in order to facilitate communication between the social strata 
and the political elite, therefore stabilising the authoritarian regime instead 
of damaging it. In one model, a case study of China and the various protests 
that have occurred over the last two decades was made.9 This model suggests 
that the communities are faced with three basic choices. They can either 
accept the status quo and live under the regime, try to overthrow it by protest 
(or more violent methods), or lastly, engage in protest of a loyalist kind.10

As opposed to the ideals brought forward by the Student Protests of 
1989, inspired by democratic governments, the authoritarian state does 
not have the system of feedback that the democratic states gain mainly 
through open elections and a free press. Political protests certainly do not 
have the power to change a country’s political axis. They are nonetheless a 
potent method for civil society to make its dissatisfaction public, and force 
the government to act accordingly, though the Chinese Communist Party 
(CCP) would likely only tolerate protests that do not challenge the system.

Loyalist protest has three features; first the demonstrations are rather 
restricted, involving only small groups of people rather than masses.11  Second, 
they do not seek to blow the protest out of proportion, so support is not 
sought outside of the immediate group.12  Finally ‘they are explicitly loyal in 
rhetoric’, meaning that they do not challenge the CCPs policies or their right to 
govern.13 Although it may seem illogical to stage a protest that does not have a 
broad platform or mass popular support, there are still good reasons to do so. 
Considering that the regime is in charge of setting the boundaries and ‘terms 
of engagements’ that society has to abide by, it is dangerous for protesters to 
stray from these terms. Additionally, the regime needs sources on the ground 
in order to maintain control of the public’s daily lives, which enhances the 
control mechanism of the Communist state. While China remains a prominent 

example when it comes to balancing the need for economic development 
against the continuing stability of the authoritarian regime, there are many 
instances of loyalist protest within less economically successful regimes. 
In Hosni Mubarak’s Egypt, for example, labour protests prior to the 2011 
revolution adopted a model of loyalist protest for some time, only addressing 
‘narrow economic issues’ instead of asking for more coordination between 
the different plants.14 Crucially, Mubarak reacted very similarly to the CCP.15  

Essentially, loyalist protest enables the government to recognise the troubled 
areas of society and concede to some of the protestors’ demands, without 
loosening the regime’s grip on political authority. It also helps to filter out 
corruption and maintain surveillance of party officials. It does, however, depend 
on the distinction between protest and revolt. Loyalist protest is a very low-
impact variant that is of little consequence for the regime, whereas the 1989 
protests were the first of their kind. They directly challenged the CCP’s right 
to govern, leading to a violent confrontation that left a scar in the cultural 
consciousness of the country and fear in the hearts and minds of its people.16 

Bearing that in mind, imagine how different Tiananmen would have been 
in today’s circumstances. With today’s technology, social movements are 
born with the touch of a button. Be it the Occupy Central movement, the 
Ferguson outrage, or the peaceful protests for a democratic Hong Kong, 
contemporary mass movements are born out of the ability that technology 
and democracy gives us to have a voice, an ability that does not exist within 
the Chinese system. An open press and censor-free Internet give the 
public the opportunity to engage in democracy, pressuring politicians and 
organisations into acting transparently. This gives all citizens the power to 
initiate a discussion and instigate change.  Yet, the CCP retains its legitimacy 
since it has managed to produce a flourishing economy, however unbalanced 
it may be. Whether the Chinese people like it or not, the system is unlikely to 
experience fundamental reform any time soon, no matter the amount of protest.

Viktoria-Luise is a first year student of International Relations.

Speak Softly and Carry a Large Bankroll
CAROLINA TOCZYCKA examines the challenges and successes in the growth of China’s global soft power.

Traditionally, power was tested in the context of military actions. 
Recently, however, Joseph S. Nye has famously argued that proof 
of power lies in the ability to influence people into changing 

their behaviour.1 The fundamental principle of what can be described 
as ‘soft power’ resides in exercising influence through persuasion rather 
than coercion. Effectiveness of persuasion derives from a contemporary 
understanding of a country’s attractiveness: diplomacy, government, business 
appeal, cultural output, education, and ideology are all crucial factors.   

According to the IMF, with an adjusted GDP of $17.6 trillion, China 
recently emerged as the world’s single largest economy, overtaking a title 
the US has been proudly crowned with for the last 142 years.2 This figure 
represents GDP corrected for purchasing power parity, acknowledging 
lower costs of living in China and exchange rates to US dollars. The nominal 
Chinese GDP is a mere $10.4 trillion, however, and has not yet overtaken 
the US3. Nevertheless, China’s growth rates justify its re-emergence as the 
world biggest economy, as it was in the late 1870s4.  Current breath-taking 
economic results would suggest that the PRC should strive with unparalleled 
fervour to gain hegemonic power. The question in the pursuit of this soft 
power is to what extent China is successful at managing its global reputation.

Since 2013, ‘Community of Common Destiny’ has become a term Beijing is 
particularly keen on using when describing its relationship with neighbouring 
countries.5 During diplomatic visits to ASEAN member countries, Xi Jinping 
inspires neighbours with a vision of stable and unique cooperation, and it might 
seem that this program counterbalances the ‘return to Asia’ strategy implemented 
by Washington.6 After 2001, the region saw a major displacement of US economic 
and military influence from Southeast Asia to the Middle East, following the 
wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. Moreover, Chinese financial strength makes 
it a powerful creditor to the developing countries. During the 2008 financial 
crisis, China provided a stimulus package of $586 billion7 to East and Southeast 
Asian countries, which helped to ameliorate the impact of the recession.

 In 2014, the official rise of Chinese defence spending is announced to rise 12.5 
per cent from last year, which amounts to only a third of the US military budget.8 
However, whereas Pentagon reports project flat or declining military spending 
over the next five years, China is undergoing a rapid naval modernisation, which 
is especially noticeable in the context of China’s actions in the South China Sea.9 
However, Xi Jinping’s policies reflect a deep understanding of changing patterns 
in world politics, from coercion to persuasion. A heightened interest in natural 
resources and territorial expansion on the Spratly islands might serve as basis to 
perceiving China as a potential military aggressor. However, its subtle policies 
focus on projecting a softer image – China refers to historical legacy, which 

suggests a national unity of the mainland with the islands.10 To some, it inspires 
warm attitudes towards the Middle Kingdom and equips it with a larger leeway 
to achieve its regional goals. Smaller powers like Taiwan may show resistance 
to accepting the tacit establishment of China’s supremacy over the region but 
their economic interdependence with China keeps revolt highly improbable.11 

One might argue that before achieving the status of a global hegemonic supremacy, 
China ought to cure the sick man that is its mainland. The problem resides in the 
fact that, in a country of its size and with such population heterogeneity, every 
sign of progress is diluted while every problem magnifies a thousand times over. 
Recent protests in Hong Kong destabilised China’s authority on the island, but it is 
unlikely that they will have long-term effects on Beijing’s political control, as Hong 
Kong remains a business city dependent on its financial dealings with China.12 

The economic stability that is ensured through close bilateral trade with 
the mainland, amounting to 45.6 per cent of Hong Kong domestic exports,13 
still outweighs autonomy claims by a minority of Hong Kong citizens. As 
perceived through the Western perspective, protests exposed human rights 
infringements.14 Yet, the authority of the Chinese government remains 
unquestionable, and its partnership with Russia remains strong. Both countries 
have become more assertive in national claims and further strengthened their 
United Nations coalition by signing a US $400 billion gas pipeline deal.15 

A soft power ‘charm offensive’ is a term often used about China’s financial 
activities on the African continent – the overall figure amounts to $40 billion in 
Foreign Direct Investments.16 It is possible that China is losing the comparative 
advantage of its cheap labour force: creating infrastructure in Africa and exploring 
human resources increases the efficiency and returns on capital employed. 
Sceptics see Chinese assertiveness as being fuelled by Beijing’s thirst for Africa’s 
natural resources and go as far as calling it Neo-Colonialism.17 However, locals 
admit that China is perceived as ‘a saviour, a partner, a model’, despite a certain 
discomfort felt in relation to the fact that China is filling managerial positions 
with Chinese officials rather than transmitting skills to locals.18 Moreover, China 
is once again seen as an alternative creditor, instead of the IMF or the World 
Bank.19 In this sense, soft power is exercised but hardly on a win-win basis. Last 
but not least, despite the common perception of China relying heavily on exports, 
developed nations are also very much influenced by China’s soft power. Over one 
third of Australian exports go to China, which caused former U.S. Secretary of 
State Hilary Clinton to suggest that Australia’s sovereignty is at risk if it does 
not diversify to leverage its dependence on China’s demand for coal.20  

At the same time, China wants to be perceived as a partner, not a 
sponsor or dictator. The emergence of Confucius institutes in over 100 
countries aims at engaging young people with Chinese history and raising 
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awareness about the culture centred on peace, balance and respect.21 While 
similar initiatives from the French, German, and Spanish governments seemed 
to work, China’s considerable spending on its cultural centres ($278 million in 
2013), seems to have provided poor returns.22 Cruel communist history under 
Mao, government-led media censorship, and a communist ideology that does 
not align with neoliberal capitalism drowns out positive soft-power vibes that 
the CCP tries to send through CCTV or English versions of China Daily.23 

In 2012, while Britain was rejoicing over topping the Monocle+ IFG 
annual ‘Global Soft Power’ ranking, China did not even make into the 
top 20.24  Monocle+ IFG observers seem not to rate China’s diplomatic 
and cultural efforts very highly.25 Perhaps, however, developing countries 

see China in a more positive light due to the fact that China has overcome 
many of the challenges facing still-developing nations. With a population of 
over one billion, China has a major opportunity to make gains through soft 
power on the African continent.26 Based on this evidence it could be argued 
that the future landscape of politics will be shaped by countries that now 
challenge the Western view. As western economies become less influential, 
emerging economies such as those on the African continent, India, and most 
importantly China will see enormous growth in their spheres of influence.

Carolina is a second year student of Business & Finance.

Yet the continent is still experiencing growing pains. While Nigeria is handling 
the Ebola crisis better than anywhere else, the threats posed by Boko Haram 
and other terrorist organisations in the northern part of the country have gone 
largely unaddressed. The richest man on the continent, who now is perceived as 
more powerful than any African Head of State, has begun to look beyond his 
own country, and has made it his sole responsibility to enhance the development 
of West Africa. On the Eastern Coast, despite recent successes, the international 
community at large—and especially the UN—continues to treat the African 
Union with a paternalist attitude, closely regulating its power and intervening on 
its behalf while foreign trawlers still exploit the Somali coastline, exacerbating an 
already growing piracy problem. 

The  struggle to acquire,maintain, and legitimise power in Africa has been an 
issue for centuries, and as people on the continent become ever more connected 
to the world, the challenges that accompany the struggle for power will only grow 
larger.

Nick Pugh 

 Perhaps nowhere else in the 
world has the changing nature of 
power been so diversely realised 
as in Africa. As the year draws 
to a close, the continent is racked 
by a dizzying array of conflicts, 
some decades old, others recent 
developments. The growing 
power of non-state actors, 
from terrorist organisations to 

influential individuals, has created enormous 
challenges while also providing the means to rectify 

new issues. 
This year, Africa has experienced both great successes and 

great failures; from the well-orchestrated containment of the Ebola virus in major 
Nigerian cities, to the success of the African Union in driving back Al-Shabbab 
in Somalia, the people and governments of Africa are rapidly making progress. 

Africa
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Aliko Dangote: What is Africa’s Greatest 
Personal Fortune Actually Worth?

In markets riddled with corruption, states 
reliant on informality, and industries built 
on lawlessness, the ancient adage that 

‘money is power’ can be personally exemplified 
by the systems’ most successful elites.  In 
Nigeria, the man who possesses the country’s 
greatest individual fortune may well hold a 
comparable wealth of influence across all facets 
of society—a society in which goods, services, 
loyalty, and permissions all have a price tag. 

The largely self-made manufacturing tycoon, 
Aliko Dangote, has a net worth estimated at 

$22.8 billion USD by Forbes and near-monopolies on several of the products 
vital to a hugely populated, developing nation.1 Cement, sugar, and flour all 
contributed to the growth of his 33-year-old company, Dangote Group, in its 
early years, and formed a financial foundation for recent expansions into other 
industries and other countries.2 Today, Aliko Dangote is not only the wealthiest 
man in the elite-controlled Nigeria; he is the wealthiest man in Africa. 

The story of his success is seen by many within Nigeria as a heroic endeavour—
entrepreneurship and ambition took a young Dangote from his hometown 
in the impoverished, northern Kano state to the grand office building in 
Lagos within the space of a few decades.3 Although his rags-to-riches story 
may be somewhat of a misconception—his family was one of the wealthiest 
in Northern Nigeria during his childhood—Dangote’s business acumen is 
undeniable, and necessarily matched by an impressive understanding of 
politics. How else might an up-and-coming commodities trader have navigated 
the chaos of successive military juntas throughout the 1980s and 90s? Although 
he often denies accusations of an inappropriate closeness to current and past 
ruling governments, undisguised campaign donations are supposedly often 
supplemented by informal dealings and reciprocated by national policy 
influence and certain industry protections.4 It is likely not a coincidence that 
numerous products, from bottled water to spaghetti, are placed on Nigeria’s 
import ban list while Dangote Group and its subsidiaries make a lucrative 
trade from such necessities.5 The prohibition on importing ‘bagged cement,’ 
for example, did not keep the company from making some of its greatest gains 
in the 1990s from the bagging and distribution of imported loose cement.6

While it is easy to deduce the possibility of backdoor dealing from Dangote’s 
success, few verifiable conclusions can be drawn. The difficulty of proving 
corruption is inherent to the act, and there is almost no evidence of any 
breaches of law by the Dangote Group available to the public (an American 
diplomatic briefing from 2005, recently made available on Wikileaks, seems 
to express frustration with this lack of any certifiably illegal actions).7 Indeed, 
Nigeria’s import bans have long been promoted by the current government 

under President Goodluck Jonathan as part of a general trend of 
increased economic protectionism, and as such may have influenced 
Dangote Group’s production focuses, rather than vice-versa.8 

While business on the continental scale requires varying degrees of political 
clout everywhere, it is somewhat surprising that Dangote’s personal interests 
seem limited to financial expansion, rarely pursuing influences on Nigeria’s 
government that do not serve to increase his fortune. As a native of the 
northern half of the country, ravaged by violence, disease, and poverty intensely 
disproportionate to the booming, urbanised South, a desire to equalise living 
standards and national power-sharing might be expected from the former 
region’s favourite son.9 In an interview with Al Jazeera earlier this year, he 
reiterated his long-time belief in investment as Nigeria’s—and Africa’s—best hope 
for development with an almost philanthropic attitude towards his commercial 
actions, claiming: ‘I think the country is much, much larger than my interests.’10 

It is in this same vein that Dangote explains his focus on commodity 
markets and production over the oil and gas sector. The business that has 
produced roughly 35 per cent of Nigeria’s GDP in recent years (and many 
of its millionaires and billionaires) was left completely untouched by the 
Dangote Group until plans to invest in a refinery were announced in April.11  
However, as noble as he makes the fair sale of food, clothing, and shelter out 
to be, critics claim that, at times, Dangote’s companies held monopolies 
on such products and have closely restricted market diversification and 
competition. In the 2005 American embassy report on his effect on Nigeria’s 
business environment, the author writes that, ‘we know the company at one 
time or another held the exclusive import rights in sugar, cement, and rice, 
using such advantages to do volume business and undercut competitors.’12 

Nevertheless, Dangote has brought a greater degree self-sustainability 
into Nigeria through domestic production. The monopoly on sugar 
imports mentioned above did sustain his sugar refinery (the first in the 
country) and accordingly lowered the product’s real cost to Nigerians.13  
Dangote’s latest project has a similar goal—to ‘eradicate’ reliance on 
oil and gas imports—for the sake of his country and his fortune.14 

Today, Dangote Group is far and away the largest business conglomerate on 
the African continent, looking to increase its geographic reach abroad. Cement 
plants are currently under construction from Senegal to Zambia, and previously 
announced intentions to build in Iraq and Myanmar are also developing.15 If 
this worldwide spread is realised, Aliko Dangote will become more than a just 
a commercial force within West Africa—he will be a singular, globalising link 
between his home region and the rest of the developing world. To what or to 
whom he will direct the accompanying influence can only be left to speculation. 

With every expansion, however, new enemies are made and new competition 
is aroused. The increasing prevalence of Chinese financing, manufacturing, 
and work-related immigration to Africa puts Dangote at odds with some of 
the most potent economic forces on the continent. Speaking to Al Jazeera, 
he acknowledged the volume of Chinese investment but also reiterated 
the popular complaint amongst Africans about the apparently short-
sighted commercial strategies of Chinese companies, worrying that they 
are little concerned with creating sustainable, domestic development.16 

JACK EVANS
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T he international community has closely watched Somalia’s first 
faltering steps out of the bracket of the failed state. The early and mid-
1960s saw such developments as independence and constitutional 

ratification by popular referendum. However, power struggles followed, 
characterising a long period of presidential assassination, military coup 
d’états, and inter-clan warfare.1  The UN-approved African Union (AU) 
response to this long-term instability is the African Union Mission 
in Somalia (AMISOM), made up of roughly 22,000 troops alongside 
humanitarian and police components.2

One of the primary tasks of this AMISOM force is combatting Somalia’s 
al-Shabaab organisation.3 Al-Shabaab is rigorously organised, and is 
broken down into two branches, one focused on advancing military aims 
and the other on law and order. A supreme Emir and his Shura council 
of ten members lead al-Shabaab. Within the organisation, the country is 
divided into distinct geographical units, each with an individual military 
commander. This design is meant to provide relative autonomy to each 
individual commander while ensuring that the organisation remains within 
the power of the Emir and his council.4 

Inter-clan violence proliferated in Somalia in the period leading up to Siad 
Barre’s regime, and from the collapse of this regime in 1991 until 2006 there 
was a period of complete instability and violence. Trapped between clan 
disputes that lacked clear motivations and the regular violation of human 
rights by U.S.-backed Ethiopian raids, the civilians of Somalia increasingly 
supported al-Shabaab, who provided them with a clear doctrine, social 
hierarchy and governing structure.5

Al-Shabaab and AMISOM are by no means the only two groups 
exerting influence in Somalian affairs. The UN and some of its most 
powerful members also have interests, or a lack thereof, that impact the 
efficacy of AMISOM in combatting al-Shabaab. This reflects a legacy of 
paternalism in UN decision-making regarding the AU that has chronically 
marginalized the interests of African States. Upon its inception, only four 
African countries were part of the UN.6 The impact of such lack of initial 
membership is evident in the power structures of the P5 and the General 
Assembly, as both exhibit glaring historical exclusion of African interest and 
representation. The current UN structure is consequently less calibrated to 
African inclusion, and may therefore potentially marginalize AU interests in 
peacekeeping operations.7 

The short history of the AU makes determining the success of the UN-AU 
relationship harder. The mandate of the AU in Darfur between 2004 and 
2007 was quite weak, effectively limited to monitoring ceasefire agreements. 
The Security Council further limited the range of responses available to 
the AU, exemplified in constraints such as restricting the mandate on the 
use of force to protecting civilians only ‘under imminent threat and in the 
immediate vicinity’.8  

As a result, the principle of human rights and, more importantly, the 
autonomy of the AU’s mission seemingly lost out to UN limitation. This 
is also to some extent reflected in the case of Burundi. To date, the African 
Union Mission in Burundi (AMIB) is the only operation both initiated and 
coordinated solely by AU member states. The mission in Burundi involved 
protecting the politicians returning to participate in the transitional 
government, facilitating the return of Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs), 

and demobilising former militias. AMIB is to a large extent considered an 
important precedent for the AU in terms of autonomy and self-reliance9.  
However, in spite of the success of the AU, the UN ultimately decided to 
replace the mission in Burundi.10 As such, and in light of past relations, 
it can be argued the UN acts mostly as an organisational and financial 
crutch to the AU, rather than assuming its usual role as a normative entity, 
largely capable of soft power. The question, then, is whether Burundi was a 
precursor to future AU legitimacy, or just another instance of the AU acting 
as a handmaid to the UN.

