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UNITED STATES–
SAUDI ARABIA
RELATIONSHIP: In
President Trump’s first
foreign trip, he visited the
Saudi Kingdom, promising
stronger relations and a plan
to create a military coalition
to defeat ISIS. see page 2

EConomy

NAFTA: Understand the
positives and negatives
behind this economic treaty
that has played a major role in
the economies of the United
States, Mexico, and Canada.
What are President Trump’s
motivations behind the
renegotiation? see page 3
NICARAGUA CANAL:
Over one hundred years ago,
Theodore Roosevelt began
work building the Panama
Canal. Today, a company
from Hong Kong wants
to build a similar canal in
Nicaragua. However, is it
feasible? see page 4

War & conflict

IRAN: Iran is sill
challenging the United
States’ agenda in the Middle
East. However, there is
a growing influence of
a younger, more secular
population in Iran. Can
they combat the Islamist
extremism that has
controlled their country for
the last 35 years? see page 5
NORTH KOREA:
The North Korean army
outnumbers the U.S. Army
by over 5 million soldiers.
How can the U.S. Military
prevent a nuclear strike and
defeat the North Korean
regime? see pages 5-6

OPinion

U.S. SYRIA POLICY: The
past U.S. administrations
have not had a clear policy on
Syria. Why is that dangerous
for the entire region? see
page 7
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Julian Assange prepares to speak from the balcony of the Ecuadorian embassy where he continues to seek asylum following an extradition request from the U.S.

21 CENTURY PIRATES
ST

By Natalie Simpson

Over the past several years,
WikiLeaks has gained international
recognition for its releases of classified government documents. While
heralded by some as a leader in the
fight for government transparency,
recent WikiLeaks revelations reflect
a more geopolitical agenda.
WikiLeaks has been making headlines recently for its involvement in the Russian hacking
scandal. Starting in July of 2016,
on the eve of the Democratic National Convention, WikiLeaks
released over 40,000 emails from
top ranking members of the DNC,

which was described on their website as “part one of [WikiLeaks’]
new Hillary Leaks series.” DNC
Chair Debbie Wasserman-Schultz resigned soon after the release,
throwing the Democratic Party into
disarray at one of the most crucial
times of the election cycle. Many
pollsters believe this personalized
attack and strategic timing played
a role in Hillary Clinton’s election
loss. While the extent of WikiLeaks’
impact on the election is impossible
to determine, the timing and focus
of the announcement reveal a desire
to influence the American electoral process. In addition, a declassified report by the U.S. Intelligence

leading state-run news outlets, RT.
Following a meeting between Assange and RT’s editor-in-chief, it
was announced that RT had partnered with WikiLeaks, supporting
Assange through both sympathetic
coverage and providing “new leaks
of secret information.”

WikiLeaks is
playing a key role in
enacting the agenda
of a foreign country.
CONINUED as “Vault 7” ON PAGE 2

THE U.S.-CHINA
ECONOMIC
RELATIONSHIP

UN: How the UN’s obsession
of criticizing Israel has led
to a rise in antisemitism.
Particularly, this antisemitism
is emerging from new leftist
organizations compared to
the traditional hate groups.
see page 7
RUSSIAN AMBITION:
Russia has a large plan to
once again turn itself into a
world leader and reestablish
the influence it had before the
fall of the Soviet Union. see
page 8

Community “assessed with high
confidence” that the GRU, Russia’s
military intelligence agency, was behind the DNC hack and eventually
“relayed material it acquired from
the DNC and senior Democratic
officials to WikiLeaks.” The report
later stated that “Russia’s goals were
to undermine public faith in the
U.S. democratic process, denigrate
Secretary Clinton, and harm her
electability and potential presidency,” making WikiLeaks a powerful
tool in Russia’s campaign to influence the U.S. election. The report
also discussed previous interaction
between WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange and one of Russia’s

By Gwen Robinson
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US President Donald Trump sits with Chinese President Xi Jinping during a
bilateral meeting at the Mar-a-Lago estate in West Palm Beach, Florida.

The USS Empress set out from
New York harbor in 1784, bound for
Canton (Guangzhou, China), and
for the first time, the U.S. flag flew
on a ship in a diplomatic setting.
This was the beginning of the more
than 200-year-old Sino-American
relationship.
Several decades later, the U.S.,
along with the other European
powers, agreed to the Treaty of
Wang Hai in 1844 and the Treaty of Tientsin in 1860 with Chi-

na, opening Chinese ports for
trade. These treaties began an
era of Chinese history in which
the country was opened up to
the West, as Westerners were allowed to live and trade in ports,
such as Shanghai and Guangzhou. Some of these ports, such
as Hong Kong, followed Western laws and became a protectorate of the British empire.
CONINUED as “no room for
error” ON PAGE 3
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UPCOMING
BRITISH ELECTION
Why

After the Brexit vote, Prime Minister
David Cameron resigned, and Theresa
May assumed his role. Since beginning
negotiations to leave the EU, May has
felt that she lacks a mandate on what a
final agreement should look like. Therefore, she called for the elections to be
held this June in order to receive that
mandate.

Conservative Party and
Labour Party

There are two main parties: the Conservatives, led by May, and the Labour, led
by Jeremy Corbyn. The Conservatives
are considerably more popular then the
Labour, which is mostly the result of
Jeremy Corbyn’s rejection of Tony Blair’s
Third Way agenda in favor of traditional
European socialism. It is likely that the
Conservatives will not only win the election, but also add even more seats in the
House of Commons. The Conservatives
have so far remained committed to leaving the single EU market, but are seeking a very friendly free trade agreement.

Liberal Democrat

The party practices traditional liberalism,
advocating for not only civil and social
liberties, but also economic liberalism.
In accordance with its pro-Business,
pro-free trade values, the party is against
Brexit. They are positioning themselves
as the choice for Brits who are against
Brexit and for ex-Blair supporters who
want a center-left agenda. They are expected to pick off many seats currently
held by the Labour Party.

