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To begin this month’s issue without a few words on the US election would be impossible. Every four years, when the 
most powerful country in the world goes to the ballot box, the rest of the world takes notice. Although much ink has 
been shed on the end of a unipolar world- including in this very space- the United States is still the world’s economic, 
military, cultural, academic, etc, leader. It remains, at the very least, the first among equals. The attention lavished upon 
this election from across the globe proves just that. 

The fact that the world’s economy, environment and security are all on the ropes only served to heighten its importance, 
not least because these issues seem to be inextricably intertwined and certainly require concerted action. The self-
styled Greatest Democracy on Earth was at work at a time when the world faced its greatest challenges, how could 
we possibly turn away? This is why even tiny New Hampshire had, albeit briefly, the whole world hanging from its every 
word. Indeed, given the size of the wave that the United States makes in the world and that every human on the planet 
is splashed thereof, we should probably all have a vote. This time, according to staggeringly lopsided global polls, it 
seems the world’s choice happened to win. 

The reaction to Barack Obama’s election victory, and the subsequent analysis, has focused on one word in particular; 
all agreed that it was ‘historic.’ However, the reasons given for this moniker demonstrate just how far there is to go 
before the United States, and the rest of the world with it, can claim to judge people solely on the content of their 
characters.

Why was it so historic? Because he is the first African-American President, of course. He was born in America, he 
was neither raised in Africa, nor by his African father. Presumably if McCain had won, he would have been hailed as 
the 44th European-American President. But McCain is referred to as White… and American for that matter- without 
an ethnic qualifier or a hyphen. 

It is historic, then, because Obama is the first Black President. If he is the first Black President because his father  was 
Black, wouldn’t he also be the 44th White President because his mother was White? This is getting silly. It is all the 
more so because although his politics don’t make an issue of race, most commentators make one out of his.    

We could refer to Barack Obama and those who eventually succeed him in that office, regardless of their race, or their 
gender, or however else they may happen to deviate- or not- from the first forty-three, as the President of the United 
States of America. 

And while we’re at it, maybe we could forget the question of how best to refer to somebody’s race, nationality, religion, 
gender, etc, in its entirety. We could just say that someone is a person. Now that would be historic.            

   Michael Ryan Wiseman
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SRI LANKA

For a land where Buddhism is constitutionally 
designated as the ‘foremost’ religion, peace and 
compassion are scarce commodities in Sri Lankan 
politics.  Monastery bells generally toll prayer times, 
but a few in Sri Lanka have come to toll a call to war.  

Venerable Athuraliye Rathana leads this group of 
hawkish monks who are holding President Mahinda 
Rajapaksa to his 2005 election promise of crushing 
the Tamil Tiger rebels militarily.  Talks and political 
solutions, Venerable Rathana says, can come later, 
“Peace negotiations simply made the LTTE (Tamil 
Tigers) stronger. We mustn’t talk to them; we can 
crush the LTTE. It is like surgery.”

These ‘war monks,’ as they have come to be known, 
maintain that the rebels’ demand for a separate state 
is based on the myth that 
the northern and eastern 
parts of Sri Lanka are 
historically Tamil areas.  
They insist that the whole 
island has always been a 
Sinhala Buddhist kingdom. 
 
It is exactly this line of 
thought that spawned 
Tamil rebel groups and 
plunged the country into 
an internecine 25-year old 
war that has killed more 
than 70,000 people. Since 
the collapse of the ceasefire agreement in 2006, more 
than 5,000 people have been killed.  The Sri Lankan 
government officially withdrew from the Norwegian 
brokered ceasefire at the beginning of this year.  Fighting 
between the rebels and the army has now intensified. 
 
The Tamil Tigers, for their part, have launched 
more suicide attacks.  A senior politician and 
army leader, Major General Janaka Perera, was 
recently killed in a suicide blast blamed on the 
rebel group.  They have also conducted air raids 
on Sri Lanka’s military bases using light aircraft.  
 
According to United Nations estimates, more than 
200,000 people are now displaced as the Sri 
Lankan army continues its offensives in the Tamil-
dominated north.  The army is reported to be 
closing in on the rebel headquarters in Kilinochchi. 
 
In a statement issued by the Sri Lankan foreign ministry, 
President Mahinda Rajapaksa asserts, “security forces 

are under strict instructions to avoid causing any civilian 
casualties during this operation.”  The government 
has, however, ordered out aid workers from rebel-held 
territory and it is reported that humanitarian aid is not 
reaching affected areas.
 
Ethnic Tamils feel trapped between a government 
who they do not trust and the Tamil Tigers who are 
preventing them from fleeing rebel-controlled areas.  
 
The origins of the ethnic conflict

In 1948, when the British gave Sri Lanka its 
independence, the Sinhalese were a majority and the 
Tamils were a minority.  To the outside world, the Tamils 
of Sri Lanka form one ethnicity, but within the country 
they have always been classified as two distinct 

groups: the Sri Lankan Tamils 
and the Indian Tamils.  