The same question can be asked of AMISOM and its fight against al-
Shabaab. Soon after al-Shabaab claimed responsibility for attacks in 
Kampala in 2010, the Ugandan president, along with other members of the 
AU, appealed to the UN for an expansion of the AMISOM mandate. Their 
call was for changing the character of the force from one of peacekeeping 
to one of peace-enforcement, in the hopes of addressing al-Shabaab more 
directly.11 However, the UN rejected this proposed change in the constitution 
of AMISOM, yet compromised by allowing the limited use of pre-emptive 
force.12 

It is currently unclear whether this relationship is beneficial or harmful to 
the common goals of the two institutions, and whether or not Al-Shabaab is 
benefitting from the dysfunctional red tape and influence of major powers. 
Similarly, the duration of the AMISOM presence in Somalia is entirely 
determined by the UN, which is a major issue. Although systems of regular 
renewal is in place, the legitimacy of AMISOM is entirely contingent on 
the willingness of UN powers to fund and further consider the operation.13 

Recent developments to the conflict have only perpetuated this 
relationship. Earlier this month, AMISOM forces entered, and reportedly 
gained full control, of Barawe, a port town southwest of Mogadishu. 
Strategically, this town was vital for al-Shabaab in transport of weapons and 
food. In order to strengthen the growing power of the Somali government, 
major media outlets described the capture of Barawe as a joint Somali and 
AMISOM effort.14  This raid marks a noteworthy development, as the town 
has been under al-Shabaab control for six years. 

However, despite such progress, sporadic attacks continue from al-Shabaab 
militants, involving improvised explosive devices on targeted government 
locations.15 Nevertheless, recent developments may herald a stronger, more 
independent AMISOM force. An increasingly plausible proposition is that 
AMISOM should become a defender of the international norms of human 
rights, similar to those set out in the United Nations Charter. With greater 
organisation and funding, one can only hope the AU will continue its 
current operations, though on a larger and more efficient scale. 

Although it requires an improvement of the diplomatic relations between 
the member states and better administrative running of the organisation 
in general, the AU has the opportunity to escape from underneath the 
imperious gaze of the self-interested powers in the UN. If so, it is possible 
that, in the next decade, the AU will not only replace the UN missions, but 
also see them through more efficiently and more effectively than the UN 
itself. 

Fathers and Friends
WILL O’SULLIVAN examines the United Nations-African Union relationship and its effect

 on the AU’s ability to combat al-Shabaab in Somalia.

Jack is a second year student of International Relations.

While few can claim this of the future-conscious approaches to growth that 
Dangote takes in his business ventures, criticisms of his wealth and power 
wielding remain. Most are based on suggestions of purchased government 
influence and ruthless, competition-crushing business ethics.17 As incongruous 
as such criticisms may be to his professed confidence in domestic improvement, 
there exist few visible cracks in Dangote’s self-created, positive public image. 
It is only on occasion that the wealthiest man in Africa even acknowledges 
the cutthroat, money and power-driven business environment in his country. 

Speaking to The Economist two years ago, Dangote admitted: ‘If you want to do 
business you have to foster a good relationship with the government of the day. 
If you don’t, how do you expect the government to listen to your complaints?’ 

With a trillion-Naira fortune in his pocket and influence 
across the developing world, it is likely that the Nigerian 
government, among others, listens to Aliko Dangote’s complaints.

The question of what it means to have power in both 
Europe and Russia has rarely been more pertinent than 
it is now. Perhaps power is best conceptualised through 
a punitive framework, exemplified by the sanctions 
levied against Russia following the Crimean crisis earlier 
this year. Or perhaps power is located in nationalist 
rhetoric, such as that expounded by Eurosceptic political 
movements, and exemplified by the burgeoning electoral 
successes of the UK Independence Party (UKIP), 

Mouvement pour la France, and Alternative fur Deutschland. 
Undeniably, it has been a tumultuous year for both Europe and Russia. 

The Crimean crisis has circumscribed relations between the EU and Russia 
as largely antagonistic, and amidst condemnation of the annexation of the 
Crimean peninsula and a subsequent flurry of sanctions emanating from the 
EU, relations have continued to become strained. Russia’s expulsion from the 
G8 in March 2014 symbolises what is rapidly being understood as a stand-off 
between East and West, reminiscent of Cold War era hostilities.1

Meanwhile, the nexus of relationships 
represented by the EU is finding itself 
increasingly susceptible to interrogation 
by political movements on the right of the 
ideological spectrum, serving to channel 
domestic focus onto the efficacy of 
European membership. The ostensibly 
pan-European trend of scepticism 
perhaps points towards an uncertain 
future for both supranational and 
intergovernmental co-operation within the 
EU. 

Ultimately, the question of how we might conceptualise power in an 
increasingly uncertain political climate remains an open one, and is situated at 
the fore of contemporary European thought.

Conor Penn
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Described as Russia’s ‘Chief Propagandist’ by 
The Economist,1 the first video result that a 
Google search returns for Dmitry Kiselyov 

is a fierce tirade against homosexuality. Kiselyov, 
in a severe tone, argues that ‘…to fine gays for “gay 
propaganda” is not enough. We must ban them 
from donations of blood and semen, and see their 
hearts after car accidents buried in the ground 
or incinerated,’2 all of which was received with 
widespread applause. The regression of Russian 
media to an era of state propaganda reminiscent of 
the Soviet Union is personified most flamboyantly 
by Kiselyov. 

Dmitry Kiselyov, 59, was born in Moscow during the heady days of the Cold 
War. In 1978, he graduated from the Norwegian branch of the Philological 
Faculty of Leningrad State University.3 From 1978 until 1989, he worked for 
Radio Moscow, the Soviet Union’s international news service, widely regarded 
as a propaganda mouthpiece, broadcasting in Polish and Norwegian.4 Since the 
fall of the Soviet Union, he has held a series of news commentator roles across 
Russian television media. In 2013, he was appointed by President Vladimir 
Putin as the inaugural head of the official Russian government international 
news agency, Rossiya Segodnya (RS).5 RS was formed by presidential decree 
from a merger of RIA Novosti, the former Russian state media agency well 
respected for its journalistic integrity, and the Voice of Russia, an international 
radio service. RS, according to the presidential decree founding it, is purposed 
with providing ‘information on Russian state policy and Russian life and 
society for audiences abroad.’6 The creation of RS was regarded by experts 
on Russia as a brazen attempt to consolidate the Kremlin’s political control 
over state owned media sources.7 By scuppering RIA Novosti, the previous 
last bastion of moderate liberalism in Russian media, Putin has made it 
virtually impossible for dissenters to benefit from a national media platform. 
The network Russia Today, a news-media organisation fairly well known in 
the West, was rebranded simply as its acronym, RT, in 2009, and is a separate 
organisation. While RT is nominally independent of the Russian state, RS and 
its head, purport no such independent-mindedness. 

Kiselyov attained national prominence presenting RS’s flagship weekly news 
programme. From this platform, he has vocally denounced the West, smeared 
Putin’s political opponents, actively promoted homophobia, and made 
comments denounced by Jewish groups as anti-Semitic. He is particularly 
outspoken about the West, and frequently alleges conspiracy against Russian 
interests. This should all be considered, Kiselyov argues, with the knowledge 
that ‘Russia is the only country on earth which can reduce the United States 
into radioactive dust.’ 8

Kiselyov first made a name for himself during Ukraine’s Orange Revolution, 
then working for a pro-government Ukrainian television channel. At that time 

too, he argued for Viktor Yanukovych’s right to govern after protests broke out 
against Yanukovych’s fraudulent election.9 He continued his pro-Yanukovych 
coverage at RS during the Maidan revolution. In his coverage of the protests, 
he placed the blame for the crisis squarely on the United States, specifically 
targeting Victoria Nuland, an Assistant Secretary of State, for encouraging 
violence and inciting revolution.10 He also described the association agreement 
between Ukraine and the EU, the issue that sparked the protests, as a nefarious 
plot by Sweden and Poland to seek revenge on the Ukrainians for their victory at 
the Battle of Poltava in 1709.11  

In response, the Ukrainian government has banned broadcasts of Rossiya 
1, the channel that broadcasts RS and its head, Kiselyov. In Crimea, during 
the Russian invasion, Rossiya 1 and several other Russian-language state 
dominated channels were the most widely viewed television channels. For his 
comments, Kiselyov has the dubious honour of being the only journalist, after 
Russia’s annexation of Crimea, to be singled out for sanctions imposed by the 
European Union on Russian citizens. The sanctions include travelling, banking, 
or otherwise doing business in the EU. Responding to the sanctions, Kiselyov 
commented, ‘I don’t have any accounts or business in the EU. I am a professional 
journalist; that is all I’ve ever been.’ His coverage of the Maidan protests also 
brought criticism from Igor Yakovenko, the former head of the Russian Union 
of Journalists, commenting after Kiselyov’s appointment to lead RS that Russian 
state media would be transformed into a ‘Goebbels-type’ information service.12  

None of this has been able to diminish Kiselyov domestically. The Public 
Opinion Foundation, a Russian polling firm, released a poll on the 27th of 
March naming him the second most trusted journalist in Russia.13 In an April 
comment piece in The Guardian, Kiselyov argues that, while The Economist 
regards him as a propagandist, he regards himself as a journalist ‘free to tackle 
difficult issues without fear of state sanction.’14 When asked directly about the 
propagandist nature of RS, Kiselyov replied that ‘state-owned media is bound 
to have a constructive rather than a destructive goal.’ Kiselyov argues that the 
sanctions levied against him violate the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human 
rights which enshrines freedom of movement, and that he is being persecuted 
for exercising his right to free speech, which, he alleges, is under assault in the 
EU, and protected in Russia.15

The controversy surrounding Dmitry Kiselyov is symptomatic of the political 
climate fostered by the Putin regime, and by Kiselyov himself – that of an 
intolerant and suspicious worldview. Vladimir Lenin said, perhaps apocryphally, 
‘trust is good, control is better.’ Dmitry Kiselyov, and the return to state control 
of the Russian news media that his public personality represents, demonstrates 
the illiberal and mistrustful attitude of the Putin regime towards its own citizens.

Dmitry Kiselyov: Agitator, Demagogue, 
and Vladimir Putin’s Mouthpiece

MAXWELL GREENBERG

Another Country: Power In 
Northern Ireland

DAVID KELLY discusses the future of the UK’s forgotten outpost and Europe’s forgotten conflict.

An unpredictable general election just months away; discontent and 
inequality on the rise; Scotland’s flirting with the idea of independence; 
Wales’ demand for more powers; chaos in the Middle East; and a 

possible messy exit from the European Union on the horizon – the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland appears to be standing on the 
edge of a historical precipice. 

Meanwhile, in Northern Ireland, power is slipping gradually and quietly from 
Whitehall’s grasp. Preoccupied with other challenges, the province is receding 
from British view. When Northern Ireland is thought of, when it is thought 
of at all, by those in London’s corridors of power, it is usually as that peculiar 
enclave once scarred by sectarian violence, but now merely a drain on Britain’s 
time and money.1 ‘The Troubles’, and even the peace process ended by the 1998 
Good Friday Agreement,2 are now a distant memory. 

The remarkable ease with which the Republic of Ireland, one of the signatories 
and guarantors of the Good Friday Agreement, was persuaded to relinquish 
its long-standing territorial claim to the six northern counties, was telling. 
Dublin merely confirmed what many had long suspected – it was no longer 
interested in the hassle of unification. An overwhelming 94 per cent of voters 
in the Republic voted to accept that position in a subsequent referendum.3 The 
idea of permanent separation between north and south seemed to leave the 
Republic distinctly nonplussed.  

For London, Northern Ireland has always been a bit of an afterthought. 
The province has an even less prominent place in 

the social or political 
consciousness 

of the 

ordinary citizen on ‘mainland Britain’. Such is the social, cultural and political 
disconnect that the New Statesman finds itself able, not only to ask openly 
‘Would anyone care if Northern Ireland left the Union?’, but to answer with 
a rather emphatic and uncontested ‘No.’4 It is certainly difficult to imagine 
Prime Minister David Cameron affirming his ‘love’5 of Northern Ireland and 
pledging to fight ‘with every fibre that I have’6 to keep it within the Union, as the 
Conservative leader did during Scotland’s independence referendum. 

Those tourists who make the now popular journey to visit Belfast’s Titanic 
exhibition or the republican murals along the city’s Falls Road are encountering 
a very different Britain from the one on the other side of the Irish Sea. To the eyes 
and ears of Cardiffians, Glaswegians and Liverpudlians, Northern Ireland – in a 
similar way to the global metropolis of London – can seem like a world apart. 

The first thing which strikes any visitor to Northern Ireland is the ubiquity 
of the flags – the Union Jack, the red hand of Ulster, the Irish tricolour, the 
Scottish Saltire, paramilitary symbols – which seem to dominate the streets and 
skylines of all of the province’s cities, towns and villages. Gabriella Elgenius, an 
expert on symbols and identity at the University of Oxford, argues that flags, as 
potent and emotive national symbols, are a ‘significant element of the nation-
building process’ and in the authentication of boundaries.7 Symbols like flags 
‘illuminate boundaries and raise awareness of membership.’8 Flags, through their 
‘signalling of territorial claims and commonality’, are ‘highly divisive agents.’9 In 
Northern Ireland, flags are powerful and contested symbols of group identity, 
distinguishing loyalist and republican spaces from each other in an overt and 
adversarial manner. The Union Jack of loyalism and the Irish tricolour of 
republicanism are powerful, enduring symbols of difference. The flag’s power 
lies in its ability to ensure that ‘the past’ – its histories and its mythologies – are 

Maxwell is a fourth year student of Politics. He is the president of the Politics 
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always present in the present.10 The loyalists and republicans of Northern Ireland 
are constantly reminded of who they are and where they come from, just as any 
national flag atop any public building anywhere in the world is a reminder to 
those who pass below it that, for example, they are Scottish and this is Scotland. 
Flags can therefore come to possess immense power in terms of cultural and, in 
Northern Ireland, political identity. 

The suspicion and paranoia surrounding flags in Northern Ireland can descend 
into Pythonesque absurdity. In September this year, during the Ryder Cup at 
Gleneagles, police were called to a house in County Down by a local resident 
claiming that an ‘offensive’ ‘Arabic flag’ had been erected by his neighbours. It 
turned out that the flag was neither Arabic nor offensive and was, in fact, that of 
the European Union, being flown to celebrate Europe’s golfing victory over the 
United States.11 More seriously, in late 2012 and early 2013, protests and riots 
enveloped parts of Belfast after local councillors voted to limit the number of 
days on which the Union Jack would fly above the famous City Hall.12  

Disagreement between the major political parties – Sinn Fein and the Social 
Democratic and Labour Party (SDLP) on the republican and nationalist side, 
the Ulster Unionist Party (UUP) and the Democratic Unionist Party (DUP) 
on the loyalist side, and the cross-community Alliance Party in neither camp – 
on how to proceed vis-à-vis the flag impasse is one of the reasons that further 
progress has stalled.13 Sinn Fein and the DUP have been increasingly unable to 
work together in Stormont’s mandatory all-party coalition.14 The peace process 
and the devolved administration are in a rut, thus demonstrating, in a country 
characterised historically by conflict, the extent to which power can be located in 
cultural symbolism. Meanwhile, Britain stands on the side-lines as an impotent 
spectator. The future of Northern Ireland lies at and relies upon Stormont, not 
Westminster. Only Stormont has the power to sustain or derail the peace process.

The assumption in both Dublin and London is that, eventually, the parties will 
carve out some kind of imperfect compromise. A return to the bad old days is 
seen as, if not impossible, then certainly unforeseeable. The degree of normality 
which has been painstakingly achieved has bred complacency in Stormont. 
While none of the major parties wish to see a return to conflict, other groups 
are not so squeamish - dissident republicans are still armed and active. In 2011, 
a police officer was killed by a car bomb in Omagh15 and in 2013, bomb disposal 
officers were called to an average of more than one security alert every day.16  

Moreover, Northern Ireland’s young people are growing up in a place troubled 
by poverty and disillusionment. Unemployment and economic inactivity in 
Northern Ireland are significantly higher than the UK average.17  Over 21 per cent 
of young people aged 18 to 24 are not in employment, education or training.18 
Nearly half of young people believe that the economy will either get worse or 
fail to improve.19 The story of poverty breeding frustration and boredom, and 
of frustration and boredom breeding violence is a familiar and dangerous one. 

A stagnant economy is not the only challenge facing the province which 
could threaten long-term stability. The 2011 census revealed that the Protestant 
population (48 per cent) continues to decline, while the Catholic population 
continues to rise (45 per cent), leading some to predict that the question of 
a united Ireland will inevitably be resuscitated in the near future.20 However, 
interestingly, only 25 per cent categorise their national identity as ‘Irish only’, 
compared to 40 per cent who identify as ‘British only’ and a growing number 
who identify as ‘Northern Irish only’ (21 per cent).21 Support for Irish unity 
currently stands, according to opinion polls, at just under 30 per cent – although 

an overwhelming majority of those saying ‘Yes’ to Irish unity would only be 
prepared to vote for it in 20 years’ time.22 Given the fierce opposition of many 
loyalists, and the reluctance of many republicans to re-open old wounds, the 
possibility of Irish unity, and therefore the possibility of locating Northern Irish 
power within the Houses of the Oireachtas, does not appear imminent.

According to Andy Pollak of the Centre for Cross Border Studies, it is ‘difficult 
to overstate the lack of interest there is among people in the Republic these days 
in Northern Ireland.’23 Pollak suggests that many people south of the border ‘say 
that after over 90 years of going their very different ways, the two are separate 
places, and that is the way to keep them.’24 The Republic has its own identity which 
is no longer dependent on all 32 counties or the entirety of the island of Ireland, 
along with its own economic problems, which would only increase by taking 
on the financial burden of the six northern counties. The attitude of most in 
the Republic is encapsulated by the comments of one University College Dublin 
student taking part in a survey of attitudes to north-south relations: ‘it’s really far 
more trouble than it’s worth. I mean, to integrate Northern Ireland into this state 
– why would you be bothered?’25  Even those living in the Republic, perhaps 
with family and friends living there, perceive Northern Ireland as though it were 
a foreign country. Pollak is right, then, to question whether people ‘in the South 
really want the North as part of an eventual united Ireland?’26

Nonetheless, this does not necessarily mean that British power in Northern 
Ireland is secure. Northern Ireland has always been different from the rest of 
the UK, and these differences only continue to deepen. Bizarrely, the most 
ostentatiously ‘British’ and ‘Unionist’ part of the UK is perhaps its most 
abnormal constituent. Northern Ireland is much more religious, conservative 
and patriarchal than the rest of the UK. 27 28 29 Its political culture remains utterly 
distinct. Loyalism’s fervent devotion to the cultural, political, and historical 
symbolism represented by the Queen and the Union Jack is not mirrored 
anywhere else in the UK. Whether or not this disconnect is sustainable within a 
single state is an open question. 

Unwanted by Dublin and London; ignored by the rest of the UK; forgotten by 
the rest of Ireland – Northern Ireland is becoming ever more disconnected and 
different from its neighbours. Who, then, in the long-term, will have the power 
to rule over the province?

There was, once upon a time, talk on the discontented loyalist fringes of 
‘independence from Britain.’30 31 Nations smaller than Northern Ireland survive 
and thrive independently. In 1968, the then Prime Minister of Northern 
Ireland Terence O’Neill dismissed the advocates of such an idea as ‘extremists’ 
and ‘lunatics.’32 For most, such an idea remains fanciful and unpalatable. But, 
however unlikely it may seem, the idea possesses a certain logic. As we have 
seen, neither Dublin nor London particularly wants the power to rule Northern 
Ireland, loyalists remain as staunchly opposed to Irish unity as ever and 
republicans appear unable to make much headway on the issue. Meanwhile, 
Northern Ireland’s distinctive social, cultural, and political consciousness – 
born at partition, developed during ‘the Troubles’ and entrenched in the new 
millennium – continues to grow. 