UK Independence Party

Formerly led by Nigel Farage, one of
the leaders of the Brexit movement. Recently, they have been advocating for a
full England-EU separation. They are
against these elections being held, as
they fear that May will use her win to
negotiate a Brexit that still maintains
certain EU benefits.

Troops—A NATO Multinational Battalion Group in Orzysz, Poland prepares for a meting with the President of Poland.
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President Trump and Saudi Arabia’s King Salman bin Abdulaziz al-Saud stop for coffee with First Lady Melania Trump, in the terminal of King
Khalid International Airport.
shared desires of combating
Islamist extremists, and particularly, stopping the growth
of the Islamic state (ISIS). As
Trump said in his speech to
the Muslim world last Saturday:

A FRIENDSHIP
BLOOMS IN
THE DESERT “

By Will Zinterhofer

E

ven amongst the oil embargo in 1973, the September 11, 2001 attacks,
and some recent disagreements
over regional affairs, the United
States’ alliance with Saudi Arabia
has proved fairly durable. President Trump’s visit to the Saudi
Kingdom this past weekend has
promoted even closer ties between the two countries.
For much of the past several decades, U.S. foreign policy
regarding Saudi Arabia has
been based around adequately
protecting them, and by extension their oil. Consequently,
the U.S. has sought to create a
strong Saudi Army. Their military relations peaked during
the first Gulf War in 1991,
but became more complicated in 2001 due to Saudi citizens participation in, and then
subsequent Saudi government
reaction to 9/11. The United States subsequently ended
their active military support

VAULT 7

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

WikiLeaks’ most recent document release, codenamed “Vault
7,” was released alongside a
lengthy press release, which implied, among other things, that
CIA hacking techniques had
cracked the encryption on popular messaging apps such as
WhatsApp and Signal. This was
quickly reported by mainstream
media outlets rushing to cover the
story, but journalists upon closer
inspection learned that, according
to the documents themselves, this

We are not here
to lecture—we are
not here to tell
other people how
to live, what to do,
who to be, or how
to worship, instead,
we are here to offer
partnership—based
on shared interests
and values—to
pursue a better
future for us all.

for Saudi Arabia in 2003, but
the Saudi kingdom managed
to improve their intelligence
and cooperation with the U.S.
for counterterrorism projects,
reestablishing trust. Under
Obama, Saudi Arabia again
began purchasing weapons
from the United States. However, relations soured again
after the 2015 Iranian nuclear deal, which strengthened
Iran’s ability—as a result of
lifted sanctions leading to an
increase in capital—to counter Saudi Arabia’s influence. In
a reassurance to the Saudis,
the most recent U.S.–Saudi
Arabia arms deal, announced
this past weekend during
President Trump’s visit to the
country, supplies nearly $110
billion in armaments immediately and $350 billion over the
next ten years.
Trump has made it clear
that he wants to strengthen the alliance between the
United States and Saudi Arabia. He has focused on their

Nevertheless, Trump realizes
he will have to engage other Arab Nations in the fight
against ISIS. Accordingly,
Trump is planning on creating an Arab NATO, a military
coalition of the United Arab
Emirates, Egypt, Jordan, and
Saudi Arabia. As a result of
Saudi Arabia’s increasing
military strength, they are
expected to be the leader of
the coalition. In the past, the
United States would most
likely not have wanted Arab
nations to form such an influential organization. Particu-

was false. In reality, the CIA could
only view encrypted apps after
having gained access to people’s
entire phones—they could not
simply break the apps’ encryption
on its own. In fact, the words “Signal” and “WhatsApp” were never
mentioned in any of the 8,761
documents. Similarly, the initial
press release claimed that a CIA
project collected various hacking
techniques in order to “misdirect
attribution by leaving behind the
fingerprints” of other hackers.
However, the actual released documents state that “the goal of this
repository is to provide functional
code snippets that can be rapidly
combined into custom solutions,”
meaning that source code was

generally stored in order to save
the CIA time when developing
new technologies, not to impersonate foreign hackers. Other
documents do discuss hiding the
origin of cyber attacks, but only
as would be expected for proper
operational security. These misleading statements in the press
briefing, combined with initially
hurried reporting from several
news outlets, served to misinform
the general public. In addition,
when cybersecurity experts analyzed the hacking tools discussed
in the leak, they did not discover any “bombshell” revelations or
evidence of illegal activities. The
files generally discussed programs
and vulnerabilities already known

”

larly, the United States would
not have liked countries, who
do not prioritize civil liberties, to be the ones combating
terrorism. However, the new
United States administration
has dismissed those concerns,
instead prioritizing defeating
ISIS, which has led Trump to
reach out to Saudi Arabia and
other Arab kingdoms.
Saudi Arabia has reciprocated U.S. support by injecting
funds into programs to further
President Trump’s economic
agenda. This past weekend,
Saudi Arabia pledged $20 billion towards The Blackstone
Group’s (whose leader Stephen Schwarzman, heads the
President’s Business Advisory
Council) infrastructure fund.
Trump campaigned on rebuilding America’s infrastructure, and the Saudis hope this
investment is representative
of the benefits of the United
States treating Saudi Arabia
as an ally.
Both President Trump and
Saudi leadership understand
that a strong U.S.–Saudi relationship advances both nations interests in the region; as
the United States will no longer have the onus of fighting
terrorism, while Saudi Arabia
will have a more control over
their regional affairs.

to the public or even discussed
at cybersecurity conferences. The
Vault 7 leak made precise information on the CIA’s methods,
tools, and abilities available to
anyone, including America’s enemies, crippling American intelligence operations.
Recently, Julian Assange's rape
charges were dropped, and with
it, Sweden's extradition request.
Last week, U.S. Attorney General
Jeff Sessions said the extradition
and arrest of Julian Assange on
espionage charges is now "a priority." Assange has vowed that he
will not cave into U.S. demands,
and will continue large document
dumps and sensationalized press
releases.
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Mexican farmers take part in a march of hundreds of corn producers protesting against NAFTA.

