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From the Editor
A Note to the Reader

Dear Reader,

Thank you for taking the time to read The Diplomatic Envoy’s 2022 Sum-
mer Edition on Global Migration.

As climate change, war, and extreme poverty drive people from their
homes, migratory crises have become a persistent feature of our ever-chang-
ing world. As these crises escalate—especially at our own borders—it is clear
that new solutions need to be examined and implemented. In this edition on
global migration, we aim to bring you in-depth analysis on several facets of
this crisis. Within this magazine are six stories written by some of our best
staff writers, covering a variety of angles on this issue.

On behalf of the Editorial Board, we hope you enjoy reading our 2022
Summer Edition. If youd like to become a part of our team, please scan the
QR code on the back cover of this magazine or reach out to anybody on the
Editorial Board.

Hazard Zet Forward!

Megan Gawron
Editor-in-Chief
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EU AND US FUNDING INFLUENCES
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN WEST AFRICA
AND CENTRAL AMERICA THROUGH

, MIGRATION MANAGEMENT

Patrick Condon | Staff Writer

The European Union and the Unit-
ed States are both experiencing increas-
ingly deadly migration crises at their
southern borders. From 2000 to 2020,
cases of missing or dead migrants are
estimated at over 39,000 people in the
Mediterranean and around 7,000 people
along the U.S.-Mexico border, although
humanitarian agencies believe the actual
number is much higher. With this scale
of migratory insecurity, Western gov-
ernments provide humanitarian aid to
address the immediate impacts of the
crises and they control the movement
across borders to regulate the influx of
migrants and their economic impacts.

International organizations (IOs) are
frequently brought in to disperse aid to
local communities in an effort to increase
the efficacy of government aid distribu-
tion. 10s effectually operate as clients
of states to deliver humanitarian assis-
tance and manage migration externally.
By shifting the management of migra-
tion from internal—having to provide
assistance to migrants in the host coun-
try—to external—providing assistance to
other countries to host migrants—gov-
ernments promote their own “narrow
national interests” through client 10s’
administration. This is becoming more
popular with rising irregular migration
rates in West Africa and Central America,
two transit regions for migrants travelling
northward. As the EU and the US. grow
their roles as providers of humanitarian
assistance to these regions, there has been
a notable shift in the management of
migration. Migration management now
incorporates trade agreements, security,
and international organizations to man-
age crises internally and externally, defin-
ing the present-day effects of migration.

The externalization of migration
management derives from when the U.S.
sought to reduce the number of Jewish
refugees entering the country during
World War II. This prompted the League
of Nations, controlled by the US. and
Europe, to provide a state solution for
displaced Jewish refugees, partitioning
Palestine and displacing 700,000 Palestin-
ians. This has been reflected in numerous
conflicts and resolutions since then, de-

picting a trend of European-U.S. delegat-
ing asylum to refugees in host countries
outside the EU. Migration management
has continued shifting toward an even
more external focus: preventing migrants
from reaching destination countries
through international cooperation and
project funding. The two most notable
cases of this are in West Africa and Cen-
tral America. According to the Organi-
zation for Economic Co-Operation and
Development (OECD), in 2020, West Af-
rica received a total of $7.77 billion from
donor countties, while Central Ametica
received a total of $3.12 billion. The two
largest donors in the OECD are the Unit-
ed States and the European Union. With
longstanding colonial structures in many
West African states, the EU is the second
largest donor of official development as-
sistance (ODA) to the region at $1.88 bil-
lion, following only the United States. In
comparison, with primarily American-in-
fluenced structures in Central America,
the largest donor of ODA to the re-
gion is the United States at $1.1 billion.

The cases selected for this comparison
are limited to states sitting on the Devel-
opment Assistance Committee (DAC)
of the OECD as well as the EU, which
provide a majority of humanitarian aid
around the world, 70 percent of the near-

West Africa recieved
$7.77 billion from donor
countries, while Central
America
recieved a total of $3.12
billion.

ly $200 billion donated in 2020. As the
two largest donors are the EU and the
US., their funding is highly impactful,
particulatly to neighboring regions. While
the U.S. provides $2.5 billion to West Af-
rica and the EU provides $604 million to
Central America, ODA to neighboring
regions is intended more on impacting
migration and migration policies than
general humanitarian assistance. Typical-

ly, aid to neighboring regions has a great-

er focus on security initiatives, largely

due to migration across the donor’s own
borders. Thus, the application of human-
itarian aid in close proximity to a donor
country impacts policies on migration in
neighboring countries. This is the case
for West Africa and Central America.

The Economic Community of West
African States (ECOWAS) and the EU
have one of the strongest trade relation-
ships in the region. With the signing of
an Economic Partnership Agreement
(EPA) in 2014, the EU has become West
Africa’s largest trade partner. In 2020,
the agreement resulted in $55 billion in
trade between the two regions, around 56
percent of all exports from West Africa.
As the EU has been able to retain many
colonial institutions, like the use of the
West African CFA franc in ECOWAS
states, it has politicized its own policies
towards West African countries, partic-
ularly through incorporating EPAs into
negotiations about development assis-
tance. Recently, with growing insecurity
in the region due to climate change and
increasing violence, the EU has linked se-
curity and development policy together.
This marks a significant shift in the pat-
tern of ODA provision, incorporating
Western governments further into the
development of developing countries.

The EU is a primary financial and
munitions supporter of the G5 Sahel,
a group of five West African countries,
which aims to provide security to the re-
gion. In recent years, EU foreign policy
experts have witnessed the trend that the
EU has “increased aid in particular for ini-
tiatives related to counter-terrorism and
migration control,” linking humanitarian
assistance via international organizations
to security funding through troops on-
the-ground in many West African coun-
tries. In West Africa, the EU has taken
a central role to the funding of human-
itarian aid and resolution of insecurity.
This funding has taken form in two main
areas, troop and munition supply as well
as direct funding toward migration-reg-
ulating policies, like the provision of 20
million euros in 2016 and 2017 to Niger’s
national budget, to be used for Internal
Security Services and to drastically reduce
irregular migration. While having boots



The EU has taken a central role in funding aid in West Africa.
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on the ground allows for the control of
movement, West African migration poli-
cies are most often impacted through in-
direct influence, mainly by the presence
of 1Os which serve to translate foreign
policies into local and regional migration
policies. The rise in migratory insecurity
has made it more difficult for ECOWAS
states to maintain their own migration
policies, thus, ECOWAS, and its mem-
ber states, have relied on EU policies and
funding to address irregular migration in
the region. In the long run, the I1Os that
implement EU migration policies retain
priority over domestic organizations to
administering humanitarian aid and ad-
dressing the root causes of irregular mi-
gration. In turn, as the primary partner
of many NGOs in West Africa, the EU is
able to externalize its migration policies
and impact further development of na-
tional and regional policies on migration.

Central America and the United States
have a more convoluted trade relation-
ship than the trade relationship between
the West Africa and the EU. Rather than
two regional unions contracting a trade
agreement with one another, the US has
taken a much more individualized ap-
proach, under three different Free Trade
Agreements (FTA) with Central Ameri-
can countries. In 2021, with Mexico in
the new USMCA, Panama in a bilateral
agreement, and multiple Central Amer-
ican and one Caribbean country in the
CAFTA-DR, total trade value amounted
to $661.1 billion, $8.89 billion, and $68.7
billion respectively. While a majority of
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the total $738.7 billion in exchange be-
tween the US. and most Central Amer-
ican countries is made up trade with
Mexico, the U.S’s influence on migration
in the region spans much further than
its southern border. Rather than linking
humanitarian assistance to regional se-
curity, even though violence is rapidly
increasing in Central America, the US.
has approached regulating irregular mi-
gration and reducing insecurity through
addressing the root causes of irregular
migration. In July 2021, the Biden ad-
ministration released a new Collabora-
tive Migration Management Strategy,
which secks to resolve “high levels of
crime and violence, lack of economic
opportunity, weak governance, wide-
spread corruption and impunity, the im-
pacts of climate change, food insecurity,
and the desire for family reunification.”