At times, Northern Ireland already seems like another country. Perhaps, one 
day, it actually will be. 

David is a third year student of Politics.

Power and the European Citizen 
INGEBJØRG BIRKELAND discusses whether EU citizenship is empowering or ‘just a product for a customer’.

European Council President Herman van Rompuy stated in 2013 that, 
‘Europe is much more than a product for a customer’.1 This has repeatedly 
been cited as the political aim of what came to be the European Union.2 

Legally, this commenced with the opening declaration of the 1957 Treaty of 
Rome, stating that the signatories were ‘[d]etermined to lay the foundations of 
an ever-closer union among the peoples of Europe’, and culminated in the formal 
creation of a citizenship of the European Union by the 1992 Maastricht Treaty. 
The supposed goal was to solidify the ever-expanding range of rights enacted by 
the EEC during its then 35-year tenure. But have these ambitious aims actually 
culminated in the empowerment of the citizens of the EU in any significant way? 

There are many ways to define what ‘citizenship’ entails, and it may be viewed 
differently in different social and historical contexts. It has been described both 
as having ‘elemental looseness’ as well as a ‘fundamental essence.’3 Nevertheless, 
the notion of citizenship arguably invokes general thoughts of certain rights and 
duties held by the individual citizen against the state, and vice versa.

EU citizenship is unique in the sense that it traditionally has required a cross-
border element in order for it to be ‘activated.’4 This rule, often referred to as 
the ‘wholly internal rule’5 means that an EU citizen must move from his or her 
home member state to a host member state for their citizenship rights to take 
real effect. This requirement of movement within the Union unequivocally links 
someone’s legal status as an EU citizen to the market through the economic 

activity necessitated by a cross-border move. Previous and recent European 
Court of Justice case law demonstrates the manifestation of this ‘elemental 
looseness’ in the EU’s perception of citizenship.

The 2004 Zhu and Chen6 case demonstrated the ease with which EU 
citizenship rights can be manipulated: here a Chinese couple residing in Wales 
purposely moved to Northern Ireland for the birth of their child. At the time, 
Ireland allowed any person born on the entire island of Ireland to acquire 
Irish nationality,7 thus enabling the couple’s new-born daughter to obtain Irish 
citizenship. This allowed the parents to utilise EU rights derived from their 
daughter upon their return to Wales, as she was now an Irish citizen residing 
in the UK. In this case, circumventing rules and directives meant to establish a 
sense of order and entitlement regarding EU citizen-rights ultimately entailed 
nothing more difficult than a half-hour Ryanair flight.

The 2011 case of McCarthy8 concerned a woman of dual British and Irish 
citizenship, whose Jamaican husband was facing deportation. McCarthy 
attempted utilising rights granted by EU Directive 2004/389 to stop this, 
which established ‘… the right of permanent residence in the territory of the 
Member States for Union citizens and their 
family members.’10 In spite of this, her case was 
ultimately unsuccessful, deemed so as she was 
on benefits while simultaneously not having 
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States.’13 Some have even claimed that EU citizenship is ‘aggressively encroaching 
into the realm of the nation state.’14 On the other hand, while these cases can be 
seen to serve as a demonstration of the expansion of the scope of EU citizenship, 
they can just as well serve to display the overly bureaucratic, disorganised, 
and hit-or-miss nature of the ‘activation’ of powers and rights of the citizens, 
characterised by the outcome of the McCarthy case. Its instability, as well as the 
ease with which it can be manipulated, ultimately renders EU citizenship as a 
policy tool falling short of truly empowering its citizens in a meaningful and 
reliable fashion.

The scope of EU citizenship may currently reach beyond the free market, but it 
is still indisputably linked to it. Therefore, van Rompuy’s assertion that ‘Europe 
is much more than a product for a customer’ can ultimately only be regarded as 
partly true. Its continued expansion is reassuring, but further clarification of its 
scope, and regulation of its loopholes, is needed in order to fulfil the goals set out 
by the Treaties. Only then will the citizens of the EU be empowered in a social 
and constitutional sense, and not just as actors in an economic market.

Decision theory in international relations has long occupied 
philosophers, political theorists, and newspaper columnists alike. 
During the Cold War, game theory was used as a prismatic device 

to understand the incentive-based choices facing international actors. Using 
conflicts with clear payoff-metrics allows us to examine how powerful 
individuals approach decisions by analysing the goals and objectives of each 
outcome, possible actions, and consequences of those actions, before using 
these factors to determine the credibility of threats and promises. The factors 
can be seen as power determinants between actors, enabling the more powerful 
side to achieve their goals, even at the expense of the other side. The principles 
of game theory and analysis of conflict strategy will be applied to the Ukraine 
Crisis of Summer 2014 in order to explore these concepts.

Through the application of game theory, it is possible to examine the 
consequences of various actions using an objective-based payoff matrix, in 
which payoffs are determined by two players moving sequentially, with the 
value of each combination of actions to a given player determined by the 
objectives pursued:

Fig. 11

{Player A, Player B}  I  II
i   {1,2}  {2,1}
ii   {0,0}  {0,0}
Player A, who moves first, achieves a payoff of 1 in the event of I followed by 

i, and a payoff of 2 in the event of II followed by i. Other combinations yield a 
payoff of 0. Player B, who moves second, achieves a payoff of 2 in the event of I 
followed by i, and a payoff of 1 in the event of II followed by i. In this way, the 
first choice preference of both Player A and Player B are conflicting.

Fig. 2
{Russia, West}  Withdraw  Intervene
Resolution  {Medium, High} {High, Medium}
No resolution  {Low, Low}  {Low, Low}
The constructed payoff matrix has Russia as the first mover, and the West 

as the conditional mover. Here, the values of the various payoffs are given the 
identity Low < Medium < High, which is absolute and transferable, so that 
Low < High.

The payoff structure of the Ukraine Crisis has been weighted according to 
the perceived reward for any given combination of action. Russian payoffs 
are determined by the benefits accrued through achievement of goals, minus 
the costs of any negative outcome. The North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
(NATO) has said that it suspects Russia’s end goal to be a prevention of rebel 
defeat and a frozen conflict that leaves Russia in effective control.2 As such, 
this has been included in the payoff matrix under the heading ‘Intervene,’ with 
the opposite state being ‘Withdraw’. Sanctions have had a negative economic 
impact to date, and this threat continues into the future with a possible credit 
crunch in 2016.3 I therefore assume that a ‘Resolution’ of sanctions by the West 
is preferred to ‘No resolution’ of sanctions and the possibility of future conflict. 
This leads to a best-case scenario of ‘Intervene’ with ‘Resolution,’ yielding a 
payoff of ‘High.’ The next best case is ‘Withdraw’ with ‘Resolution,’ yielding 

a payoff of ‘Medium.’ Any action that brings about further sanctions and 
the possibility of conflict with ‘No resolution’ is deemed to have a ‘Low’ 
pay-out.

11

PowerLeviathan

‘activated’ her EU citizenship rights by ever actually residing in another EU 
state apart from the UK. Essentially, she was denied the use of this right, as she 
did not qualify as an economic actor in the Union.

Immediately preceding the McCarthy case, however, was the similar case of 
Ruiz Zambrano,11 which surprisingly resulted in an opposing judgment. In 
this case two Colombian citizens were in the process of being deported from 
the state of Belgium. This was successfully halted by the existence of their two 
Belgian-born children (of Belgian citizenship): although these children had 
never left the Union they would, in effect, be forced to leave the Union if their 
parents were deported, leaving them unable to exercise their citizenship rights 
altogether. Here we can observe a strong sense of empowerment in relation to 
citizenship of the Union. However, when reviewing these cases comparatively 
they demonstrate the flimsy and unpredictable nature of EU citizenship, and 
its lack of substantive content. In light of the outcome of the Ruiz Zambrano 
case, Advocate General Sharpston of the Court of Justice concluded that, in his 
opinion ‘Lottery rather than logic would seem to be governing the exercise of 
EU citizenship rights.’12

Foreshadowing the verdicts of the Ruiz Zambrano and Zhu and Chen cases, 
the Court of Justice stated in 2001 that ‘[t]he status of ‘citizen’ of the European 
Union is destined to be the fundamental status of nationals of all the Member 

Decisions of the Powerful
FREDDIE WILD uses game theory analysis to examine decision-making during the Ukraine Crisis of Summer 2014.

The West’s goal is the prevention of further Russian interventionism; Angela 
Merkel has stated that Russia cannot alter European borders with impunity.4  
This means that the goals of Russia and the West are directly opposed, and 
cannot achieve payoff maximisation simultaneously. Because sanctions have had 
a detrimental effect on Western economies, particularly in Europe — several 
companies, including BP and Renault, have warned NATO of the potential 
negative impacts — the best-case scenario is ‘Withdraw’ with ‘Resolution,’ 
yielding a payoff of ‘High.’5 According to this logic, the next best case is ‘Intervene’ 
with ‘Resolution,’ yielding a payoff of ‘Medium.’ Any action that brings about 
further sanctions and the possibility of conflict with ‘No resolution’ is deemed 
to have a ‘Low’ pay-out.

The Nash Equilibrium is a tool for understanding decision choices under 
certain conditions. It is defined as the choices made by an agent in a game 
that maximise expected payoff, given what another agent is doing.6 Using this 
definition of Nash Equilibrium, where actions taken are dependent on other 
agents, implies that the consequences of a given action are a central determinant 
of the decisions eventually taken. In order for the consequences of an action 
to be understood, the current position — comprised of the goals and costs of 
the participating agents — must first be examined. This concept was illustrated 
through the payoff matrix above. 

Now that the tools and knowledge for decision analysis have been explored, it is 
possible to determine which decisions will be taken under any given framework. 
For example, in the first payoff matrix, without any prior commitments, Player 
A, as the first mover, has the initiative and will therefore choose action II, forcing 
Player B to select between a payoff of 1 or 0,7 creating a Nash Equilibrium of 
{II,i} with payoff {2,1}. Player B, as second mover, has tools available to attempt 
to force Player A to take action I.8 If Player B can make a prior commitment 
to alternative actions, it will force Player A into taking action I, becoming the 
first mover and gaining initiative.9 This is achieved through the use of threat or 
promise, whereby Player B commits to taking action ii if Player A takes action II. 
This ensures that there is a payoff of {0,0} in the event of action II, and so Player 
A will take action I to receive a payoff of 1, rather than 0.10 Whether or not this 
is successful depends on how credible the threat or promise is.11 An incredible 
threat or promise will ensure that Player A will take no notice of the threat and so 
take its maximising action, II.12 Therefore, the success of a threat of a particular 
action hangs on the credibility of that threat.

To apply this to the situation in Ukraine, without use of a threat, Russia, as first 
mover, will choose its maximising action of ‘Intervene,’ and thereby force a Nash 
Equilibrium of {Intervene, Resolution} while the West also tries to maximise its 
payoff. In this scenario, the possibility of further damaging sanctions and conflict 
were a deterrent threat — a threat used to stop a particular set of actions.13 
By examining the possibility of further sanctions, the West was attempting 
to convince Russia that the set of actions, {Intervene, Resolution}, would be 
impossible, as a first action of ‘Intervene’ would result in a second action of ‘No 
resolution,’ leading to a payoff of {Low, Low}. If this threat is deemed credible, 
the new Nash Equilibrium will be {Withdraw, Resolution} with payoff {Medium, 
High}.

The credibility of the threat of further sanctions is thus of paramount 
importance in governing the decision of Russia over whether to ‘Intervene’ or 
‘Withdraw’. Such credibility is achieved through commitment to pursuing a 
threat after the first action has been taken, even though the second player would 
achieve a higher payoff by pursuing another action.14 Credibility is communicated 
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Recent months have seen a burgeoning of public discussion on the 
European Union (EU), what its priorities should be and how it ought 
to go about realising them. In Britain, the Scottish independence debate 

and the prospect of a renegotiation and referendum on EU membership have 
intensified the existing focus on Europe, brought about by the economic 
and financial crisis and the salience of the far-right on the political scene. 
Engagement with European issues is welcome, even in instances where some 
of the facts seem to go missing. One can only hope the tone of the debate on 
‘Europe’ will begin to match the significance the EU has on everyday life in 
the UK.

When we think about the EU in practice, the effects on the individual often 
come to mind – the freedom to work, study, or retire in any EU country or 
the opportunity to buy goods without obvious barriers from across most of 
the European continent. It is clear that the Union confers extensive rights on 
individuals. While relatively rare for a supranational organisation, that fact was 
confirmed early on in the van Gend en Loos judgment from what is now the 
Court of Justice of the European Union.1 In this context, we might ask ourselves 
how much influence ordinary citizens have on how the EU functions and on 
the decisions it collectively takes.

If we apply these questions to EU legislative decision-making, the European 
Commission, the European Parliament, and the EU Council become the 
principal institutions of focus. By taking each of them in turn, we can begin to 
informally gauge how readily citizens can have a direct impact on their choices. 
In the first instance, we can consider the Commission, the institution meant 
to act in the collective interests of the EU. The Commission proposes nearly 
all European legislation, and as such it serves as a locus for actors wanting to 
shape the direction of draft laws from the very beginning. While it will accept 
interest from almost all groups, in part because the attention reinforces its own 
legitimacy, the Commission listens to actors in proportion to their perceived 
power in the system.2 In such a dynamic, where less influential Member States 
might themselves be marginalised, citizens do not rank very highly.

Attempts to empower citizens at EU level have principally taken the form 
of engagement on social media and the European Citizens’ Initiative, an 
EU petitions system brought about by the Treaty of Lisbon. However, most 
initiatives to date have floundered on the signature requirements and deadlines 
and, even in the few successful cases, the Commission has only been required 
to review the proposal (and likely do no more than that).3 In short, individuals 
hoping to make a mark on EU decisions would probably need to go elsewhere.

What about the European Parliament? Surely the single EU institution directly 
elected by voters must be interested in the views of citizens. Undoubtedly 
it is interested, but the Parliament’s own orientation and its inability to 
act contradict any such concern. Since the European Parliament cannot 
introduce its own bills, its core focus rests on the proposals it receives from 
the Commission and the Council. In this respect, its legislative emphasis falls 
on adapting what invariably begins somewhere else. Despite continual efforts 
to boost its own powers, the Parliament’s capability to determine policy is 
tempered by the inter-institutional reality. As a result, although MEPs represent 
constituents, the either broad nature or technical content of legislation means 
that they do so in a more indirect manner than in national parliaments. All 
of its scrutiny powers aside, the Parliament does not ‘hold government to 
account’ and members do not necessarily spend significant time chasing up 
constituents’ complaints or appeals. Taking into perspective the delineation of 
its competences and the wide nature of its representation, the Parliament too is 
not an ideal venue for citizens to guide EU decision-making.

We arrive then at the EU Council (for purposes of discussion here we can 
include the European Council as well). As the collector of national officials 
for EU affairs, the Council is more of a gathering than an organisation. 
Nevertheless, it is the facility through which citizens can have the greatest 
impact on EU decisions. In general, Member States are much more responsive 
to initiatives from individuals for, in contrast to the other EU institutions, they 
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through the interaction of information between individuals, as acquisition, 
concealment, and revelation of knowledge are central to determining the true 
intent of an individual.15 The combination of commitment and communication 
demonstrates that credibility is not determined by intent of the threatening 
player, but rather the threatened player’s interpretation of the threat.

As such, if sanctions are perceived to constitute a credible commitment to 
future detrimental actions in response to interventionist policies, then Russia’s 
actions will be entirely determined by the relative payoffs between the states, 
{Withdraw, Resolution} and {Intervene, No resolution}. However, if sanctions 
are not seen as a credible commitment to future detrimental actions, were Russia 
to pursue interventionist policies then the Nash Equilibrium will be {Intervene, 
Resolution}. Changing payoffs will also yield different action incentives. For 
example, if the geopolitical cost of ‘Withdraw’ for Russia were greater than the 

cost of definite future sanctions and conflict, it is likely that no threat would offer 
a large enough incentive to take action ‘Withdraw.’

The decisions of powerful international actors are complex, dynamic equilibria 
requiring awareness of the goals of the participants, the actions that can be taken 
to achieve those goals, the benefits and costs resulting from different actions, 
the potential promises and threats that can be made, and the credibility of 
those promises and threats. The power conferred by conditional equilibria and 
strength of credibility on one side or another leads to a superior outcome for 
the more powerful side, as well as repercussions to affected organisations and 
individuals. 

Freddie is a third year student of Economics.

Citizens of the Union
ANTHONY SALAMONE analyses how much influence the ordinary citizen has in the EU.

are dependent on citizens for their power (the Parliament is elected as well of 
course, but the combination of low turnout, minimal interest, and second-order 
ranking makes its selection a product of domestic politics rather than of an 
unequivocal mandate from voters). The combination of their elective imperative 
and their capacity to act means that national governments can offer key points of 
entry to shaping the EU. Of course, each Member State has a different degree of 
say, depending on factors such as its size, the issue at hand, and how well it works 
with other states. With all of this in mind, national governments may still not 
listen to the demands of citizens. It is commonplace for them to hide behind EU 
institutions or simply place blame elsewhere. However, of the three institutions 
engaged in making EU policy, the Council – or, more to the point, elements 
within it – is most likely to be swayed by citizen engagement.

Since we have established that citizens have relatively limited opportunities 
to influence EU policy, we can explore why this is the case. At the heart of the 
matter, we find the question of whether the European Union is an international 
organisation or something more (such as an emerging super-polity).4 The 
extent to which the EU meets or exceeds the expectations of an international 
organisation can explain the practical level of citizen impact on its functioning.

Although the European Union may be singular in the breadth and depth of 
integration of its Member States, it fundamentally remains an international 
organisation. Four points in particular illustrate this fact. Firstly, the EU’s 
structures are predominantly intergovernmental – they feature sovereign 
Member States, interstate cooperation, and defined areas of competence. 
Although it includes supranational elements as well, the EU is grounded in the 
mutual and voluntary participation of independent states in a profit-sharing 
enterprise. Secondly, the Member States have the final say, through setting 
the agenda in the European Council to amending the EU treaties. Thirdly, 
citizens on the whole do not treat EU politics as equal to national politics. This 
perception is evidenced by the perpetually declining participation in European 
Parliament elections. In most Member States, EU affairs are considered 
external issues viewed through the frame of domestic politics. Fourthly, the 
Member States retain their own political identities. Countries themselves are 
responsible for implementing the vast majority of EU law, and in many cases 
they decide how they want to achieve European objectives. While it is true the 
EU has transnational features, its individual and discrete Member States are the 
foundation of the Union.

In practice, the ordinary citizen can have only limited impact on how the EU 
functions and what it decides. The cynic might remark that the EU institutions 
are ‘too preoccupied’ to make time to address peoples’ concerns. Considering 
how the European Union works, it is unrealistic, if regrettable, to expect that 
individual citizens might have a say in an organisation which, while it confers 
rights on them, in practice functions in many respects like any other international 
organisation. As a result, the EU institutions on the whole are substantially 
insulated from the political predisposition of the public. Concentrating on 
Member State governments is likely the most strategically prudent avenue for 
influencing what the EU does, as national leaders directly require the continuing 
support of their citizens for their existence.

The European Union often finds itself entangled in the paradox of possessing 
some democratic features, yet without constituting a clearly defined polity. This 
confusion naturally raises questions of its accountability and legitimacy.5 The 
implications for an increasingly integrated and empowered organisation with 
such limited venues for direct citizen participation are unclear, but they are 
likely not promising. The current debates on the UK’s constitutional future and 
EU membership would do well to be accompanied by discussion on a vision for 
how citizens can engage with the (other) Union.

Anthony is PhD candidate in Politics. His research focuses on UK-EU 
relations and the politics of Britain’s EU membership. 
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power structures. On the other hand, the region risks its new global position by 
failing to cope with drug trafficking and violence, authoritarian leadership, and 
its continuing dependency on the extraction of natural resources for regional 
economic development. 