The Sri Lankan Tamils were 
already living in the northern 
and eastern parts of the 
island before the arrival of the 
British.  

The British brought Indian 
Tamils as indentured labour-
ers to work in Sri Lanka’s 
flourishing plantation 
sector. When the British 
left, the disproportionately 
high presence of Tamils in 

the nation’s administration, education system and 
economy caused malaise among the rural Sinhalese. 
 
Traditionalist sentiments, fuelled by the ideas of 
Buddhist thinkers such as Anagarika Dharamapala, 
were already prevelant at this time among the 
Sinhalese.  Politicians stoked them further to gain 
political mileage.  None did it better than Solomon 
Bandaranayake, whose first bill in parliament as 
prime minister was the Sinhala Only Act of 1956.  
 
Spurred on by the nationalism of his times, Solomon 
Bandaranayake, a Sinhalese Anglican by birth, 
converted to Buddhism.  Like all born-again converts, 
he acted with fervour.  He put an end to the equal status 
enjoyed by the Tamil language and made proficiency in 
Sinhala a criterion for government jobs.  This effectively 
meant that if Tamil civil servants did not learn Sinhala, 
they lost their jobs.  

Belligerent Buddhism
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The wounds are still raw among those Tamils who are old 
enough to remember this,  they accuse Bandaranayake 
of having turned them into deaf-mutes overnight.  
 
In response to the growing tide of Sinhala nationalism, 
the Tamils organised themselves into a movement 
that was modelled on Mahatma Gandhi’s paradigm 
of non-violence. Bandaranayake eventually softened 
a little and signed a pact conceding a certain 
amount of political autonomy to Tamils in the 
north and east.  He paid the price soon after.  He 
was assassinated by a Buddhist monk in 1959. 
 
His wife, Srimavo Bandaranayake, the world’s first 
female prime minister, took over only to make things 
worse.  She implemented a ‘standardisation’ policy 
in the education system to raise the bar for university 
entrance for Tamil students while simultaneously 
lowering the cut off mark for the Sinhalese.  
 
But perhaps the man who did the most damage to 
Sinhalese-Tamil race relations in Sri Lanka was a 
zealous Sinhalese Christian convert to Buddhism, 
Junius Jeyawardena.  He was the first in Sri Lankan 
politics to muster the support of Buddhist monks, 
capitalizing on the reverence that Asians generally 
have for religious figures.  

It was under Jeyawardena’s watch that discontent 
among Tamils, particularly youths, hit a peak and 
resulted in the birth of armed rebel groups that 
paved the way for the Black July riots of 1983. 
 
Longest ethnic conflict in Asia

President Mahinda Rajapakse now pursues the same 
Buddhist-Sinhala domination.  Under pressure from a 
Sinhala nationalist party called the Janatha Vimukthi 
Peramuna, which has a few monks as representatives 
in parliament, Rajapakse pulled out of the 2002 
Norwegian-brokered ceasefire agreement and 
launched a full-scale war against the Tamil Tiger rebels.  
 
Reports of human rights abuses have been rife since 
Rajapaske became president.  These include everything 
from the abduction of journalists to the forcible eviction 
of ethnic Tamils from Colombo.  The Tamil Tigers, 
for their part, have also continued their recruitment 
of child soldiers and their use of civilians as shields.  
 
Over the years the two issues that precipitated Sri 
Lanka’s civil wars have been corrected- Tamil has 
been reinstated as an official language and the 

‘standardisation’ policy has been scrapped- but 
discriminatory practices and attitudes against ethnic 
Tamils persist in day-to-day life. 

The whole community pays every time the 
rebels launch an attack against the government.  
Support for the Tamil Tiger rebel group is varied.  The 
Tamils of Sri Lanka are a very divided ethnic group who 
don’t speak with the one voice that the Tigers claim to 
represent.  

The Tamils who live in the capital say that they will not go 
back to the north even if there is a separate state.  The 
Tamils in the east say the northern Tamils don’t respect 
them as equals.  The Indian Tamils say they are not even 
in the same league because their immediate ancestors 
were from India.  But they all reach a consensus on one 
thing: they are second-class citizens in their own land.   
 
They may not agree with the modus operandi of the 
Tamil Tigers, but they think the rebel group has been a 
force to reckon with against the government’s Sinhala-
Buddhist domination.  Of all the armed groups that 
were born in the early 80s, only the Tamil Tigers are 
still active.  The others have vanished or joined the Sri 
Lankan government in some form. 

Pakiasothy Saravanamuttu of the Colombo-based think-
tank, the Centre for Policy Alternatives, offers  some insight 
into Tamil support for the rebel group, “By and large, 
the vast majority [of Tamils] think the [Tamil Tigers] will 
get them the best deal.  Historically, that has been true.” 
 