The US. has taken a central role in
funding projects to reduce irregular mi-
gration and provide economic opportu-
nities in Central America. The new Call
to Action will partner with international,
ptivate-sector organization to provide
more than $3.2 billion to migrant work-
ers. This further engrains the strength
of US. investment in Central Ameri-
can countries, bringing the private sec-
tor even closer to governments. As this
will effectively increase displacement in
most Central American countries, the
US. is also able to offer targeted assis-
tance to governments, in order to de-
velop community integration initiatives
and better the experience of settling

migrants. In the long run, this may also
lead to a prioritization of trade from the
US. and collaboration with cooperative
private-sector businesses. This new pol-
icy, in conjunction with private-sector
funding, will effectively establish a system
of migration prevention and economic
pathways to externalize migration poli-
cies to Central American governments.

The externalization of migration
management has allowed developed
countries to directly impact the flow of
migrants coming in and the settlement
of migrants in the long term. By shift-
ing funds towards security development
in neighboring countries, the EU has
effectively controlled the development
of security initiatives to retain refugees
within West Africa, halting the north-
ward pattern of migration in the region.
In the western hemisphere, the US. uti-
lizes direct private funding to promote
economic development, ultimately re-
ducing irregular migration. Altogether,
EU and US funding, in conjunction with
client IO administration, is permanent-
ly impacting institutions in West Africa
and Central America, both regional and
domestic. This will likely lead to further
manipulation of domestic and regional
development by the EU and U.S. while
restricting West Africa and Central Amer-
ica from achieving more independent
development, dooming West Africa and
Central America to fall even further un-
der the influence of EU and U.S. policies.

Contact Patrick at patrick.condon(@student.
shu.edn
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The US.-Mexico border is noto-
rious for frequent, numerous arrests,
smuggling incidents, deportations, and
overall mayhem, caused by an uncon-
trolled influx of migrants attempting
to gain entrance into the United States.
An overwhelming majority of people
stranded at the border trying to en-
ter the US. illegally are from Central
America, most notably the Northern
Triangle, comprising Guatemala, El
Salvador, Honduras, and Nicaragua.
The story of US.-Latin American re-
lations is a complex one, historically
revolving around either influence or
cooperation between Washington and
the region’s ruling elite. However, ide-
ology has always played a role in part
of the story, especially regarding re-
lations during and after the Cold War.
Guatemala and Nicaragua represent
opposite sides of the spectrum in how
this played out, as their most politically
formative years were spent under the
influence of opposing sides during the
period: Guatemala being influenced by
the United States and Nicaragua being
influenced by the Soviet Union and
Cuba. However, ideology impacts mi-
gration patterns less than people often
expect, as the corruption and ineffec-
tive governance that drive emigration
can occur in any type of government.

Guatamala and Nicaragua
were influenced by oppos-
ing sides during their most

politcally formative years: The
U.S. and The Soviet Union
respectively.

Many people in the Northern Trian-
gle states heavily depend on document-
ed and undocumented migration to the
US. to survive. Over two million indi-
viduals have left the region since 2014,
according to the Council on Foreign Re-
lations. A 2014 report to Congress cites
the region’s violence record and links to
illicit drug trade coming in from South
America and extensive gang violence
as significant reasons for this increase.

During the Cold War, Guatemala was
ruled as a military dictatorship backed
by the United States government. Since
the transition to democracy at the be-
ginning of this century, Guatemalan
politics have consistently been right of
center. The initial dominant party was
headed by the former dictator, whose
nomination to run in 2003 elections
was technically illegal and did not sit
well with the public. The rest of the
decade was languishing, seeing most-
ly right-wing parties staying in power
with left-wing parties’ opposition. The
two most recent administrations were
particularly scrutinized for corruption.

In April 2015, President Otto Pérez
Molina and Vice President Roxana
Baldetti were indicted by the Interna-
tional Commission against Impuni-
ty in Guatemala (CICIG) for estab-
lishing a corruption ring within the
country’s customs system. Massive
protests broke out in Guatemala City
that day, mostly organized by student
groups. Soon after, CICIG and state
prosecutors released more evidence
of corruption by the administration,
prompting in Baldetti’s arrest and Pérez
Molina’s  resignation in September.

Former comedian Jimmy Morales
was elected to the presidency in Oc-
tober 2015. Largely seen as an outsid-
er in politics, Morales campaigned on
a strict anti-corruption platform with
the motto of “neither corrupt nor a
thief”” However, his administration
resulted in the same corruption they
sought to eliminate. In January 2019,
after serving a term plagued with cor-
ruption controversies surrounding illic-
it use of state resources, Morales tried
to disband the CICIG by threatening
to not renew the mandate that legally
allows their investigations and by or-
dering the diplomats and foreign in-
vestigators running the CICIG to leave
the country. The decree was blocked
by the Guatemalan judiciary, but the
mandate was never renewed and the
CICIG ceased operations in 2019.

Morales also made unpopular for-
eign policy moves. In the summer of
2019, the Trump administration at-

tempted to reach an agreement with
the Morales government which would
make Guatemala a “safe third country”
for refugees and asylum seekers from
Honduras and El Salvador. A U.SS. con-
gressional delegation, made up mostly
of Democrats who opposed the agree-
ment, visited Guatemala shortly after
to dissuade their Guatemalan counter-
parts from approving the deal. Morales
had intended on signing the agreement,
but the Supreme Court of Guatemala
ruled that the U.S. Congtress should first
approve of it, leading Trump to threat-
en tariffs on Guatemalan imports and
the taxing on remittances. The agree-
ments and actions were later undone
by US. Secretary of State Anthony
Blinken under the Biden administration.

In 2019, staunch right-winger Ale-
jandro Giammattei won the presidency
after running a campaign advocating for
controversial ideas, namely the death
penalty. Giammattei proposed replacing
CICIG, supported by donations from
foreign governments, with a state in-
stitution that experts claimed would be
susceptible to political influence. This
commission was eventually created with
the backing of the US. government,
with which Giammattei pleaded for
funding on his first visit to Washington
in August 2019. In June 2021, two in-
dependent prosecutors from the Special
Prosecutor’s Office against Impunity
were arrested, drawing domestic and
international criticism. The US. De-
partment of State accused Guatema-
lan Attorney General Marfa Consuelo
Porras as responsible, later sanctioning
him. The administration fell into further
unpopularity when Congress and the
president approved a new budget that
decreased funding for education and
health, which did not sit well in the im-
mediate aftermath of COVID-19 and
Hurricanes Eta and Iota. Protests broke
out again, reaching the legislature build-
ing. The protests were met with tear gas.

In terms of foreign relations, Guate-
mala is a traditional holdout in terms of
retaining relations with the Republic of
China in Taiwan. The Taiwanese dele-
gation recently met with the Guatema-

lan Chancery to reiterate their commit-
ments to Guatemalan industry, mostly
in manufacturing industries. However,
according to the Bank of Guatema-
la, over $9 billion were sent home by
Guatemalans abroad in 2018, showing
the depths to which emigration, rath-
er than foreign direct investment, sup-
ports the Guatemalan economy. The
UN Development Program reports
Guatemala has a poverty rate of 66.7
percent, despite the National Statistics
Institute reporting that 2.8 percent of
Guatemalans are unemployed. Crime
is also very high, with the Guatemalan
police reporting over 3,000 homicides
in 2018. Life is difficult for many in
Guatemala, particularly in urban areas
where gang violence and organized
crime is rife, leading to these high lev-
els of emigration among individuals
searching for a better life. Guatema-
la’s unpopular, corrupt government,
which makes it nearly impossible for
individuals to gain economic pros-
perity, only exacerbates these levels.

The story of modern Nicaragua is
one of a failed experiment. In 1979, the
Nicaraguan Revolution overthrew the
autocratic U.S.-backed regime of the
Somoza family. The revolutionaries set
up a temporary five-person military jun-
ta made up of three representatives of
the Sandinista Front for National Lib-
eration (FSLN) led by Daniel Ortega
and two right-wing former opposition
activists. As the FSLN grew more pow-
erful within the junta and aligned Nic-
aragua in the Eastern Bloc of the Cold
War, the two right-wingers, Moisés Has-
san and Violeta Chamortro, withdrew
and started their own opposition to the
FSLN and Ortega, who was elected
president in 1984. Chamorro was then
elected president in 1990, followed by
a string of right-wing governments
until Ortega was reelected in 2000.