The articles in this issue of the Leviathan shed light on the many dimensions of 
power in a region that is still coping with its rapid development: the power of ideas 
that question existing deficiencies and imagine a different, better reality; the power 
of certain political groups to shape policymaking at a national and international 
level; and the struggles for power by socially marginalised groups trying to make 
their voices heard. It remains thrilling to see where Latin America is headed as it 
seems to be a guiding role model to other developing regions in the world – not 
only when it comes to climate change issues but also the building of fairer, socially 
more coherent societies.

Leonie von Hammerstein

Today, Latin America finds itself 
at a crossroads. On the one hand 
it is going down a road of rapid 
economic development and becoming 
increasingly aware of the new 
role it could play in global power 
structures. On the other hand, it still 
struggles to cope with security issues, 
accountability, and increasing social 
disparities. 

Climate change is one area where Latin American countries have 
gained a louder voice in the international sphere; it is no coincidence Lima is 
hosting the UN Climate Change Conference this December. Furthermore, 
the emergence of economic and political alternatives in the form of a variety 
of left-wing parties and their programmes clearly mark a break with former 

Mario Vargas  Llosa: Questioning Power 
Structures in Latin America

LEONIE MEIER

Mario Vargas Llosa (1936) is undeniably 
one of the most influential writers in 
Latin America. His novels, books, and 

plays have received international recognition, 
culminating in the Nobel Prize for Literature in 
2010, which was awarded ‘for his cartography 
of structures of power and his trenchant images 
of the individual’s resistance, revolt, and defeat’.1  
Personal and political forces have shaped his work, 
characterized by deeply insightful explorations of 
power and resistance in Latin American culture. 
The power of his ideas and imagination manifests 
itself in Vargas Llosa’s ability to question and 

criticise what he considers to be morally wrong, and at the same time conveys 
his liberal ideas of freedom and democracy. Drawing on his biography and 
discovering the ongoing themes in his literature, this portrait will try to shed 
light on Vargas LLosa’s depiction of power both as an author and politician. 

The starting points for Vargas Llosa’s novels are always personal experiences. 
What stands out in his ideological development and has direct bearing on much 
of his work is his hatred of the brutal, disciplinarian excesses of his father.2 The 
lessons of power from his father did not only shape Vargas Llosa’s early years, 
but also contributed to his aversion of any kind of authoritarianism, machismo, 
and the seemingly endemic corruption so inherent in Latin American political 
culture. In short, it fostered his love for freedom. At the age of 13, Vargas Llosa 
was sent to the Leoncio Prado military academy in Lima where, or so his father 
hoped, he would forget about literature and pursue a career in the military. 
However, rather than conforming to his father’s wishes, Mario used the insights 
he gained into the brutality and prejudice of Peruvian society under General 
Odria’s 1948-1956 military dictatorship for many of his future works. 

As a journalist in his late teen years, young Vargas Llosa got to know the 
‘darker face’3 of Lima, visiting slums and red light districts, which contributed 
to his understanding of the complexity of Peruvian society. He became a rebel, 
rejecting his parents’ choice of a catholic university, choosing instead to go 
to a secular, left-wing college. However, it was during the following years he 
spent in Europe that he began to see himself as a Marxist intellectual, becoming 
increasingly anti-establishment. In Europe, he gained a more universal 
perspective. This enabled him to position Peru amongst other nations, and 
subsequently criticise its authoritarian power structures; in his own words: ‘I 
discovered Latin America in Europe.’4

In his most overtly political novel, Conversation in the Cathedral (1969), he 
brings all his aversion and mistrust to paper, depicting the deeply entrenched 
political corruption and abuses of power in Peru during the 1950s. The novel 
looks at the coerciveness of socio-economic hierarchy and the exploitation of 
the weak in Peruvian society, portraying a two-folded concern; one with how 
the quest for power transforms a person’s life, and the other with how this quest 
affects the lives of others not immediately caught up in the struggle. The social 
tensions within Peruvian society become very evident in Conversation in the 
Cathedral, confronting the reader with Vargas Llosa’s experiences of military 
academy, which he considered to be ‘like a scaled-down model of Peru’.5

An attentive observer, Vargas Llosa did not just question power structures 
in Peru. In the early 1960s he was a high-profile supporter of Castro’s Cuba, 

but soon became disillusioned with socialism and distanced himself from the 
leftist revolution. He saw his growing disenchantment finally confirmed in 1971, 
when Castro forced the rebellious Cuban poet and writer Herberto Padilla into 
a shameful ‘show trial’ before imprisoning him. Vargas Llosa loudly voiced his 
concern in the ‘Padilla Affair,’ leading a group of writers to publish a powerful 
open letter of protest, which resulted in Castro further hardening Cuba’s cultural 
policy, demanding a public apology. Vargas Llosa has always stood by his stance in 
terms of Cuba, which ultimately ended his close friendship with García Marquez, 
whom he considered ‘Castro’s courtesan’ and who, until his death in April 2014, 
continued to be a close friend of Fidel Castro.6 

Returning to Lima in 1974, after sixteen years of adventure in Europe, Vargas 
Llosa soon became concerned with the dangerous political extremism that spread 
across Latin America from both the political Left and Right. In response to this 
extremism, he ran as presidential candidate for the centre-right party in 1990. 
Some argue that he wanted to establish a kind of British Thatcherism in Peru,7 but 
he himself claims that he was never hungry for power and that he got involved 
in politics for moral, rather than political, reasons. He eventually lost the election 
to Alberto Fujimori, and has since retreated from the world of politics, realising 
he was a writer, not a politician.8 However, the influence of politics on his literary 
work is undeniably strong, if not one of the ‘persistent “demons” that provoke his 
creativity.’9

Many of his novels embody liberal values and his non-fiction writing 
consistently advocates liberal democracy.10 In The Feast of the Goat (2000), he 
explores the conflict between liberalism and authoritarianism on the basis of 
Rafael Leonidas Trujillo’s dictatorship in the Dominican Republic (1930-1961), 
which he researched in meticulous historical detail. Drawing on this brutal 
dictatorship, he considers the tensions between the eternally antagonistic human 
aspirations of power and freedom, more particularly ‘between the will to power 
of the tyrant and the free will of the people, in terms both of democratic practice 
and of individual liberty.’11 In this way, he confirms once more his aversion to anti-
individual tyranny of both right-wing nationalism and left-wing collectivism, 
whilst educating the reader about his aspirations for a liberal democratic 
awakening.

Evidently, Vargas Llosa’s work and his life as a politician and author have 
invited his audience to explore Latin American political and cultural identities 
by questioning existing power structures on a state as well as a personal level. 
He may have been criticized by left-wing observers of being ‘conservative’ and 
‘neoliberal,’12 but his novels speak of important issues outside the coloured 
political arena: freedom, will and power. ‘Literature helps a lot to overcome the 
limited perspective of life that we hold,’ he says, ‘influenced by our nationalistic 
vision that is both limited and provincial.’13 Vargas Llosa considers himself a 
citizen of the world and a declared enemy of all forms of nationalism, calling on 
culture as a great instrument to overcome geographical limitations and widen 
the space to understand life’s problems. Reading his novels and listening to his 
interviews, one is easily inclined to think of Vargas Llosa as a defender of freedom 
in the tight strings of Left and Right authoritarianism that keeps recurring, not 
only in Latin America, but elsewhere in the world as well. And it is precisely the 
power of his ideas and his ability to dissect power structures within complex 
societies that make Mario Vargas Llosa such an important contemporary figure. 

Leonie is a fourth year student of International Relations.
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Brazil recently declined signing the latest international attempt to curb 
deforestation—despite experiencing a continuing increase of such 
measures in the Amazon forest. Suspicions have arisen that this may have 

to do with Brazil’s revision of its domestic Forest Code in 2012. The revision 
was pushed through after decades of lobbying efforts by the Agricultural Lobby, 
more commonly known as the ruralistas.1 Given that agriculture is one of Brazil’s 
largest sectors, it is not surprising they have a vested interest in the maintenance 
of Brazil’s forests. However, for the ruralistas, maintenance does not only mean 
reforestation—it also implies deforestation. The watering down of the Forest 
Code demonstrates the increasing power of the ruralistas and explains Brazil’s 
changing attitudes in global deforestation talks.

The Forest Code of 2012 was highly contentious, especially in the eyes of the 
international community. The code eased rather than strengthened the force 
of the requirement of forest preservation that farmers must conduct. Since its 
introduction in 1965, the Forest Code has been an internationally admired piece 
of domestic Brazilian legislation that prioritized Amazonian protection over 
agricultural  production. It required famers to keep 80 per cent of their land 
covered by forest.2

However, the power of the agricultural lobby has increased significantly since 
the advent of the initial Forest Code. Ruralistas argued that the old Code was 
holding back growth, and that a revised version would allow expansion of 
Brazil’s market share in exports of beef, soya, sugar and poultry, necessary for 
economic growth in the country as a whole. Without revisions, they argued, 
agribusiness could not continue to export competitively and, more importantly, 
feed its own people.3 By reducing mandatory forest coverage to 50 per cent and 
by providing immunity for those businesses that conducted illegal deforestation 
prior to 2008, agricultural growth could be increased.4

This was a bill for farmers, not for the environment. Ruralistas wanted a code that 
would boost investment, and especially protect small landowners. Greenpeace 
aptly recognized the irony of the legislation, deeming it ‘unbelievable that the 
forest code [was] being eroded weeks before Brazil [held] the Rio Summit [on 
sustainable development].’5 The document is weak, ambiguous, and goes against 
many scientific underpinnings of the original, stronger Forest Code.

The successful weakening of the Forest Code demonstrates the intense power 
of the ruralistas in Brasilia. Not only is their group extremely influential in 
Congress, their discourse rings true to many of the rural poor. Kátia Abreu, 
president of the National Confederation of Agriculture and Livestock at the time, 
abhorred the environmentalist plight against the code revision. She stated that, 
‘there are NGOs out there that are compromised with their countries of origin, 
particularly from Europe,’ describing their actions as an ‘attempt to paralyze the 
growth of Brazilian agribusiness.’6 This rhetoric to a large extent reflects public 
sentiments and helps explain why the ruralistas in Congress supersede the 
environmental camp. Despite urban discontent expressed in pop culture and 
by São Paolo businesses, the ruralistas have a 100-man-strong voting bloc and 
no environmental sentiment, making them an extremely powerful actor on the 
political arena. 

The Amazon is Ours
PAULINE OP DE BEECK argues that the power of Brazil’s domestic agricultural lobby poses a threat to the success of 

international deforestation treaties.
The successful weakening of the Forest Code will have grave implications for 

Brazil’s meeting of emission targets. Brazil often hides behind the fact that it has 
one of the cleanest energy matrices. However, it is not energy usage that accounts 
for Brazil’s emissions—it is deforestation.7 As such, the code does not only affect 
the condition of the Amazon—it also has an effect on global emission levels. This 
represents an inherent dilemma faced by many developing countries: protecting 
the environment while supporting economic development. In light of this code 
revision, a lot of speculation surrounds the involvement of the agricultural lobby 
in Brazil’s rejection of the declaration to end deforestation by 2030.8 Given the 
sheer size of Brazil’s forests it is clear that, without Brazil as a signatory, this 
international commitment will hold little credence, and consequently have 
marginal effects on global deforestation.

Much of Brazil’s economy depends on legal deforestation. That is why the treaty 
with an aim of ending deforestation by 2030 poses a strong paradox for Brazil; a 
country that depends heavily on agriculture is essentially given an end date for 
its domestic territorial expansion. Given that agriculture essentially depends on 
land availability, the 2030 date imposes a stop to Brazilian agriculture growth, 
something the agricultural lobby does not desire. 

The rejection of the first publication of the international deforestation treaty 
comes at an extremely pertinent time, in light of the fact that Marina Silva did 
not make it to the second round of the Brazilian presidential elections. Silva, the 
former Minister for the Environment, was pegged as the environmental favourite 
and sported unexplainable surges in polling, followed by a similarly perplexing 
loss in the first round of elections. However, even here we see environmental 
concerns loosing ground to the ruralistas. Despite portraying her as potentially 
being the first ever green president, she too was ‘in bed’ with the agricultural 
lobby; her running mate was a hardliner in the Brazilian agricultural sector.9

Since the military government in the 1960s pioneered the phrase, ‘A Amazonia 
e Nossa’ (‘the Amazon is ours’), a politicization of the nation’s forests has 
developed and continues to do so post-democratization.10 It represents a serious 
issue of sovereignty for the Brazilians and it is likely that Brazil will try to avoid 
any firm commitment to this treaty, less it be watered down to what Brazil deems 
appropriate. Brazilians feel at loss with their bountiful forest. On the one hand 
it is dubbed ‘the lungs of the world’; on the other, it provides income for the 
majority of the population.11 

The extent to which the agricultural lobby can improve its commitments to 
sustainable farming and reductions in deforestation combined with increases in 
reforestation will determine how Brazil continues its role in the next round of 
deforestation negotiations. It is clear that without the ruralistas on board it will 
be very difficult for Brazil to make any credible international commitments. And 
without Brazil as a signatory, the international commitment to end deforestation 
by 2030 will hold little force and only produce marginal results.

Pauline is a fourth year student of International Relations.

THE POWER OF MAGICAL REALISM
REBECCA ROSSER explores the influence of Latin American authors on politics.

experienced or witnessed dictatorships, civil wars, and poverty first hand, and 
thus become novels hosting tales of passion, the spilling of blood, content, and 
discontent. 

Isabel Allende and Arturo Pérez-Reverte, as well as many others, sought 
change and revolution for their societies. This meant that they would accept 
exile and persecution if that allowed them to write about the reality in their 
home countries in a critical and thought-provoking way. As such, these novelists 
converted storytelling into chess techniques that people apprehended and used 
in politics and when dealing with forces of power.4

Isabelle Allende is a good example of an author who had the power to influence 
political reality and to enhance the thought process within society. She was 
forced to live in exile because she eagerly wanted to expose the political reality of 
her time, characterised by peaceful and bellicose sceneries, war and peace, and 
joy and sadness. Furthermore, being Salvador Allende’s niece, the first Marxist 
president to be democratically elected in Latin America, she has had a direct 
relation to Chilean politics since birth.5 Both her professional and personal life 
was marked by the events explored in her novels; civil war; her family’s horrific 
memoirs; nationalisation, collectivization and socialization; a coup d’état, and a 
dictatorship.6 Amongst her production, City of Beasts is a compilation of all of 
this, a novel describing the power of human beings. The political reality of the 
time inspired Allende’s novels and her magical realism was made into reality 
when Mario Vargas Llosa ran for the presidency in Peru in 1990.7 It would 
almost appear as if reality and literature had become the same thing.

According to Pérez-Reverte, most of the issues arising in Latin 
America in the 20th and 21st century have a common cause: the 

Latin America has been diagnosed by experts and non-experts alike as 
having a ‘crime disease’.1 Indeed, the sequence of civil wars, dictatorships, 
violations of human rights, and poverty is nothing short of outstanding. 

20th and 21st-century Latin America is marked by an almost innumerable 
amount of conflicts and military dictatorships, such as the rule of General Somoza 
in Nicaragua, General Pérez Jiménez in Venezuela, and Batista in Cuba. Despite 
the fact that these tyrannies emerged as a salvation and response to previous 
civilian dictatorships, most of them share many characteristics: ‘innumerable 
revolutions, political charters stamped with a too ingenuous idealism, sundry 
tyrannies, and leaders who posed as regenerators and reformers.’2 

Thus, the use of reason was left to people like Mario Vargas Llosa, Gabriel García 
Márquez, Neruda, Graham Greene, Octavio Paz, and Isabel Allende. These 
authors initiated a symbiotic relationship between politics and literature. Politics 
are the reason for the existence of novels such as A Hundred Years of Solitude, 
The President, The Power and The Glory, or The House of Spirits. Such literature 
has become ‘combat literature; it moulds the national consciousness, giving it 
form and contours and flinging it open before new and boundless horizons.’ It is 
a literature of combat because it assumes responsibility, and because it expresses 
a will to liberty independent of time and space.3 In light of such reflections, it will 
here be argued that the power of literature is indispensable to achieving change 
and progress in Latin America. 

During times of peace, society remains static, almost immobile. There are no 
differences between The House of Spirits and The Painter of Battles. They are both 
pieces of fiction, telling a story that jumps from past to present and foresees the 
future that is to come. However, in times of conflict, these two novels become 
much more than joyous entertainment. They are written by people who have 
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However, he resigned as ambassador of Mexico after the massacre of student 
demonstrators in the Plaza de las Tres Culturas in Tlateloco (1968), the day when 
government forces eliminated the protest (and the protestors) that consisted of 
peaceful speeches aiming change. Straight after this event, he initiated his fight 
for freedom and democracy. He confronted the Mexican government, openly 
opposed Castro’s regime, and worked to expose the violations of human rights 
that were carried out in Cuba. He delivered a string of accusations against all 
fascist regimes, Joseph Stalin’s in particular, and claimed his support for the 
Republican side during the Spanish Civil War15. His lectures at Cambridge 
University and Harvard University and speeches in international conventions 
were imbued with ideas of freedom, rights, and democracy. He manifested the 
differences between literature and politics and between fiction and reality. In 
fact, he said: ‘There can be no society without poetry, but society can never be 
realized as poetry, it is never poetic. Sometimes the two terms seek to break 
apart. They cannot’.16  However, he was able to discuss politics through literature, 
an ability he is credited for to this day. 

In conclusion, Latin American authors such as Mario Vargas Llosa, Octavio 
Paz, and Isabel Allende have created a precious legacy, consisting of knowledge 
and experience that should help Latin America in the 21st century to ‘make the 
world not better, but good’.17 They have woken up people’s consciousness, shaped 
people’s thoughts and behaviours, and brought up revolutions, demonstrations, 
and dissidence through the expression of reality in a magical literary world. They 
are powerful people.

1115

PowerLeviathan
predominance of one idea, one ideology, one belief, and one book.8 An example 
of this is the conflict in Mexico between the government and the Catholic 
Mexicans between 1926 and 1929. In order to understand what caused this 
series of assassinations in the name of Jesus Christ (‘Cristo Rey’) one will have 
to go back to the Mexican Revolution in 1910. The rebels saw their objectives 
of abolishing private property and eliminating Catholic schools threatened by 
the Church.9 In response to this, President Calles enforced laws that limited the 
influence of the Church over the Mexican people, which consequently lead to 
Catholics being persecuted for more than ten years. The ‘Cristeros’, as they were 
known, took the matter into their own hands, resulting in the death of thousands 
of people10. The group was driven by an extreme faith, which blurred the line 
between faith and ideology. Calles described this reality in a letter to Mexico’s 
ambassador in France as ‘a political movement [that] must be eliminated in 
order to proceed with a Socialist government free of religious hypnotism which 
fools the people... within one year without the sacraments, the people will forget 
the faith...’11. Therefore, the plurality that Latin American novels advocate is 
crucial for political change. Authors such as Pérez-Reverte, who openly loathe 
and dread the singularity of ideas and beliefs, become indispensable to achieving 
progress.12

Octavio Paz (1914) from Mexico City is another example of a political and 
literary personality, who studied, thought, created, and pushed for innovation 
in his society. He lived and observed life as a poet and a diplomat. As a poet, 
he achieved ‘solidity, elegance and a lasting quality’ by analysing and resolving 
a range of situations within a text.13 As a diplomat, he travelled to India, China, 
the USA and Europe, where he learnt about different idiosyncrasies, lived within 
various cultures, and met with several important political leaders.14 

Rebecca is a first year student of Politics & Economic & Social History. 

Middle East & North Africa
Once again, events in the Middle East have 

managed to seize the attention of the global media, 
this time with the spotlight shining on the Islamic State. 

As it has swiftly expanded its way through parts of Iraq 
and the Levant,1 the Islamic State has demonstrated that 

its influence is by no means limited to its regional 
boundaries. With the highly publicised kidnappings 
and executions of British and American journalists,2 

the world has been compelled to view the Islamic State 
as a viable force that is contesting the prevailing power 
structure and altering the political geography of the 
region. The impact of the Islamic State on the Middle 
East reminds us of just how delicate the balance of 
power truly is. This frailty lends itself to uncertainty, 

which makes predictions, even about the near future, problematic.  