WHY TRUMP WANTS
TO RENEGOTIATE
NAFTA
BY Sami El Solh

N

AFTA, the North American Free
Trade Agreement, is a treaty between the U.S., Canada and Mexico.
Implemented by President Clinton in 1994,
NAFTA reduces tariffs (taxes on imported and
exported items) between these countries. In
2008, these tariffs were removed completely
by President Obama and remain nonexistent
to this day. Without these tariffs, imported

goods are not taxed, which encourages trade
between the three North American countries. In light of President Donald Trump’s
criticism and executive order regarding a
renegotiation of NAFTA, many are disputing
whether NAFTA is good or bad for the United
States economy.
NAFTA’s free trade policies have increased
U.S. trade between Canada and Mexico by
over 400%. To the disadvantage of the U.S.,

many American labor intensive manufacturing companies moved to Mexico to profit
from Mexico’s low minimum wage of around
$4 versus the U.S.’s $7.25 minimum wage.
According to the Economic Policy Institute’s
study, close to half a million U.S. manufacturing jobs were lost to Mexico. In addition,
while the part of American workers who
stayed in the manufacturing industry had to
endure wage cuts, as the demand for American workers decreased significantly.
The American manufacturing industry did
not benefit from NAFTA, however, free trade
provided growth for other industries. After
NAFTA, American enterprises could buy oil
from Mexico for cheaper prices. This led to
cheaper transportation and allowed for more
goods to be traded across North American
borders at reasonable prices.
American jobs in transportation quickly increased, and further jobs were created
in order to build new roads and highways.
This is the result of transporting items from
Mexico or Canada being much cheaper than
transporting items from Japan.
American agricultural companies took
advantage of the easier transportation, and
began to export processed food in very large
quantities. American farmers flourished, and
fruits and vegetables’ cost decreased in supermarkets. However, many small Mexican
farmers quickly went out of business, as their
simpler tools could simply not compete with
the American large-scale farmers and their
modern machinery. As a result, close to 2
million Mexican farmers lost their jobs and
Mexico’s once largest export, corn, decreased
by 66%.
NAFTA’s effect on the U.S. economy cannot
be determined exactly, as other factors have
to be considered, like the rise of the technology sector. The U.S. GDP has increased
slightly, however, critics of NAFTA claim that
it could have increased more without NAFTA.
Although the manufacturing industry in the

continued from page 1

T

hroughout the 19th and into
the early 20th century, the relationship between the U.S.-Sino
relationship fluctuated. The Boxer Rebellion in 1901, where Chinese rebels
slaughtered all the European residents
in the diplomatic quarter of Beijing, was
a low point. Nonetheless, both countries
became allies during World War II, and
China played a vital role in defeating
the Japanese.
The U.S.-Sino relationship came to an
abrupt end in 1949, when Mao’s Communists rebels forced the army of the pro-US
Republic of China to retreat to Taiwan.
This was followed by the establishment of
the communist People’s Republic of China (PRC) by Mao Zedong. The US refused
to recognize Mao’s new regime until 1979.
Therefore, China turned to the Soviet Union
for help. At first they cooperated extensively,
with the USSR supplying China with military
aid. However, starting in the late 50s, the
USSR under the Nikolay Khrushchev began
to compete for influence with Mao in the
communist world. The Chinese branded the
USSR as traitors to the legacy of Stalin, while
the USSR attempted to pain Mao as a megalomaniac dictator. This rivalry intensified,
reaching a tipping point in 1969, when China and the USSR clashed over disputed territories on the Amur River in southern Siberia. Henry Kissinger, then President Nixon’s
National Security Adviser, reached out to the
Chinese to counter the USSR in the Far East.
This culminated with President Richard
Nixon’s 1972 now famous visit to China. The
week-long trip opened the doors to the eco-
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U.S. President Donald Trump and Chinese President Xi Jinping walk together at the Mar-aLago estate in West Palm Beach, Florida.

NO ROOM FOR ERROR
nomic relationship between the two nations
that still exists today. It put aside the nations
disagreements over political philosophy, and
focused on the trade and economic benefits
for both nations.

I

n the ensuring years, many Chinese
factories opened, and China began producing goods for U.S. companies. Cheap
wages encouraged manufactures to hire
workers in China, compared to the United

U.S. did not completely benefit from NAFTA,
only 10% of the U.S.’s total loss of manufacturing jobs can be credited to Mexico. China,
on the other hand, is a not a free trade country but is replacing U.S. manufacturing jobs
in much larger numbers than Mexico.
President Trump has already removed the
U.S. from the Trans Pacific Partnership and
believes that these treaties are hurting American jobs. On the campaign trail, he promised
to withdraw from NAFTA, but after speaking
to Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau
and Mexican President Enrique Peña Nieto, he “agreed not to terminate NAFTA at this
time,” but will renegotiate it instead.
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States. American items became plastered
with the label, “Made in China” despite the
United States not even having a formal trade
treaty with China. Then, in 2001, shortly before he left office, President Clinton allowed
China to join the World Trade Organization,
the organization that governs trade between
countries. Lately, however, there has been a
growing trade deficit between the United
States and China.
Currently, for every 1 dollar in goods the
US sells to China, it imports 4 dollars in
goods. In 2016, U.S. imports reached $463
billion, dwarfing the $116 billion in exports.
The resultant trade deficit of $347 billion is
the U.S.’s largest with any nation, and accounts for almost 70% of the U.S.’s $502 billion overall trade deficit. While this has kept
the price of goods low for American families,
it has also led to the disappearance of many
manufacturing jobs in the United States.
Presently, there is no bilateral trade deal
between the two nations, and trade is governed by the World Trade Organization’s
rules. A few months ago, President Trump
proposed imposing a flat 45% tax on all
goods imported from China, in an effort
to create jobs that were shipped overseas.
However, economists predict that this would
result in the price of Chinese goods rising.
Following the backlash, Trump dropped his
support for the tax. In order to cut the trade
deficit, Trump has more recently focused on
the strength of China’s currency.