The growth of frustrated FSLN
supporters known as Sandinistas rep-
resented initial wane of the FSLN in
the early 1990s in the wake of the Cold
War. With various reform and move-
ments toward peace, the FSLN was no
longer the attractive, populist choice
Nicaraguans had yearned for during the

Somoza dictatorship. Instead, the pow-
er bounced between the Constitution-
alist Liberals and the Liberal Alliance,
the result of a split from the former a
year before. Ortega, taking advantage
of the split, consolidated power for
himself in an era of Latin American
leftist dominance known as the Pink
Tide, and cemented Nicaraguan fears
of a return to the former battle days.
Ortega pushed for Nicaraguan nation-
alism as part of his ideological strategy.
He commended the strength of the na-
tion for its ability to push off Ameri-
can domination, and his attitude starkly
contrasted that of leaders in Guatema-
la, Honduras, and El Salvador regarding
violence and emigration to the United
States. Ortega initially sounded con-
vincing, flanked by fellow leftists in
power in nations across the continent.
However, this mirage was not eternal.

By the late 2010s, the new Sandinis-
ta government in Nicaragua was strug-
gling, ranked 145th out of 176 in the
2016 Transparency International Cor-
ruption Perceptions Index. This strug-
gle was exacerbated by three incidents
that triggered mass demonstrations of
public discontent. One was the Nicara-
gua Canal. Proposed for over two centu-

ries, it would provide a deeper and wider
alternative to the Panama Canal, speed-
ing up transoceanic shipping voyages.
The Ortega administration planned to
bring the idea to fruition through the
Chinese corporation HKND. Howev-
e, the proposal would have resulted in
mass expropriations from mostly ru-
ral and indigenous small landowners,
as well as massive contamination of
the already polluted Lake Nicaragua.
When protests erupted, HKIND lost
investment capital and closed in 2018.

Additionally, the Nicaraguan Social
Security system was starting to run out
of money for welfare. The Interna-
tional Monetary Fund advised in 2017
that to extend the country’s reserves,
the government would need to enact
reforms, including raising of the re-
tirement age from 60 to 65. Ortega re-
fused to do this, citing the incapability
of older people to find work. Another
recommendation was that the private
sector start supporting the pension
system, something the sector was not
consulted about when the meager re-
forms were implemented. The solution
the Ortega administration devised was
to simply raise taxes, causing outrage.

Lastly, the Indio Maiz Nature re-

Rural land owners in Nicaragua could face mass expropriations from the creation of the
Nicaragua Canal.
Courtesy of Joe Townsend (Flickr)



Guatemalan flag flys over Antigua’s main sqaure.
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serve near the border with Costa Rica
was declared a nature reserve by the
first Sandinista government, and to
this day is the home of indigenous
groups who have a degree of autono-
my. The area has also been subject to
colonization and exploitation of natu-

ral resources, leading to pollution and
massive forest fires in 2018 that were

sluggishly put out by the state. Pro-
tests over these conditions broke out
in mid-April 2018 and were responded
to with intense brutality by the Nica-
raguan police. Ortega eventually can-
celled the tax and pension reforms, but
with the added issue of police brutal-
ity, many sectors of society, including
the Catholic Church and progressive
organizations, called for state account-
ability and the resignation of Ortega.

These three events disillusioned
many Nicaraguans. These incidents,
and the significant public backlash
that they drew, show that an incompe-
tent, unpopular government that does
nothing to alleviate poverty, hands
over parts of the country to foreign
corporations, or fails to address dan-
gerous fires causes a major outflow of
people. Many people had already been

leaving the country, mostly for the U.S.,
neighboring Costa Rica, and Spain, and
these events only increased the emigra-
tion rates. However, Nicaraguan immi-
grants, particularly women immigrating
to Spain, often suffer poor treatment
at the hands of locals, causing a diffi-
cult situation for many Nicaraguans.

Despite their differences, ideology
has played little to no role in determin-
ing events in these two countries. Ul-
timately, their difficulties resulted from
circumstance. Nicaragua’s more stable,
yet authoritarian, government has har-
bored nationalism, but failed to deliv-
er tangible results. Guatemala’s recent
history has shown what an unhealthy
democratization process can do to a
nation. Both Guatemala and Nicaragua
rank low on the 2022 Transparency In-
dex (150 and 164 out of 180, respective-
ly) and the Human Development Index
(0.663 for Guatemala and 0.660 for
Nicaragua). Poverty, insecurity, and dis-
trust of the government are rampant.
Guatemala and Nicaragua, both largely
agriculture-based economies, receive
14.6 percent and 17 percent respec-
tively of their GDP through remittanc-
es. Trying to get their states to improve

the situation has proven futile in recent
years, with China being either abusive
or unwilling to help and the domestic
private sector incapable to reach foreign
markets without massive investment.

In short, kleptocracies and
unpopular states result in bor-
der crises, no matter the ideolo-
gy that drives this circumstance.

Contact Christopher at

christopher. bentezcnartas@student.shu.edn
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WATER SCARCITY AND ARMED CONFLICT
SHAPING MIGRATION PATTERNS IN THE

MIDDLE EAST AND NORTH AFRICA

Courtesy of Adedotun Oluwatosin Ajibade (Wikimedia E_ommons)
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In the Middle East and North Afri-
ca (MENA), water scarcity, worsened
by climate change, has contributed
to a rise in global migration. Climate
change, environmental degradation,
and water stress drive extreme migra-
tion patterns throughout the MENA
region. As climate change intensifies
in states with weakened central gov-
ernment authority, armed groups,
and extremist organizations exploit
these challenges and weaponize wa-
ter. These water-stressed counttries,
which already face high levels of
poverty, are extremely vulnerable to
negative climate and water-related
impacts on agriculture and health. If
the world continues on this path of
environmental destruction, the tacti-
cal weaponization and denial of wa-
ter to civilians will continue to place
strain on political systems, causing
mass migrations and internal dis-
placement across the MENA region.

In the 1990 and 1992 reports by the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change, migration was projected to be
one of the most considerable global
challenges caused by climate change.
The World Bank reports that the
MENA region is a “global hotspot of
unsustainable water use.” The Unit-
ed Nations World Water Assessment
Program estimates 1.8 billion people
will inhabit regions with absolute wa-
ter scarcity by 2025. Extreme weather
conditions and the severe imbalance
of power in the Middle Fast exacer-

The United Nations World
Water Assessment Program
estimates 1.8 billion people
will inhabit regions with ab-

solute water scarcity by 2025.

bate the region’s existing water scarci-
ty, as do poor governance and water
management. Extremist groups then
take advantage of nations’ fragility,
resulting in widespread interstate con-
flict and further mass displacement.

Wiater stress across the Middle East
10

and Africa allows armed groups to
manipulate water as a weapon. Since
2011, there have been mote than 180
instances of water infrastructure—
which can include drinking water, ir-
rigation, sanitation, and purification
of water—being targeted in Middle
Eastern nations. As water and food
supplies become limited, tensions
over access to these resources can
trigger violent conflicts in already
fragile states. Furthermore, a World
Bank report suggests that at least 60
percent of water resources in the re-
gion are transboundary, necessitating
international cooperation and man-
agement. Since these underground
aquifers cross international borders
and are not defined by the political
landscape, effective management of
its resources demands cooperation be-
tween all parties involved. Israel and
Palestine, for example, are forced by
their geographic and political situa-
tions to share water resources, which
can become a source of disagreement.
Under the Oslo II Accord, Israel con-
trols approximately 80 percent of all
transboundary water reserves, leaving
Palestine with limited resources. As
in other conflict zones in the Middle
East, competition over secure wa-
ter supplies can fuel violent conflicts.

Recognizing the connection be-
tween environmental weaknesses and
the advancement of armed groups is
critical to understanding water-war
strategy and its contribution to in-
creasing in migration. The manipula-
tion of the Tigris and Euphrates river
systems as an instrument of violence
is a reoccurring feature in Iraqi his-
tory. Extremist groups take direct,
deliberate actions, such as forceful-
ly flooding an area to displace com-
munities, that can cause damaging
economic. The self-proclaimed Is-
lamic State (IS) is one such extremist
group that uses hydro-terrorism to
strengthen its ideology and increase
the size of its force. For example, IS
saw a 60-70 percent increase in Syri-
an fighters locally after it manipulated
the Islamic Administration for Pub-

The MENA region is a
“global hotspot of

unsustainable water use.”

lic Services and polluted local water
shelters. The rise of militant extrem-
ism allowed IS to exploit the vulner-
ability of local communities with
the promise of its private resources.

