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By Natalie Simpson

O

n April 21, 2019,
the wave of populism that has been
sweeping Europe arrived
in Ukraine. The Ukrainian
people elected Volodymyr
Zelensky, a comedian with
no prior political experience, to be their next president. Zelensky is most
well known for playing a
fictional president on the
hit Ukrainian TV show
Servant of the People. In
his campaign, he leveraged the popularity of his
TV character, an ordinary
schoolteacher who is accidentally elected president
and becomes a principled
anti-corruption reform-

er. Zelensky even named
his newly formed political
party after the show.
Zelensky’s campaign relied almost entirely on social media to engage with
voters. He has offered few
concrete policy proposals,
promising to end the war
against pro-Russian separatists in eastern Ukraine
and fight corruption without outlining how he plans
to accomplish these goals.
Through humorous videos and digital outreach,
Zelensky emphasized his
differences from other
candidates rather than advocating for his specific
policies. Though Zelensky
has not offered a complete

picture of the direction he
plans to take Ukraine, his
election suggests a realignment toward domestic issues like corruption and
poverty after five years of
civil war. The uncertainty
of his stance has worried
investors, who are unsure
about how his presidency
could impact both the domestic economy and trade
relations with Russia.
Zelensky defeated current President Petro Poroshenko in the second
round of voting by a large
margin, winning 73.22%
of the vote and losing
only one of Ukraine’s 27
regions. Poroshenko, a
billionaire who became

president following the
2014 Euromaidan uprising, campaigned on the
nationalist slogan “Army,
language, faith.” His defeat signals a shift away
from the establishment
forces that have dominated Ukrainian politics, and
many Ukrainians claim to
have voted for Zelensky
not to support him but instead as a protest against
Poroshenko. As oligarchs
and corrupt politicians
have remained in power
even after Euromaidan,
the Ukrainian people are
looking for a change and
new leadership.
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Vladimir Zelensky debates Petro Poroshenko during his presidential run.
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Times Square protest against President Trump’s proposed nuclear deal
with Iran.

n 2015, Iran arranged
a nuclear agreement
with countries part of
a group called P5+1, including the United States,
United Kingdom, China,
Russia, and Germany. The
initial argument for the
deal was developed by the
threat Iran posed by possessing plutonium, in addition to having two bountiful uranium plants—one
at Natanz, Iran's largest
gas centrifuge uranium
enrichment facility, and

Fordo, near the holy city
of Qom. The threat of
possible nuclear weapons
alerted the P5+1 countries, which necessitated
a strategy to deal with
this conceivable threat.
Former President Barack
Obama took part in the
Joint Comprehensive Plan
of Action ( JCPOA) to
prevent Iran from developing nuclear weapons in
secret.
CONtINUED as “ iran ” ON PAGE 6
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ANC WINS DESPITE WORST RESULT
IN ITS HISTORY

I

n South Africa’s May 8th
election, the African National Congress (ANC) received
58% of the vote, a record low
for the party. These low polling
numbers represent large frustrations with the ANC surrounding the past legal problems of
their previous president, Jacob
Zuma, that led to his recall and
an overturn of power to a new
candidate.W
An important thing to note
about the South African political landscape is that voters do
not vote for a candidate, but
rather a political party, such as
the ANC. The parties write a
list of ranked candidates, and
the representation they have in
parliament depends on the percentage of the vote won. The
parties fill the 400 seats that
make up the National Assembly. The people who hold these
seats are the ones who place the
president in power. The African
National Congress has dominated the politics of South Africa
since the days of apartheid.
The ANC is a political party
founded with the mandate of
maintaining voting rights for
South Africans of color after
apartheid. In 1960, a sect of the
ANC broke off and organized
large protests in the Sharpeville
township that resulted in police
officers killing sixty-nine civilians by and injuring many others; due to this, the ANC was
banned by the white South African government until 1990.
Nelson Mandela served as the
President of the ANC, and his
presidency in South Africa be-