Earlier in October, India’s Prime Minister, Manmohan 
Singh, called for a negotiated settlement to the 
conflict.  Although President Rajapakse has promised a 
devolution of powers to the Tamil areas in the north and 
east if the Tamil Tigers are wiped out, Tamils don’t put 
much stock in this.  “A year ago the president had given 
repeated assurances that while the military component 
was going on, he would have a political package ready,” 
Colombo-based journalist Iqbal Athas said to Reuters. 
“The fact is that process has not moved forward ....” 
 
Government forces are now reported to be close to 
capturing rebel-held territory in the north.  Not only the 
fate of the Tamil Tigers, but also the future of the Tamils 
in Sri Lanka, hangs in the pitched battle that is now 
taking place.

Nachammai Raman is a correpondant for the Christian 
Science Monitor.
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INTERVIEW WITH THE 2008 MAN BOOKER PRIZE LAUREATE

The Indian Dream

Balram tells the story of his life: how he left his native 
village for Delhi, where he wants to succeed and make 
all of his dreams come true… like killing his boss. In his 
first book, which just won the prestigious Booker Prize, 
Aravind Adiga brings to life the story of a poor man 
looking for wealth. 

With The White Tiger, the author, 33, depicts the India 
of today and tomorrow. It is an energetic society full 
of hope, one that is trying to 
harness its booming economy, 
manage its new rules and fix 
its old social problems. On 
the phone from his home in 
Mumbai, the fifth Indian to win 
the Booker Prize notes that he 
wanted to give another version 
of the Indian miracle: “The 
economic boom that India has 
seen over the past ten years is 
phenomenal. It has completely 
changed the country, and that 
is a good thing. However, many 
people have been left behind, a 
fact that  is too often ignored. A lot of the country has 
not profited from the growth.” 

It was during a trip to Pakistan for Time 
Magazine in 2005 that Aravind Adiga 
found the heart of his novel: the 
master-servant relationship. 
“I was surprised to see that 
in Pakistan servants- and the 
poor in general- are treated much 
better than in India. Obviously Islam 
is an important factor,” adds the former 
journalist who traveled extensively in 
Southern Asia for his work.

If the lot of many in India is more difficult, is the 
caste system not to blame? Aravind Adiga holds 
a more nuanced view, “The caste system is a lot 
more elastic than people on the outside think. For me, 
the differences amongst the social classes matters 
more, and it is most noticeable in terms of access 
to education, healthcare and clean water. My main 
character moves from a world dominated by a caste 
system to one dominated by class divisions.” 

Balram’s transition mirrors the one India is currently 
experiencing. The social and economic changes 
there are massive- and they are not without tension. 
“Before, the poor accepted their status, it was seen 

as inevitable and part of the natural order. There was 
no anger. Historically, for example, India’s crime rate 
has been low. However with the rural exodus, the 
mollifying of the castes and the weakening of the family 
as a structure, resentment is rising. Now the poor are 
constantly being told that they can succeed, that they 
can become entrepreneurs. But they realize that they 
don’t have the necessary tools, the tools that the middle 
classes possess, to achieve their dreams. Education- 

especially learning English-, 
unaffordable healthcare costs, 
and a lack of law and order- as 
the police don’t bother to serve 
and protect them- to name a 
few.”   

Aravind Adiga is part of the 
Indian middle classes, those 
who are benefiting the most 
from the economic growth. 
According to him, “the problem 
is that the middle classes, 
who are generally liberal, 
democratic and tolerant, were 

unable to integrate the poor. The only way the poor 
can climb the ladder is through crime or political 

skullduggery.”   

Having his main character come from rather 
modest origins, Aravind Adiga makes great 

use of the language of the popular classes, 
“It’s everywhere. It’s there, you just need 

to listen. Without even knowing it, the 
middle class has been conditioned 

to stay away from the poor, to not 
talk to them. We need to rid 

ourselves of these taboos and 
face reality.”

His character depicts the world 
as divided between the “big bellies” 

and “small bellies” This is more than just a 
physical description though, “there are people 

in India who are literally suffering from malnutrition, 
while there are those in the middle classes who have 
gorged themselves into becoming diabetics. But it is 
also a reference to an oft-used metaphor in India, when 
an Indian politician is said to eat a lot, it means that he 
is corrupt!”

The White Tiger, Aravind Adiga (Free Press:2008)

Emmanuel Martinez is the editor-in-chief of 
Alternatives le Journal.
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“Enough of all this bad news, this is good news. It just takes one small company to make a start and then others will 
follow. We are not a big multinational, they are not the ones that will make the change. It is the small companies like us, 
together, who will do it and make a big impact.” So proclaimed Lorenzo Fasola-Bologna, a small Italian olive and wine 
producer from Umbria. 

He calls his project a 360 degree Green Revolution, “It is not about changing one thing, it’s about making many multilayered 
changes. It’s a 360-degree change!” He has set himself a challenge: to cut his family farm’s CO2 emissions to zero by 
the end of 2009. Playing arbiter is a Norwegian company, known for its expertise in checking global CO2 emissions, that 
will track and verify that Monte Vibiano’s total carbon footprint has been reduced to zero by the deadline. 