The Islamic State has integrated
the weaponization of water into its
ideology, leading to long-term and
permanent migration. The use of
water in violent conflicts is not new,
but it became more prevalent during
the Syrian and Iraqi civil wars. For
example, in response to the Marsh
Arabs’ 1991 post-Gulf War rebellion
against the Iragi government, Sadd-
am Hussein diverted water flow to
the southern marshes, displacing over
100,000 families. States and armed
groups can meet political goals and
gain control over territories by manip-
ulating the region’s water infrastruc-
ture and contaminating reserves. The
Islamic State, for example, has stra-
tegically weaponized water in several
instances. In 2014, IS took control
of a dam in Fallujah and deliberately
held back water reserves and orches-
trated severe floods, forcing families
to seek refuge. IS, by reducing water
flow and contaminating the existing
water supply, forced people in south-
ern Iraq to flee after their scant water
supply became undrinkable. IS also
employed this strategy with the Tigris
River; they diverted the river water to
flood areas of Mansouriya in Iraq, de-
stroying agricultural lands and homes
and suspending clean drinking water.

IS continues to be a powerful in-
surgent force in the Middle East,
particularly in Iraq and Syria, con-
tributing to forced displacement and
migration. Though political violence
and armed conflict drive families to
seek refuge, climate change and water
scarcity contribute more significant-
ly to rural-to-urban migration, which
exacerbates existing water demand
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Water scarcity pushes families into already dense cities.

Courtesy of Mahmoud Sulaiman (Unsplash)

issues. Water scarcity and weapon-
ization encourage migration, which
increases pressure on the area where
migrants have relocated to. The in-
creased demand for water with no
corresponding increase in supply,
especially in developing countries al-
ready facing environmental challeng-
es, results in a water shortage that
further impacts refugees and migrants.

The growing population of urban
areas imposes great burdens on water
supply, and the loss of livelihood due
to increasing water scarcity in commu-
nities already vulnerable to climate-re-
lated crises thus exacerbates migra-
tion. Migration is often recognized as
an adaptive response to socio-envi-
ronmental conditions; therefore, var-
ious implications of water availability
push families to move from rural to
urban areas. Furthermore, high pop-
ulation density and limited water re-
sources directly impact migration pat-
terns in conflict-affected areas. The
population in the MENA region more
than doubled between 1970 and 2001,

increasing from 173 million people to
386 million. Overpopulation in rural
communities increases competition
for employment, driving the need to
search for jobs elsewhere. Both cities
and rural areas are dealing with this
increased population density, but fam-
ilies continue to move from rural to
urban areas in search of economic op-
portunities. Lack of water security con-
tributes especially to the migration of
lower-income individuals, as they are
unable to sustain agricultural practices.

The Syrian conflict forced many
families to abandon their rural farm-
lands in favor of urban areas, hoping
for new opportunities; their hopeful
migration, however, brings further
sociopolitical stressors. The drought
between 2006 and 2011 in the Levant
region in Syria led to widespread fail-
ures of agricultural systems and social
structures, internally displacing more
than 6.7 million Syrians since 2011.
While conflict and political disputes
are a major driving force for Syrian
refugees and displaced people within

The drought between 2006
and 2011 in the Levant
region displaced more
than 6.7 million Syrians.

the country, poor governance places
increased pressure on the country’s
already failing water management sys-
tem. The World Water Development
Report of 2016 explains that there is a
“clear connection between water scat-
city, food insecurity, and social insta-
bility and potentially violent conflicts,
which in turn can trigger and intensify
migration patterns through the world.”

The lack of water negatively impacts
crop cultivation and harvest practices,
such that agricultural practices pro-
duce fewer food resources and high-
er prices in an already impoverished
society. According to a UN. Security
Council report from October 2021,
Syrians continue to struggle with ac-
cess to sufficient and safe water, which
has led to high rates of food insecurity

11



|
o

-

Ty

e

THE COMPOUNDING TERROR AND
MIGRATION CRISES
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African woman carrying water across dried up land.
Coutrtesy of Gaurav Bhosle (Wikimedia Commons)

and negative health implications. Food
insecurity and poor healthcare are
recognized as both drivers and conse-
quences of migration. Lack of access
to healthcare, clean water, and food
during mobility creates poor living
conditions within the migration pro-
cess. Climate variability, food insecu-
rity, and migration within the MENA
region are thus interconnected.

Migration exacerbated by water
scarcity is one of the foremost issues
on the global political agenda. Due
to poor governance and water man-
agement, millions of families migrate
to increase their chances of survival,
especially as extremist groups exploit
their vulnerability. Climate change
disrupts weather activity, making
the availability of water unpredict-

able, and extreme weather patterns
prevent communities from access-
ing clean water. As the Middle East
and North African region continues
to face increasingly harmful impacts
of climate change, its instability and
inability to protect refugees, due to
both environmental challenges and
preexisting political and social issues,
presents a significant threat to in-
ternational security. The breakdown
of governmental authorities and
the rise of armed groups in Middle
Eastern nations continue to displace
millions of people and strain bor-
dering nations. If current climate
and conflict trends continue, the risk
of wars being fought over water ac-
cess will only increase. Humanitarian
agencies and the international com-

munity must act now to ensure sus-
tainable governance and protection
for both refugees and host states.

Contact Katherine at katherine.dorren@
student.shu.edu

Courtesy of Mstyslwdmedia Commofs) = f
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Violent, Islamic-extremist
ism has captured headlines around the
world for much of the last two decades,

with the number of deaths attributable

terror-

to Islamic terrorism, sharply increas-
ing in both the West and the Middle
East and North African (MENA) re-
gion. This rise in terrorism across the
Middle East has spurred a migration
crisis, as desperate people flee to neigh-
boring countries and across the sea to
Europe in hopes of escaping violence,
economic despair, and civil repression.

The most recent Middle Eastern
migration crisis peaked in 2015 when
roughly 1.3 million migrants arrived in
Europe, primarily leaving Syria due to
the civil war. The 2015 migrant crisis was
the culmination of many long-standing
issues that were exacerbated by the in-
stability of the post-Iranian Revolution
Middle East and brought to a head by the
9/11 attacks. Compounding the crises
were the Arab Spring revolutions in the
early 2010s, which led to increased con-
flict and political instability and allowed
terror groups, such as ISIS, to flourish
in conflict-ridden regions like Syria.

In addition to terrorism increasing
post-9/11, new, destabilizing approach-
es to counterterrorism by both Middle
Hastern and Western nations—such as
the 2003 invasion of Iraqg—have cre-
ated more wars and conflict, forcing

Bon  Cfter

Azaz, Syria during the Syrian civil war.
Courtesy of Cess Joppe (Flickr)

millions more to flee. Counterterrorism
expert Alex Schmid of the Internation-
al Centre for Counter-terrorism says,
“the common people [paid] the larg-
est price” for anti-terrorism zealotry.

In retrospect, the 2015 crisis proved
to be an impossibly difficult immigra-
tion and counter-terrorism problem
that continues to affect involved coun-
tries today. During the crisis, security
lapses occurred in several EU coun-
tries such as France, where some of
the terrorists that later perpetrated the
November 2015 Paris attacks took ad-
vantage of overwhelmed border securi-
ty and managed to enter France legally.
These lapses have diminished public
support for taking in massive flows of
migrants from Middle Eastern coun-
tries. Many Europeans believe that the
flood of migrants is at least slightly
correlated with heightened terrorism.

Parallel widespread European fears
of a ‘migrant invasion’ and concrete
increases in crime and terrorism have
deeply shaken Europe’s political and
social order, with the European media
playing a particularly influential role.
Such popular hysteria, often perpetrat-
ed by British tabloids and right-wing
sites, has led many experts to attribute
the withdrawal of Britain from the EU
as a reaction to fears sparked by influx-
es of migrants from non-European

A el

states. One University of Chicago study
indicates that “within the EU, negative
attitudes towards immigrants are also
associated with higher levels of Euro-
scepticism” as the lack of borders and
free movement associated with EU
membership “increase feelings of expo-
sure to security threats and terrorism.”