gan a tradition of dominant
ANC political power in South
Africa. The ANC has won every
national election and has controlled almost all provinces—
with the exception of two—since
1994.
The party ’s firm foundation
seems to have been shaken with
this record low percentage turnout, perhaps in part because of
the disapproval of the last president from the party. Jacob Zuma
served as the President of South
Africa from 2009 to 2018 and
was a dedicated member of the
ANC until he resigned “under
pressure” from both positions.
He had had legal problems in
the past, including corruption,
rape, money laundering, racketeering, and tax evasion charges.
These charges were dropped
and later rescinded due to legal
technicalities and mishandling
of the case. Despite these challenges, he still pulled through
in the 2009 election, with the
ANC firmly in power. Nevertheless, controversy remained present during his presidency due to
his belief in polygyny and fathering an extramarital child as
well as more corruption allegations. After being re-elected as
the ANC president in 2012, and
as President of South Africa in
2014, there was an unsuccessful
motion to impeach him from the
South African presidency. After
a lengthy legal battle, sixteen
charges—including those around
racketeering, corruption, money laundering, and fraud—were
brought against him, which was
a massive hit to the ANC sup-
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Cyril Ramaphosa, the President of South Africa addresses the audience at the Nelson Mandela
Peace Summit at United Nations Headquarters

port base. As a result, the ANC
“recalled” Zuma, and asked him
to step down; he did so on February 14th, 2018. These scandals
are considered a large factor in
the low polling numbers for the
ANC party during this year’s
May 8th election.
Cyril Ramaphosa was placed
into power after the ousting of
Zuma in February of 2018 and
was also the ANC candidate for
the presidency this year, and was
not exempt from criticism while
fulfilling the rest of Zuma’s
term. He promised a “new dawn”
for the people of South Africa
rooted in the values of Mandela.
South Africans, however, found
themselves underwhelmed by
the fruits of that promise, including a struggle with Eskom,
an electricity utility, that led
to a wide-scale blackout in the
nation. The party received a re-

cord low 58 percent of the
vote, which also means they now
have a record low amount of representation in the National Assembly. Another element of this
historic vote was the voter turnout. Only 65% of South African
voters voted, perhaps because of
poor weather on voting day, or
a general disdain for the current
political landscape. Lazarus Mohapi, a 51-year-old Sharpeville
local, believes that the low turnout is a representation of aversion to the ANC. However, he
did vote for ANC’s candidate,
Ramaphosa, saying: “I’m giving
the ANC one last chance.”
Despite the challenges and
uncertainties faced by the South
African political order, their
highly resilient democratic system continues to forge on, led
by the ANC, even if by a smaller
percentage.
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Despite his strong anti-corruption stance, Zelensky himself has
faced accusations of collaborating
with oligarchs. Channel 1+1, on
which Zelensky’s TV shows air, is
owned by the oligarch Ihor Kolomoisky. Because Channel 1+1 was
one of Zelensky’s most powerful campaigning tools, his critics
have accused him of being Kolomoisky ’s puppet. Kolomoisky ’s
company also provided security
and logistical support the Zelensky campaign, and Zelensky
frequently traveled to Tel Aviv
and Geneva, where Kolomoisky
was living in self-imposed exile. Now that Zelensky is president, however, Kolomoisky has
returned to Ukraine. His presence in the country and possible
influence over its new president
have sparked increased concerns
that Zelensky will not be as uniformly opposed to oligarchs as
he promised to be.
In addition to Zelensky’s fo-

cus on domestic anti-corruption
reform, he will need to address
Ukraine’s ongoing civil war and
tensions with Russia. Zelensky
said he plans to keep Ukraine
pro-European, but he has been
less enthusiastic than Poroshenko was about Ukraine eventually joining NATO. Both American President Donald Trump
and German Chancellor Angela
Merkel called Zelensky after the
election to voice their continued
support for Ukraine’s territorial integrity, which was violated
in 2014 when Russia annexed
Crimea. Zelensky campaigned
on promises to end the country ’s
civil war, but his critics fear that
his lack of political experience
will make it difficult for him to
stand up to Russian President
Vladimir Putin.
Soon after taking office, Zelensky dissolved parliament and announced a snap election. Because
his party is new, it holds no par-

