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G U N N I N G  F O R  G U A M  A N D  O T H E R  

S H O R T  S T O R I E S  

Guam is both physically and metaphorically 

a speck in time. It is, however, crucial to 

understand the significance of such regions, 

and the atmosphere their people reside in. 

Guam is a strategically located island, found 

in an unincorporated territory of the United 

States of America. It essentially acts like a 

colony, where every decision made by their 

elected body can be overruled by the 

American Government. The citizens of this 

region are primarily in favor of the 

militarization of their land by the 

Americans. Located in such a manner that 

both China, and North Korea could easily

choose to attack it with missiles, American 

protection can only be looked at in a 

favorable light. The question that arises, 

however, analyses the humanitarian aspect 

of such situations. 

Moving on to Kashmir, a mountainous 

region of the northernmost tip of India. 

After a scarring partition, the princely

kingdom was acceded to the Dominion of 

India. Over the years, the region has been a 

subject of great speculation. It has multiple 

factions with multiple and diverse demands- 

wanting to remain with India, or to join 

Pakistan, or to form an independent state. 

Quite like Guam, independence is made 

impossible by the hostile neighbors that 

surround it,  which repeatedly try and annex 

it. The point where these two regions differ 

is that unlike Guam, Kashmir has chosen to 

fight for this independence. 

This has resulted in political clashes and the 

enforcement of Armed Forces Special Power 

Act, an enabler of gross human rights 

violations. 

Aamiya Dhillon explores the situation in Guam and regions under similar 

circumstances 



The turmoil faced in the Kashmiri region, the 

inner turmoil faced by the Kashmiri locals, can 

be likened to that of the Palestinian people. 

Their land too has seen rebellions, wars and 

continuous foreign intervention. This foreign 

intervention could be blamed on the instability 

of the region. It is the indecisiveness of leaders 

of cultures that differ entirely from their own, 

which has turned their homeland into a 

gruesome ‘game’. 

Iran had met with the same fate. The 

westernization the Shah promoted through the 

White Revolution and his blatant idolization of 

the United States grew too oppressive for his 

people. The culture of the Iranian people 

differed significantly from that of those who 

considered themselves the flagbearers of liberty. 

This resulted in a revolution that established the 

conservative regime that currently rules Iran. 

If liberty was truly what the Americans were 

seeking to promote, it seems they have failed 

miserably. It is still quite ironic, however, that 

those whose name is synonymous to democracy 

and free will, have almost a colony in their 

backyard. The world, and its political 

leadership, is full of contradictions and 

paradoxes, those that form a net of viciousness 

and loss. Just by existing, the innocent, the 

guilty and all those in between, are 

grappling with this reality.  

T H E  I N T R A C T A B L E  W A R

Tanvi Jhunjhunwala questions the decisions of the Arab League  

The 1948 Arab-Israeli war has a history that is 

the root cause of many issues that still plague 

the world, and hence, it needs to be told and 

debated upon. Born in a time of great political 

turmoil and in a world emerging from the 

terror of Nazism and the Second World War, 

this war ran long, involved numerous truces, 

settlements, and military attacks.  Apart from 

its political and ethnic consequences, the war 

also involved a buildup of troops in involved 

nations, sieges, air-bombings, and the loss of 

human life. The Agenda of the 1948 Arab 

leaders meet, hence, revolves around 

intervening in a bloody battle of territory and 

race issues. It facilitates debates and 

discussions between key players involved, 

focusing on the future of the middle-east.  

The Arab-Israeli war has been referred to as 

“intractable”, owing to its convoluted history 

and continuous tensions. However, the root 

cause of this war can indisputably be associated 

with the tension between Arab and Jewish 

communities in the late 40s, due to which the 

Palestine was split into two states; one Jewish 

and one Arab. What started off as a demographic 

issue, eventually led to political instability and a 

huge loss of lives for all involved nations. The 

war ran in three phases, each of which became 

increasingly violent. The second phase of the war 

(8–18 July 1948) involved numerous military 



operations and the third phase included air- 

clashes. The human cost of the war for the 

Israelis hence, is estimated to have been 

about 1% of its population while the Arabs 

experienced a loss of between 8,000 and 

15,000 lives. The aftermath of this war 

resulted in demographic changes, armistice 

agreements, and a refugee crisis. 