Many European intelligence officials
feared that terrorists would be able to
capitalize on many Furopean coun-
tries” security vulnerabilities, whether
crossing through established human
smuggling routes, by using fake identi-
fication and passports, ot simply posing
as refugees in order to gain citizenship.

Looking at ICCT data, these fears
were not unfounded. During the 2015
migrant crisis, it became clear thatuncon-
trollable numbers of disorderly migrant
crossings pushed the Schengen Borders
Code system, temporarily adopted by
the EU, to a “de facto” breaking point.
Initially generous refugee policies were
soon untenable given the very apparent
threat that terrorism- and in particular,
the Islamic State- posed to Europe. In a
little over two years, beginning in 2015,
various radical Islamic-extremist groups
planned and executed eight mass-ca-
sualty events in the countries most in-
timately involved in the migrant crisis.

The truth, however, is not as clear-
cut as it appears. While large numbers
of forced and voluntary migrants in-
crease the likelihood of terrorism in
host countries, the heightened num-
bers of migrants who flee their homes
are directly correlated to increased
acts of terror in their original coun-
try. Most migrants flee terrorism, only
to experience it in their new homes.

With the very notable exception of
the 9/11 attacks, Western countries
from 2001-2016 comprised a mere .5
percent of global terrorism fatalities, ac-
cording to the ICCT. While attackl were
terrifying when they did occur, such as
the 2004 Madrid train bombings or the
2017 Manchester Arena bombings, they
are rare. It remains unclear whether the
relatively low terrorism fatality rate in
the West can be attributed to stringent
migrant and security policies, or the

more stable socio-economic situations
migrants and refugees find themselves
in when they reach developed nations.

There are steps along a migrant’s
journey where radicalization and subse-
quent recruitment into terrorist groups
are possible. Many radical groups ex-
ploit the vulnerable socio-economic
situations most migrants find them-
selves in, indicating that European
agencies should remain vigilant in ac-
cepting refugees. However, the Euro-
pean Institute of the Mediterranean
found that the majority of European
Islamic terrorists are “homegrown”
and tend to be unqualified immigrant
workers, suggesting that radicalization
becomes more pervasive once indi-
viduals have arrived in their countries.

While the solution for many coun-
tries lies in better understanding the
psychology of terror, many Western
states and citizens fail to grasp more
complex understandings of terrorism
beyond traditional stereotypes on both
sides of the political spectrum. These
stereotypes range from the extreme
right-wing point of view, which asserts
that terrorists are rabid religious fanatics
out to destroy Western civilization (see
Samuel Huntingtons book Clash of
Civilizations for a particularly troubling
depiction of Islam), to those on the
sympathetic left, which paints terrorists
as hapless participants in an oppres-
sive global society, itching to strike out
against the forces that oppress them.

A collection of evidence collected
on the reasoning for Islamic terrorism
suggests that both stereotypes are large-
ly incorrect. Primarily, “radical Islamic

Only 17 percent of polled
Muslims see religion as the
key factor in recruiting for

ISIS, according to CSIS.

terrorism,” a phrase typically wielded by
Western media to describe attacks per-
petrated by Muslim terrorists, is much
less Islamic than portrayed; the vast
majority of victims of Jihadist terror-
ism are Muslim. According to the Cen-

ter for Strategic International Studies
(CSIS), 85 percent of Islamic terrorist
attacks are perpetrated in Muslim-majoz-
ity countries, with many migrants them-
selves falling victim to terrorist activity
at home. Data collected by the ICCT
from Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria indi-
cates that immigration to another coun-
try is directly correlated with the number
of deadly terror attacks and terrorism
deaths in a migrant’s home country.

Only 17 percent of polled Mus-
lims see religion as the key factor in
recruiting for ISIS, according to CSIS.
The Quran expressly prohibits the
murder of Muslims and non-Mus-
lims alike, indicating to many Muslims
that if Islamic terrorism was solely
about Islam, it would be difficult to
justify the killing of innocent civilians.

However, that is not to say that terror-
ism is the other extreme; completely re-
ligiously separated, unavoidable, or low-
1Q. Researchers examining Islamic State
fighters have discovered a strong corol-
lary between the highly skilled attackers,
suicide bombers, planners, and execu-
tioners that aim to further the ideologi-
cal goals of their organization, and high
education levels combined with either
underemployment or unemployment.
The Brookings Institute reports that the
“frustrated expectations of individuals
for economic improvement and so-
cial mobility,” or “relative deprivation”
of well-educated individuals within a
population pushes them to adopt radi-
cal social theories, perhaps as a means
of political expression or frustration.

This data suggests that terrorism is
more politically motivated than any-
thing else- a means by which repressed
voices can make themselves heard,
given the devastating effects of count-
er-terrorism, and the sheer number of
violent, corrupt autocracies in the re-
gion which arose from a lack of civil
service reform and the privatization of
oil-rich lands by ruling figures follow-
ing colonialism. One group of authors
believe that “terrorism resembles a vi-
olent form of political engagement,”
of which “educated people from priv-
ileged backgrounds are more likely to
participate in.” The surprising lack of

terrorist violence in wealthy democratic
countries, versus the multitude of ter-
rorist attacks in countries that are cot-
rupt and politically and civilly repressed
(ie. Syria),

Regardless, the whole wortld feels
the effects of “Islamic” jihadists, and
host governments must take advan-

supports this evidence.

tage of the lull in the security situ-
ation to take concrete steps toward
diminishing  migrant  radicalization.

The first thing states can do is
strengthen their administrative control
and bureaucracy. Research indicates that
in more developed countries, “stronger
bureaucratic capacity, improved ability
to screen refugees, and enhanced secu-
rity measures” all lower radicalization
rates. Weaker state governments, such
as those in the MENA region where
terrorism proliferates, are lacking in the
aforementioned areas and thus more
vulnerable. Furthermore, poor border
control allows terrorists to utilize com-
mon smuggling routes for more sinister
activity, increasing security vulnerability.

Maintaining state control through a
combination of both national and inter-
national funding is key to diminishing
state weaknesses that terrorists can take
advantage of. Increased border security
measures, while unpopular, ensure that
unvetted, dangerous migrants are less
likely to cross into a Europe that may
soon be unable to accommodate their
needs. It also lowers the ability of ter-
rorists to exploit the refugee process
to slip into countries, as was the case
with many of the Paris ISIS attackers.

Another important step is maintain-
ing clean refugee camps and intermedi-
ary homes that shelter migrants. Many
host counttries, left to their own devices
and forced to deal with an expensive
and difficult security situation without
international assistance, push refugees
into crowded and dangerous camps.

A study published by RAND on
refugee radicalization points at data in
Kenya indicating that the further a ref-
ugee camp is from the center of state
control (and thus military, state, and
political control), the more likely it is
to allow crime to spiral out of control.
Data indicates that “the longer refugees
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Tents found in Dadaab refugee camp in northern Kenya.
Courtesy of UK Department for International Development (Wikimedia Commons)

are confined to camps and the lower
the likelihood that the initiating cri-
sis will be resolved quickly, the greater
the risk of radicalization” and lowered
compassion by the host state. Many
states, aware of the domestic back-
lash that growing refugee populations
will bring, limit migrants’ economic
and social integration, even prevent-
ing them in some cases, as in Kenya,
from owning land or obtaining a job.

Stories from the Al Hawl camp, the
largest IDP camp in Northeastern Syr-
ia, emphasize the importance of this
factor. ISIS members and supporters
have turned a once-peaceful camp into
a hub for “terrorist indoctrination, radi-
calization, human smuggling, document
fraud, forgery and financing,” allowing
its militancy to remain strong in the re-
gion despite territorial losses elsewhere.

In Europe, ghettoes, where many
new migrants end up living, are, ac-
cording to the IEMED, “hotbeds of
jihadism” due to “unemployment rates,
delinquency, and sentiments of so-
cial and geographical marginalization
experienced by youth” who are then
radicalized by extremist religious lead-
ers and zealots. Ensuring that migrants
are met with proper resources and ac-
cess to employment upon arriving in
Europe, as well as the embrace of sup-
portive religious communities, is essen-
tial as they settle into their new lives.