However, we can use these events as a platform to assess how the concept of power 
shapes Middle Eastern politics. The articles in this edition call our primary focus 
away from the Islamic State to gain a broader perspective of regional events. In 
doing so, they challenge us to carefully assess how we understand power within 
the Middle East. Anna Breedlove’s narrative of Tawakkol Karman’s life illustrates 
the influence and voice of women in politics. Meanwhile, the piece on Qassem 
Suleimani opens our eyes to the power of individuals that lurk in the shadows, 
and more pointedly, reveals one of the complicated webs of power that exists 
within the region. As evidenced by these articles, there are a number of ways to 
understand power, and while we are merely scratching the surface of this theme, we, 
nevertheless, hope that these articles deliver insight and arouse thought.  

Rina Moss
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Tawakkol Karman: Feminism, Islamism, 
and a Nobel Prize

ANNA BREEDLOVE
protests every Tuesday in front of the Cabinet in Sana’a (Yemen’s capital city) 
demanding an end to corruption, and calling for democracy and greater 
freedom of expression.5 These protests lasted until the beginning of the Arab 
Spring in 2011. Inspired by the overthrow of authoritarian regimes in Tunisia 
and Egypt, Karman and her supporters began clamouring for President Saleh’s 
resignation, and for justice for the human rights violations that the Yemeni 
people had endured. 

It was shortly thereafter that Tawakkol Karman was arrested for the first of 
what was to be many times. Her detention, however, was short lived. The Yemeni 
media outlets widely publicised her imprisonment, and protests erupted across 
the country. Only 36 hours after her arrest, she was released. In an article in The 
Guardian a few months later, Karman upheld her efforts for peaceful change by 
saying, ‘The country is united in its aim to rid itself of the regime through public 
vigils and rallies, civil disobedience and slogans instead of tear gas and bullets.’6 

In October 2011, Tawakkol Karman, unaware of her nomination, was in her 
tent in Change Square when the announcement came on television; she noticed 
that the students around her were dancing and chanting ‘Ya Salaam, ya salaam, 
Tawakkol - she is the symbol of peace.’7 Along with two Liberian peace activists, 
Leymah Gbowee and Liberia’s president Ellen Johnson Sirleaf, Karman was 
awarded the Nobel Peace Prize. The Nobel Committee stated that all three 
women were given the Prize ‘for their non-violent struggle for the safety of 
women and for women’s rights to full participation in peace-building work.’8 
Before Malala Yousafzai in 2014, Karman was the only Arab woman, the second 
Muslim woman, and the youngest person ever to win the Nobel Peace Prize.9

Just one month later, the Gulf Cooperation Council, members of the United 
Nations Security Council, and the European Union convinced President Saleh 
to sign the Gulf Initiative. The Initiative provided the framework for Saleh to 

The Arab Spring, during which more than 
2,000 protestors were killed,1 was not the 
beginning of human rights violations for the 

people of Yemen. The entirety of former President 
Ali Abdullah Saleh’s thirty-three year rule was 
fraught with accusations of torture, murder, and 
corruption, from the execution of thirty people 
accused of trying to overthrow him in 1978, to 
the war he waged to unite the north and south of 
Yemen resulting in more than 10,000 casualties.2 
One year into his reign in Yemen, Tawakkol 
Karman was born as the daughter of Saleh’s former 
Minister of Legal and Parliamentary Affairs. 

After receiving an undergraduate degree in Commerce from the University 
of Science and Technology in Sana’a and a graduate degree in Political Science, 
Karman followed her father’s footsteps into politics, joining not the General 
People’s Congress that he had been a member of, but the Islamist Yemeni 
Congregation for Reform (Islah). Islah was the major political opponent to 
Saleh’s corrupt regime, and a growing force for the Islamisation of Yemen. 
Karman became one of a group of activist women who emerged from the Islah 
party, challenging both the party’s more hard-line members and the world’s 
conceptions of an Islamist women’s rights advocate.3

Karman, a mother of three, founded the non-governmental organisation, 
Women Journalists Without Chains (WJWC), in 2005. WJWC produces 

annual reports on press freedom and human rights issues in Yemen, 
and advocates for the rights of journalists.4 In 2007, Karman took 

on a greater public advocacy role when she began leading peaceful 
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Drawing inspirations from Mahatma Gandhi, Nelson Mandela, and Martin 
Luther King Jr., Tawakkol Karman is clearly someone in favour of peaceful 
protest.14 She campaigns for freedom of the press in a country with illiteracy 
rates at around 60 per cent, making her mission for a free broadcast media that 
much more important.15 And, through her advocacy for the end of all tyranny, 
she combats the continuing and troubling influence of al-Qa’ida in Yemen. Her 
life’s work exudes her words: ‘With the fall of tyranny we will dry up the springs 
of terrorism, as tyranny and terrorism are two sides of the same coin; every 
terrorist is a tyrant and every tyrant is a terrorist. We know this very well and 
we seek to overthrow them both through our great peaceful fight.’16

step down from power, but also gave complete amnesty from legal and judicial 
prosecution to Saleh and most of his government officials.10 Stability, sadly, 
came at the expense of justice for the human rights violations of the people 
of Yemen. Thus, Saleh’s removal from power was a bittersweet victory for 
Tawakkol Karman and Yemen. 

While there has been much positive acclaim for Tawakkol Karman, there has 
also been scepticism, particularly in light of her membership in the Islah party. 
Centrist leaning members of the Muslim Brotherhood lead the Islah party in 
Yemen,11 however, the Muslim Brotherhood of Yemen is not the same Muslim 
Brotherhood as that of Egypt, and the roots of Islah are anti-communist.12 On 
the other hand, Karman has also received criticism from her own party for 
being too liberal. The most extremist members criticised her after she published 
a paper condemning them for blocking a bill that would outlaw marriage to 
girls under the age of 17. Nevertheless, she continues to back Islah as the best 
political party with support for its female members.13

Anna is a postgraduate student of International Relations.

Iran’s Shadow Wars in the Middle East
JOAKIM BJØRNESTAD and VILDE SOFIE RODIN discuss how 

Qassem Suleimani and the Iranian Quds force is covertly controlling the Middle East.
of the Alawite regime’s survival following the 2011 Syrian Revolution because 
it has an interest in opposing Sunni and Western influences in the Middle 
East.17 Suleimani will do whatever it takes to keep Syria stable, believing that if 
Damascus falls, Tehran will be lost.18 Thus, Iran’s strategy is to provide funding, 
intelligence, and military training for pro-Assad forces in Syria;19 one example 
of which is a recent seven billion dollar loan to the Syrian government,20 which 
has created a new paramilitary force in Syria called the People’s Army consisting 
of approximately 50,000 fighters commanded by Suleimani.21  The Quds Force 
also controls its own elite combat troops on the ground in Syria.22  Therefore, 
Iran is arguably the single force that has kept the Syrian regime going, with 
some even saying that Suleimani ‘is running the war himself.’23

Considering these proxy politics of the Quds Force, the official foreign policy 
goals of Iran seem entirely contradictory. Throughout his presidency, Rouhani 
has been working toward a nuclear deal with the West. However, the Quds 
Force has been increasing its presence from Beirut to Basra, undermining 
both the authority of Rouhani and the good faith of the negotiations. Despite 
diplomatic negotiations on the nuclear question, one cannot expect the IRGC 
and Quds to follow Rouhani’s lead.

The reason for this inconsistency is that Rouhani has no control in the matters 
of the Quds Force or in the workings of the IRGC.24 The difference between the 
IRGC (and the Quds Force) and Rouhani is important; the Quds Force operates 
above and independently of the government. However, they both ultimately 
answer to Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei. Thus, the contradiction 
between stated and unstated foreign policy goals could be seen as a product of 
the Iranian system, in which the President has the mandate of the people, but 
little real power. It is Ayatollah Khamenei who ultimately controls the fate of 
Iran, and by having a loose leash on Suleimani, he can dissociate himself from 
the dirty work of sectarian insurgencies orchestrated from the U.S. Embassy 
compound in Tehran. This allows Khamenei to be a public ideologue, Rohani 
to be a well-meaning presidential negotiator, and Suleimani to be the pragmatic 
hit-man. This division of power and responsibility proves to be a major point 
of frustration for the West. 

The military and financial capacity that the Quds Force has in the Middle 
East is problematic because it is unpredictable. Interpreting the opaque power 
structures of Iran is a throwback to the Kremlinology of the Cold War, and 
makes reliable intelligence difficult to obtain. The power held by the Quds lies 
in their independence from the politics of Tehran, in their pragmatism, and 
in their surreptitiousness. One former CIA operative claimed that ‘Suleimani 
is the single most powerful operative in the Middle East today – and no one’s 
ever heard of him.’25

The readers are kindly advised to keep General Suleimani and his puppets in 
mind the next time they read about sectarian violence in Iraq, about al-Assad 
in Syria, and the movements of Hezbollah. Iran’s ‘shadow wars’ are shaping the 
politics of the Middle East the strings of which are being pulled from the US 
Embassy compound in Tehran. At the apogee of Iran’s Middle East, is Qassem 
Suleimani, the most powerful military man in the region; for although he may 
not be famous, ‘nothing strengthens authority as much as silence.’26

Iran has built a capacity for covert asymmetrical warfare ever since the 
crushing loss of life in the Iran-Iraq War (1980-88).1 Their sharpest tool 
for implementing hard foreign policy goals is the Quds Force, a special 

operations branch of The Army of the Guards of the Islamic Revolution 
(IRGC or Revolutionary Guards). The IRGC is the wing of the Iranian military 
concerned with the integrity of the 1979 Islamic Revolution, protecting Iran 
from foreign interference and what are deemed to be deviant movements. The 
head of the Quds Force is ‘shadow commander’ Qassem Suleimani, who is 
considered to be one of the most powerful men in the region. Through proxies 
and militia forces, he is conducting clandestine operations to undermine the 
West in the region, especially in Lebanon, Iraq, and Syria.2

General Qassem Suleimani is part of the Tehrani power elite and is close to 
the Grand Ayatollah Khamenei. The Ayatollah has on several occasions referred 
to Suleimani as the ‘living martyr of the revolution,’ and an irreproachable war 
hero of the Iran-Iraq War.3 Suleimani took over the reigns of the Quds Force 
in 1998.4 Since then he has had his hand in every Middle Eastern policy-jar, 
enjoying a ‘relationship with everyone’ in order to exert control over Iran’s 
neighbouring polities.5

Amusingly, Suleimani is commanding his operations from the former U.S. 
Embassy compound in Tehran, vacated by the Americans in 1980. From the 
compound, the Quds Force protects Iranian interests by assassinating rivals, 
arming allies, and directing a network of militant groups.6 These militant groups 
include but are not limited to pro-Assad forces in Syria, Hezbollah in Lebanon, 
and Shia militias in Iraq. The Quds force is also giving large sums of money 
to an archipelago of groups opposing the U.S. and its regional allies. Israel, in 
particular, faces almost daily threats from Quds-supported groups, such as 
Hamas and Palestinian Islamic Jihad.7 These military, political, and economic 
support missions are all part of Iran’s ‘shadow war’ for regional dominance. 

In Lebanon, Suleimani has close control over his ‘terrorist proxy’ Hezbollah, 
which the Quds Force founded in the 1980s.8 Between 2000 and 2006, 
Hezbollah received about 100 million dollars from Iran.9 This kind of support 
ensures the loyalty of Hezbollah General Secretary Hassan Nasrallah.10

In addition to being a key player in Lebanon, Suleimani has considerable 
power in Iraq. Suleimani is infamous within his own ranks for sending a text 
message to David Petraeus, then U.S. Commander in Iraq, stating: ‘General 
Petraeus, you should know that I, Qassem Suleimani, control policy for Iran 
with respect to Iraq, Lebanon, Gaza, and Afghanistan.’11 After the American 
invasion in 2003, Iran entrenched itself in the Iraqi Civil War. Militarily, the 
Quds Force trained and funded both the Mahdi Army and the Badr Brigades.12 
These are the Shia militias vying for power in the Shia south of Iraq, infamous 
for their part in the sectarian violence of the Iraq war. Today, these militias 
backed by Suleimani’s men are the only groups stopping the Islamic State of 
Iraq and al-Sham from taking the north of Baghdad.13

Iran also played an active role in Iraqi politics. When the US searched for 
a new prime minister in the wake of the invasion, Iran helped secure Nuri 
al-Maliki’s place in 2006. Al-Maliki, Iran’s man in the Green Zone, lived 
and trained with the IRGC while in exile during the 1980s and 1990s.14 The 
positioning of al-Maliki is emblematic of Iranian influence in Iraq. Al-Maliki’s 
successor, Prime Minister Haidar al-Abadi, recently made his first official state 
visit to Iran, indicating continued Iranian influence.15

While Iraq became a new ally only after the 2003 invasion, Iran has backed 
the al-Assad regime in Syria since 1979.16 Iran has made itself the guarantor 

Joakim is a fourth year student of Arabic. Vilde is a fourth year student of 
International Relations. Both are members of the 
Leviathan staff.
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Power

North America
The United States is generally regarded as the 

most powerful country in the world, but today 
more than ever since the demise of the Soviet 

Union that status is threatened. The U.S. has been 
embroiled in conflict in the Middle East for more 

than a decade and has suffered immensely from the 
global economic meltdown. Its debt is approaching 
$18 trillion, and its people are losing faith in their 
leaders. And while the America continues to struggle 

against these omens, its peers are boasting high growth 
economies and rapidly increasing political influence in 
their respective regions and beyond. 

The U.S. has responded by exercising its not very 
understated soft power, through arm sales, foreign aid, and 
handshakes. Often these interventions come uninvited; 
however, as other global powers stretch their influence 

past their borders, some are more than willing to make a friend in the American 
government. While this old tale is playing out, there is an internal and perhaps 
subtler threat to the power of the United States. 

Politics has become an ugly game. The Republicans and Democrats are 
simultaneously divided by an ocean yet and at each other’s throats. Leadership 
in both parties is lacking, political stalemate continues to plague Washington six 
years into the Obama presidency, and as a result politicians are taking more and 
more questionable measures in pursuit of an edge. These measures, seen most 
prominently in the electoral process of today, have come so far as to compromise the 
power of the individual to have a voice in the government. 

We can hope that these power struggles will allow the U.S. to learn and to grow. 
However, some soul-searching is in order. The American government must look 
candidly at itself to decide what it stands for both at home and abroad, knowing 
that this decision will determine its future.
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Rand Paul: America’s Libertarian 
Darling Polarises Everyone

JACK GRAY
in  theJanuary 2011 spending bill proposal.14 However, the reason for the 
excitement behind Paul is his ability to bring far-right proposals to the table as 
viable ideas and to engage those who traditionally view the Republican Party 
as opponents. Recently, Paul has pushed for lower penalties for possession of 
crack cocaine, which could help to ingratiate the powerful African-American 
vote at the 2016 election - a development that could prove fatal to Democratic 
efforts.15 Indeed, Paul believes that the GOP could receive a third of the African-
American vote, because ‘…a third of them are conservative on a preponderance 
of the issues’.16 However, despite some moderate tendencies with regards to 
social policy, Paul remains firmly on the right on most issues. His opposition to 
gay marriage could prove troublesome in 2016 because, despite the Republicans’ 
widespread distain for the LGBT community, the majority of Americans now 
support the end of the traditional definition of marriage.17 

On foreign policy, Paul has attempted to merge traditional libertarian non-
interventionism with the post 9-11 policy of US world-policing. In 2011, Paul 
campaigned for a 10 per cent reduction of defense spending and an end to 
foreign aid payments, but this year backed airstrikes on ISIS and the restoration 
of some of the defense spending lost through cuts.18 However, while these moves 
fall into the mainstream, they leave Paul open to criticism from both sides of 
the aisle - a problem he has faced on many issues as his term has progressed. 
Paul has been branded as a non-interventionist or an isolationist, contrary to 
the positions of the GOP and the American public.19 It is easy for a change of 
opinion to become evidence of a ‘flip-flopper’, as Mitt Romney learned the hard 
way during his ill-fated 2012 campaign. Potential opponent Marco Rubio has 
done just that, accusing Paul of waiting for poll numbers instead of shaping 
them,20 in what may prove a foreshadowing of what is promising to be one of the 
most hotly contested Republican primary in many years.

Whether or not Senator Paul is capable of winning said primary, or even if 
he will run, remains to be seen, but polls indicate that the Republican base is 
extremely divided, with Jeb Bush as the frontrunner, and Paul, Rick Perry, Ted 
Cruz, and Mike Huckabee grouped behind him. All trail behind Mitt Romney, 
who has indicated he will not be running. Even to gain election in a traditionally 
red state, Paul had to battle accusations of extremism. It is hard to see a way for 
Senator Paul to escape these criticisms at either the primaries or the general 
election, where they will undoubtedly be amplified, and it seems likely that 
Paul’s tendency to alienate large donors will put him on the back foot in an 
election system that increasingly values money over policy. If Paul does win the 
nomination, he will most likely face Hilary Clinton, who is the clear favourite on 
the Democratic side. Clinton would work to expose Paul’s conservative views on 
same-sex marriage and foreign policy, while his critics on the right would most 
likely attack him as a moderate and a flip-flopper. The challenges that Paul’s 
campaign may face share a galling resemblance to those of Mitt Romney in 
2012, who of course was defeated by President Obama.

However, for Senator Rand Paul all hope is not lost in a presidential run. If 
he can market his views for tight fiscal conservatism to a middle class who 
are still feeling the effects of the 2008 crash,21 his largely non-interventionist 
approach to an America tired by two Middle Eastern wars, and the wider ideas 
of libertarianism to a youth vote increasingly disillusioned by the democratic 
party and the system as a whole,22≠ Paul may just be able to establish one of the 
most powerful and comprehensive campaigns ever seen. Whether he can do this 
is another question entirely, and may well prove beyond him, but what is clear is 
that Senator Rand Paul is a key face to watch over the next few years, and quite 
possibly beyond.

If you’ve been paying attention to American 
politics lately, chances are you will have come 
across the Kentucky Senator deemed the ‘most 

dangerous’1  as well as the ‘most interesting’2  man 
in politics, Rand Paul. The ophthalmologist-
turned-politician continues to polarise the media, 
the American public, political analysts, and even 
those within his own party. So who is Rand Paul?