This conflict is far from resolved. The history 

of a war that long, and one that was fought 

both on and off paper, is bound to be  

brimming with tedious battlefield records and 

unrelenting lists of names and places. The 

ongoing debate on this conflict, hence, though 

abundantly present, has failed to settle on a 

fixed interpretation of historic events and their 

consequences. It lies in the hands of the 

delegates, now, to bring to light the horror of the 

war and debate on its continuing effects. They 

will essay the role of larger than life historical 

figures and clash on ideology and method, and 

hopefully, they will reach conclusions reality 

could not.  

Reeha Das

Anjali Choudhary



   A  W A R  F O R  T H E  ‘ P R O M I S E D  L A N D '  

Tanya Gupta writes about the Arab-Israeli war and what it meant 

The al-Aqsa in Israel - a mosque, a place of 

worship, one of the most religiously sacred places 

in all of Israel - has been reduced to an arena of 

war. The people of Jerusalem recently 

protested over new Israeli security restrictions 

surrounding the holy mosque. The violence 

outside the building in question left at least two 

dead and more than 200 injured in the clash 

between protesters and Israeli security forces. Five 

Israeli police officers were also wounded. This is 

the most recent of the cases of people being 

harmed due to the feud between Israel and 

Palestine. 

This feud stretches over the strings of time; and 

is the story of a land promised to a religion that 

was scorned everywhere. In 1948, the British 

Mandate that held together the state of Palestine 

was dissolved, leaving behind two poorly 

divided states in its wake, one for the Arabs and 

the other the fabled Promised Land for the 

Jews: Israel. Though the separation was meant 

to be what both states wanted, the execution of 

the division left the Arabs wanting more.  

The Arab League, a coalition of the governments 

of Egypt, Trans Jordan, Lebanon, Iraq, Saudi 

Arabia, Syria, and Yemen, was strongly against 

the separation of Palestine and the formation of 

Israel. They attacked Israel the day after the 

expiration of the British Mandate and started 

what was later to be known as the Arab-Israeli 

War of 1948. By the time the United Nations 

(UN) announced a truce on the 29th of May, 

thousands of soldiers from all sides were dead. 

But this truce did not last long, and the fight was 

just the first of many. 

The fighting was started again on the 8th of 

July when the Egyptian forces attacked 

Negba. The fighting lasted for only 10 days, 

with 300 casualties. Fortunately, the UN was 

able to enforce their truce once again, and this 

time it lasted four months. However, the war 

started yet again, this time killing thousands 

of innocents and soldiers alike. The war ended 

in March 1949, Israel signed an armistice with 

all the countries of the Arab League 

separately. 

In the 21st century, the war between the 

Arabs and the Israelis is nothing more than 

a war between two religions, with one 

trying to overpower the other. But in an 

advanced society such as ours shouldn’t we 

wonder whether all the wars, feuds, death, 

and destruction are worth one religion 

proving its superiority over the others. The 

time has come that we start valuing human 

life, regardless of its religion or race. 



T H E  U N  H U M A N  R I G H T S  C O U N C I L

Jahnavi Nair provides an overview of this vital organ of the United Nations 

"The rights of every man are 

diminished when the rights of 

one man are threatened"  

-John F Kennedy 

Human Rights are the rights that are inherent 

to everyone. They belong to anybody and 

everybody irrespective of their social, 

economic, and religious background. They 

ensure that every person will be treated 

equally and with justice. They promote 

ethical behaviour from all.  

However, human rights are often trampled 

upon and violated. An example of the 

violation of human rights would be Saudi 

Arabia’s refusal to grant women their 

inherent rights. Women are not permitted to 

drive cars or open independent bank 

accounts. They are also prohibited from 

showing their face in public or to an 

unrelated man.  