However, these points, when imple-
mented singularly, still fail to completely
address the radicalization of some mi-

grants in Europe, leading to the final
strategy: protecting migrants from
discrimination and promoting their
involvement and integration into so-
ciety. The likelihood that migrants
commit terrorism remains incredibly
low. However, disctimination, ac-
cording to an article published in the
British Journal of Political Science, is
a “powerful predicator for terrorism.”

Quite simply, migrants, barred
from traditional non-violent forms of
religious, economic, and political par-
ticipation, are easier to radicalize. For
some migrants (particularly those who
are less likely to assimilate into the
host’s economic market), terrorism
becomes a “means to voice dissent
and achieve politico-economic relief.”
One article published in the Conflict
Management and Peace Science jour-
nal found that “socioeconomic dis-
crimination against minorities is the
only consistently significant and high-
ly substantive predictor of terrorism.”

Migrants are vulnerable to terror-
ism in their host country if the nation-
als of the host country perceive them
as a grave threat to their economic
or social well-being. The tendency
to scapegoat migrants for increased
crime and civil unrest is most pres-
ent among nationalist and isolationist
factions of the population, ideologies
which tend to proliferate with the
presence of more refugees. Bettering
attitudes towards migrants and less-
ening the impact of nationalist fear

campaigns will reduce the likelihood
of migrant terrorism and nationalistic
backlash in countries that host them.

Terrorism, whether manifested
through direct conflict perpetrated
by state and non-state actors or re-
duced economic opportunity and
quality of life, pushes people out of
their homelands and to areas that are
sadly unable (and unwilling) to social-
ly and economically accommodate
heightened numbers of migrants who
arrive with nothing at their doorstep.

It is not possible to stop the con-
tinuous migrant crisis completely.
However, there are steps nations
around the world, and particularly
those in Europe, can take to alleviate
the crisis. Given the serious intersec-
tions between lack of economic op-
portunity, migration, and terrorism,
all states need to improve attitudes
surrounding migration. This can be
done through creating stronger refu-
gee integration programs, enhancing
bureaucratic and national security
procedures, and establishing the in-
frastructure to justly and equitably en-
sure that not only are migrants taken
care of, but that the states they flee
to can benefit from their presence.

While migration regimes that affirm
both the human dignity of migrants
and the sovereignty and security of
nations may be difficult to implement,
they can go a long way in ensuring
the safety of host-country citizens as
well as migrants in their new homes.

Contact Madeline at madeline.field@
student.shu.edu

THE DOUBLE STANDARD OF
MIGRATION CRISES

Elsie Tierney | Staff Writer

Courtesy of UkraineMinistey of Internal Affairs (Flicky) 1 7



Due to the Russian invasion of
Ukraine on February 24, Europe is
facing its largest migrant crisis since
2015 when 1.3 million migrants ap-
plied for asylum in the 28 Furopean
Union (EU) member states, Norway,
and Switzerland. The majority of the
asylum seekers in 2015 originated from
three countries: Syria, Afghanistan, and
Iraq. Many were fleeing conflicts, both
long-standing and fresh, including the
Sytian civil war. Since the Russian in-
vasion of Ukraine in February, 12 mil-
lion people have left their homes. This
vastly exceeds the previous record of
700,000 in 1992 after the fall of the
Iron Curtain and the Soviet Union.

Five million Ukrainians have suc-
cessfully fled to other countries and
seven million are still displaced in
Ukraine. The EU unanimously enact-
ed the never before used Temporary
Protection Directive (TPD) on March
3. The TPD was developed in 2001
after the Yugoslav Wars in the former

The EU unanimously
enacted the Temporary
Protection Directive for

the first time in response
to the Ukraine crisis.

Yugoslavia during the 1990s. It allows
a specific, clearly defined group flee-
ing a conflict to receive a collective
protection status in the EU. Unlike
national temporary status, this also al-
lows Ukrainians to move through the
EU to reunite with their personal ties.

In the specific instance of Ukrainian
refugees, the TPD gives them resi-
dence permits to stay in the Europe-
an bloc for one year, which can be
renewed for as long as three years.
Under the TPD, Ukrainian refugees
and their families are granted access
to education, health, employment,
and housing. This protection can be
granted in any EU country, not just
the first country the refugee arrives in.

With the implementation of the
TPD, the EU is showing what has
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been deemed, “uncharacteristic flex-
ibility” for those who were forced to
flee their homes without passports
or any other means of identification.
The European Commission says that
member states can relax border con-
trols and allow people to enter, so
they can be brought to a safe location
where ID checks are then conducted.

The TPD does not automatically
grant these refugees asylum status. For
those under this special protection reg-
ulation, they can submit asylum applica-
tions at any point during their stay. How-
evet, there inevitably will be backlogs of
asylum cases due to the substantial num-
ber of people entering the EU in search
of asylum. 3.5 million Ukrainians had
already registered for temporary protec-
tion in the EU by the end of June 2022.

There are a lot of bureaucratic hur-
dles that the EU must overcome to en-
sure these people are not stuck in limbo.
Some of the smaller, poorer countries—
such as Moldova or Slovakia—do not
have much space capacity, and, due to
their geographic location, are prime des-
tination countries for these Ukrainian
refugees. Any Ukrainians seeking asy-
lum in the United States and join fam-
ily members there are having difficulty
crossing the ocean. The Biden admin-
istration has offered to take 100,000
people, which is nothing compared to
how many are displaced in Europe.

Europe responded to the Ukrainian
refugee crisis incredibly quickly and was
much more accommodating than the
region has been in the past to incoming
refugees. Many observers have noted as
this conflict progresses that many oth-
er refugees have often been shunned
by Western countries, while fleeing
Ukrainians have been welcomed. In an
interview with Al Jazeera, Oksana Po-
kalchuk, the head of Amnesty Interna-
tional Ukraine stated, “this is the biggest
armed conflict or war since the Second
World War in Europe, which might be
one of the reasons why the level of sol-
idarity is higher in European countries.”
Despite this, he also noted the “double
standard” in the treatment of refugees
that this crisis has revealed. He cited

an incident that occurred at the end of
June 2022 in which 23 migrants died
during an attempt to flee to Spain from
Morocco.  The United Nations de-
nounced the authorities on the Spanish
Moroccan border for using, “excessive
force” and deeming it, “unacceptable.”

Pokalchuk emphasized that differ-
ent refugee groups had not been treat-
ed equally in their reception by EU
members, citing instances within the
Ukrainian refugee crisis that were racial-
ized, including non-nationals living in
Ukraine at the time of the invasion who
did not speak the local language, the ma-
jority of whom were students from Af-
rica and India. Many of those students
became trapped in Ukraine. At the bor-
ders, busses taking people to safety have
been prioritizing Ukrainian nationals.
There have been accusations that the
Ukrainian or other local police and mil-
itary have committed acts of violence
against these students at the borders.

Since the migrant crisis in 2015,
Europe implemented external border
controls which reduced irregular arriv-
als to the EU by 90 percent. There is a
general theme that can be noted in mi-
gration policies in the EU in the past
seven years. The response in 2015 fo-
cused mostly on strengthening the bor-
ders and managing the different routes
migrants were taking, The most recent
response in 2022, focuses on those
things as well, but there are also more
policies directly related to humanitari-
an aid. The response in 2022 is signifi-
cantly more immediate than in 2015.

A direct example of this is on April
4, 2022, when approximately $17 bil-
lion of EU funds became available to
help refugees from Ukraine. The Eu-
ropean Council (EC) adopted a new
regulation on Cohesion Action for
Refugees in Europe (CARE) which
allows for the quick release of cohe-
sion policy funding In addition to
this, member states of the EC were
allowed to use the Recovery Assis-
tance for Cohesion and the Territories
of Europe (REACT-EU) which was
created as one of the largest post-pan-
demic EU public investment programs.

Europe and the West have united in support of Ukraine.
Courtesy of Markus Spiske (Unsplash)

On the opposite end, the policies ad-
opted in 2015-2016 did not focus on hu-
manitarian aid as urgently as the current
response. On September 23, 2015, there
was an informal meeting with the heads
of state or government in the EU. They
set a list of priorities for action, includ-
ing responding to urgent needs of refu-
gees, assisting the Western Balkan coun-
tries in managing their refugee influx,
and handling the situation at the EU’
external borders— but this was only a
discussion. On October 8, 2015, there
was a conference held to address the
Western Balkan routes, marking the first
step to addressing any of these issues.