liamentary seats; thus, Zelensky
will need a parliamentary majority or coalition in order to pass
the reforms of his campaign. He
hopes to capitalize on his party ’s
current popularity and improve
its chances by moving the parliamentary elections from October
to July.
Zelensky may have offered few
specific plans for achieving his
domestic and international policy goals, but the political outsider found overwhelming electoral success by promising to fix
many of the problems that have
gone unsolved in Ukraine for
years. Despite the uncertainty of
his agenda, Zelensky’s election
is a sign that the Euromaidan
Revolution was successful in at
least one regard: the country has
achieved a peaceful transfer of
power. Now, it is up to Zelensky to keep Ukraine’s democratic
momentum alive.
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Venezuelan supporters gather at a rally for National Assembly

TIME TICKING FOR VENEZUELA

By Neil Shen

T

o some, Nicolás Maduro
strikes the very definition
of a tyrannical dictator.
Ever since he has imposed an
early election in 2017 where opposition leaders were jailed and
their supporters harassed, he has
ruled with an increasingly rigid
fist in Venezuela. Six years into
his presidency, polls suggest that
80% of Venezuelans were tired
with the ruler, resulting in the
fleeing of over 3 million people in a country of 32 million to
nearby countries. And they have
ample reason to do so; 90% of
Venezuelans live below the poverty line and economic inflation
exceeded one million percent
last year. So, when Juan Guaido, the President of the National
Assembly, declared himself the
interim president of Venezuela
in January, many European and

North American countries were
quick to recognize him as the
president.
Bolstered by both domestic
and international support, Guaido arranged for a truck convoy filled with food, emergency medical supplies, and other
essentials to enter the country
on February 23rd. However, the
national police soon intervened,
blocking the convoy’s passage
and firing rubber bullets and live
ammunition at protesters. After
a few tense days, over 300 civilians had been injured with four
casualties. In the end, the crucial
aid never got through the border. Though Guaido may have
the backing of the populace, he
lacks real power.
On April 30th, Guaido tried
again to relieve Venezuelans
of their hardship and to oust
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Supporters of Juan Guaido collide with police during a rally in Caracas.

Maduro. Appearing outside the
air-force base in Caracas with
Leopoldo Lopez, a leader of the
opposition and founder of the
Primero Justicia party, he eloquently declared that he would
end Maduro’s “usurpation” and
encouraged members of the national guard to defect in order
to overthrow the dictator. Yet,
following two days of rumor
and violence, the opposition was
no closer to deposing Maduro. While some members of the
military did defect, most senior
officials continued to swear their
allegiance to the country’s dictator.
All this spells a troubling future for Venezuela. Since declaring himself acting president in
January 2019, Juan Guaido has
assured the public continuously
that the regime of Nicolas Maduro will fall. Yet mass defections
of the army, indispensable in a
country with a strong military,
did not occur during the attempt
to bring humanitarian aid from
Colombia nor with his call for
the general uprising. Even Guaido supporters are growing restless. After all, most protesters
are also people with families to
support and normal lives to lead;
they can not go on opposing the
government for an extended period of time. As such, this is ultimately a war of attrition. If Maduro can cling on to power for the
next few months— and it looks
as if he might—then the opposition would be defeated and any
hope for change squashed.
International powers are also
considering to intervene, although whether that ’s a good
idea remains to be seen. Before
the demonstrations orchestrated
by Guaido, John Bolton, Amer-