Situations that violate human rights similar to 

the one above led to the establishment of the 

United Nations Human Rights Council 

(UNHRC) in 2006. The Human Rights 

Council ensures that the fundamental rights 

of a human being are not disregarded. 

As per the first article of the UN Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights, all human 

beings are born free and equal in dignity and

rights. They are endowed with a reason and 

conscience and should act towards one another 

in a spirit of brotherhood. Human Rights make 

sure that the weak that cannot defend 

themselves are protected. 

The UNHRC has been successful in areas such 

as the Universal Periodic Report. The 

Universal Periodic Review is a process which 

involves cyclical reviews of the human rights 

record of all 193 state members of the UN. It 

gives the opportunity for other governments to 

make recommendations to other countries. 

Another successful idea of the UN includes the 

country specific scrutiny which is when the 

UN sends investigators and observers to 

various countries where they suspect human 

rights violations. These countries include 

North Korea, Iran, Sri Lanka, Syria etc. 



M A S S  T O U R I S M  I S  U N S U S T A I N A B L E

Rupalika Johri writes about the sustainable way to travel

If Paris is the city of love, Barcelona must be 

the city of unrequited love. While tourists 

love to visit Barcelona, the city doesn’t quite 

love them back. 

The strained relationship between Barcelona 

and its foreign visitors goes back a few years, 

thanks to a massive tourism boom that has 

put a burden on the city’s services, 

overcrowded its streets and frustrated its 

locals. The protest was organised by a 

coalition of more than 40 resident and 

community groups from all over the city, not 

just the neighbourhoods most directly 

affected by mass tourism. 

However, there is a positive and a negative 

impact of any situation. Tourism is no 

different. Although the positive impact of 

tourism can be an increase in jobs, a higher 

quality of life for locals and an increase in 

wealth of an area, negative impacts are the 

effects on the tourist destination site, 

including the detrimental impacts to its  

social and cultural area, as well as the 

natural environment. 

So what is the meaning of Sustainable 

Tourism? According to the World Tourism 

Organization (WTO), “Sustainable tourism 

development requires the informed

participation of all relevant stakeholders, as 

well as strong political leadership to ensure 

wide participation and consensus building. 

Achieving sustainable tourism is a 

continuous process and it requires constant 

monitoring of impacts, introducing 

the necessary preventive and/or 

corrective measures whenever necessary.  

Sustainable tourism should also maintain a high 

level of tourist satisfaction and ensure a 

meaningful experience to the tourists, raising their 

awareness about sustainability issues and 

promoting sustainable tourism practices amongst 

them.” 

It is indeed important to perform responsible 

tourism- any form of tourism that can be 

consumed in a more accountable way. It should 

minimize negative social, economic, and 

environmental impacts. Generating greater 

economic benefits for local people and enhancing 

the well being of host communities should 

definitely be a priority. It not only makes positive 

contributions to the conservation of natural and 

cultural heritage but also is culturally sensitive, 

encouraging respect between tourists and hosts 

and building local pride and confidence. 

Further,according to the United Nations Human 

Rights publications 2013, indigenous peoples’ 

rights have evolved from existing international 

law, including human rights treaties, to address the 

specific circumstances they face. Unfortunately, 

many of them continue to face a range of human 

rights issues. In fact, the implementation of their 

rights is far from perfect. Some of the most 



difficult human rights challenges for 

indigenous peoples stem from pressures on 

their lands, territories, and resources as a 

result of activities associated with 

development and the extraction of resources. 

Their cultures continue to be threatened, and 

the protection and promotion of their rights is 

at a standstill. The ultimate question which 

now emerges is- can we block tourists 

eternally? 

The Tourism Industry is like an iceberg. It 

constitutes 10 percent of the world’s GDP and 

indirectly creates 1 in 10 jobs, yet is so woven 

into our lives it often goes unnoticed unless 

we’re on holiday. Tourism is a complex, 

layered, and pervasive industry and therein lies 

the problem. 

On the whole though, the industry represents 

many of the problems inherent of mass tourism. 