CONTINUED ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE
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China purposely devalues their currency, thus
allowing Chinese manufacturers to make more
products for a lower price in U.S. dollars. The
act of purposely devaluing one’s currency is
called currency manipulation, and is illegal under the rules of the World Trade Organization.
However, the World Trade Organization lacks
the ability to effectively punish China. The devaluation of their currency has enraged Trump,

and he threatened to label China a currency
manipulator, which would most likely result
in a decrease or ceasing of trade relations. In
response to the threat, China has allowed their
currency to more naturally strengthen.
The U.S.-Sino economic relationship affects all of their citizens, and is fraught with
ambitions from both sides. China will most
likely not accept a trade deal that erases their

surplus without major geopolitical concessions.
Furthermore, the most recent threat to label
China a currency manipulator will not permanently stop China from devaluing. As much as
the U.S. and China would like to play hardball
with each other, there would be near crippling
repercussions for both countries if they cease
trading.

why

Following Russia’s annexation of
Crimea, sanctions were placed on
Russia by the US State Department
and the European Union. These sanctions have slowed Russia’s economy,
but have also caused harm to European countries.

U.S. Sanctions

These sanctions have mainly focused
on attacking any entity that benefits from the wealth extracted from
Crimea. This broad terminology ranges from individuals to Russian banks
and companies. U.S. sanctions usually
declare that the entity can no longer
do business with U.S., and in some
cases, bank accounts have been frozen. Russia has responded by banning
food imports from the U.S.

EU Sanctions

These sanctions are essentially identical to the United States; however
they have also hurt the economies of
certain European countries. Italy and
Germany have been the hardest hit,
with Italy losing €1.25 billion.

Recent Developments

The Russian people are upset with
their lack of economic growth, and
have put pressure on Putin to negotiate to get rid of the sections. The U.S.
and EU are willing to drop the sanctions, but likely for geopolitical concession not related to Crimea, such as
the fight against ISIS.

VENEZUELAN
ECONOMY
the Issue

Venezuela is about to run out of money. Meanwhile, people have been protesting in the streets for fair elections.

What Happened

The drop in oil prices has hurt Venezuela, as oil produces 90% of the
country’s revenue. In 2011, the country took out a loan from China, using the value of their gold reserves as
collateral. The money from the loan
went straight to social safety net programs, and the value of gold has gone
down since receiving the loan. Presently, Venezuela has about $5 billion
in the bank, and will be out of funds
in about a month.

What Happens When They
Run Out

Important services such as hospitals
and schools will close. In some of the
more impoverished areas, the roads
will no longer be maintained and food
will be scarce.

What do the People Want

The people want the President, Nicolas Maduro, to hold fair elections. The
most recent elections were fixed for
Maduro, and his ineffective leadership
has resulted in this financial calamity.
If he chooses to hold fair elections, he
will likely be forced out of power.
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People with a banner reading ‘No to the canal’ protest by burning tires against the inauguration of the building of the Nicaragua Canal.

COMPLICATIONS WITH THE
NICARAGUAN CANAL
BY Jack ZINTERHOFER

I

n the late 18th century, the French tried
to build a canal through Panama, but endured harsh variables, such as yellow fever,
and soon ran out of both men and money. Then
the United States stepped in, helping Panama
declare independence from Colombia, in return for a 99-year lease on the land where they
wanted to build the canal. In 1904, Theodore
Roosevelt began construction of the Panama
Canal. Opening nearly 10 years later, the canal has allowed ships to forgo the longer and
more dangerous journey of traveling south of
South America via the Magellan Strait. Until
1999, the United States managed and then
co-managed the canal with Panama, as called
for by the Treaties. The canal has provided a
great source of revenue, helping to pay for a
social safety net and keeping infrastructure
maintained for the Panamanian people. Even
after fully giving back ownership and control of
the canal to Panamanians, there is still a strong
American association with the canal. Further,
Panama and the U.S. have a good relationship,
helping to promote the United States’ sphere of
influence in Central America. The canal is the
most symbolic piece of that influence.
For years, no country ever challenged U.S.
control over the canal, nor did any country forgo using the canal due to its association with
the U.S. Even during the most hostile moments of the Cold War, the Soviets would still
send cargo ships through the canal. The only
other country ever even deemed geographically
feasible of having a canal that stretches from
the Pacific to the Atlantic is Nicaragua. Steps
towards the construction of the Nicaraguan
Canal began when Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega approved the creation of a special
canal zone.
With the Panama Canal having been built
over 100 years ago, the entire design is outdated,
and not wide enough for the largest of modern
day cargo ships, although its recent expansion
allows for larger(neopanamax) vessels which

Adapted from Aljazeera America

carry about double the capacity of prior vessels.
However, the Nicaraguan canal isn’t only being built to provide an alternative to the dated
Panama Canal. In 2016, Nicaragua leased land
to The Hong Kong Nicaragua Canal Development Group (HKND), a private Chinese company. Under the terms of the agreement, the
HKND will pay Nicaragua $10 million a year to
have control over the necessary land to build
a canal, and then give Nicaragua 1% of canal
revenues. As was the case with the Panama
Canal, this a 50-year agreement with another
50 year-option, meaning that Nicaragua will
assume co-ownership in 50 years time and full
ownership in 100 years. Unlike the case of the
Panama Canal, though, a private company will
manage and predominantly profit form the canal.
The effectiveness of a private company in
such a substantial infrastructure endeavor provides an interesting case study. Many questions,
such as how greatly can HKND profit from the
canal, and whether HKND will even be able to
build the canal, have gone unanswered.
The biggest controversy surrounding the
Nicaraguan canal has been the legality of a
private company controlling another county’s
land. In theory, the HKND could evict anybody
they want in order to build the canal. On the
contrary, HKND could profit from the citizens,
by only offering products that are made by or
associated with HKND. The deal included few
protections for Nicaraguans living in the canal
zone, which has drawn the ire of many. There
has even been debate as to whether the Constitution of Nicaragua applies to HKND controlled
land. In the case of the Panama Canal, the canal zone became a United States territory, and
therefore followed U.S. laws.
The canal has become extremely unpopular
in Nicaragua, with President Ortega distancing himself from the project. Construction has
not even begun, as the HKND has struggled to
receive financing. Recently, the Chinese government has appeared willing to fund HKND,
but discussions are still in the early stages. Although at the time of writing it appears less
likely, the canal might very well still be built;
mainly due to the fact that Nicaragua cannot
stop the work of HKND, who have full control
over the land for the next 50 years.
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WAR & CONFLICT
THE IRANIAN
AGENDA
BY Ryan N. Sedagat