ica’s National Security adviser,
claimed that Maduro’s defense
minister had been in contact with
the opposition to depose him.
Though nothing of the sort happened, Bolton blamed Russian
and Cuban interference in negotiations and asserted that the
head of the Venezuelan Supreme
Court had been expected to declare Maduro’s presidency illegitimate and allow the defense
minister to rally behind Guaido. Though the extent to which
America is willing to interfere
in Venezuelan politics remains
to be seen, some have made the
troubling connection between
this issue and American involvement in South American regime
change during the Cold War.
Though they are less likely to be
as intrepid this time around, it is
hard to predict whether American forces will forcibly remove
Maduro – as Bolton said they
might – and how long Americans will stay should they do so.
Concerningly, other major
powers have chosen to back the
incumbent ruler instead of Guaido. While Russia has reportedly
sent over 400 private contractors
to protect certain strategic assets
in the area, China has been more
hesitant in its support. However,
even if this conflict is one-sided
given America’s overwhelming
military power, any such conflict
between major powers should be
treated with extreme caution given the host of proxy wars fought
during the Cold War. Should
Guaido hope to overthrow Maduro, he needs to do it now. If not,
Venezuelans may have to wait
for a long time before another
opportunity arises.
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BY Margot Hutchins

LIECHTENSTEIN'S
ECONOMIC SUCCESS

L

iechtenstein, a mountainous Alpine nation with one
of the smallest populations
in the world, is perhaps most famous for resolving an accidental
invasion by Switzerland’s military over several glasses of white
wine. However, the landlocked
country is also home to an unemployment rate of 1.5%, one
of the highest qualities of living
worldwide, and the highest GDP
per capita. This success can be
attributed to the tens of thousands of investment companies
and foundations taking refuge
in the government ’s bank secrecy policies and tax-free investments.
Liechtenstein is an unassuming place to invest savings. The
government, a constitutional
monarchy, is led by the Prince
of Liechtenstein, Hans-Adam
II, the eighth wealthiest monarch in the world. Although
Liechtenstein’s diplomatic relations are correlated with those of
Switzerland, the country maintains full sovereignty. Although
it isn’t a member of the EU, it
benefits economically from the
EEA, a group that permits the
free transport of people, money,
goods, and services across the
majority of European nations.
The only way to get into the
micronation is via car or train
services from its neighbors
Austria and Switzerland. The
population is so small that the
king annually invites all 37,000
citizens, scattered over its 62
square miles, to a party hosted at
the royal palace. The country is
also peaceful and follows a poli-

PIXABAY

Aerial view of Valduz, the country’s capital.

cy of neutrality. After retiring its
military more than 150 years ago,
the principality has relied upon
a police force of 125 employees
to maintain order in one of the
lowest crime rates in the world.
With its longstanding peace,
picturesque atmosphere, and
relative isolation, Lichtenstein
has become a safe harbor for
the economic savings of thousands of wealthy investors. The
nation’s low taxation rates have
attracted major companies, such
as Ikea, to deposit more than
$10 bn into funds maintained
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Smaller Liechtenstein: Liechtensteinische Landesbank building in Vaduz.

by LGT Group, the royal bank
of Liechtenstein. Other investors, such as the Saudi Arabian
royal family and prominent Russian oligarchs, have relied upon
the country’s strict policies to
evade detection by foreign tax
collectors. They often transfer
management of their accounts to
government-appointed lawyers,
permitting their owners to remain anonymous. Liechtenstein
employs nearly 300 administrators to watch over thousands of
these “letter-box” accounts.
Liechtenstein has also become
the premier location for offshore
assets as more and more investors
deposit money there, intending
for long-term protection of their
wealth. These investments rapidly grow under such prosperous
conditions, and because many
owners maintain their anonymity through a system of trustees
and foundations, they are able
to keep their money from being
taxed by authorities in their residential country. Overall, this
system has thrived and contributed nearly $1 bn to Liechtenstein’s economy, or about 30% of
their GDP. The number of foreign investments in the country
outnumbers the population by a
ratio of 2:1.
However, this economic success doesn’t come without cost.
Despite being removed from the