The first concrete step towards hu-
manitarian aid did not come until Febru-
ary 3, 2016, in which the member states
agreed to finance an approximately $3
billion EU refugee facility for Turkey
that would allow the EU to deliver more
humanitarian assistance to the refugees
in Turkey and their host communities.
More of the same came on February 4,
2016, when the former EC president
Donald Tusk announced an approxi-
mately $3 billion contribution to assist
the Syrian people, both in the country
as well refugees who had already fled.

While these each were a step in the
right direction, these reactions were
nowhere near as urgent as the pol-
icies put forward in 2022. Hungary

closed its borders on September 15,
2015, barring anyone from entering
the country. Upon this move, the UN
refugee agency warned refugees could,
“find themselves moving around in le-
gal limbo” and different border con-
trol measures by European states “only
underlines the urgency of establishing
a comprehensive European response.”

2015 may have taught the EU les-
son because their response in 2022
was much more comprehensive,
unified, and prepared than their re-
sponse in 2015. Regardless of what-
ever policy responses happened in
the past, there is an ongoing refugee
crisis now that needs to be addressed.

The migrant crisis is a direct result
of the Russian invasion of Ukraine but
another direct result of this is the cur-
rent energy crisis in Europe. There is an
energy scarcity in Eastern Europe right
now due to Russia curbing gas exports.
The uncertain energy supply is causing
an unprecedented price increase across
the EU. Market intervention, protec-
tionism and price capping have become
part of the transatlantic energy policy
agenda. In the EU, the highest inflation
rate due to this gas shortage was in Es-
tonia at 20.1 percent. However, the ef-
fects of this were felt all over the world
with the U.S. reaching a 40-year high of
8.6 percent inflation in May 2022. There

are also major fuel shortages in Ukraine
due to the war. Before the war, 80 per-
cent of the country’s fuel was imported,
mostly by rail from Russian ally, Belarus.

There are some steps currently being
taken to help this situation. The Slo-
vak Economy Minister Richard Sultk
announced that the Druzhba pipeline,
which delivers Russian oil to Central
Europe could be converted to send this
fuel back into Ukraine. Additionally, the
Ukrainian energy company Ukrtrans-
nafta recently signed a contract with
the Hungary-based company MOL to
upgrade infrastructure and supply to
35,000 tons of fuel per month. Howev-
et, the current delivery capacity is a max-
imum 5,000 tons per month— a seventh
of Ukraine’s monthly fuel consumption.

Ukraine and the rest of the EU need
to find a solution to the energy crisis
before winter. This situation is exac-
erbated by the extensive damage to
many of the buildings in Ukraine’s ur-
ban center. Even if there was enough
tuel for heating, there are houses with
shattered windows and general damage
which would require more energy. The
UNHCR has already published a win-
terization strategy that includes handing
out building materials to Ukrainians.

The February 2022 Russian invasion
of Ukraine has cause Europe to en-
counter its largest migrant crisis since
2015. The response in 2022 has been
far more urgent and more based in
humanitarian aid than in 2015, which
could be due to preparedness or sol-
idarity, but it could also be due to ra-
cial biases. Overall, this invasion has
caused widespread problems including
an energy crisis that will worsen the
effects of the migrant crisis as well.

Contact Elsie at elsie.tierney(@student.shu.
edn
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THE SOURCE OF THE CURRENT
IMMIGRATION CRISIS AT US

BORDERS: BANANAS AND GREED

Kaila Engle | Staff Writer

Courtesy ofaRstka (Wikimedia Commons)
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Throughout the twenty-first cen-
tury, there has been a rapid increase
in Central American emigration, es-
pecially from El Salvador, Honduras,
and Guatemala, known together as
the “Northern Triangle” The Mi-
gration Policy Institute found that in
2019, out of all the Central American
immigrants in the United States, 37.3
percent (1,412,000 people) were from
El Salvador, 29.4 percent (1,111,000
people) were from Guatemala, and
19.7 percent (746,000 people) were
from Honduras. Migrants have
flooded the United States-Mexico
border to the point where President
Biden is faced with overcrowding, a
lack of resources, the separation of
families, and minimal protection of
immigrants. The Washington Post
describes this influx as “the biggest
surgein twenty years,” and Rio Grande
Valley’s Border Patrol Chief tweets,
“There is no end in sight.” This wide-
spread migration continues to chal-
lenge the United States’ foreign and
domestic policy, but this immigration
crisis primarily reflects the failures of
US. intervention in foreign affairs.

The US.-Mexico border is over-
whelmed, with the borders flood-
ed with migrants, underfunded, and
understaffed. Border Patrol Sector
Chief of Yuma, Arizona Chris Clem
explains that “there’s just so many of
them that it is posting a challenge to
the workforce” and estimates that
almost 1,000 migrants are detained
in his sector daily. These challenges
are harmful to the safety and health
of the migrants themselves, as inves-
tigations into the conditions of mi-
grant camps along the border have
exposed the poor resources and en-
vironment of these facilities. Reports
have indicated that children are be-
ing fed raw meat and becoming ill,
waiting hours for medical care, and
being laughed at for asking for med-
icine and aid. Mass outbreaks of lice,
COVID-19, and other viruses have
also been reported at these camps
An anonymous employee said that
approximately 800 young girls were

quarantined for a month because of
a lice breakout. There are also many
reports of sexual abuse being ram-
pant within detention centers, espe-
cially those for women and children.

The crisis occurring at the bor-
ders today reflects the consequences
of selfish, failed US. foreign poli-
cy, especially for migrants from the

Border Patrol Sector Chief
of Yuma, Arizona claims
almost 1,000 migrants are
detained in his sector each
day.

“Northern Triangle” The United
States” interference in Guatema-
la primarily began during the Jorge
Ubico’s term as president from 1931
to 1944. Ubico aligned himself with
the largest landowner in the county
at the time, the United Fruit Compa-
ny (UFCO). UFCO is a US.-owned
company that held significant power
and influence under Ubico’s rule and
is known for selling bananas. Accord-
ing to the Zinn Education Project,
Ubico had enforced laws that pushed
poor laborers, mainly homeless May-
ans, to work for big landowners such
as UFCO and granted the company
an extensive amount of land. In ad-
dition, he had imprisoned or killed
anyone who opposed him. Since
UFCO benefited greatly from these
actions, the United States is quoted
to have “simply ignored it so long
as US. investment in the country
flourished.” In 1944, the Guatemalan
middle class launched a democratic
uprising against his oppressive rule.
Such political pressures forced Ubi-
co to resign and to be replaced by
President Juan Arevalo, Guatemala’s
first democratically elected leader.

After six years in office, Areva-
lo was succeeded by disciple Jacobo
Arbenz. Arbenz furthered Arevalo’s
liberal agenda by taking on a “spiri-
tual socialism” that called for social
and economic reform. One of his
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main initiatives was redistributing
land to peasants and the landless.
At the time, “only 2 percent of the
landholders owned 72 percent of the
arable lands,” according to the Zinn
Education Project. Arbenz aided the
Guatemalan Congtress in passing De-
cree 900, which ordered all unculti-
vated land greater than 600 acres to
be distributed to the poor and land-
less. The original landowners would
be compensated with government
bonds based on the land’s tax value,
and “of the 341,000 landowners [in
Guatemala at the time|, only 1,700
holdings came under those provi-
sions.” Despite the seemingly insig-
nificant impact on land holdings,
this decree was viewed as a threat to
the US. since it negatively impacted
UFCO’s holdings. They had “owned
some 600,000 acres, with most of it
unused.” Arbenz offered the UFCO
$1.2 million for a large section of
land,, refusing the company’s coun-
teroffer for $16 million for the land
which the U.S. State Department ap-
proved. With the confiscation of land
and the presence of the Communist
party in Guatemala, US. President
Eisenhower and his administration,
who had ties to UFCQO, decided that
Arbenz needed to be removed from
office. Even though Arbenz himself
was not a communist, he became
the scapegoat of the Eisenhower
administration to conceal their true
motivation of greed in controlling
the banana trade over democracy.