O

n May 20, 2017
Iranian President
Hassan Rouhani
won his reelection campaign. Rouhani, a “moderate,” defeated conservative
challenger Ebrahim Raisi
with 57% of the vote. High
turnout rates amongst Iran’s
growing urban youth served
to propel Rouhani to victory. All of this is a part of
a greater trend within Iran
that supports working with
outside states and becoming a more secular society.
Rouhani, with support from
the Ayatollah, was the key
architect of the 2015 nu-

clear deal between Iran, the
United States, and the European Union, among other
states. The deal represented Iran’s determination to
develop trade partnerships
and extend its influence in
the world after sanctions
imposed for Iran’s nuclear
programs and human rights
abuses have crippled Iran’s
economy
To understand the current state of Iranian politics,
one must look back to the
1979 Iranian Revolution
where Islamic Revolutionaries ousted the Shah and
implemented a Shia Muslim
Government ruled by the
Supreme Leader, or Aya-

tollah, and a clergy known
as the Guardian Council.
A parliament and president
were also put into power;
however, the Supreme Leader has broad powers over the
armed forces and the nation’s
finances. Iran is one of the
few Shia Muslim majority
countries in the world, and
because of this, it is often at
odds with its Sunni Muslim
majority neighbors, especially Saudi Arabia. The two
vie for control and influence
within the Middle East
and their neighbors. This
is played out in the form of
proxy wars between the Saudis and Iranians. They are
seen in Iraq, Syria, Lebanon,
Palestine and Yemen. Currently, Iraq is governed by a
Shia government that was
propped up after the U.S. led
invasion of Iraq in 2003. Iran
also supports the Shia Assad
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An Iranian school girl holds her national flag as she walks past an anti-U.S. mural.

regime in Syria, forming the
“Shia Crescent” of Iranian
influence in the region. Iran
is involved in the Yemen civil
war, backing the Houthi rebels who are primed to take
power from the U.S. and
Saudi Arabian-backed government. Iran also props up
rebel groups that are viewed
as terrorists by the United
Nations, such as Hezbollah
in Lebanon, and Hamas in
Palestine. Iran’s alliance with
these groups is a direct result
of its conflict with Israel.
Iran does not consider Israel an official state despite
its United Nations status.
Both countries have made
inflammatory remarks about
the other, especially during
former Iranian President
Ahmadinejad’s time in office. Despite both nations
stating that they would not
like to attack each other,
Iran has openly supported
Hamas and has denied the
existence of the Holocaust.
Iran also began to develop
nuclear weapons, with former President Ahmadinejad
threatening to destroy Israel.
This is coupled with the fact
that Iran continues to test
ballistic missiles which are
inscribed with the writing,
“death to Israel.”
Iran’s intentions to challenge the United States’
sphere of influence over the
Middle East, paradoxically,
came with increased efforts
to establish economic relations with Western nations.
The nuclear deal reinvigorated its cash-strapped economy by lifting many sanctions, allowing Iran to sell oil
to European countries. This
has allowed for increased
trade between Iran and its
European trading partners.
The European Union, still
reeling from its debt crisis, has said that it would
like to become Iran’s largest
trading partner, hoping to
increase its partnership in
energy, transportation, and
most importantly, international banks. While the EU

Kyodo News / GETTY IMAGES

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani standing under a portrait of
previous ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini.
is steadfastly committed to
trading with Iran, the United States is obviously wary of
the idea. Under the Obama
administration, Washington made efforts to improve
relations with Iran, but
stopped short of establishing
formal relations. Under the
new Trump administration,
formal relations between the
two countries appears even
less likely, as Trump recently declared them a force of
“evil.” Ideally, Iran would
like to have its U.S. imposed
sanctions lifted and resume
trade with the world’s largest
and most powerful economy.
A vigorous Iranian economy will help Iran further
improve quality of life for
their citizens, and also allow
Iran to continue its goal of
expanding its influence over
the Middle East. However, as long as Iran continues
to threaten Israel and defy
United States’ interests in
the Middle East, the U.S. is

unlikely to resume economic
relations.
Iran is currently a significant regional presence, but is
determined to cement itself
as the dominant player in the
Middle East. However, Iran
will not be able to defeat the
U.S., Israel, and Saudi Arabia. Experts argue that Iran
must establish diplomatic relationships with those
countries, which can only be
done if Iran makes inroads
towards suppressing the radical elements within their
government. In recent days,
videos of Rouhani emerged,
depicting his Islamist morals
and desire to kill dissidents
of Iran. This counters his
moderate image, and likely
puts an end to any potential
relationship with a Trump
administration. Nonetheless,
Rouhani’s win is representative of the growing influence
of a younger, more secular
population, whose power
will only continue to grow.