One mustn’t avoid travelling, but  instead 

should consider choices wisely and think about 

the broader implications. There're plenty of 

'high' experience, 'low' impact holidays; you just 

need to look for them. 

Nikita Kapoor

Danya Sethy



C E N S O R S H I P  –  H O W  M U C H  I S  T O O  M U C H ?  

Meyha Bishnoi questions Indian censorship of films 

Indian censorship is borne out of the Constitution, 

which does not guarantee an ‘absolute right to 

freedom of expression’. It does, however, give 

limitations stated under Clause (2) of Article 19: 

security of the state; friendly relations with 

foreign states; public order; decency and morality; 

contempt of court; defamation; incitement to an 

offense and sovereignty and integrity of India. 

Yet, these limitations are vague and open to 

personal interpretation. Morality cannot be given 

a concrete definition, and its standards vary from 

time to time and from place to place. With such 

fluid guidelines, it is difficult to interpret it 

‘correctly.’ The need for structured, well-defined 

limitations is required, without which, 

controversies involving censorship will continue 

indefinitely. 

There have been multiple film controversies 

involving the Central Board of Film Certification 

in recent years. A documentary involving Nobel 

laureate Professor Amartya Sen had been 

censored since it involved apparently involved 

forms of misinterpretation which could have lead 

to violence and destroy the current ‘socio-political 

harmony’ of the nation. The most striking cut was 

of the words such as ‘cow’ which, in itself, is a 

simple noun. The justification behind these cuts 

was unsubstantiated. Another example is the 2003 

film Gulabi Aaina, centred around Indian 

transsexuals. The film was banned and cited as 

‘vulgar and offensive’, despite it receiving 

worldwide appreciation and many awards.  

If every community’s sentiments deserve 

consideration, filmmaking will be extremely 

restricted, to the point where freedom of 

speech is completely eroded, defeating the 

purpose of its existence in the first place. 

 Censorship does not find its place in a mature 

democracy. Once a curb is introduced, there is 

no limit to the amount that will follow; the 

right to freedom of expression would lose all 

meaning. 

It is evident that the Indian government has its 

own personal agenda which involves 

moulding the nation’s thought processes 

through exposure to the content that they see 

fit. If such is the case, one starts to question 

the democratic state of India. Citizens aren’t 

allowed to decide what they want to see or 

have any opinions. An absolute right to 

freedom would come with its own problems. 

It is hard to imagine the content that would be 

published and the protests that would follow. 

If we claim to be a democracy, there must be 

some part that the people should play in this 

situation. Certification of films is what the job 

of the Central Board of Film Certification is, 

after that it should be up to the people to 

decide whether they want to see the material. 

Although with such a backwards attitude, how 

can we expect an absolute right at all? There 

is always the chance of the misuse of this 

right and judging by the current state of 

affairs, an uproar is guaranteed if the 

absolution of the right is enforced. 



H U M A N  R I G H T S  A N D  T H E I R  V I O L A T I O N    

Kavya Joshi expiates upon the constant risk human rights face 

All human beings are provided with certain 

human rights, depending upon the countries they 

are born in.  These are rights inherent to all 

human beings, regardless of their nationality, 

place of residence, sex, national or ethnic origin, 

color, religion, language, or any other status. We 

are all equally entitled to our human rights 

without discrimination: these rights are all 

interrelated, interdependent and indivisible. These 

human rights are common for all countries, thus, 

they’re known as the International Human Rights. 

It is the government’s job to provide its citizens 

with these basic rights. Thereupon, a human’s 

basic rights are guarded and guaranteed by law. 