OECD’s List of Unco-operative Tax Havens in 2009, along
with Monaco and Andorra, the
nation has struggled to be seen
as a legitimate economy. Investigations by European authorities,
culminating in a 2008 German
tax-fraud scandal, have damaged
the reputation of Liechtenstein.
Many countries such as Great
Britain have pressured the country to share information regarding foundations.
Therefore, investors are increasingly wary about locating
assets there. US and EU guidelines have reduced the secrecy of
investments in their demands for
more economic transparency. Additionally, the complex tradeoffs
between foundations and owners
have caused confusion and permitted some lawyers to embezzle
or even take complete ownership
of these accounts.
Liechtenstein has tried to respond to these difficulties by redefining itself as a “safe haven.”
It has abolished laws pertaining
to tax evasion and tax fraud, now
viewing them as the same thing.
However, the country intends for
the secrecy of foundation owners to be preserved for as long as
possible. Officials have said that
as long as the OECD continues
to address tax evasion as opposed
to banking secrecy, the anonymity of investors will be retained.
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JUST THE
FACTS
UPDATES ON
THE U.S. - CHINA
TRADE WAR
Developments

As part of the ongoing
U.S.-China trade war, the
Trump administration has restricted Huawei’s access to
critical American technology,
such as microchips and Google’s Android software. The
comprehensive embargo can
cripple the company’s operations and bar Chinese 5G
telecoms technologies from
expanding abroad. After trade
talks between US and Chinese
officials broke down in early
May, Washington may leverage
its blacklisting of Huawei to
negotiate deals in their favor.

Background
The United States has targeted
Chinese tech before. In early
2018, the United States placed
an embargo on Chinese technology company ZTE, Huawei’s rival network equipment
provider, after the company had
broken American sanctions.
The trade blockade effectively
put the company into bankruptcy due to its heavy reliance
on US tech components. Earlier this May, President Trump
reversed the ban as a “personal
favor” to Chinese president Xi
Jinping.

future
China may retaliate against
American companies, imposing
various regulatory measures to
isolate the Chinese tech market. Many fear that these developments mark the drawing
of a digital iron curtain and an
end of the globalized tech industry, as both countries race
to strengthen national security
and compete for frontier technologies such as artificial intelligence.

African growth: Wood Market in Kampala, Uganda.
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TECHNOLOGY DRIVES ECONOMIC GROWTH
IN AFRICA
BY Gwen Robinson

T

oday across Africa, millions
of dollars will change hands
with a few simple taps on
a cellphone. As mobile companies have penetrated the continent more quickly than banks,
many Africans now rely on mobile phone services for personal
finance and banking. Over half
of the mobile financial services
companies in the world are located in Sub-Saharan Africa,
and one in ten African adults has
an account—the highest concentration in the world. For millions
in the center of the continent,
they have more ready access to
mobile phones than they have to
electricity or traditional banking systems. The widespread access to mobile banking services,
which allow citizens to transfer
and save money with the touch of
a finger, has vastly transformed
and connected the continent.
This banking boom began with
Kenyan mobile service provider M-Pesa—Pesa is the Swahili
word for money—set up by Kenyan mobile company Safaricom.
M-Pesa is a simple app that
works on any phone and does
not require a bank account, making financial opportunities much
more readily available. While
the global economy was collapsing from 2008 to 2012, M-Pesa
managed to lift nearly a million
Kenyans out of poverty, and even
continued to grow 30% between
2013 and 2016. The M-Pesa
model works particularly well in
regions where market penetration—a measure of the number
of sales or adoption of a product
or service compared to the total
theoretical market for that product or service—for mobile phones
is at about 80%, or twice that of
banking penetration. An M-Pesa
user can send money to another
user by exchanging codes, similar

to the way Venmo works, but can
also withdraw and deposit money
from an M-Pesa stand, much like
a cash-machine with a live teller.
This easy-to-use model has expanded quickly and is outpacing
banking services.
Since the growth of M-Pesa, this technology model has
quickly expanded to other parts
of Africa, with a variety of different companies now offering
mobile base banking options that
have grown to include credit, insurance, and even cross-border
transactions better connecting
African nations with each other and the world. Many of these
models are making banking and
personal finance more accessible and equitable. While M-Pesa charges a small fee—less than
30 cents per transaction—some
other providers are seeking to be
free to outpace the competition.
For example, the South African company Bank Zero, which
launched in 2010, charges no fee.
It has no physical branches and
has made the conscious choice
not to offer credit options but to
instead focus on helping South
Africans build savings.
This rise in technology and
banking has meant that other
companies use technology as an
entry point to the African market. More “fintech” or financial
technology companies are expanding into the region to give
African more access to trade.
One such company is Ovamba,
which was launched in Cameroon in 2016. Ovamba specializes
in providing capital investment
coupled with business support to
fund rapidly growing small and
medium-sized companies. While
working to close Africa’s credit
gap, Ovamba has already funded
almost 300 businesses in the past
three years.