UNCLE SAM VS. KIM JONG–UN
BY Neil THOrley

E

ver since the end of World
War II, the Korean peninsula has been a hot spot for
military and ideological conflict.
Now, with the deployment of U.S.
Navy Carrier Strike Group 1 to the
South China Sea and the ongoing
development of the North Korean
nuclear program, tensions have escalated to levels not seen since the
Korean War, which poses an interesting question:

What if the U.S.
went to war with
North Korea?
What must first be understood
is how unlikely it would be for
an actual war to occur between
the U.S. and North Korea. This is
largely due North Korea’s largest
trade partner and the owner of the
second most powerful military on
the planet: China. North Korea is
a vital strategic asset to the Chinese, as it provides a buffer state
between their own borders and

the American military presence
in South Korea. An American invasion of North Korea would put
their strategic rival and the world’s
largest military on their doorstep.
For this reason, it is highly unlikely that China would stay neutral in a conflict between the U.S.
and North Korea. However, it is
equally unlikely that China would
back North Korea militarily as it
did during the Korean War in the
1950s, as a direct war with the
CONTINUED ON THE FOLLOWING
PAGE
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North Korean soldiers look in from outside the UN Command Military
Armistice Commission meeting room.
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Left: North Korean war parade. Right: U.S. Navy ships en route to the sea of Japan just 100 miles from the North Korean Coast.

THE
YEMEN CIVIL WAR
Why

Houthi, a religious militant group with
ethnic ties to the Northern Yemen region, began stirring up anti-government
sentiments in 2004. Slowly building
up support over the years, the Houthis
surprised the region, and took over the
capital of Yemen in 2015. The President of Yemen at the time, Abradabbuh
Mansour Hadi, escaped Houthi control,
and is now waging war to take back his
country. Foreign countries have become
involved, as have Al-Qaeda and ISIS.

Houthi

They are a Shia-militant group and are
therefore backed by Iran. They want to
turn Yemen into theocracy. Iran’s support for the Houthis is fairly comprehensive, and includes Revolutionary
Guard soldiers fighting alongside the
Houthis.

Hadi

Nearly all other Arab countries (Saudi
Arabia, Jordan, the United Arab Emirates…) support the Hadi government.
Saudi Arabia has offered the most support for Yemen, as they most fear increased Iranian influence in the region.

Terrorist Groups

Al-Sharia, a network of Al-Qaeda, has
taken over many of the non-metropolitan areas of Yemen. In a rarity (ISIS
and Al-Qaeda do not like each other),
small sects controlled by ISIS have allied
themselves with Al-Qaeda.

Effects on the Region

Like Assad in Syria, Hadi has been
slowly taking back land, but it has come
at heavy cost. Approximately 500,000
people have died from the civil war. The
Arab countries fighting Iran have become better allies, helping with other
regional issues.

United States would lead to
massive bloodshed and potentially, a nuclear war between the two countries
As China cannot afford
either of these scenarios,
a possible course of action
would be to launch a decapitation strike against the
North Korean regime, eliminating Kim Jong-Un and
key government officials before the U.S. could begin its
invasion. From there, North
Korea would likely become a
satellite state of China, and
further military aggression
by the United States would
be very unlikely. North Korea currently exists because
it is the most convenient
solution for China, but if its
risks began to outweigh its
benefits, there is little doubt
that China would terminate
the regime for its own national security.
However, this would be a
rather anticlimactic resolution to such an interesting
thought experiment, so for
the remainder of this hypothetical, we will assume that,
for whatever reason, China
does not enter the conflict,
leaving the U.S. free to begin a direct war with North
Korea.
North Korea’s trump
card is the threat of a nuclear strike on South Korea, likely targeting Seoul.
The regime has claimed
that it is willing and able to

launch such an attack “if a
single bullet is fired.” In an
attempt to prove their ability, North Korea releases
massive photo-dumps supposedly showing successful
missile launches.

KCNA / AFP / Getty Images

undated picture released from
North Korea’s official Korean
Central News Agency shows a
test launch of a surface-to-surface
medium long-range strategic
ballistic missile

However, while they may
be willing, their ability to
do so is another question.
On May 19th, North Korea successfully tested a reentry vehicle for a nuclear
missile. However, the nature of the vehicle means
that, even if it is proved to
work reliably, the warhead
would be wildly inaccurate
on reentry, making a precise
nuclear attack very difficult.
In addition, the THAAD anti-missile system, recently
implemented on the South
Korean border, makes the
already slim chance of a
missile strike nigh-impossi-

ble. North Korea would be
left with only the possibility
of a plane-dropped nuclear
weapon, which would be
destroyed by surface-to-air
missiles or American aircraft long before reaching
its target.
With North Korea’s inability to successfully launch
a nuclear strike, the two nations would likely engage in
conventional warfare. The
U.S. and North Korea both
field an active military of
just over one million service
personnel. However, due to
mandatory conscription in
the event of war, North Korea would be able to field a

paramilitary force of
an additional

6 million,

putting them at a
significant numerical
advantage. This,
however, is the extent
of North Korea’s
superiority.
The majority of North
Korea’s military technology
is leftover from the Soviet
era. This is most evident in
air power, where this war
would be won or lost. North
Korea’s primary aircraft are
the MiG-21 and MiG-23,
both of which are outdated by today’s standards and

massively out-gunned by
America’s favorite fighters, the F-16 and F-22.
North Korea does have a
large number of anti-aircraft weapons, but these
are equally outdated and
the majority are manually aimed rather than radar
guided, and would have
very little chance of hitting
the supersonic American
aircraft.
North Korea’s lack of
sufficient aerial defenses
means the U.S. would have
complete air superiority
over them. Artillery, weapons depots and fuel reserves
could be destroyed immediately, and critical infrastructure (roads, bridges, etc.)
would only exist as long as
they benefited the advancing American forces.
North Korea’s armored
units are equally outdated,
with the majority of North
Korean tanks being variants
of Soviet T-55s and T-62s.
These same tanks were used
by the Iraqi army during
the Persian Gulf War and
proved to be far inferior to
the American main battle tank, the M1 Abrams.
Without reliable mechanized units and under constant air strikes from American attack aircraft, even the
numerically superior Korean People’s Army would
have little chance of fending
off an American invasion.
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OPINION
THE CHAOS
THAT IS
U.S. SYRIA
POLICY
By Warren CHristopher