In 2009 Rand Paul, aged 46 at the time, was a 
successful and active physician in Bowling Green, 
a small town in western Kentucky. But ultimately 
Rand’s destiny lay not in the doctor’s office, but 
in the Capitol Building on Washington’s National 
Mall. Running for the first time in 2010, Paul 

won comfortably by over 10 percentage points against Democrat Jack Conway; 
surprising to some at the time, but certainly not shocking. Rand Paul had been 
active in politics since his college days at Baylor University, heading the local 
branch of the Young Conservatives of Texas whilst studying.3 But the most 
important of his political activities related to the relationship with his father 
Ron Paul. The elder Paul himself had a distinguished career, representing 
two of Texas’ congressional districts, being a candidate for President on three 
occasions, and becoming perhaps the most famous libertarian politician to 
date. The relationship provided Rand with first hand experience, being given 
the opportunity to work on and manage campaigns as he did in his father’s 1988 
presidential and 1996 congressional campaigns, as well as speaking for his father 
Ron during his unsuccessful 2008 Presidential campaign.4 This campaign was 
particularly important for Rand, since although Ron Paul’s 5.54 per cent share 
of the vote in the 2008 Republican Primary was not enough to send him to the 
general election, it was enough to promote the profile of Rand to a position 
where he could make his run for the US Senate.5

The campaign began as a movement within the Kentucky branch of the 
Republican Party to replace beleaguered incumbent Sen. Jim Bunning, who had 
struggled to obtain funding after a series of fumbles.6 Bunning’s withdrawal left 
only Paul and Kentucky Secretary of State Trey Grayson, whom Paul defeated by 
more than 20 per cent,7 with the help of the innovative ‘moneybomb’ technique of 
campaigning,8 which encouraged grassroots donations during frenzied periods 
of campaigning. Most interestingly, Rand Paul refused to accept donations 
from senators who supported the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009,9 and attacked Grayson as a D.C. insider. Paul continued to eschew these 
libertarian ideals during the general election.10 The campaign against Kentucky 
Attorney General Jack Conway would prove to be a bitter one, as Conway 
accused Paul of far-right extremism and opposing the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
Paul ventured onto the left-leaning Rachel Maddow show to rebut the allegations 
and confirm his distaste for racism, but stated that he was still against Title II of 
the act because it, as he put it, prevented private establishments from exercising 
the right to free speech.11 Despite these setbacks, Paul defeated Conway with 59 
per cent of the vote, and joined the 112th Congress as Kentucky’s junior Senator 
to Mitch McConnell.12

Since 2010, Paul has been viewed as a shining star for both the Tea Party and 
libertarian movements within the United States, and is one of the few members 
of either group who could conjure mainstream recognition. As the Republican 

Party searches for its 2016 presidential candidate, Rand Paul holds unique 
appeal as a candidate who retains fiscal conservatism whilst 
holding some moderate views on social policy. Senator Paul’s 
appeal to the far-right base is clear: he is the son of a Tea Party 
founder, creator of the anti-federal Kentucky Taxpayers United, 
and a staunch opponent of government expansion13, notably Jack is a first year student of History & Politics. 
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Black Political Power: 
Beyond Ferguson

KANZANIRA THORINGTON examines how Black voter apathy has led to white 
governments in African-American communities.

voters.12 Partly due to their troubled and complex history, African-American 
voters have developed a different political behaviour than that of their white 
counterparts.13 Many African-Americans have a general distrust of the American 
political system,14  and this mentality has ultimately proved detrimental to 
Blacks in America. African-American cynicism towards American politics 
is rooted in the widespread belief that Blacks have little impact on American 
democracy.15 This attitude has created a general sense of political apathy in the 
Black community, particularly in local elections. With low voter turnout and an 
absence of viable Black political candidates in local elections,16 many African-
Americans are unable to exert political power in their own communities and are 
thus left to be governed by the white minority.

Although white governments in black communities have become a political 
norm, events in Ferguson show how a system of unrepresentative government 
can lead to disaster. Throughout months of protests, Ferguson’s citizens have 
expressed great dissatisfaction with their local government and with their lack 
of power within the American political system. In response, many national and 
Black political leaders have argued that Ferguson, and other black communities, 
must exercise their vote to advance and protect their interests. While historically 
areas characterized by conflict lead to a more politically motivated public,17 this 
has not yet happened in Ferguson. Despite their desire for change, Ferguson only 
has 128 newly registered voters since the shooting of Michael Brown.18 While the 
events in Ferguson could have led to a new phase in Black political power, it is 
likely that African-Americans will stay home in the elections to come. 

In his study of political power in America, Robert Dahl concludes that even 
politically uninvolved citizens, who make up the apolitical strata can still 
exert power. However, Dahl notes that this power is contingent on the use of 
elections and competitive parties as this ensures that the views of the larger 
society are reflected in the political stratum.19 In Ferguson and many other black 
communities in the US, the lack of political participation has created a largely 
homogenous government that does not share the interests and values of its 
constituents. In order to bring positive change to their cities, African-Americans 
must work within the American political system through local elections to form 
more representative governments and gain political power and control over their 
communities.

In his book Who Governs?, influential political scientist Robert Dahl examines 
who holds political power in American society. Dahl divides the American 
public into two segments: the political stratum, made up of politically involved 

citizens, and the apolitical stratum, citizens who do not have an active role in 
government.1 Although these two groups have distinctive functions in society, 
the political and apolitical strata are linked through their common goals and 
interests.2 Therefore, Dahl insists, the members of the apolitical stratum are still 
able to ‘govern’ by sharing the common values with the members of the political 
stratum.3 But what happens when the lack of political participation creates a 
government that is almost completely unrepresentative of the constituents?

In August 2014, unarmed black teen Michael Brown was shot and killed by 
white officer Darren Wilson in Ferguson, Missouri. Following the shooting, 
protests broke out in Ferguson and aggressive police response only escalated 
tensions.4 As Ferguson fell into further unrest the media coverage focused on the 
nearly all-white police force in a predominantly black city. However, the police 
force’s lack of diversity was only a part of a much larger problem— Ferguson, 
like many black communities across America, has a predominately white local 
governments.5    

Despite having a Black population of 67 per cent, the Mayor of Ferguson, 
along with five of six city council members, are white6. Since the shooting of 
Michael Brown, Mayor James Knowles and the city’s government have been 
widely criticized for defending the police’s actions against protesters, which 
have included the use of tear gas and rubber bullets.7 The events in Ferguson 
demonstrate a clear disconnect between the government and its constituents, 
which is the result of years of political disengagement. Historically, voter 
turnout in Ferguson elections have been low and in the city’s most recent 
elections only 12.3 per cent of eligible voters participated.8 While local election 
officials do not record voter turnout based on race,9 the electorate in low turnout 
elections tend to be white and politically conservative.10 As a vast majority of 
Ferguson’s population do not take an active role in politics, the city is left with an 
unrepresentative government that does not appear to share the same values and 
interests of its community.    

Unfortunately, the current political situation in Ferguson is not unique. 
Low Black voter turnout has led to white political control in many Black cities 
throughout America.11 While voter numbers in the US generally have declined 
in recent years, there has been an even greater drop with African-American Kanzanira is a member of Leviathan’s Production Team.
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The GOP, Voter Suppression, and 
American Democracy

JULIANA FENTRESS analyses voter suppression techniques and power dynamics in American democracy.

In recent years, American politics has been marked by a troubling trend 
towards the systematic suppression of certain minority groups in democratic 
processes. Common voter suppression techniques include shortened 

early voting, shortened voter registration periods, and laws requiring photo 
identification at polling stations. While proponents argue that these laws are 
necessary to curb the threat of voter fraud, a simple analysis of cases of alleged 
misconduct reveal that such fraud is, in fact, extremely uncommon. The 
prolonged media campaign by the far right to convince the American public of 
rampant voter fraud only serves to justify efforts to curb the rights of minorities 
to exercise their legal rights in a participatory democracy. Voter suppression 
techniques are a tactic being successfully employed by those in office to entrench 
unequal power dynamics. 

Texas’ Governor-elect Republican Greg Abbott issued a statement that 
claimed that 50 cases of voter fraud had been tried in Texas between 2002 
and 2012..1  Of those 50 cases, only 2 were of a nature that would have been 
prevented by mandating photographic identification.2  To put that number into 
perspective, there were 37,415,328 votes cast in Presidential and Gubernatorial 
elections alone in Texas between 2002 and 2012.3 In fact, Research Director for 
Project Vote, Dr. Lorraine Minitte, notes that in the 2005 fiscal year, there were 
many more Americans convicted of violating migratory bird protection laws 
than there were substantiated cases of voter fraud. 4 The problem of voter fraud 
in America has very little to do with any actual wrongdoing, and much to do 
with perception. A Marquette University poll found that of those persons who 
believed that voter fraud accounted for a dozen votes or less in an election, a 
mere 29 per cent support voter ID laws. This is a significant contrast to the 60 
per cent of all respondents who indicated their support. 5 

The recent push for mandated photographic voter identification at polling 
stations is one of the more common voter suppression techniques, and is law 
in a rapidly growing number of states. The controversial new Texas voter-
ID law SB14 is the strictest of this legislation to date and requires one of six 

forms of photo identification to vote: a passport, a military ID card, a driver’s 
license, a license to carry a concealed firearm, a citizenship certificate, or one 
of the newly introduced election identification certificates (EICs).6  The elderly, 
the disabled, and low-income persons are all disproportionately affected by 
these requirements, as they are less likely than the general population to drive 
or travel internationally, and as such, many do not obtain or maintain licenses or 
passports. In fact, almost one in five Americans over the age of 65 do not have a 
valid, current, government-issued photo ID.7  Americans must pay for many of 
these documents, and the EIC, the only free option available to non-veterans, is 
proving to be extremely difficult to obtain. To force these people to pay for these 
documents simply to vote is reminiscent of the now illegal poll tax that once 
institutionalised racism and minority suppression in the American South. It is 
estimated that up to 600,000 Texans who have registered will be unable to vote 
because of the new legislation, disproportionately many of whom are  African-
American, Latino, or low-income.8  Reducing early voting hours is another way in 
which certain elected officials including Ohio’s Republican Secretary of State Jon 
Husted are preventing certain Americans from accessing democratic processes. 

 Low income persons, single parents, and students are particularly affected by 
these regulations as they are less likely to be able to take time off from work, school, 
or family obligations to wait in long lines on election day. There is also a racial 
component to these changes, as a 2008 study determined that African-Americans 
were 26 times more likely to vote during early voting than Caucasian voters. 9  
Federal Judge Peter Economus struck down the Ohio changes citing both the 
14th Amendment and the Voting Rights Act; the Supreme Court later overturned 
the ruling.10 There are also political implications for these demographics, as the 
groups who are unduly oppressed by these voter suppression techniques are 
groups who would be reasonably expected to be Democratic voters. 

The array of voter suppression techniques currently being employed 
by conservative American politicians marks a worrisome turn of the 
political system from democracy to institutionalised, discriminatory 
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oppression. The disproportionate effect that these laws would have on minority 
groups is well documented, and still many states are in the process of moving 
towards this restrictive behaviour. Republican leadership has proven to be a 
growing threat to the rights of minorities. By simply limiting the voting rights 
of those who are likely to oppose them, these politicians are manipulating the 
electoral system to better the chances that they will remain in power. Voter 
suppression entrenches policies that are exclusionary and discriminatory in 
law. The inequity in power dynamics between elected politicians and low-
income persons and racial minorities is significant enough already. If these voter 

suppression tactics become law, they could take away one of the only means of 
true participation in government that many people have. These laws stand to 
erode the basic principles of democracy and are a disturbing example of how 
those in power can abuse their influence to remain so. 

Juliana is Leviathan’s Fundraising Director and Copy Editor.

A Revolving Door or Vicious Circle?

To provide effective representation, governments must be receptive to the 
will of its people. By allowing interest groups to influence the legislature 
on behalf of citizens, lobbying, in theory, creates a link between citizens 

and the state beyond the polls. However, politicians are being over-reliant on 
funding by interest groups and by participating in what is sometimes called 
‘revolving door’ phenomena, referring to the movement of people between 
legislative roles and influence groups.1 Today, thousands of special interest 
groups exist, advocating everything from dehydrated onion and garlic to reptile 
keepers.2 The Founding Fathers hoped competing interests would further 
enhance a system of checks and balances, allowing for true representation. In 
reality, a minority of groups have managed to infiltrate the corridors of power, 
whilst the vast majority of citizens and their views are being effectively quieted. 

Lobbying has formed part of the United State’s political landscape since the 
formation of the Republic. Traces of these groups can be seen in the Federalists 
Papers; in No. 10 of the series, author and soon-to-be President, James Madison, 
warned against ‘organised groups of citizens (…) united by some common 
impulse of passion, or of interest’ and their threat to democracy.3 Madison’s 
trepidations turned out to be justified, as problems arose with these groups as 
early as 1875, when Sam Ward was convicted for bribery. Ward, today known 
as ‘The King of the Lobby’, a flamboyant businessman, held extravagant dinner 
parties at which his clients could mingle with specially requested Congressmen, 
allowing for money to infiltrate the political system over a bottle of champagne, 
eerily similar to the political fundraisers that are seen today.4 

Money has undoubtedly become the pivot of political success in the USA. 
Due to the Citizens United Case of 2010, in which campaign donations from 
individuals and corporations became unlimited under the law, fundraising has 
become an indispensable part of the election process.5 Lobbying groups have 
stepped into this funding ‘arms race’, either with direct donations to campaigns 
or via political action committees, which can actually launch ads and hold rallies 
and so forth for candidates as long as they are not formally affiliated with the 
campaign.6 

Such money is a huge bargaining chip for interests groups, corporations, 
and wealthy individuals. This can be seen quite clearly with oil subsidies. Last 
year, oil and gas interests groups spent $363 million on political donations, 
thereby acquiring $5.2 billion of governmental subsidies. In contrast, groups 
representing renewable energy, which is very popular among the American 
public, spent $28 million, yielding only $2.2 billion of subsidies.7 Coincidence? 
Probably not, as this has been a trend, at times much more extreme than now, 
since 1979.8 As journalist Jim Rutenberg put it, Citizens United has allowed 
these interest groups to ‘start what are in essence their own political parties, built 
around pet causes or industries and backing politicians uniquely answerable to 
them.’9 These interests groups are given a place and voice in government, and 
often interests groups directly link themselves to the inside the government 
via the revolving door. Many former government employees are recruited after 
the end of their political careers to join interest groups, often tempted by high 
salaries.10 This financial capacity to lure ex-Congressmen into lobbying positions 
is a key weapon for corporations seeking legislative power. To further illustrate 
the lobbies’ stranglehold on US politics I will examine two powerful groups, with 
different aims but similarly alarming degrees of power. 

Dow Chemicals is the second largest chemical company in the world, 

employing 53,000 people in 201311 and producing raw materials for various 
industries. As one of the top five highest spending lobbyists in the US in 2014, 
Dow is campaigning on 114 bills, covering topics such as nuclear power, taxes, 
and, most worryingly, conservation. Dow has one of the worst environmental 
records of any corporation in the US; in 2010 alone, they produced 600 million 
pounds of toxic waste, which makes them the second largest producer of 
improperly treated toxic waste in the world.12 For example, in 2007 it was forced 
to remove several ton of sediment from the Tittabawassee River, which it had 
polluted with a pollutant called dioxin.13 

Despite this shaky history, Dow has been able to use its 17 former government 
employee lobbyists to influence the funding for the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (intended 
to hold polluters to account),14 as well as to secure millions of dollars a year 
in subsidies from the government.15 Promoting a company such as Dow 
Chemical and furthering their power in the market is certainly a hazard to the 
environment, and is not consistent with the views of the American people; a 
Gallup poll found that 62 per cent of the American public believes that the 
government is doing ‘too little […] in terms of protecting the environment’.16 

Supporting Dow therefore is a clear example of a lack of representation within 
the government, and based on the evidence given prior, it can be said that 
lobbying had much to contribute to this injustice. 

The American Israeli Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) has been a huge 
player in Washington since the 1970s. Officially established ‘to strengthen, 
protect and promote the U.S.-Israel relationship,’17 AIPAC funds ‘approved’ 
politicians whilst mobilising against those who do not hold compatible views. 
With a $60 million budget and annual conferences attended by two-thirds of 
Congress, AIPAC puts pressure on the US government to militarily confront 
Iran, to give unconditional support for the Israeli government, and promote 
Israeli policies that are in direct conflict with International Law on an immediate 
and forceful level.18 However, its anti-Iran, anti-Palestine stance no longer 
represents the people it claims to stand for. According to a recent Pew Centre 
poll, only 38 per cent of American Jews believe that the Israeli government is 
sincerely pursuing peace.19 Whilst hundreds of Student Government presidents 
attended this year’s conference, a Gallup poll released in July shows that only 
a quarter of young Americans believe Israel’s actions in Gaza to be justified.20 
The influence that AIPAC holds in the government is not representative, not 
only of the American public, but even the American Israelis who they claim to 
represent. 

However, is this culture of money in politics possible to eradicate? It would 
certainly be a long process to make this happen, but other countries have 
taken steps in the right direction. Canada’s implementation of the Lobbying 
Act in 2008 established a commissioner of lobbying, a comprehensive register, 
and a lobbyist’s code of conduct that has gained significant success in limiting 
the access of lobbying groups to government21 . A growing movement, led by 
Represent.Us, is campaigning for similar reforms in America. An effective anti-
corruption act should prohibit the revolving door phenomena and make the 
flow of money into politics more transparent. Only by regulating the power of 
the lobby industry will the U.S. move towards a government truly by the people, 
for the people.  

ANDREW BAILIE explores the power of the insiders in American politics.

Andrew is a first year student of Philosophy & Politics. 

International
‘Power’ is among the first buzz words taught to politics and 

international relations students. As a concept, its understanding has 
been crucial to innovation and classification, not only in politics but 

in almost every other academic discipline.
Too many people have dreamt of being 

powerful. On their way there, whether as the 
hunters or the hunted, they find an identity - 
one they don’t necessarily understand, and call it 
politics. For too long, very few women survived 
this pursuit. For the international section of this 
issue, we have chosen to take a look at one such 
person – a woman of many firsts. ‘Holding Her 

Breath Under Water’ was an effort to show the power of a typically striving, yet 
unique, individual. 

But is the pursuit of power a part of our shared identity? Our mutual view of 
power has led to a misunderstanding of it, argues Iqan Fadaei in ‘Reconceptualising 
Power’. His article looks deeply into the meaning of this concept to showcase the 
theoretical fallacies from which we continue to suffer.

Be it the power of one over another, malign, benign, western, or the power of 
the stories we tell as highlighted by Briana Pegado in ‘Understanding Power’, 
power has been, is and will always be the buzz word that deserves our continuous 
interrogation and study.

Yuechen Wang
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Christine Lagarde: Holding Her Breath 
Under Water

DIONISIS  PELEKIS 

Christine Lagarde, throughout her career, has 
become familiar with the ‘first woman to...’ 
tag. Born in 1956 to a family of academics, she 

soon proved to be dedicated and hardworking. As a 
teenager, she was a member of the National French 
Synchronised Swimming team, and succeeded, after 
passing her baccalaureate in 1973, in gaining an 
American Field Service scholarship to the Holton-
Arms School for girls in Bethesda. She worked as an 
intern at the United States Capitol, as Representative 
William Cohen’s congressional assistant. During the 
year in the U.S., she perfected her English and gained 
her first experiences in a field she would dominate in 

the future, politics.
Upon returning to France, she studied at Paris West University Nanterre La 

Défense, where she earned Master’s degrees in English, labour law, and social 
law, before attending the Institute of political sciences of Aix-en-Provence, 
where she obtained another Master’s degree. In 1981 she went back to the U.S., 
to work for the international Chicago-based law firm Baker & McKenzie as an 
associate. She handled mainly labour, anti-trust, and mergers and acquisitions 
cases, making partner within six years. Eighteen years after joining the firm, and 
after having served as the head of the firm in Western Europe, she became Baker 
& McKenzie’s first ever female Chairman. From that position, she pioneered a 
‘client first’ approach, which significantly increased the firm’s profits.

From Law to Politics: First Taste of Power
Following her extraordinary legal career, Ms Lagarde was, in 2005, appointed 

as France’s Trade Minister. After spending more than twenty years working 
outside France, her transition was difficult. Though not a stranger to the 
French public realm, having been honoured in March 2004 by receiving an 
appointment to France’s highest order, the Legion of Honour, she was not 
accustomed to French politics, and the deeply rooted sense of social welfare and 
statism inherent in the French populace were thoroughly different from what 
she became accustomed to during her legal career. This can be demonstrated 
by one of her first comments, which was a criticism of the rigidity of France’s 
labour market. Naturally, the comment was not well-received. Notwithstanding 
the less than perfect beginning of her ministerial career, she proved to be one of 
France’s most successful Trade Ministers, and during her tenure French exports 
reached record levels. 

After a brief spell as France’s Agriculture Minister she was appointed by 
Nicola Sarkozy and Francois Fillon as France’s first female Minister of Economic 
Affairs, Finance, and Employment. It is worth noting that she was the first 
woman to be in charge of a G8 economy. She did not hesitate during her tenure 
as finance minister to blame the 2008 financial crisis on the male-dominated, 
‘testosterone-fuelled’ culture of international finance. As a finance minister she 
seemed torn between her own market-friendly instincts and the French statist 
status quo. Her reforms during that time are equally mixed: on the one hand 
she tried to regulate hedge funds, and on the other she attempted to make the 
French economy more competitive. She became extremely popular in France, 
coming second in a 2009 poll carried out newspaper Le Parisien on the country’s 
favourite personalities. In the same year, the Financial Times declared her the 
best finance minister in Europe.