This technology has worked
best in less developed markets
without as many alternatives for
financial services or already installed regulatory systems. In
Sub-Saharan Africa, over almost half of the population has
a cell phone, and in some of the
poorest of these countries such
as Chad, CAR (the Central African Republic) and Sudan, over
three-quarters of the population
has some mobile device. Mobile
banking is accessible and easy
to set up providing some of the
most basic financial services.
The countries in the WAEMU
( West Africa Economic Monetary Union) recorded that twothirds of their transactions are
for essential services such as paying cell phone and other utility
bills and personal transactions,
a telling sign that these services
are becoming a constant in many
lives.
Looking ahead, much of Africa remains to be connected to
this mobile banking world. The
market is not yet completely
saturated: according to a recent
Brookings analysis, the number of active tech hubs in Africa
grew from 314 to 442 last year,
an overall jump of 40%. Within
the DRC and the Congo, markets grew by a remarkable 200%.
In addition to these untouched
markets, other more economically developed markets with
more established banking systems remain almost completely
untouched by mobile banking,
primarily due to higher rates of
banking penetration and stricter
regulations. Whether organizations strive to expand connection
in existing markets or decide to
explore new ground, the field of
technology-driven financial services still has much more room
to expand in Africa and beyond.
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The city of Sanliurfa, Turkey after conflict between Kurdish fighters and ISIS.

TURKEY'S MILITARY INVOLVEMENT IN SYRIA

BY Zoe Chow

T

he Syrian Civil War is an ongoing
conflict between multiple groups
and foreign countries in Syria,
including the Ba'athist Syrian Arab Republic and other domestic rebel groups.
Many of the current domestic and foreign groups fighting in Syria wish to
overthrow the current government for
its abuse of power and harm to citizens.
However, this is not the only battle being waged in Syria. The terrorist group
ISIL—the Islamic State in Iraq and the
Levant—has been involved in multiple
ground attacks on government forces
and opposing factions. The US and other NATO allies hoped to eradicate the
group once and for all.
The United States has armed forces in Syria, but to fully accomplish
its goal of defeating ISIL, decided to
support Kurdish fighters in exchange
for their aid in combating the terrorist
group. The Syrian government, backed
by Iran and Turkey, believes that the gov-

ernment holds the solution to stopping
the violence. Meanwhile, the US, United
Kingdom, and France support the Syrian groups who are fighting against the
government. Although Turkey and the
US have different views, both are putting
their military efforts into resolving the
issue with ISIL.
The fall of ISIL, however, has led to
even more complications and controversy in the Syrian Civil War, especially amongst Turkey and its NATO allies.
The Kurdish fighters, allies of the US,
had set up zones all over Syria to serve
as bases for fighting, a few of which were
near the southern frontier of Turkish
territory. When ISIL was still the bigger threat, Turkey had chosen to ignore
the Kurdish fighters—but now that the
threat of ISIL has been subdued, Turkey
began to see the Kurds as an immediate
threat and went on the offensive.
T his sudden change in Turkey’s perception of the Kurdish fighters was partly
due to the rise of a rebel group known as
Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), a po-