However, in many cases, these laws have been 

violated and exploited. Some perpetrators of the 

same are the Al-Qaeda and the Taliban. The 

Taliban promised to restore peace and security 

and enforce their own austere version of Sharia, 

or Islamic law, once in power. To implement their 

promise, they reinforced older laws and Islamic 

punishments in both the countries which included 

public executions of convicted murderers and 

adulterers and amputations of those found guilty 

of theft. It was compulsory for men to grow 

beards and for women to wear the all-covering 

burkha. The Taliban banned television, music and 

cinema and disapproved of girls aged 10 and over 

from going to school. The Taliban were also 

accused of providing a sanctuary to Osama Bin 

Laden and the Al-Qaeda, who were blamed for 

the 9/11 attacks. During Al-Qaeda’s rule in 

Afghanistan, many human rights, for instance 

freedom to religion, freedom of speech and 

expression and rights to education, had been 

violated. 

So how is the threat to human rights 

different when it comes from militant nationalists  

  

or terrorists? 

When we think about war, we automatically 

reckon physical destruction of a place, mental 

impact on the people, trauma, or changes in the 

government. This could sway the direction of 

human rights to either good, or bad in a country.

Not to mention, that wars can last very long 

depriving the people of basic needs such as 

education, proper food and shelter, and money. 

On the other hand, when we look at terrorism, it 

is generally meant to terrorize and frighten 

people of a certain something or someone. It

does not last very long and compared to a war, 

not as many people are hurt. In this case, basic 

human rights might be vulnerable for a short 

period of time, it eventually resumes to ordinary 

lifestyle. For example, deprivation of basic 

human rights to the Tamils living in Sri Lanka 

led to a civil war, causing changes in the 

constitution and impacting their human rights. 

On the other hand, many terrorizing hijacks of 

aircrafts has led to nothing more than a few, yet 

sad, deaths. 

Thus, there is a fine line between the violation 

of human rights and insecurity of the same, and 

the latter, without any proof, shouldn’t merely 

be taken as conducive to the former. 



T H E  N E E D  F O R  S U S T A I N A B L E  T O U R I S M  

Devina Bhatnagar looks at the relationship between indigenous persons 

and tourism 

While addressing the impact of tourism on 

the indigenous peoples of any country, it is 

difficult to ignore themes of conflict and 

resentment. Their problems and obstacles 

goes unabated even today. However, tourism 

departments of various governments do little 

for their welfare, and more for their own 

profit. The issues of indigenous citizens need 

to be acknowledged to get closer to a better 

and more stable world.  

It is imperative to take these matters of 

contention of the indigenous citizens with 

utmost concern. Their cultures and traditions 

which date back to centuries are important to 

retain. In order to do so, one must first 

understand what problems they face in this 

day and age with respect to tourism. In many 

instances, tribal villages become showcases 

for visiting tourists, without receiving 

substantial profits. Beach hotels have 

displaced the fishing communities that once 

lined the coasts of Penang, Malaysia and 

Phuket, Thailand. Indigenous burial sites 

have been desecrated by resorts in Hawaii 

and Bali. In the tropical jungles of the 

Amazon insensitive tourism operators have 

disrupted religious ceremonies, and even 

brought diseases like tuberculosis into 

indigenous communities. These are just some 

of the many examples of the negative impact 

of tourism on the autochthonous populations. 

There are centuries worth of histories on how  

travellers destroyed indigenous areas, generally 

by colonisation.  

Although tourism has its downsides, tourism can 

work to the advantage of the indigenous peoples 

as well. As cited by Jorge Nahual of the 

Coordination of Mapuche Organizations, 

tourism can increase community and personal 

income thus empowering traditionally 

subjugated peoples. For tourism to be beneficial, 

it must be sustainable. Indigenous peoples are 

socially, politically and economically 

marginalized from mainstream society, which 

views them as inferior and ‘under-developed’. 

Their opinions go unheard when it comes to 

tourism development on their ancestral lands. 

Displacement from or violation of these lands 

can amount to cultural devastation.

“The truth is nobody can own anything. That 

was an unheard-of concept among indigenous 

people. We invented that.” -Tom Shadyac  



T H R E A T E N E D  H U M A N  R I G H T S

Kanak Kantor elaborates upon the dangers of militant nationalism

Militant nationalism is war fought 

by nationalists to achieve their goals. Although 

most of the world is at peace, in many places, 

battles are constantly waged against enemies of 

the state that usually overlook the needs of the 

people. This subject has also been a significant 

cause of many wars and revolutions that have 

taken place around the world. Unifying forces 

within countries compel their citizens to 

overlook peace to defend their nation. 