However, her popularity was not shared outwith her native France, especially 
among other European States. As France’s finance minister, she played a key 
role in the early stages of the Eurozone debt crisis. Her eagerness to crack down 
on tax evasion is demonstrated by the so called ‘Lagarde List’, a spreadsheet 
containing the names and account details of roughly 2,000 potential Greek tax 
evaders, who maintained undeclared accounts at Swiss HSBC’s Geneva branch. 
The List was part of a much larger dataset of names retrieved by the French 
authorities in January 2009, and the names in that dataset were shared with 
a number of European governments. Lagarde’s enthusiasm was not shared by 
them, with the Greeks locking the List in a drawer for years and the British 
declaring that they would not prosecute the individuals named in the List – or 
reveal their identity to the public.

A French Star in New York
 Even while everything seemed to be going well for Ms Lagarde, an 

extraordinary opportunity came about. A position she was born for was, very 
suddenly, vacated. Dominique Strauss-Kahn, the Managing Director of the 
International Monetary Fund, was forced to stand down following allegations 
of sexual assault and attempted rape made by a hotel maid on May 14, 2011. 
Lagarde rose to the challenge, announcing her candidacy for the job on May 25. 
She was shortlisted, her main opponent being governor of Mexico’s central bank 
Agustín Carstens. Both had extraordinary résumés, with Carstens boasting 
previous IMF experience as deputy managing director from 2003 to 2006. His 
candidacy was supported by most Latin American governments, Spain, Canada, 
and Australia. Lagarde received the support of most of the big players: the 
U.S., the UK, China, Russia, India, and Germany. On June 28, the IMF’s board 
announced that Lagarde had been selected to be the Fund’s new managing 
director. She was the first woman to be appointed to that position.

Lagarde had some rather big shoes to fill, as Dominique Strauss-Kahn was 
considered to be one the IMF’s best directors. The Washington Post wrote 
‘Without Strauss-Kahn at the helm, Europe is at risk of losing a key source of 

Dionisis is a fourth year student of Law and the Treasurer of the Politics 
and International Relations Society.

financial support in its efforts to contain the debt crisis buffeting the continent’1 
.1 Economist Joseph Stiglitz commented that Strauss-Kahn was an impressive 
leader who re-established the credibility of the institution. The Economist 
believed he spearheaded the Fund’s change of approach, which ‘led it to become 
kinder and gentler,’ especially towards the poorer countries.2 This would be 
the biggest challenge in Lagarde’s extraordinary career. But she could not fully 
dedicate herself to upholding her predecessor’s legacy while implementing her 
own policies. Mere days after she was appointed, a ghost from her days as finance 
minister came to haunt her. That ghost was none other than the Tapie affair. 
In 2007, as finance minister, Lagarde authorised a panel of judges to arbitrate 
a 14-year-old legal dispute between Bernard Tapie and Credit Lyonais (which 
had, in that period, become state-owned). In 2008, the judges awarded Tapie, a 
vocal supporter of Nicola Sarkozy, £248 million in damages. The out-of-court 
settlement scandalised opposition politicians. Lagarde was accused of abusing 
her power, and the public prosecutor  recommended a full judicial inquiry into 
Lagarde’s role, saying there was evidence of ‘several reasons to be suspicious of 
the regularity and even the legality’ of the settlement. The investigation is still 
ongoing, and in August 2014 Lagarde was further accused of ‘negligence’.

Notwithstanding all those problems, Lagarde assumed her position as the IMF’s 
managing director amid a serious crisis. She tried to follow DSK’s policies and 
approved large bailouts for the struggling Eurozone economies, alongside the 
European Commission and the European Central Bank (thereby creating the 
‘Troika’). However, during her tenure the IMF pushed for further austerity as a 
condition to approve loans. This is backed by a report from the European Network 
on Debt and Development (Eurodad)3  saying that the IMF has not learned from 
previous mistakes and has increased the conditions attached to loans from 14 
in 2007 to 20 in 2014, thus remaining heavily engaged in highly sensitive and 
polarising policy areas. The research also suggests that twenty out of the twenty-
two countries that were in IMF programs at the time of the report’s publication 
were repeat lenders and had been in IMF programs in the last decade. To make 
things worse, it is shown that most of those countries had previous arrangements 
with the Fund in the last three years. 

The way the Troika handled the Eurozone debt crisis has been controversial to 
say the least. The Fund had a history of underestimating the negative effects of 
large-scale spending cuts on economic growth, and history repeated itself. In June 
2013, the Fund officially admitted that austerity was hurting the Greek economy, 
and began a blame game with the Commission. The IMF’s role in the bailout 
programmes has been heavily criticised and questioned, even from the inside. 
Paulo Nogueira Batista, one of the Fund’s executive directors, who holds voting 
powers for Brazil, Ecuador, and a number of other Latin American countries, 
voiced his concerns in 2013 saying that ‘the Fund’s lending policies were changed 
in a casuistic way to accommodate European interests’.4 These controversial 
decisions, with less-than-enviable results, seem to have hurt the Fund’s cohesion. 
In March 2011, a few months before Lagarde took over, the Ministers of Economy 
and Finance of the African Union discussed and agreed upon the creation of an 
African Monetary Fund, as an alternative to the IMF. Another big blow to the 
Fund came in July 2014, when at the 6th BRICS summit Brazil, Russia, India, 
China, and South Africa announced the creation of a BRICS Contingent Reserve 
Arrangement (CRA)5  with an initial size of $100 billion, again as an alternative 
to the IMF. The significance of this move is highlighted by the fact that the BRICS 
economies represent 20% of the world’s GDP. 

Lagarde’s tenure in the IMF has, thus far, not been free of controversial decisions 
and embarrassing results. However, it must be recognised that she succeeded in 
the hardest and arguably most important mission she undertook, the Eurozone 
debt crisis. Notwithstanding all the problems that she, as the head of the IMF, 
had to face, she managed to stabilise the Eurozone economies. Cyprus, Ireland, 
Portugal, and Spain have left the Troika support mechanisms, and Greece’s future 
looks much brighter than it did three years ago. She successfully led one of the 
largest international organisations through a challenging international crisis. She 
fostered international cooperation, working closely with the European Union 
and other international organisations, and followed in DSK’s footsteps, making 
the IMF a credible player in international affairs. She affirmed the power of 
international institutions on the world stage, by risking the Fund’s reputation – 
and perhaps even its future – in her quest to save the Euro and the EU. Some may 
say that her tenure was Eurocentric, but that’s where the biggest challenge was, 
and she took it on. 

Her hard-working professionalism, appetite for technical detail, impressive 
negotiating skills and the odd mix of ‘Frenchness’ and internationalism have 
made Ms Lagarde into one of the most powerful individuals in the world. She is 
one of the most important people in the world of international politics, setting 
the agenda on international finance. She could be the face of international 
success; she could be the poster-person for the empowerment of international 
institutions.

Her journey to the top has not always been easy. She had to fight hard, and at 
every turn there was another problem facing her. She managed to succeed in the 
face of adversity, dominating the boys’ club that is finance. She perseveres even 
after having been accused of abuse of power in her native France. One thing is 
sure about Lagarde: her experience as a synchronised swimmer is obvious – 
she can hold her breath under water.
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Softly Powerful: China’s Pursuit of 
International Influence1 

Prof. TAO XIE

What is power?
This is a question that animated heated intellectual debates in political 

science and sociology in the United States in the 1960s. Thanks to 
these debates, we now know that power has at least three faces.2 The first face is 
the Dahlian view, that is, the ability to get others to do what they otherwise would 
not do.3 In international relations, this face of power usually involves coercion 
(e.g., military threats) and/or cooption (e.g., economic payments), and it can be 
viewed as a different label for hard power.

While the first face of power is often overt, the second face of power tends to be 
much more covert. It is agenda setting, that is, the ability to decide which issues 
will be considered and which will not.4 In international relations, agenda power 
should be on its full display at international institutions. There are so many issues 
competing for attention at such institutions, and those who decide which issues 
will be considered wield enormous power over those whose issues are excluded.

The third face of power is even more covert than the second face. It is the ability 
to shape the preferences of others, so that they will want what you want and do 
what you want them to do, even against their own interests.5 From a Marxist 
perspective, this is the power to manufacture ‘false consciousness,’ or ‘the opium 
for the people.’

In 1990 this third face of power was resurrected in a different label by the 
Harvard professor Joseph Nye, who called it soft power, that is, ‘the ability to 
get what you want through attraction rather than coercion or payments.’6 Such 
attraction, according to Nye, derives from a country’s cultural heritage, political 
values, economic prosperity, technological innovation, smart diplomacy, etc. 
Attraction could be temporary, but it also could be internalized and become one’s 
sincere preferences. In the real world, this could mean that if a foreigner has 
internalized democracy and freedom championed by the United States, he/she 
will probably support U.S. policies to spread—or even impose—these values on 
other countries, even if such policies may be detrimental to this person’s interests 
(e.g., domestic instability in his or her own country).

If so, who does not like soft power? Instead of resorting to intimidation, 
military force, economic sanctions, or diplomatic pressure, a country can achieve 
its foreign policy goals through willing support and cooperation from others. 
Such a soft approach to foreign policy adds to one’s legitimacy and saves precious 
resources. To be able to achieve foreign policy goals in such a fashion is to be 
softly powerful. Or to borrow the famous ancient Chinese strategist Sun Tze, 
‘The supreme art of war is to subdue the enemy without a war.’

No wonder so many countries—big and small—quickly jumped on the 
bandwagon and launched soft power campaigns of various sizes and with 
different effects.7 It turns out that the Chinese—leaders, scholars, journalists, 
and policy analysts—have been the most attentive students of Nye.8 Since 2007 
Chinese leaders have repeatedly called for enhancing China’s soft power, and the 
Chinese government has invested billions of dollars in bolstering its soft power 
abroad. To some observers, China’s soft power initiatives have amounted to 
nothing less than a ‘charm offensive.’9

Why are Chinese leaders so keen to build up China’s soft power? How does 
China promote its soft power? What are the effects of China’s soft power 
campaign?

Why
When talking about China’s pursuit of soft power, one needs to first understand 

Chinese leaders’ views of soft power. At a group study session of the CPC politburo 
in January 2014, the Chinese president Xi Jinping made it clear what kind of soft 
power China is seeking. He vowed to ‘promote China’s cultural soft power by 
disseminating modern Chinese values and showing the charm of Chinese culture 
to the world.’ For Xi, modern Chinese values are ‘socialist values with Chinese 
characteristics.’10 What are these values, then? Since the 18th Party Congress in 
2012 these values have been defined as ‘prosperity, democracy, civility, harmony, 
freedom, equality, justice, the rule of law, patriotism, dedication, integrity and 
friendship.’11

If China’s soft power campaign is to disseminate these values, then few would 
raise objections. Many of these values—such as democracy and freedom—seem 
to have become universally accepted (at least by peoples around the world). 
Besides, the United States—and to a lesser extent the European Union—should 
be much relieved, because now they have new company in their worldwide 
crusade for democracy and freedom.

To some foreign and Chinese observers, however, China’s soft power campaign 
is anything but the dissemination of these universally accepted values. On the 
contrary, they believe that Chinese leaders are using soft power as a cover to 
justify and defend China’s party-state that apparently contradicts these values.12  
Thus China’s soft power campaign is often viewed as an attempt to fend off 
western ideological infiltration and to defend China’s party-state against western 
criticism.

Ideological self-defense may be the primary reason behind China’s soft power 
push, but there are other factors too. Chinese leaders seem to believe that although 
China already possesses formidable hard power (i.e., economic and military 

power), it won’t be viewed as a truly global power (like the United States) until 
it also possesses equally formidable soft power of the sort articulated by Nye. 
In the fierce strategic competition between the two countries, China cannot 
afford to lag behind on such an important dimension of power.

More importantly, with extraordinary economic growth in the past three 
decades, China is back center stage in the international community. In the early 
years of reform, it was imperative to bring the outside world—particularly its 
technology and capital—into China. Today it is imperative to introduce a born-
again China to the outside world, especially in light of the myriad stereotypes 
and distortions about China that are still prevalent among many foreigners. 
Comments by Gordon Chang, a U.S.-based commentator on China, amply 
illustrate the urgency of countering western discourse on China and to present 
the Chinese version of China to the outside world. In an Al Jazeera interview in 
October 20, 2014, Chang went so far as to assert that China today is similar to 
the Third Reich under Adolf Hitler.13

Having explained the rationale behind China’s soft power offensive, we will 
move on to discuss the means by which the Chinese government has adopted 
to achieve the end.

How
Chinese leaders are fully aware that soft power is as much about what is 

presented about China as about how China is presented, and that the latter is 
largely determined by foreign media. Indeed, numerous studies by Chinese 
scholars indicate that foreign media tend to be highly selective in their coverage 
of China, highlighting human rights issues, environmental degradation, 
authoritarian rule, government corruption, or potential threats to regional and 
international stability posed by China’s growing economic and military power. 
To some Chinese scholars, coverage of China by foreign media—particular 
Western media—is so biased and distorted that it constitutes a concerted effort 
to ‘demonize’ China. 14

Unsurprisingly, Chinese leaders have repeatedly underscored the urgency 
of improving China’s international communication (or overseas publicity) 
capabilities. The Chinese government reportedly invested $ 8.7 billion in 
2009-2010 on bolstering such capabilities. The major beneficiaries of this 
huge investment are China’s ‘Big Four’: China Central Television (CCTV), 
China Radio International (CRI), Xinhua News Agency, and China Daily, 
plus English- and Chinese-language TV stations abroad (such as Blue Ocean 
Network and Great Wall TV in the U.S.). The Big Four have undergone dramatic 
revamping to make them more audience-friendly, including starting 24-hour 
news broadcasts, using foreigners as news anchors, increasing live coverage of 
breaking news, and signing up news commentators.15

Yet to many observers, the chief symbol of China’s soft power offensive is the 
Confucius Institutes, the first of which was founded in South Korea in 2004. By 
the end of 2013 there were already 440 Confucius Institutes and 646 Confucius 
Classrooms across 120 countries.16 These institutes were established to be 
centers of cultural exchanges between China and host countries, though many 
foreigners suspect that they are fronts for China’s ideological export.17

Apart from these cultural initiatives, the Chinese government has also used 
mega-events to showcase its accomplishments and to sway international public 
opinion. Within two years, China hosted the 2008 Beijing Olympics, the 2010 
Shanghai Expo, and the 2010 Guangzhou Asian Games. The Shanghai Expo, 
in particular, was often touted by Chinese scholars and government officials 
as a great opportunity to practice public diplomacy (i.e., to bolster China’s soft 
power), because the Expo was expected to attract 70 million visitors (including 
3.5 million foreign visitors).18 As one senior Chinese official put it just days 
before the opening of the Expo, ‘That is why we regard it as another historic 
opportunity to promote public diplomacy after the Beijing Olympic Games.’19 

By investing so many resources, Chinese leaders have demonstrated their 
unwavering commitment to boosting China’s soft power. What are the effects of 
such a massive campaign worldwide, then?

What
Surprisingly, few scholars and analysts—Chinese or foreign—have made 

attempts to assess the effectiveness of China’s soft power campaign.20 Admittedly, 
soft power is such a nebulous term that it is hardly amenable to rigorous social 
science measurement. What Nye calls ‘attraction’ is largely based on perception, 
rather than objective and reasoned judgment. That being said, there are 
nevertheless a handful of indicators by which China’s soft power campaign can 
be evaluated, even if imperfectly.

Cross-national surveys conducted by the Pew Global Attidues Project allow us 
to identify changes in foreign publics’ perceptions of China in 2002-2014.21 The 
good news for the Chinese government is that perceptions of China in many 
developing countries have been consistently quite favorable, with Pakistan 
boasting an annual average favorability rating of 72.5 per cent. Such ratings 
among Russians and Indonesians averated above 60 per cent.

The bad news for the Chinese government is that views of China tend to 
be much less favorable in western European countries, with annual average 
ratings usually below 50 per cent. Besides, there is a clear downward trend in 
favorable perceptions of China. Take Germany, for example. In 2006, 56 per 
cent of Germans had a favorable of China, the highest point in the Pew series. It 
dropped to 34 per cent in 2007 and 26 per cent in 2008, and has remained below 
30 per cent since 2012.

A survey on Soft Power in Asia, conducted by the Chicago Council on 
Global Affairs and the East Asia Institute in 2008, offers additional clues about 
perceptions of China’s soft power in five countries: the United States, China, 
Japan, South Korea, Indonesia, and Vietnam. The survey has five sets of 
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questions that are designed to measure five dimensions of soft power, namely, 
political, diplomatic, economic, cultural, and human capital. China was top 
ranked in cultural power only (and by two countries). By contrast, the United 
States was top ranked by at least two countries in each of the five dimensions.22  
Another study that used similar indices of soft power shows that China’s overall 
ranking of soft power (22nd) lags far behind that of the United States (2nd).23 

The author of this article also conducted an empirical study of macro-level 
factors that could influence cross-national variations in perceptions of China. 
These factors include bilateral strategic and economic ties, and similiarities 
in socioeconomic development and political systems, and the number of 
Confucius Institutes and Classrooms in those countries. Results from statistical 
analysis indicates that only socioeconomic similiarity has a significant impact: 
the more developed a country is, the less favorable its public’s views of China.

All these findings suggest that China still faces a deficit in soft power, though 
the magnitude of that deficit varies considerably from one region to another, 
and from one study to another. Moreover, since China’s soft power campaign 
has a rather short history of only about ten years, it is probably too early to assess 
the effects of this campaign.

Epilogue
Soft power in international relations sounds so seductive that few governments 

can resist the temptation of possessing it, and the more the better. China is an 
illuminating example of the powerful impact that a new idea could have on 
government polices.

For a number of reasons discussed above, the Chinese government wants 
to bolster its soft power abroad. But soft power pursued by China seems quite 
different from that proposed by Nye. The former seems to focus on debunking 
prevalent western stereotypes and distortions about China. As the Chinese 
President Xi Jinping said, ‘The stories of China should be well told, voices of 
China well spread, and characteristics of China well explained.’24 The latter, 

by contrast, tends to focus on marketing one’s desirable qualities. In this sense, 
Chinese soft power is more a negative type, whereas Nye’s soft power is more of 
a positive type.

To be sure, Chinese leaders may have contemplated about marketing the 
attractions of China, but such attractions—both uniquely Chinese and universally 
appealing—seem to be in short supply. The so-called China model—’capitalism 
with Chinese characteristics’—could be a product for export, but the model (or 
the Beijing Consensus) was not a Chinese invention.25 Besides, the model is 
still being tested by myriad domestic challenges that include glaring inequality, 
rampant corruption, environmental degradation, and rising social discontent. 
In the end, it seems that Chinese leaders are more interested in ‘diversity in 
harmony,’ an international order under which countries with diverse political 
and economic practices co-exist in peace and prosperity. Diversity in harmony 
is the exact opposite of ‘the end of history,’ and if the former becomes so widely 
accepted as to replace the latter, then China is in a position to claim being softly 
powerful.
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Understanding Power and How To Use It
BRIANA PEGADO reflects on power dynamics and the stories we tell.

Those that seek power rarely understand its influence and often manipulate 
power in ways that suggest it is not in their control.1  Meanwhile, it is often 
those that do not seek it who truly have power and with whom real power 

lies. How we create narratives around power can influence others immensely, 
and it is through these relationships of interactions and influence that one can 
exercise force and, therefore, exercise power. Power is distributed, controlled, 
and created (not destroyed) through actions within power relationships. 

Like energy within power dynamics, every action has a reaction and every 
interaction has a power influence. Power is applied through actions and 
reactions within these relationships and flows in all directions between the actors 
participating in the power dynamic. In interpersonal terms, the application of 
power occurs through the influence of one’s actions and behaviours on others. 
Individuals who master how their actions and behaviours influence others will 
hold the key to understanding power.

Scholars of politics and international relations spend the majority of their 
academic careers analysing how power works and how it interacts with various 
actors on the world stage and in national and local arenas. Power analysis also 
permeates into psychology, philosophy, and sociology among other disciplines. 
Indeed, it can operate within the objectivity of science and technology and 
should be examined within every existing subject area. Power exists in every 
space, including in relationships between individuals and within institutions 
governed by rules and constraints.