litical organization based in Turkey and
Iraq, which aspires to establish an independent Kurdish state within the country.
E stablished in the late 1970s, the
PKK has launched several armed attacks
against the Turkish government in hopes
of achieving their goal. This led to Turkey labeling the PKK as a terrorist group
and have had multiple attempts to quell
the group. The Kurdish fighters that were
near Turkey’s southern border are allies of
the US, but due to the PKK, the Turkish
government can’t help but feel that the
fighters are sympathizers or allies of the
group. In response to this threat, Turkey
has sent out tanks near the northern region of Afrin to rid the area of any Kurdish fighters. The Kurdish fighters have
long been backed by the US in the war
against defeating ISIL, as they were one
of the most capable allies and troops the
US had on the battlefield. With the victory in defeating ISIL, the Kurdish fighters had gained a considerable amount of
power and control over vast regions of

land. The possibility of more Kurdish separatists gaining land and power
caused the Turkish government to panic,
and when the US announced that there
would be the creation of a Kurdish border force to maintain security in northern Syria, Turkey immediately launched
its attack.
The current state of events has left the
United States in a tight situation. While
Turkey is a major NATO ally, the Kurdish fighters are the United States’ main
ally in Syria. Losing either ally would be
devastating. US military officials have
continued to express strong support for
the Kurdish fighters, while government
officials have tried to distance themselves from the Kurds and attempted to
convince Turkey to show some restraint.
The Kurdish fighters are a key element in
the plan that the US has for Syria in the
future—and thus, the maneuvers in the
present situation are all the more important.

J. Trump decided to remove the
United States from the “landmark” nuclear deal in 2018 and
reestablished sanctions between
the U.S. and Iran. For Iran, this
resulted in a further decimated
economy and an inflated currency. Witnessing the tension, the
United Kingdom, Germany, and
France did not wish to interfere
with the strained ties between
Iran and the United States. The
United Nations took action on
their own behalf to forbid the importation of airborne missiles for
up to a period of eight years. They
have kept their sanctions lifted
on behalf of Iran; however, they
are cautious of an Iranian threat,
claiming that they have no hesitation in reinforcing the sanctions
for another ten to fifteen years.
The Iranian foreign minister,
Mohammad Javad Zarif, has expressed his beliefs that war is not
the ideal solution to the developing tensions between the United
States and Iran. He believes President Trump in his statement that
he “wants to avoid conflict.” As
a safety precaution, however, the
United States has organized warships and planes in the Gulf as
a source of pressure towards the

Iranian government. Zarif shares
his own viewpoint on this issue, saying that President Trump
“does not want war, but the people around him are pushing him
towards war under the pretext of
making America stronger against
Iran.”
Over the course of the political
developments, Iran has threatened to reinstate their work with
the enriched uranium, and they
have been suspects in involvement
with the damage of four tankers
near the coast of the United Arab
Emirates. The Iranian government has denied these claims.
As Europe recognizes tensions between the United States and Iran,
they have expressed their desire
to be excluded from this conflict.
Kori Schake, a Pentagon official,
noted that “[e]very single European government believes that the
increased threat we’re seeing from
Iran now is a reaction to the United States leaving the Iran nuclear
agreement and trying to force Iranian capitulation on other issues.”
With regards to China’s involvement, foreign minister Zarif held
a meeting with Chinese foreign
minister Wang Yi, to communicate his thoughts on the threats

by the United States. As a result,
Yi is believed to have maintained
relations with Iran, as China has
continued to import Iranian oil
despite challenges imposed by
the United States. Wang Jian, an
international relations researcher from the Chinese Academy of
Social Sciences, recognizes that
China “made politically correct
statements that they would uphold the agreement and continue
business with Iran. But in reality, all parties have to take care of
their own national interests. No
one wants to clash with the US
for Iran.”
Currently, neither party has executed any of their threats; however, if the moment of tension
were to break, Iran and the United
States both have different means
by which they could take action
on each other. Third-party countries have refused to take action
in alliance with either side, for
the possibility of damaging their
own relationships with the United States or Iran. In the meantime, the public must wait for an
agreement or breaking point to
arise.