Fasola-Bologna’s family has owned the castle and surrounding land called Castello Monte Vibiano near Mercatello, 
about 15 miles south of Perugia, for centuries. Fasola-Bologna’s father, Andrea, the man who injected his son with the 
love for their land, proudly and wholeheartedly supports his son’s project. “Something had to be done fast,” Andrea said. 
“Anyone who works on the land knows that the climate is changing and something is wrong.” 

Helped by a group of young European engineers, bio-experts and university researchers in “green thinking,” Fasola-
Bologna and his family launched the project in grand style. They unveiled a unique electric-vehicle recharging station 
powered exclusively by the sun, a clean and renewable energy. The station, placed in between the winery and olive-oil 
press, is a large encased battery with rotating solar panels placed on top that can store solar energy for up to 10 days. 
Soon it will store energy for more days and should power all the farm’s and employees’ electric scooters and vehicles. 

The rest of the 360-degree green revolution includes using solar energy for power, wood-chip boilers for hot water, the 
latest in bio-fuels to run tractors, planting trees to offset CO2 emissions, painting storage containers with special white 
paint to reflect the sunlight off the earth and providing bicycles for employees who wish to bike to work. 

              - ABC News

Close to two-thirds of California’s population voted in favour of a proposition requiring that laying hens, pregnant 
pigs, and calves raised for veal be kept in larger enclosures. The increased space must be enough to allow the 
animals to turn around freely, lie down, stand up, and fully extend their limbs, according to the law.

Farmers will have until January 1, 2015, to phase out so-called battery cages—small wire cages often stacked 
in rows—for chickens and tight crates used to house pigs and veal calves. “This is the most sweeping animal-
protection measure ever passed by ballot initiative in U.S. history,” said Jennifer Fearing, chief economist for 
the Humane Society of the United States in Sacramento, California. The society was the main backer of the 
initiative. 

Florida, Arizona, Colorado, and Oregon have passed similar laws for swine and veal, but California will be the first state to 
mandate that all egg-producing chickens have more space to roam. The main focus was on California’s U.S. $337-million 
egg industry, which produces about 6 percent of the nation’s table eggs. More than 90 percent of California’s 20 million 
egg-laying hens are kept in battery cages.

Animal rights activists say the cages, which hold anywhere from three to ten hens, are often so small that birds rub off 
their feathers while pressed against the wires. And on some farms, cages are stacked on top of each other, forcing hens 
in bottom cages to live in waste, according to the activists. “Egg-laying hens are packed so tightly that they’re given less 
space than the size of a sheet [of paper] to live their lives,” said Gene Baur, president of Farm Sanctuary, a New York-
based rescue organization for farm animals that backed the California measure.

“What I believe producers will do is go to an aviary system, and purchase nest boxes where the birds will be allowed to 
fly a little bit and be able to move around to give them a more natural life.” Proponents also point to studies showing that 
the risk of diseases such as salmonella decreases in uncaged birds.     
             - National Geographic News

Italian Farmer Vows Green Revolution

Farm Animals Win Big in Election   
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In times of conflict it is said that the enemy of an enemy 
is a friend and the friend of an enemy is an enemy. 
While the Taliban in Pakistan and Afghanistan seem 
to follow this age-old dictum, the USA obviously does 
not- and for obvious reasons.

While the Bush administration continues to claim that 
Pakistan is an ally in its war on terror, its recent actions 
tell a different story. Its unilateral strikes in Pakistani 
territory bordering Afghanistan have cost hundreds of 
civilian lives and have put its supposed friend in a very 
hot seat. An attack by two 
US missiles from unmanned 
airplanes on a school in 
the North West Province in 
Pakistan killed at least eight 
students on October 23, 
2008.  

Earlier the US Secretary of 
Defense Robert Gates had 
affirmed that the USA has a 
right to act against terrorist 
targets in Pakistan, and that 
the new civilian government 
in Islamabad has to be a 
willing partner. Why this 
unilateralism? 

Both Pakistan’s government 
under former dictator 
General Musharraf as 
well as the newly elected 
government are claiming 
to advance in their war on 
terror, especially in the tribal 
areas of western Pakistan, 
which is the alleged base of 
the Taliban. 

Despite these claims, there has been a dramatic 
increase in unilateral US military attacks within the 
Pakistani territory bordering Afghanistan. With the rise 
of civilian casualties due to these attacks there has 
been such an uproar within the Pakistani public that the 
government leaders and senior military commanders, 
including the Chief of the Army General Kayani, 
had to speak out against such attacks. The military 
spokesman recently claimed to have fired warning 
shots at intruding US helicopters, though President 
Zardari quickly camouflaged them as warning “flares.” 
But then all these statements necessarily come 
out as public appeasement measures for internal 

consumption. Both the USA and Pakistan claim to 
have a common enemy in the Taliban. Nearly everyday 
the newspapers in Pakistan report on the casualties 
inflicted upon the Taliban by the Pakistani army. Nearly 
everyday, the newspapers report on civilian casualties 
by the US attacks within Pakistani territory. 