E

ver since the start of the Syrian Civil War, the United States has held
a range of positions regarding the
use of force and their recognition of Assad.
This started with the Obama Administration, who at first released public statements
condemning Assad’s escalation of attacks
on peaceful protesters into a civil war. Later,
when the war escalated further, Obama drew
a red line, stating that if chemical weapons
were used the United States would respond
with military action. When Assad eventually used chemical weapons, Obama quivered,
and instead of using military force, negotiated for all the chemical weapons to be withdrawn from Syria.
Unfortunately, the Trump administration
has also had an irrational Syria policy. Shortly after entering office, the U.S. Ambassador
to the UN, Nikki Haley, criticized Assad as
a brutal dictator, who must be removed from
office. A few weeks after that, Secretary of
State Rex Tillerson stated that it is no longer the official policy of the United States to
seek the removal of Assad. Once week after

The guided-missile destroyer USS Porter fires a Tomahawk land attack missile. The USS Porter
was one of two destroyers that fired a total of 59 cruise missiles at a Syrian military airfield in
retaliation for a chemical attack that killed scores of civilians this week.
Tillerson’s comment, Assad attacked his own
people with chemical weapons.
What came next appeared to be the only
coherent part of U.S. policy towards Syria.
Trump launched 59 ballistic missiles at one
of the basses that was used for the chemical
weapons attack. However, the launch was
mostly for show, and does not hinder Assad’s
ability to launch chemical weapons in the future.
One week after the attack, Haley reaf-

firmed that Assad must be removed. Tillerson once again moderately defended Assad,
citing the defeat of ISIS as the number one
priority for the United States. These comments confused the American public, and
Trump has not clarified the U.S. government’s official position.
Trump has spoken of his desire to partner
with Russia to defeat ISIS, but the air strike
he launched destroyed a base where Russian soldiers were stationed. If Trump truly

Ford Williams / U.S. Navy via Getty Images

wants to ensure that Assad can no longer use
chemical weapons, he would destroy all of
Assad’s airfields. How can we say we support
democracy when we aren’t advocating for the
removal of Assad? We simply don’t know
what Trump wants.
Having no policy towards Syria is detrimental to advancing the interests of the
United States in Syria, let alone the broader
region. Trump must make known the clear
principles that will guide our policy towards
Syria, or else we cannot expect there to be an
outcome that would bring an end to one of
worst humanitarian crisis in history.

The Dangers of the
UN’s Anti-Israel
Actions

Albin Lohr-Jones / Pacific Press / LightRocket

UN HEADQUARTERS, NEW YORK—Fourteen members of the Security Council raise their hands in affirmation
of Resolution 2334 which demands an end to all Israeli settlements.
By Jack Zinterhofer

T

he United Nations (UN)
was founded in 1946 to
prevent another World
War. Many people have looked
towards the UN as a competent
force to combat evil in the world.
What does this competency look
like? Did the UN punish Syria
two months ago for using chemical
weapons? No. Has the UN censured North Korea or Iran for their
nuclear missile developments? No.

So what has the UN done? They
turned their attention to Israel.
They have passed 26 measures criticizing or condemning Israel, while
not one measure has criticized
Arab nations for their questionable
human rights record. If one were to
step back, and base the morality of
a country off of the UN’s criticisms,
Israel would appear to be the most
unjust country in the entire world.
People don’t have to agree with the
policies of Israel, but we should be
able to agree on simple facts. There
are other countries that have worse

human rights records and are more
dangerous to the world than Israel.
I am not going to use the rest of
this article to defend Israel. Rather, I want to point out the damage
that has resulted from singling out
Israel at the UN.

AntiSemitism is on
the rise.
After World War II, public antisemitism was less overt in the
aftermath of the Holocaust. The
recent rise of antisemitism isn’t

just emerging from far-right hate
groups, but instead leftist organizations who focus their criticism
not on Jewish people, but Israel.
One organization, the Boycott,
Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS)
proposes the latter to combat Israeli settlement activity in the West
Bank. BDS has become extremely
popular among human rights activists on college campuses. Many
people who support BDS do not
consider themselves anti-Semitic,
only anti-Israel. My grandfather
has always told me, “who do you
think lives in Israel? Martians?”
Jewish people live in Israel. And
who do you think gets hurt when
people boycott companies that
make products or do business with
Israel? Not only does it hurt people
in the United States of America,
considering the chips in all of our
iPhones are made in Israel, but it is
devastating for the people of Israel.
Anti-defamation groups trying to
protect the lives of Jewish people in
Israel criticize the BDS movement.
This leads to BDS leaders delegitimizing these groups. From here, the
evolution has come full circle, and
the BDS organization, who claim

they are a human rights movement,
are now criticizing groups that are
trying to fight antisemitism. Under this logic, one who supports a
group that fights against antisemitism is against the plight of the
Palestinian people, ergo Jews are
not for Palestinian rights. That is
an anti-Semitic trope.

And from there,
it just spreads,
and spreads, and
spreads.
The UN has played an influential role in the rise of antisemitism.
Israel is the only Jewish state and
nearly half of the world’s Jewish
population lives in Israel. With
all of the problems in the world,
the UN spends a disproportionate
amount of time voting on measures
to denounce Israel. Not only does
it embolden hate groups, but has
brought forth a new type of antisemitism, and maybe even a more
dangerous one.
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RUSSIA’S
D
GRAND
PLAN
By Andrés
Pérez

uring
t h e
past four
years, the world has
begun to discern that
Russia, under the
leadership of Vladimir Putin, has been pursuing a
full-blown campaign to restore its
global stature and regional power
which has been on the wane ever
since the beginning of the demise
of the old Soviet Union. While
Russia today is still a formidable
military power, it has a relatively
small economy that is heavily dependent on its energy sector, and
the country can no longer marshal
the resources necessary to act as a
true global power as it could during
the times of the Soviet Union. The
Russian plan to recapture its position on the global stage has three
main areas of focus:

1.
2.

had chosen to have closer ties with
the West, and eventually joined
the European Union in 2004. In
this case, Putin realized that using
military force, as he did in Ukraine,
would be too dangerous, so he began to actively support a nationalist political leader, Victor Orban,
who is now the current Prime
Minister. Orban openly admires
Putin, is a champion of what he
has termed “illiberal democracy,” is
actively promoting the defense of

Ensure that all its neighboring
countries which were once part
of the Soviet broad sphere of
influence remain “friendly,” if not
dependent on Russia.
Actively become involved
in areas around the world
where the United States has
consciously retreated, such as
Syria in the Middle East.