Even today when no wars threaten our world, 

nationalism continues to be a major threat to 

human rights. The people residing in Kashmir 

are robbed of their free will due to the constant 

threat by terrorist organisations. Children aged 

from 6 to 18 cannot receive proper education 

due to the constant fear of being lost to their 

families when they step out the door. What is 

supposed to be a city for people to live in and 

markets to thrive has turned into a battlefield 

with war raging between militants and the army 

situated there. 

In 2016, Turkey suffered at the hands of the 

major terrorist organisations with suicide 

bombings and shootings in packed stadiums and 

nightclubs. Throughout the duration of the year 

many visitors to that country were also killed 

and the Russian ambassador, who was

visiting Turkey for an art exhibition, was also 

assassinated on December 19, 2016. Only two 

days prior to that, a car bomb was planted in the 

Turkish city of Kayseri, targeting soldiers who 

were on leave. 

By observing all that has taken place in 

numerous countries within such short periods of 

time, I feel that militant nationalism is still a 

very major threat to the rights of  those not only 

caught in the crossfire but also those who fight 

for their nations. 

Trisha Pramanik



Saisha Koul Saloni Singh

I N D I A N  A U T H O R I T Y ' S  R E N D I T I O N  O F  A R T  

Shruti Kumar seeks to unravel the probable consequences of Indian censorship of films

As a representation of a country’s social 

dynamic at any given time, films are a 

depiction of the thoughts and ideas that 

colour the minds of a country’s people. 

Cinema is an art form, and congruous to all 

the criterion that typify art, it is an 

instrument of expression. 

The issue here, is that this channel of 

expression is being hindered by film 

censorship. To begin with, the Indian 

government never was all that progressive 

when it came to propagating many of the 

ideas encapsulated in films, such as sex, 

violence, and drug abuse. But the degree to 

which film censorship is practiced by the 

Central Board of Film Certification (CBFC) 

is in direct contradiction with our right to 

freedom of expression and freedom of  

information, which is where the problem 

arises.  

This clash between displaying films that are

deemed ‘a moral representation’ as 

opposed to portraying the true essence of 

film culture reached a pinnacle when Pahlaj 

Nihalani was appointed the Chairman of 

the CBFC in 2015. With the support of the 

BJP government, one can see the CBFC is 

moving towards a pro-censorship position, 

and this can be seen by the drastic changes 

reflected in the working of the Board.  

The edits made during film censorship 

largely fall into two categories — the moral

position and the political position. Nihalani 

believes that the cinematic stimulus the 

general population receives must be 

filtered, since sex and violence is  



considered immoral. Additionally, the extent of 

Nihalani’s censorship could prevent Indian 

filmmakers from having a position on the 

international film stage. Eventually, 

this may lead to cultural stagnation, and perhaps 

even shrink the tenuous ties that knit together the 

foundations upon which globalisation stands.  

In contrast, the political position is of 

greater concern because of the effect it can have 

on the functioning of the entire nation as a unit. 

One of the pillars of democracy is a free press. 

Therefore it is necessary that the CBFC upholds 

the fundamental  conditions of Article 19, so that 

Indian cinema is able to convey the truth of 

situations to the nation’s citizens.  One recent 

significant censorship was the BBC documentary 

on Nirbhaya which was banned because it might 

‘offend’ people, while the actual reported reason 

was it might inspire “Anti-India” sentiments. 

The innumerable edits and omissions made to 

‘Udta Punjab’ are notable as well, particularly 

because they were an obvious attempt to mask 

the raw brutality of Punjab’s drug scene. 

While some might consider film censorship 

a trivial problem, the matter transcends that 

as it affects us as a country, and when we 

position ourselves as a nation that heavily 

censors films, we become a country that 

censors art and a country that is not 

confident of its own education system and 

people. We become a country that allows

opinions to be filtered till they are 

weakened in force, content and value. 