IRAN

continued from page 1

T

he deal with Iran benefited the participating P5+1
countries because it reduced
Iran’s uranium stockpile by 98%
and set the limit for the country’s
uranium enrichment level—the
percent concentration of the isotope U-235 in uranium, which
when increased to high levels
becomes suitable for the manufacture of nuclear weapons—to
3.67%. Additionally, Iran was required to allow access to any locations the inspectors deemed important and they had 24 days to
abide by the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) in monitoring agendas.
Speculation arose when it was
said that Iran controlled enough
radioactive material to produce
eight to ten nuclear bombs, all
with 90% uranium. The United
States, the United Nations, and
the European Union all required
Iran to stop uranium enrichment,
a move that devastated the Iranian economy.
As early as 2015, President Trump
described the international nuclear deal as “defective,” and made
the decision to abandon the deal.
At the time, President Donald

THURSDAY, May 30, 2019

War & Conflict | 7

THE NORTH KOREAN TINDERBOX:
MISSILE LAUNCH REKINDLES TENSIONS IN
THE KOREAN PENINSULA
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South Korean missile launch test.
BY Melani Garcia

E

arlier this month, rocket missiles launched by North Korea turned everyone’s heads.
The massive destruction that
these machines are capable of has
turned North Korea into a ticking time bomb. Despite promised
efforts to establish peace between
the Koreas, Kim Jong-un has instead rekindled the dreaded fear
of nuclear war, which means that
South Korea will need to spend
more money on defense. The
progress that South Korea has
made with North Korea—which
includes their 8 million dollar aid
to help pregnant women and malnourished children throughout
the current drought, in addition
to establishing overall peace—has
come into question after these
missile tests.
The “new self-propelled artillery vehicle” has caused massive
alarm throughout the world due
to its outrageous killing potency. Specifically, North Korea has
launched a 300 mm guided missile rocket, unique for its longrange capabilities. The combined
use of both 240 and 300 mm
rockets shows that this would be
North Korea’s military strategy
in the event of foreign interference. It goes without saying that
North Korea’s nuclear weaponry
has been growing and is expected
to be able to strike anywhere else
on Earth.
What is most surprising is
that although North Korea has

claimed that it is going through a
drought and needs South Korea’s
support, it has spent an exorbitant
sum of money on these weapons:
officials have claimed to have the
resources to spend between “5 to
10 million dollars” on an artillery
training exercise. The mere fact
that the country is spending more
money on nuclear weapons than
public health makes South Korea
and the rest of the world question whether they are really going
through an economic crisis.
The testing of the rocket missiles has also encouraged the
“constant readiness posture” for
South Korea, a procedure to enforce ideal protection if a military situation were ever to arise
between the two countries. What
this means for South Korea is an
increase in the number of missiles
and military personnel, as well
as overall improved technology
to equip the country to take on
North Korea. Despite the severe
consequences that the launched
missiles mean for the relationship
between the Koreas, the South
Korean government is not ready to
back out of their peace agreement.
The country is willing to heal any
ties that might have been broken
when North Korea launched these
missiles and will continue to assist them financially throughout
the current drought.
Although President Kim has not
broken any alliances with the U.S.
regarding its nuclear weapon test-

ing, South Korea has been growing uneasy because the countries
surrounding North Korea—including Japan, South Korea, and
American bases in Northeast
Asia— all fall within the range of
the short-range missiles that were
tested.
North Korea launched its most recent missiles just as South Korea
and the United States started a
new joint military exercise called
Dong Mae earlier this spring.
The Dong Mae would replace the
“Foal Eagle” and the Key Resolve,
the spring military drills encompassing ground, air, and naval operation troops. These new drills
would occur at a smaller scale in
order to reduce costs and also improve war strategies. Seeing the
drills as a warning, North Korea
made the decision to launch their
own missiles in order to demonstrate their offensive capabilities.

Even though China, the U.S.,
Russia, France, and Britain have
the power to strike anywhere in
the world with a single missile,
the U.S. has started to worry that
North Korea would soon join
these five countries due to the
lack of influence they have on the
North Korean government. North
Korea’s missile power has skyrocketed in the last three decades. The
nation has increased the range of
their missiles from a mere 745
miles in 1990 to more than 8,000
miles in 2019, and they show no
intention of stopping these missile testings any time soon.
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