Where there is authority there is a power dynamic. Where authority does 
not exist there is a struggle for power amongst those that seek order. Human 
interaction is constituted by the way we influence, communicate, and interact 
with others, with objects, and within spaces and arenas. For those who believe 
that there is no order and only chaos, power exists within that chaos as a form 
of energy. 

Even outside of the macrocosm of the universe and inside the microcosm of our 
minds, power struggles still exist. Internal struggles between logic and emotion, 
irrationality and reason are all mental manifestations of a power struggle. How 
we make sense of our world, organise our thoughts, and then articulate them is 
governed by power dynamics or relationships. Power permeates life. 

There are four different ways of applying power – power over, power with, 
power to, and power within. ‘Power over’ is the control over people, resources, 
etc. ‘Power with’ is collective strength. ‘Power to’ is individual agency, a power 
to influence and act on something. ‘Power within’ is individual self-worth and 
efficacy.2  These forms of power are applied on different levels – the global, 
national, and local – and exist in different spaces: closed, invited, and claimed. 
Power can come in invisible, hidden, and visible forms.3  

Closed spaces include those behind closed doors and can be characterised by 
decision-making that takes place without the consultation of the public. Invited 
spaces, such as democratic and open trade unions, apply a more inclusive form 
of power. Power that exists within a created or claimed space is there due to a 
common concern expressed through a sit-in or protest. 

Visible power is demonstrated as a contest over interests in public spaces, such 
as formal decision-making bodies. Hidden forms of power are used by vested 
interests to maintain their privilege by creating barriers to participation, by 
exerting political control ‘backstage’, or by excluding key issues from the public 
arena. Invisible power is often applied through dominant ideologies, values, 
and forms of behaviour adopted by powerless groups. Through this process, 
an individual’s awareness of his or her own rights and interests is hidden.4  In 

his theory of Habitus, Bourdieu described a ‘socialized subjectivity’ – interplay 
between personal experience (history) and social structure (socialised norms/
tendencies) that creates personal or broader dispositions in society.5 

The only way to understand why these forms of power exist and how they are 
reinforced is by acknowledging the narratives (or frames) around them. Lakoff 
once said, ‘Framing is a power means of persuasion because once people hold 
a frame strongly enough, they will reject facts that do not fit with it.’6  Politics 
works through frames. Politicians or actors that engage in national, local, or 
internal politics use frames to influence the power dynamic within their power 
relationships. By examining these frames we can see that more often than 
not people believe stories, not facts. These frames contribute to our cultural 
narratives, which in many cases help construct and contribute to the existing 
cultural monopolies. These frames, settled upon in closed spaces, construct 
dominating ideologies that operate as a form of invisible power. How can we 
influence this form of invisible power over others within closed spaces? We shift 
the power dynamic by using power with, power to, and power within to force 
this power from its invisible to its visible form and into invited or claimed spaces. 

We cannot have a conversation about power without discussing what influences 
individuals’ actions and behaviours, which dictates how individuals exert their 
power. These actions and behaviours are influenced by an individual’s thoughts 
and ideas, which are shaped by and shape an individual’s values. 

In academia we operate on the premise that no single thought or idea is 
originally our own. Through our life experiences, we subconsciously mould our 
thoughts and ideas into our values that are uniquely our own. Our values are a 
set of ideas that we refer to as our own personal dictionary when we are making 
sense of propositions that we come across in decision-making. This is what we 
now call our ‘common sense’. Notice that one individual’s common sense varies 
from another’s. 

There exist certain cultural monopolies and through these monopolies one 
could argue there is a common cultural sense that may signal a type of common 
sense. However, people garner or derive experience from many similar but not 
identical experiences. Hence different individuals have different values based on 
different thoughts and ideas. Often, in the throngs of an argument someone may 
shout, ‘it’s common sense!’, but what may appear to be common to debater A does 
not resonate in quite the same way to debater B. 

Our ideas and thoughts do shape our values. Our values influence our actions 
and behaviours, which act to exert power in its different forms, in different spaces, 
and on different levels. We must not let existing structures and institutions shape 
our thoughts and ideas in a way that reinforces any dominating ideology, because 
that is power over us in its purest form. If we do not acknowledge that power 
dynamics dictate our culture and construct narratives, thereby shaping our very 
understanding of each other and ourselves, we relinquish our individual power 
to those who chose to exert their own. We must be aware of our actions and 
behaviours. We must act with conviction to exert our influence in constructive 
ways. We must frame our stories through those actions and behaviours. And to 
make sure we have a real impact on our world, when we tell our stories we should 
make sure they are good stories.
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Reconceptualising Power
IQAN FADAEI brings us back to the basic assumption of politics 

and international relations—the human nature of power. 

It is difficult to think of a concept as multi-faceted, intriguing and yet warped 
as ‘power’. The western world is obsessed with power. Not a single discipline 
at our university that relates to human interaction ignores the concept. 

Many thinkers see it as a – if not the – fundamental factor of their fields. But 
conceptions of social reality revolving around power are expressions of the way 
we conceive of other, equally fundamental subjects: human nature and human 
identity foremost among them. This contribution offers insights into the former 
and its connection to our understanding and application of power.

Human nature
A prevailing conception of the human being in the western world is the self-

interested rational egoist. In this classic Hobbesian view, human beings are 
born self-interested and seek to survive in a world of limited resources.1  Since 
other human beings are self-interested, such a world is a place of competition, 
insecurity, and suspicion. To challenge this conception is not to question the 
importance of the individual, its health or survival. Rather, it opens the space for 
an alternative conception of human nature to emerge, one which actually better 
serves both the individual and the collective. Currently, though, the conception 
of the self-interested individual provides the basis upon which are constructed 
whole economic and political systems.2 And these systems are failing to provide 
the necessary solutions to the profound problems we face today: the inability 
of the planet to satiate the consumerism central to global economic systems, 
the untold sufferings to entire peoples that has accompanied such systems, the 
strife and hatred based on differences, the conflicts over material resources, the 
suspicion driving many interpersonal and interstate relations, and more. Given 
such failures, why do we so readily accept this view of human nature?

Unfortunately, one reason is the tendency to deify thinkers of past ages, even 
though such thinkers were limited by a now archaic worldview, forged in times 
when, for example, slavery was a norm. Another reason is that students entering 
into university all too readily accept the theories and assumptions delivered by 
lecturers as objective truth, usually because they are labelled ‘rational’ or ‘real’ 
and so appeal to our desire to feel intellectually robust.

So, what is wrong with the rational egoist view? Essentially, it assumes that 
human beings are inherently self-interested, that this is the defining feature of 
the individual, and that what ensues is an inescapable reality. Rational egoists 
observe the selfish behaviour of individuals and extrapolate from it that human 
beings are inherently and irredeemably selfish. Thus, observations of sacrifice, 
friendship and altruism are quickly explained away as means to strengthening 
our material position in the world; as mere expressions of an underlying self-
interest. Yet, even without analysing the sheer scale of suffering, loss of human 
life and other traumas this model has brought us, its explanatory incompleteness 
is becoming increasingly evident. For, just because we are capable of doing selfish 
things does not mean our nature is solely self-interested. A particular behaviour 
might well be an expression of an underlying reality, but it seems an illogical 
jump that such behaviour is the only expression of that reality.

Thus, even at the level of everyday experience, the model seems to be 
incomplete. For example, how many of us truly form friendships simply to 
advance our material standing in the world? The argument that this is what 
happens at a subconscious level is rather disconcerting. What role does our 
intellect or sense of reason play in such predetermined interactions? Another 
response – that of ‘biological determinism’ – holds that competitive, self-
interested individuals survived a competitive world and so produced offspring 
with the same characteristics (i.e. through natural selection). However, the 
nature of human conscience is still unknown by biologists, who have not yet 
decreed it as wired for only self-interested competition, while the capacity to 
cooperate and work for collective goals has been identified as a capacity crucial 
to survival.3 Ignoring this simply discards an entire element of human nature that 
also happens to be honed for constructive collaboration.4 A third response is that 
such acts as appear altruistic simply help us survive an emotionally harsh world, 
which is a fundamentally self-interested goal. Yet this argument is still forced 
to accept that altruism exists, regardless of any perceived root or motivation. 
Indeed, the fact that such altruistic acts are observable in a world as competition-
based as ours might even be cited as proof of the innate altruism of human 
beings; that it exists even in a world that makes it materially disadvantageous to 
manifest. Moreover, the argument assumes the world to be an inherently harsh, 
competitive environment – such a view is itself constructed upon a faulty model 

of human nature.
Human nature: an alternative model

What is an alternative model for understanding human nature? 
According to Michael Karlberg, an inescapably competitive human 

nature is a myth.5 All the human sciences, he argues, demonstrate that we 

are wired for both competition and cooperation, egoism and altruism. Thus, we 
observe altruism and selfishness because human nature itself is both altruistic 
and selfish. Our institutions and incentive systems, the way we are raised, 
cultured, educated and trained, shape the development of these two human 
capacities.6 Since our political, economic, legal and other systems operating in 
society focus almost entirely on the selfish aspect of human nature that can 
be corrosive when unchecked, that aspect is dominant while the more positive 
side atrophies.7 Furthermore, because that altruistic aspect atrophies, we find it 
harder to find examples of it in the world.

In this sense, conceptions of human nature are self-perpetuating; the way 
we understand it will manifest itself in our actions, thereby providing further 
evidence in support of the belief. As Zamagni explains:

Our beliefs about human nature help shape human nature itself, in the sense 
that what we think about ourselves and our possibilities determines what we 
aspire to become. In this precise sense, the self-interest theory is not morally 
neutral, contrary to what most economists seem to believe. There is growing 
evidence that the self-interest paradigm may be self-fulfilling ... subjects come 
to perceive self-interest as a normative characterization of rational behaviour 
and come to act accordingly. It is here that the effects of the self-interest theory 
are most disturbing.8

Alternatively, were we to believe in our altruistic capacities, our actions 
would begin to reflect that altruism. Importantly, such altruism does not 
necessarily necessitate suffering on our part. There is no reason why acting in a 
way that helps others should not benefit us and, at a basic level, this concept is 
ingrained in the universe. For example, the diverse and specialised cells of the 
human body must work together in harmony in order to function effectively. 
The natural environment is another example; the planet functions according 
to a crucial balance in its ecological systems which, when upset, causes the 
numerous environmental problems we see today. In the same way, the good of 
the individual lies in the health of the collective, while a healthy collective can 
see to the needs of the individual. A world in which this kind of altruism is at 
the core of social interaction would, I imagine, be somewhat better than the one 
we have now.

Such a conception goes beyond the notion of making the best of a bad lot. 
In the field of International Relations, Realist models observe self-interested 
groups and not only call such behaviour ‘real’, but suggest that such behaviour 
reflects the entire reality of human nature. Liberal theories focus on cooperation 
and ameliorating the anarchical society that Realists propose, but still accept 
the Realist paradigm of self-interestedness. Unfortunately, it is not enough to 
reduce the destructiveness of such an anarchical society yet accept its ultimate 
tragedy and therefore limit the potential of collective life. Rather, an alternative 
conception of human nature is needed, one that recognises its complexity. 
The challenge that then emerges is one of prioritising the altruistic element of 
human nature over its self-interested counterpart.

Conceptions of power drawn from an alternative model of human nature
Current definitions of power can be seen to correspond almost entirely with the 

more negative human capacities. The traditional notion of power, as articulated 
by Robert Dahl, sees power as the ability of A to get B to do as A wishes, or else 
the ability of A to prevent B from doing something B wishes.9 Bachrach and 
Baratz go deeper and highlight a second ‘face’ of power; that of agenda-setting.10 
Lukes presents a yet more complex view of power, describing a third dimension: 
the two already mentioned and the third relating to the ability of A to make B 
believe that something is in B’s interest when it is actually in theirs.11 All these 
views, though, stem from the same flawed conception of human nature. Hence, 
they focus on the capacity to pursue one’s own interests, to compete effectively, 
to dominate, to manipulate and to prevail over or against others. The problems 
such narrow conceptions create are exacerbated when we most commonly 
think about power in its most tangible physical, political, social and economic 
forms. Clearly, this kind of power does exist and its manifestations are apparent. 
But actively promoting it to the exclusion of counter-conceptions will only serve 
to embellish and entrench the innumerable hardships and inequities we see in 
the world today.

One beneficial aspect of the prevailing narrow conception of power is its 
recognition of the importance of ‘ability’ or ‘capacity’ to do something.12 
Unbelievably, Bachrach and Baratz specifically identity this understanding in 
their work but dismiss it as uninteresting and unhelpful. Yet, if power is about 
capacity, then their definitions of power are simply focusing too heavily on 
one kind of human capacity. Were definitions that are based upon a broader 
conception of human nature applied to human affairs, more optimistic patterns 



24

LeviathanDecember 2014

Power, Plutocrats, and Poor Decisions 
in the Era of Global Capitalism

ANU PAULIINA HIEKKARANTA explores how the global economic system reproduces social inequality across the globe.

The Keynesian period (roughly 1945-1970) is often seen as the most 
prosperous era of capitalism, associated with the emergence of a relatively 
satisfied society represented by middle-class prosperity and well-being.1 

However, many contemporary critics of today’s capitalism, and neoliberalism 
in particular, point out that current economic policies have worked to create 
astonishing gains for those at the top of the social pyramid while the costs involved 
in achieving these profits are being paid for by the lowers ranks of society, on 
both the domestic and the global arena.2 This was demonstrated by the recent 
sub-prime mortgage crisis of 2007-2008; a crisis created by a few individuals in 
the financial sector that has and will be paid for by the global majority.3 

David Harvey links the emergence of neoliberalism to the financial crises of 
the 1970s, and bases this on the premise that neoliberalism by definition is the 
‘class project’ that emerged as a result of the policies put in place from the 1970s 
onward.4 Neoliberalism has been successful in the concentration of capital and 
power in the hands of few, which in Harvey’s view occurred in all countries that 
followed the guidelines of neoliberalism. The deregulatory policies of the 1970s, 
which continued to grow in magnitude over the 1980s and 1990s, fashioned 
a new global financial system that facilitated the stream of capital across and 
between national boundaries to wherever it could be utilized most efficiently.5 To 
illustrate the effects of the intercontinental spread of advanced capitalism, Saskia 
Sassen describes the international relations of production in the following way: 
‘--natural resources of much of Africa and good parts of Latin America count 
more than the people on those lands count as consumers and as workers’.6 

Existing global financial practices are often described as neo-colonial, 
illustrating the relations of exploitation between developed countries and a 
majority of the global South. For example, the IMF, principally controlled by the 
US, is obliging Highly Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC) to pay 20-25 per cent of 
their export earning towards debt service, when, historically, European countries’ 
debt has typically been entirely or almost entirely forgiven (for example, post-
WW2 Germany).7 In today’s capitalism, the enforcement of supremacy by the 
West is not realised by means of imperialism, but instead by financial constraints. 
As a result, the vast majority of impoverished countries are even less likely to 
reach the level of consumption required to pass into the capitalist sphere than 
was the case 20 years ago, due to practises of advanced capitalism.8

As illustrated by the recent trends in finance, the majority of investments no 
longer flow into production, but into assets.9 To explain this drift, it is essential to 
understand that the capitalist economy is currently at a fatal crisis, brought about 
by the secular trends of capitalism, which are quickly reaching their asymptotes.10 
Wallerstein states that the capitalist system has a cyclical nature, which restores 
its natural equilibrium routinely post-crises, as has been the case after previous 
financial crisis. Nevertheless, capitalism is also paradoxical in nature. These 
trends cannot go on indefinitely; they eventually reach their parameters. In other 
words, the accumulation of capital cannot keep occurring endlessly, because it 
relies on finite properties.11 

These major secular trends include, for example, the problem of class struggle. 
In a democratized nation the labour force historically rises to demand higher 
pay and benefits, which causes relocation of production into cheaper spheres, at 
present those in the global South.12 However, there are fewer and fewer areas to 
be integrated into the capitalist system and eventually through democratization 
there will be no cheap labour force left. Another major trend is the issue of the 
global destruction of the environment and the finality of resources.13 A clean-up 
operation should be put in action, but such measures are meaningless if the same 
practises that caused the destruction are kept in place. The irony is that the idea 
of endless accumulation of capital is the very premises of capitalism. 

Nonetheless, the products of capitalism and perhaps particularly neoliberal 

economic policies are spectacular; the standard of living and the amount of 
convenient commodities and unnecessary luxuries available to many people 
today is greater than at any point before in history.14 Magnificent cities and 
prosperous societies, accumulation of knowledge and, on the face of it, 
infinite opportunity, have been constructed on account of capital; a seemingly 
unstoppable force, exponentially growing in magnitude and globally creating 
unimaginable possibilities for future generations. Geographic obstacles have 
been conquered, space and time transformed, and increasingly we see every 
corner of the earth integrated into the capitalist system.15 On the negative side, 
capitalism has also produced a world in which the gap between the wealthy 
and the destitute has never been greater and the environmentally destructive 
might of humankind has never been clearer.16 Wealth is increasingly collected 
into the hands of a small group of individuals, which has entirely distorted the 
democratic political process, as those in possession of great financial power are 
free to puppeteer national governments and international organizations. 

Inequality in the 21st century pales in comparison to anything seen in 
previous decades. Humankind has globally broken free of the kin-ordered 
mode of production, and the gigantic fortunes of the 0.01 per cent of the world’s 
richest today did not come from heritage.17 Societies are increasingly divided 
into winners and losers, the winners being in possession of extraordinary 
wealth that places them in a position of unprecedented cross-national economic 
and political power. Global economics and social structures are transforming, 
and the wealth of the entire world economy is rapidly being transferred into 
the proprietorship of a shrinking group of tycoons.18 For example, in China the 
wealthiest members of the National People’s Congress now have authority over 
the vast majority of the economic and political institutions of China. This is to 
a large extent due to the immensity of their wealth, which exceeds that of all 
American governmental branches – combined.19

Currently, the responses to questions about inequality are swallowed by the 
rhetoric of liberty, innovation, and individual responsibility. On this account, 
the idea of the American dream, for example, is built on false premises. The 
capitalist rhetoric serves to dissolute any suspicion over the legitimacy of the 
wealth of the capitalist class in a globalized world, and certainly in the West. 
The financial bourgeois is also the very group who engineered the idea of junk-
bonds and other financial assets which led to the global financial crisis of 2007-
2008, in order to collect more wealth.20 The consequences are clear: the profits 
were private and the gigantic costs public. The ways in which capitalism and 
globalization are interlinked are numerous and the consequences of the spread 
of capitalism have created draconian practises, enforced by those in power, 
principally concerned with reproducing the same power structures that are 
already in place.21 Humankind is globally at a point of transition resembling 
that of class struggle. At present these parties consists of one which wishes to 
keep their unwarranted prerogatives, and one which desires to see the dawn of 
a new era: a more equal, democratic and compassionate world.
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of behaviour might emerge. In fact, examples of such patterns already exist. 
For example, many communities around the world make collective decisions 
through a process of consultation, whereby individuals are free to offer their 
opinions but remain unattached to their view, instead giving full support to 
whatever decision is finally made (even if this is eventually decided by, say, a 
majority vote). Individuals can pool their creative and constructive energies to 
realising this collective goal and if, through their accruing experiences, questions 
arise as to the means or ends regarding a decision, such communities are able to 
reflect and refine the process.13

A cursory glance at the state of the world – the suspicion and distrust in local 
communities, the conflict at national and international levels, the atrocities 

Iqan is a second year student of Politics. 

committed on a nearly daily basis, and the sense of hopelessness all these 
have engendered among people from all backgrounds – would suggest that a 
fundamental challenging of underlying assumptions and myths about human 
nature are timely. Hopefully, there are among this readership individuals who, 
dissatisfied with many aspects of our current world order, recognise the need 
for a new way of conceptualising human nature and are willing to engage in 
a collective process of learning, in which themes such as these receive critical 
attention.
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