   
Cinemas have the power to influence 

audiences. The dialogues, coupled with the 

action, emotion and the general atmosphere 

surrounding a film join together to leave an 

impact on viewers. But films can only be truly 

influential if they resonate with the thought 

processes people already possess, and if those 

‘untoward’ feelings or ideas already exist. 

Films are merely a catalyst for cultural and 

individual development, and film censorship an 

agent that aims to stem this free flowing stream 

of ideas, ideas that are the suppressed 

undercurrents of a nation. 



T H E  D E H U M A N I Z A T I O N  O F  G U A M  A N D  

I T S  P E O P L E S

Kabir Rajgarhia examines the United State's relationship with Guam

Often described as ‘USA’s portal to the 

region’,  Guam has consistently been the 

launch pad for the USA into the Asia-Pacific 

because of its strategically advantageous 

location. It is commandeered by the US 

government and its people are allowed to make 

decisions for their citizens so long as the US 

can overrule them, rendering any kind of self- 

governed administration powerless. Natives of 

Guam, known as Chamorros, enjoy a simple 

and uncomplicated history of trust and honour. 

The militarization of Guam under the guise of 

westernization by the US has led to Guam 

being considered American soil. As of today, 

Guam’s slogan is “where America’s day 

begins” and people pledge allegiance to the 

American Flag which takes precedence over 

honouring the Guam Flag itself.  

The might of the US government dwarfs 

Guam’s need for a democracy for its people, 

despite democracy being a large fundamental 

right held in high regard in the US. The island 

of Guam has been reduced to a strategic 

stronghold by the US purely for self-serving, 

inward looking purposes. The people of Guam 

live in an organized unincorporated territory 

under the USA but its citizens do not have the 

same rights as natural US citizens. The 

American culture has ceaselessly pervaded 

Guam and virtually replaced the local 

indigenous culture and traditions. Guam’s 

exposure to every iconic American 

brand previously unbeknownst to them, slowly 

phases out their culture for the ulterior motive 

of complete control and monopoly that USA 

favours as a superpower.    

A history of thatched huts with no locks and 

integrity amongst families has been superseded by 

the manipulation of people using pop culture and 

technology. The family, once considered to be the 

strongest unit signifying economic, and more 

importantly, moral bonds between the natives, has 

now been disintegrated into one serving oneself at 

the cost of others. The USA introduced a 

glamorous lifestyle to the islanders under the 

pretense of ameliorating the living standards. 

However, the islanders got accustomed to living 

this ‘American dream’ and shed their simplicity in 

order to survive. USA morphed and decayed the 

culture of Guam into what they needed it to be for 

them to have complete control, as the new culture 

was one only the USA could sustain. Essentially, 

Guam handed over their rich culture for the 

prospect of a more glamorous and chic lifestyle

littered with American ingredients.  

America’s need to have some sphere of control in 

the East led to the complete debauchery of a 

culture steeped in simple traditions. Their 

depravity enabled them to do so with no moral 

compass whatsoever, completely ignoring the 

individual and familial code of honour and 

togetherness of Guam and coercing them 

subliminally to discount their rich culture.  



G E R M A N Y :  T O O  P O W E R F U L  F O R  T H E  E U ?

Ajay Dhamanda explains why Germany is the powerhouse of the European Union

Germany is undoubtedly a dominant force in 

the EU. Fabio De Masi, a member of the 

European Parliament from Germany stated that, 

“Germany is the fourth largest economy in the 

world and has an enormous political and 

economic power in the union”.  Not only does 

it have low unemployment and low inflation, 

but also a large trade surplus. Does Germany 

need the EU? Or does the EU need Germany? 

   

According to the European Commission, the 

economic situation of the EU is the single most 

cause of concern faced by the EU, followed by 

unemployment. Germany has built its economy 

by increasing Foreign Direct Investment and 

improving domestic demand through 

improving infrastructure, education, and 

numerous other supply side policies. Germany, 

the biggest bailout contributor within the EU, 

has been reluctant to grant additional funds to 

Greece after Greece’s GDP shrank by a blazing 

25% in the past 5 years. Although Germany is 

not to blame for Greece’s economic downfall, 

it did pursue the policy of wage suppression, 

which benefited Germany in terms of gains in 

trade. 