So what has this friend of Washington, the newly 
elected President of Pakistan, to say on the rise in 
civilian deaths due to the attacks by the friendly US 
military? “The US incursions were counter-productive 

and did not help to win 
over the hearts and minds 
of the people. We all make 
mistakes in this war and we 
are also always ready to 
correct them.”

Why doesn’t the USA let 
Pakistan fight their own 
war against the Islamic 
insurgency? Zaffar Abbas, 
the Resident Editor of 
DAWN, a respected Pak-
istani English Daily, wrote 
in July this year “There has 
been a significant shift in the 
US military’s strategy vis-à-
vis Pakistan in dealing with 
counter-terror measures in 
the Federally-Administered 
Tribal Areas as, contrary to 
the past practice, they have 
stopped informing Pakistan 
or its security establishment 
of any military strikes on 
suspected Al Qaeda or 
Taliban targets in the 
region.” 

According to Abbas, some senior security analysts 
describe it as a serious development which they say 
may have serious consequences in the long run “for 
the collective effort to fight the Taliban and Al Qaeda in 
the tribal areas and even inside Afghanistan.” 

Direct US military attacks in Pakistan are on the rise. 
And so are the counter-attacks by the Taliban. Following 
the massive bomb explosion at the Marriot Hotel in the 
political capital of Pakistan, Islamabad, on September 
20, 2008, reports in leading Pakistani newspapers, 
Dawn and Daily News gave a couple of reasons for this 
Islamic extremist attack. One reason given was that the 

USA And Pakistan: Still Friends?

PAKISTAN

Flickr:Travelr
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bomb was aimed to kill the President of Pakistan and 
other senior military commanders who were supposed 
to meet in the hotel at that time but, fortuitously, 
cancelled their rendezvous at the last minute. 

Other reports say that some clandestine activities 
involving US intelligence were taking place at the same 
time and that US marines were 
the intended targets. 

It may not be either. For the 
Taliban, the US is their enemy 
and a friend of an enemy is 
an enemy too. Regardless of 
the intended target(s), civilian 
casualties are on the rise and 
so is public anger. 

While killings such as those in the Marriott hotel 
bombing attract a lot of media attention across the 
globe, civilian deaths caused by US cross-border raids 
go largely unnoticed. 

Prominent British-Pakistani political campaigner and 
commentator Tariq Ali writes, “While there is much 
grieving for the Marriott hotel casualties, some ask why 
the lives of those killed by Predator drones or missile 
attacks are considered to be of less value. In recent 
weeks almost 100 innocent people have died in this 
fashion. No outrage and global media coverage for 
them.”

So, is this a recent change in the US strategy vis-à-vis 
Pakistan?

Or is there no real change in the US strategy vis-à-vis 
Pakistan but simply an extension of its global war, thus 
an expansion of its war in Afghanistan? 

Tariq Ali feels it is the latter, “the expansion of the war 
relates far more to the Bush administration’s disastrous 
occupation in Afghanistan. It is hardly a secret that 

President Karzai’s regime is 
becoming more isolated each 
passing day as Taliban guerrillas 
move ever closer to Kabul. 

When in doubt, escalate the 
war, is an old imperial motto. 
The strikes against Pakistan 
represent - like the decisions 
of President Richard Nixon and 
Henry Kissinger, to bomb and 

then invade Cambodia - a desperate bid to salvage 
a war that was never good, but has now gone badly 
wrong.”

On the present state of an unending preemptive war 
on terror waged by the US, Michel Warschawsky of 
the Alternative Information Centre writes, “From an 
ethical point of view, history never stands in the same 
place: if it doesn’t move towards less oppression and 
more justice, it moves towards less rights and more 
barbarism… It seems, however, that in the first decade 
of the third millennium, the law of jungle is taking the 
lead.”

Feroz Mehdi is the general secretary of Alternatives 
International.
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When thinking about human trafficking, most of us 
conjure up exotic images of gangs, flophouses and 
forced prostitution. That is part of it, but in today’s day and 
age we should be taking a good look at more mundane 
activities. In Canada, as in many parts of the world, 
human trafficking has also become a phenomenon in 
the services and manufacturing sectors.

Janet Dench, Director of the Canadian Council 
for Refugees, explains that through newly created 
temporary work permits we are witnessing an explosion 
of temporary workers in Canada. 
These permits were created to 
allow employers to look outside 
of Canada for labour forces 
that are otherwise difficult to 
find within the country. In these 
cases, the fine line between 
cheap foreign labour and human 
trafficking is crossed when 
employers that are particularly 
driven to keep costs down start 
forcing their employees to work 
against their will.