3.

Sasha Mordovets / Contributor

MOSCOW, RUSSIA—Russian President Vladimir Putin speaks during his annual press conference.
Bashar Al-Assad’s main backers,
and Putin has created a situation
where any resolution to the Syrian civil war would have to include Russia. Putin has once again
gained for Russia a Principal’s Seat
at the table that will eventually resolve the future of this volatile but
essential region for world peace.

Weaken the liberal
democracies, including
the United States and the
countries in the EU, who
stand as the greatest obstacle
to Putin’s aspirations.

The first part of this plan, the
creation of a substantial, friendly
buffer zone following the rough
outline of the old Soviet Union,
has begun to emerge through military action, as well as through the
promotion of Kremlin-friendly
governments in neighboring states.
In 2014, when Ukraine was threatening to forge closer ties with the
European Union, Putin commanded his military and intelligence
forces to stage a revolt in Eastern
Ukraine which resulted in the
Crimean region’s separation from
the mainland and a stand-off in a
vast territory of Eastern Ukraine
that no longer recognizes the authority of the government in Kiev.
Russia essentially “stole” Crimea.
The aggressiveness shown by Putin
stunned the world and, most importantly, sent a clear message to all
other countries that had been under Soviet control that they would
risk a similar fate if they attempted to get closer to the European
Union or the United States. Other
examples of Russia’s determination
to project its regional priorities include the direct meddling in the
elections of Montenegro and its
open support for the new leader
of Hungary. Hungary, a previously
Soviet Controlled state, had since
its liberation become a shinning
example of a liberal democracy that

national sovereignty and a demonstrated distrust of Europe’s ruling
establishments. Orban’s Hungary
was the only member of the EU
which opposed Russian sanctions
for their annexation of Crimea.

Sean Gallup / Staff

BUDAPEST, HUNGARY—
Russian President Vladimir Putin
and Hungarian Prime Minister
Viktor Orban converse during
a signing ceremony of several
agreements between the two
countries.

Russia has also taken advantage
of the Obama’s administration’s
policy to take a back seat in the
middle-east by actively inserting
itself in the middle of the Syrian
civil war. The Assad regime had
historically enjoyed close ties with
the Soviet Union, and once the
United States decided to decrease
its role in the region, Putin jumped
on the opportunity to have Russia
become a significant player in the
region. Russia and Iran are today

ATTA KENARE / AFP / Getty Images

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani
speaks with his Russian counterpart
Vladimir Putin in Tehran. Putin
arrived in Tehran on his first trip to
Iran in eight years, for talks on the
devastating conflict in Syria where
both countries support the Damascus
regime.
Other than reestablishing its
preeminence in the old soviet “controlled” regions, and reasserting its
influence in the middle-east, a key
aspect of Putin’s strategy has been
to weaken its main adversaries, including the European Union and
the United States. His ultimate
goal here is to achieve the demise
of NATO and ensure that the European countries can no longer
restrain Russia’s ambitions. Putin has openly supported several
political leaders in Europe who
support withdrawing their countries from the European Union.
Russian banks, with close ties to
Putin and the Kremlin, funneled
more than nine-million euros into
Marine Le Pen’s National Front
Party in France which actively
campaigned against the European
Union. Russia also undertook a
sustained cyberattack against the
campaign of Emanuel Macron, Le
Pen’s challenger, who is an active
supporter of the European project.

Putin was also a strong supporter
of England’s exit from the EU, and
there is strong evidence that Russia
covertly participated in supporting
and perhaps even attempted to influence the Brexit campaign.
Putin has also made the decision
that he must confront the United
States directly using the modern
tools of cyberwarfare where asymmetrical strategies can have a very
significant effect, at a relatively low
risk since they are so difficult to detect. In this context, Putin’s greatest
success to date has been Russia’s
direct involvement in fomenting
chaos within its chief historical rival, the United States of America.
The sixteen agencies dealing with
intelligence in the United States
government have unanimously
concluded that Russia perpetrated
a cyberattack against Hillary Clinton’s campaign. The attack on the
Clinton campaign’s servers were
aimed at embarrassing Hillary
Clinton, and affecting the outcome

White House which has severely affected the effectiveness of the
administration in implementing its
agenda. While the Trump administration’s program is considered
the most pro-Russian since the
end of World War II, there is great
resistance in Congress, including
from within President Trump’s Republican Party, and it is relatively
unlikely that much of it could be
implemented in practice. Putin,
however, is probably smiling somewhere in the Kremlin as he sees
the chaos that he has helped create which has deeply affected the
normal functioning of the United
States government while weakening the historical alliances between
the world’s great democracies. It
is far too early to call Russia victorious, but Putin’s grand plan to,
once again, place Russia as a key
player on the global chess board
is undoubtedly gaining significant
traction, and has been frighteningly successful thus far.

Samuel Corum / Anadolu Agency / Getty Images

Senator Sheldon Whitehouse questions former Director of National
Intelligence James Clapper and former Acting Attorney General Sally Yates
during a Senate Judiciary Committee hearing on Russian interference in the
2016 Presidential Elections and interactions with former Trump advisor Ret.
General Michael Flynn.
of the Presidential election. This
move has been a great blow to the
credibility of America’s democracy. More ominously, the Russian
interference in the election has
expanded into a criminal investigation as to whether the Trump
campaign acted in collusion with
the Russians. There is still a long
way to go with this investigation,
but at the moment it has led to
a destabilization of the Trump

Thank you for your support
and readership. Enjoy your
summer, and we look forward
to making many more
editions of The Revere every
other Thursday, starting again
next fall.
–The Editors