After deeming Arbenz and his
policies to be against American inter-
ests, Eisenhower authorized the CIA
to start planning operation PBSUC-
CESS, which worked to overthrow
Arbenz. The mission was a coup
that included spreading propaganda
around Guatemala about Arbenz’s
communist involvement and poor
leadership to undermine his peo-
ple’s support for him, supporting
and arming the rebel of rival Carlos
Castillo Armas, and backing Armas’s
invasion and presidency. Despite his
illegal rise to power and the destruc-
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tion of Guatemala’s democracy, the
US. quickly supported and recog-
nized Castillo’s authority. He returned
over 1.5 million acres to UFCO and
prohibited more than 500 unions.
In addition, Castillo reversed all the
work Arbenz and his predecessor
had done, allowing the oppression
of thousands of poor farmers to
continue. Democracy was destroyed
under the United States’ influence,
despite being a country founded on
spreading democratic liberal ideals.

Castillo’s coup and rise to power
divided the state, resulting in a 306-
year civil war with dictators com-
ing into power and constantly being
overthrown. The resulting power gap
within the state allowed organized
crime groups to gain power and influ-
ence with no consequences or pun-
ishment by the government. The vio-
lence and insecurity that stems from a
cartel-ruled country is detrimental to
the state’s citizens and is why thou-
sands of Guatemalans are fleeing and
seeking safety in the United States.
The United States government’s
choice to prioritize the domination
of the banana trade and policy power
has greatly influenced the conditions
inciting the current mass migration
of Guatemalans to the United States.

For several years, Mexican drug
cartels have encouraged poor indig-
enous farmers in western Guatemala
to replace their regular crops, such as
corn and potatoes, with poppy plants
used to make heroin. Then, when
faced with pressure from the US,
the Guatemalan government began
destroying all the poppy seeds they
could. Afterward, with “no other
high-value crop to replace the pop-
pies, and no program available to help
replace farmers’ income,” farmers be-
gan to fall into poverty. According to
the World Bank, the poverty rate in
2019 was 47.8 percent of the popu-
lation and increased to 52.4 percent
during the pandemic. Indigenous
communities are most impacted by
poverty, “with 79 percent living in
poverty, on the less than $5.50 a day,

and 40 percent living in extreme pov-
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erty, on less than $1.90 a day” The
current living conditions faced by
Guatemalans raise the question that
if Decree 900 was never removed
and Castillo never rose to power,
would a good portion of Guatemala’s
population still live off $1.90 a day?
Also, if the US. government asked
the Guatemalan government to re-
move poppy fields and then offered
aid for the farmers, perhaps fewer mi-
grants would feel less insecure in their
economic opportunities. Instead,
Guatemalan migrants feel forced
to depart their country in hopes of
a better life in the United States.

Another contributing factor to the
mass migration from Guatemala to
the US is food insecurity and wide-
spread malnutrition. The Washington
Post reports that in Guatemala, “the
chronic child malnutrition rate hovers
around 70 percent, higher than any
country in the world.” In 2015, the
Obama administration tried to offset
waves of migration by providing a $1
billion aid package to tackle food inse-
curity. However, the aid increased the
malnutrition rate due to natural disas-
ters, economic setbacks, and an unco-
operative government. Carlos Carre-
ra, the country director for UNICEFE,

said, “at this pace, it will require 100
years for Guatemala to eradicate
chronic malnutrition.” As prices con-
tinue to rise due to the COVID-19
pandemic, the Russia-Ukraine war,
and the supply chain crisis, less food
is available, motre families and chil-
dren are starving, and more people
feel that their only option for safety is
to migrate from their home country.

The connection of failed U.S. for-
eign involvement leading to poor liv-
ing conditions and mass migration is
common throughout all the countries
encompassing the Northern Triangle.
For example, during his term in the
1980s, President Ronald Reagan and
his administration decided to sup-
port the El Salvadorian government
during the country’s civil war . This
decision was based on the Commu-
nists gaining a foothold in Nicaragua
at the time and the fact that the El
Salvadorian government was already
known for brutal violence. Former
US. President Jimmy Carter had
withheld aid to El Salvador years be-
fore Reagan took office because the
government sanctioned the rape and
murder of four U.S. missionaries. De-
spite the risk, Reagan had decided to
support the government of El Salva-

Former President Reagan and Vice-President Busch at the 1984 Republican Convention.

Courtesy of the National Archives.

dor and granted aid in the form of
monetary and military support. The
domestic tension within El Salvador
eventually came to a head. With the
United States’ support, the El Salva-
dorian military committed severe hu-
manitarian and war crimes against its
people and started 12 years of insta-
bility within the region. In 1993, the
United Nations released a report doc-
umenting the human rights violations
committed by the Salvadoran army.

As a result of the violence inflict-
ed upon the El Salvadorian people, a
rapid amount of them began to mi-
grate North to the US. According
to the Migration Policy Institute, “in
1980 95,000 Salvadoran immigrants
lived in the US., compared to 1.17
million” in 2015. The migrants came
to the U.S. with little to no education
and money, and most fell prey to the
gang culture prominent in the poor
areas of large American cities, such
as Los Angeles. As more people fled
the instability and violence of their
motherland, there was a spike in orga-
nized crime activities within the U.S.
In 1996, the US. government decid-
ed to resolve this issue by deporting
Salvadorians back to the environment
they were fleeing, thus continuing
and adding to a constant cycle of vi-
olence. An unintended consequence
of these actions was the U.S.-style
gang culture spreading across El Sal-
vador and strengthening its unstable
and violent political and social envi-
ronments. In a paper featured in the
American Economic Review, Maria
Sviatschi conducted a study about the
correlation between U.S. deportation
policies and the prevalence of gang
violence within El Salvador. Sviats-
chi found a substantial correlation
between the two factors, stating that
“this gang-related violence in areas
of El Salvador increased child migra-
tion to the United States.” The Unit-
ed States’ decision to use deportation
techniques is as useful as placing a
bandage on a gunshot, influencing
more and more Salvadoran refugees
to flee to the United States, further

contributing to the current border
crisis. The conditions in El Salvador
reflect a pattern of short-lived United
States foreign policy, South American
countries war-torn and impoverished
after a domestic interest was fulfilled.

This same trend is also seen in
the relationship between the United
States and Honduras. Like Guate-
mala, a large portion of Honduras’s
land was owned by United States fruit
companies that specialized in selling
bananas. Also, in the 1960s, Hon-
duras was a prominent ally of the
United States and received American
troops from former President Ronald
Reagan to train Nicaraguan rebels in
the Iran-Contra affair. With President
Reagan’s aid, more Honduran-U.S.
military bases were established, po-
litical repression became prominent
in Honduras, and many economic
reforms took place that shook up
the agricultural norms and increased
poverty among farmers. However,
after President Reagan left office and
U.S. interests were focused elsewhere,
Honduras was left with an abusive
military, a divided public, growing
poverty rates, and a failing democ-
racy that officially ended after a mil-
itary coup in 2009. Abandoned by its
main ally, Honduras crumpled into
a land of corruption, violence, and
oppression, driving more migrants
to the U.S.-Mexico border every day.

Physicians for Human Rights re-
ports that “in the four months fol-
lowing the coup, there was a 4,000
percent spike in human rights vi-
olations.” Such poor humanitari-
an conditions, coupled with grow-
ing poverty within the region, have
caused many Hondurans to trek to
the United States. Also, more mi-
grants found the journey worth it
under Biden’s administration since
his immigration plan is less restrictive
than his predecessor Donald Trump.

These circumstances of today re-
flect failed U.S. interventions in for-
eign policy. As President Biden and his
administration continue to battle with
this aftermath, they are faced with ei-

ther increasing involvement in South
American politics or allowing today’s
current crisis to continue. Children
are starving, people are barely surviv-
ing in poverty, nations are governed
by violence and organized crime, and
people are migrating to the Unit-
ed States at a rate the United States
border control cannot keep up with.
These factors all directly result from
non-sustainable, United States foreign
policies that pursue intervention and
benefits short-term U.S. interests with
little regard for the safety and stabili-
ties of countries affected by said poli-
cies. President Biden is faced with the
choice of finally addressing the con-
sequences of these failures or follow-
ing in the steps of his predecessors.

Contact Kaila at kaila.engle@.student.shu.
edn
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