Canada’s ‘Live-in Caregiver 
Program’ is an example of a 
mechanism that is problematic 
because if in their first two 
years of service caregivers 
find themselves the victims of 
abuse in the household and 
they denounce their employers, 
they risk deportation as they 
become unemployed while not yet being Canadian 
residents. The problem is compounded by the fact that 
the caregivers live with their employers, which tends to 
isolate them from the outside world.

While the number of forced foreign labourers in Canada 
is increasing, Canada’s handling of the growing 
number of victims is far from setting an example. At 
best, some victims are granted a six-month stay to 
consider their options and prepare themselves to go 
back to their homeland. At worst, an estimated quarter 
of them are detained and deported shortly after being 
discovered or coming forward. Even once identified 
and offered reprieve from detainment and deportation, 
many victims find that they don’t have access to basic 
services: everything from housing to medical care 
and access to temporary welfare. This is because it 
is the responsibility of the provinces to pick up where 
the federal system leaves off and ensure access to 

these services. The result is arbitrary: in many parts 
of the country such services remain non-existent or 
non-functional. In these cases, trafficking victims find 
themselves in a predicament and simply return to their 
home country.

Recent policy changes that prevent the deportation of 
identified trafficking victims within three months need 
to be put into legislation, if only as a step to encourage 
trafficked victim service providers that the changes are 
here to stay.

The implementation of the measures 
designed to prevent instant 
deportation is not as consistent as it 
could be. Professor Benjamin Perrin 
is a leading Canadian advocate on 
the matter. He observes that while 
the Royal Canadian Mounted Police 
have been providing anti-trafficking 
training to RCMP recruits and border 
and immigration officers, as well as 
front-line officers and prosecutors, 
there continue to be numerous public 
reports of people being deported 
before being properly investigated to 
determine if they are in fact trafficking 
victims. Efforts to determine the root 
cause of the problem are hampered 
because the content of the training 
sessions are not public information.

How we treat trafficking victims is 
of concern to us all. It is difficult to 

determine the extent of human trafficking in Canada 
because in the absence of proper mechanisms to 
identify trafficking victims before they are deported, 
adequate monitoring and evaluation cannot be put into 
place to determine the scope of the problem. 

Helping victims is also crucial because restoring their 
human rights is, simply, the right thing to do. On a more 
practical level, in the absence of services to enable 
victims to take control over their lives, once victims are 
identified they cannot provide us with the information 
we need to break down organized trafficking rings and 
bring participants to justice. In other words, we cannot 
begin to enforce anti-human trafficking laws in Canada 
without first dealing with the consequences of it.

Vanessa Gordon is the Coordinator of the Youth 
Internship Program at Alternatives International.

Human Trafficking in Canada

OPINION
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Despite the fact that Robert Mugabe and Morgan 
Tsvangirai signed an agreement to form a government of 
national unity, hapless Zimbabweans have, if anything, 
seen their country disintegrate further. 

Robert Mugabe has former South African President 
Thabo Mbeki to thank for saving him from being 
dislodged and thwarting the election victory of Morgan 
Tsvangirai’s Movement for Democratic Change (MDC) 
last March. According to the negotiated settlement, 
Mugabe will stay on as president, albeit with his 
powers curtailed, while the two factions of the MDC 
accepted a one-minister majority in the cabinet with 
Morgan Tsvangirai as prime minister. The option of a 
democratic transfer of power would have undermined 
the elite on whose patronage Mugabe’s rule rests, 
but more importantly for Mbeki, this would have 
represented a break in his policy of appeasement and 
threatened the benefits South Africa (SA) has derived 
from Zimbabwe’s problems. 

South Africa profits from Zimbabwean troubles

The costs of Zimbabwe’s decline to South Africa’s 
economic interests have been remarkably minimal; the 
country’s GDP growth has averaged in excess of 3% 
alongside Zimbabwe’s freefall. South African platinum 
mining companies have invested in Zimbabwe under 
the protection of a 1992 arrangement made with the 
Zimbabwean government that allows them to hold their 
foreign currency earnings offshore. When Zimbabwe’s 
Reserve Bank governor threatened to annul this 
agreement in 2004, he nearly pulled the plug on the 
largest foreign investment in his country. He was called 
to order by Mbeki himself according to a SA daily 
business newspaper and made a conciliatory visit to 
investors in Johannesburg soon after. 

While capital can still negotiate a political-commercial 
framework for profitable investment, the inflation rate 
(231,000,000% as of  October 9, 2008) makes jobs 
not worth the work, while unemployment is now over 
80% of the workforce. Opportunities for Zimbabweans 
lie across the country’s borders; an estimated three 
million Zimbabweans have migrated to SA since 
2000.