Germany, although enjoying its position as the 

4th largest economy in the world, is of no 

significant benefit to the unemployed within 

the Eurozone who are restricted by the 

language and regulatory barriers. Being the 

largest economy in the EU, Germany accepted 

more refugees (over 890,000) than the rest of 

the EU combined which sparked anti – EU 

feelings among the German citizens who felt 

their European counterparts were not doing 

enough for the Union. 

Germany is inarguably too powerful or the EU. 

They not only push the value of the Euro up, 

but also contribute to the large trade surplus of 

the Single European Market. In 2014, the 

German economy alone posted a current  



If one was to compare the statistics of 

Germany to those of the Eurozone 

Economy, a clear cut line would be 

seen, illustrating why Germany is the 

powerhouse of the EU.

account surplus of €215.3 billion. The 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel has often 

bailed Germany’s neighbors in times of need 

which has totalled to a contribution of €56 

billion. 

G E R M A N Y  A N D  T H E  E U -  

M U L T I L A T E R A L I S M  V S  N A T I O N A L I S M  

Imran Batra provides the background for a potential Dexit

Ever since the controversial exit of the United 

Kingdom from the European Union, dubbed 

“Brexit”, many have wondered if other 

European countries are on their way out of the 

EU. 

In November of 2016, a survey carried out by 

TNS Infratest Politikforschung found 42% of 

Germans believed there should be a 

referendum on their EU membership and that 

62% of Germans thought the EU was “heading 

in the wrong direction”. In addition to this, 

many far-right figures in the Alternative for 

Germany Party, or AfD, have promised to exit 

the EU if they win the German general 

elections later this year. With so many 

Germans heavily opposed to the EU, it is 

important that one looks at the advantages and 

disadvantages of a potential “Dexit”. 

So what are the advantages of Germany’s 

presence in the EU? One of the biggest 

benefits is that the country is free to trade with 

other members at no additional taxation.  

This helps to keep prices of goods and food 

down in these countries. 

It also provides more opportunities for 

German citizens. Movement between all of 

the countries in the EU is completely free 

and open for all citizens, which opens up 

many more job and education opportunities 

for people. 

All of the member countries of the EU also 

have the same type of currency, the Euro. 

This makes doing business, travelling or 

moving to other countries, and buying 

things much simpler. It also creates a sense 

of unity among the countries. In addition to 

this, there are strict guidelines followed for 

any issues that occur within the EU. This 

prevents any of these countries from getting 

into large political or economical problems 

with one another and promotes peace 

throughout the continent. 

However, there are still many drawbacks 



to being a part of the EU. For one, shared 

wealth is not always good. Large and wealthy 

countries that are members of the European 

Union, like Germany, often have to share their 

wealth with much smaller and poorer countries,

which prevents any one country from becoming 

too powerful. Now this could be looked at as an 

advantage, but many may feel that this prevents 

Germany from becoming the global leader that 

it very likely could be. 

And that’s the major problem most people have 

with the EU- it serves the interest of the Union 

as a whole, and not of the individual countries 

that it consists of. The policies, decisions, and 

rules set in place by the European Union are not 

there to protect the best interest of each 

individual country. Instead, their goal is to  

advance the EU as a whole.  

The EU often takes power from governments 

in its member countries. This means that if 

they do not like a political leader, they can 

simply kick them out of office. It could be 

very easy for this to breach the lines of 

corruption and cause major problems in 

government sectors. 

The EU has its benefits and shortcomings, and 

the people of Germany seem to be conflicted 

about whether they value multilateralism over 

nationalism. The Bundestag must emulate 

their opinions and help the country reach a 

consensus on a possible Dexit, while keeping 

in mind how greatly their decision will change 

and impact Germany as a nation. 
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