An Old Friend a New Friend 

Mbeki first met Mugabe in 1980, shortly after 
Zimbabwe’s independence when the optimism of the 
time sealed a strong relationship that would grow 
during the ensuing years. Although far from being just 
a story of old friends, one interpretation of Mbeki’s soft 
approach to Mugabe has been his fear of an opposition 

emerging, like the MDC did in Zimbabwe, from the union 
federation at home. An alliance between the ruling 
African National Congress (ANC) and the largest SA 
union federation has prevented an opposition forming to 
the left of the ruling party. As it would transpire, however, 
the challenge to Mbeki’s rule came from within his own 
party. Rather than heading down the same post-colonial 
road, the two presidents should be seen as treading 
historical paths that diverge on questions of domestic 
rule and intersect on matters of international relations. 

Mugabe has revived his allegiance to China, who backed 
him during the Cold War, in the very different context of 
that country’s ascendance as a capitalist power. His Look 
East policy has thrown the ZANU PF regime a lifeline 
while he has decried an imperialist conspiracy behind 
the precipitous decline of Zimbabwe’s economy.  South 
Africa, though, does not have the same dependence on 
China. In fact, Mbeki has cautioned against investments 
from the East on the grounds that they may mimic colonial 
relations. 

Mbeki as a new international statesman 

Mbeki’s SA has taken controversial positions at the 
United Nations, including a vote against the censure of 
Zimbabwe, whose lead Russia and China then invoked 
to justify their veto of a Security Council resolution on 
Zimbabwe. The crisis in Burma, a long-time Chinese ally, 
was also left off of the Security Council agenda thanks 
to South Africa’s insistence that it did not threaten 
international security. And SA, with the support of China, 
tried to persuade the UN not to indict the Sudanese 
president for war crimes. It remains to be seen whether 
the post-Mbeki South Africa will change tacks.  

This East-South alliance is welded together as a 
deliberate countermeasure to the West. When compared 
to the United States and Great Britain, who have been 
the chief proponents of sanctions against Zimbabwe, 
China’s policy of non-interference in other countries’ 
internal affairs does not encroach on African sovereignty. 
Nor does China carry the ignominy of ‘constructive 
engagement’ with the apartheid regime in the 1980s.  

Mbeki’s mediation of the Zimbabwean impasse held 
off internal and international pressure for a resolution. 
Rather than just protecting Mugabe, this approach 
secured South Africa’s position as a power broker on the 
African continent. Mbeki’s plan for Africa’s development 
holds that African states are able to foster democracy 
and good governance by peer review. Zimbabwe may be 
a failed case in terms of the plan but the power sharing 
deal was reached in a way that did not undermine it.

Nicolas Dieltiens is a South-Africa based freelance 
journalist.

Mbeki’s Shadow

AFRICA
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BOOKS

The ideological struggle between republicanism and 
liberal democracy has been undergoing a profound 
transformation in favour of the latter ever since the days 
of Andrew Jackson, the first of the so-called People’s 
Choice candidates. Now that the dust of the longest 
campaign in American history has settled and sealed 
victory for Barack Obama, the urge of American minds 
to find out more about their next president may begin to 
wane. If that were to happen it would underscore one 
of the fundamental characteristics 
of the American political tradition: 
American voters tend to leave their 
curiosity on the campaign trail and in 
the ballot box. 

This post-election, with an 
abundance of material to pour-over 
from a relatively prolific and candid 
President-Elect, may prove to be an 
exception. Inspired by a sermon of his 
former pastor Jeremiah Wright, and 
an expansion on the keynote address 
Obama delivered at the 2004 
Democratic Convention, The Audacity 
of Hope is a must-read that can turn the chronic make-
a-decision-and-forget-about-it tide. It invites the reader 
to enter the ideological, political, intellectual, innately 
revolutionary and sometimes personal foibles of 
Obama’s sophisticated world. It provides an informed 
understanding of the changes in the political landscape 
that are represented in his person and his success, 
while offering a glimpse into the possible future of 
American political discourse.

The Audacity of Hope fits well into the American 
political and civil rights typography. For instance, similar 
to Martin Luther King’s Why We Can’t Wait, it projects 
nation-old discussions onto a contemporary context and 
comes up with an analysis that, although insufficiently 
balanced, is insightful, passionate, and progressive. 
The first chapter “Republicans and Democrats” 
examines the recent political developments and 
questions the validity of the prevailing bipartisanship. 
Instead, the second chapter, “Values,” argues that 
mutual understanding between strongly polarized 
political factions is the necessary foundation for a new 
political consensus.

The constitution, which has been historically interpreted 
as a source of individual liberties and applied to justify 
partisan perspectives, is interpreted in the third 
chapter. “Our Constitution” is seen as a means of 
organizing a liberal democratic conversation around 

America’s collective future. Therefore, life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness guarantee the welfare 
of individual citizens, but they also require a political 
initiative that considers the individuals as a whole. The 
fourth chapter, “Politics,” is striking, particularly for the 
way in which institutional forces such as the media and 
lobbying are described as having spoiled- and that 
they may yet spoil- even the most honest politicians. 
The remaining chapters move on to the specific issues 

that matter most for Obama: how 
to remedy the growing insecurity of 
American families, how to unravel the 
racial and religious tensions within 
the body politic, and how to handle 
terrorism and pandemics of disease.

Throughout the book, Obama nurses 
a relentless optimism. He underscores 
the shared ideals that continue to 
stir the collective conscience of the 
United States, promotes a score of 
common values that bind Americans 
together despite their differences, 

and holds on to the audacity of hope that makes 
America’s democratic experiment work. These values 
and ideals, he believes, are not only expressed in the 
history books and the marble slabs of monuments but 
also lurk in hearts and the public mind. In fact, Obama’s 
tendency to see the cup as half-full and his enthusiasm 
to serve the people stems from the fact that he and 
Benjamin Franklin share the same hoped-for epitaph, 
“I would rather have it said, He lived usefully, than He 
died rich.”

Barack Obama emerges from the book as candid as 
Abraham Lincoln, as promising as F. D. Roosevelt, 
as passionate as Martin Luther King, and as 
accommodating as John F. Kennedy. His constant 
emphasis on the inclusion into the body politic of the 
middle-class as the backbone of American society and 
of any minority group, racial, religious, or ethnic, seems 
to take the Jacksonian liberal democracy one giant 
leap further. The transparency of his vision and the 
universality of his ideals allay the minor deficiencies of 
his panacea. The Audacity of Hope shows that Obama 
seems capable of executing comprehensive plans for 
critical issues- and not just to the benefit of Americans 
or until the next election is won.   

Emrah Sahin is a PhD Candidate in History, McGill 
University

The Audacity of Hope 

Barack Obama (New York: Vintage Books, 2008)
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Remembering Borchert: 
A Voice of Anti-War Sentiment

Given that November is a month of 
remembrance, we are paying tribute to 
one of the most significant figures of 
Germany’s post-Second World War 
literature and a poignant Anti-War 
voice: playwrite, short-story writer and 
poet Wolfgang Borchert.  

His cry for peace and call for civil 
disobedience against war sadly  
maintains its urgency today in an all-
too violent world. 

Wolfgang Borchert was born in 
Hamburg in 1921. His career in the 
theatre was cut short at the age of 20 
when he was drafted into the military. 
He was promptly arrested on charges 
of self-mutilation while trying to evade military service and 
for his subversive anti-Nazi writings.  

After his release from prison, and now suffering from 
hepatitis due to his gun-shot wound, he was sent back to 

the service only for his medical 
condition to worsen. 

He was granted medical leave 
and returned to Hamburg, 
whereupon he staged a parody 
of propaganda minister Joseph 
Goebbels. He was imprisoned 
for 9 months for this dissent 
before being sent to the Western 
Front. 

When his company surrendered 
to the French army in 1945, he 
escaped the guards and walked 
back to Hamburg. 

He resumed his work in theatre 
and wrote his masterpiece, The Man Outside. Shortly 
before he died on November 20 1947, at the age of 26,  
he penned his anti-war manifesto Then There’s Only One 
Choice.

You. Man at the machine in the factory. When they 
tell you tomorrow to stop making pots and pans and 
instead make helmets and machine guns, then there’s 
only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Woman in the store, woman in the office. When 
they tell you tomorrow to fill grenades and mount 
telescopic sights on sniper rifles, then there’s only one 
choice:
Say NO!

You. Factory owner. When they tell you tomorrow to 
make gunpowder instead of baby powder, then there’s 
only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Researcher in the laboratory. When they tell you 
tomorrow to invent new ways to kill people, then there’s 
only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Songwriter in your studio. When they tell you 
tomorrow not to sing love songs but hate songs, then 
there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Doctor in the clinic. When they tell you tomorrow 
to declare soldiers fit for combat, then there’s only one 
choice:
Say NO!

You. Minister in the pulpit. When they tell you tomorrow 
to bless murder and sanctify war, then there’s only one 
choice:
Say NO!

You. Captain of the freighter. When they tell you tomorrow 
to ship cannons and tanks instead of wheat, then there’s 
only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Pilot of the plane. When they tell you tomorrow to 
drop bombs on cities, then there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Tailor in your shop. When they tell you tomorrow to 
make uniforms, then there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Judge in robes. When they tell you tomorrow to serve 
on a court-martial, then there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Railroad worker. When they tell you tomorrow to give 
the signal to send the troop and munitions trains, then 
there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Man in the country, man in the city. When they try to 
recruit you into the military, then there’s only one choice:
Say NO!

You. Mother in Normandy, mother in the Ukraine, you, 
mother in San Francisco and London, you, on the Yellow 
River and the Mississippi River, you, mother in Naples and 
Hamburg and Cairo and Oslo -- mothers of all continents, 
mothers of the world, when they tell you tomorrow to raise 
children to be nurses for field hospitals and soldiers for 
new battles, then there’s only one choice:

Say NO! Mothers, say NO! 


