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—EDITORIAL BOARD— 
 

Florida Political Chronicle 

Peer-Reviewed Regional Scholarly Journal for Faculty, Students and 
Community of the Florida Political Sciences Association (FPSA) 

 
 Editor  and  FPSA Vice-President Marco  Rimanelli, Ph.D., U.S./International Security, NATO and Europe  

(Saint Leo University) 
 
 

 Sean   Foreman, Ph.D., U.S. Politics/Elections, Latin America and International Affairs (Barry University, Miami) 
 
 

 Aubrey  Jewett, Ph.D., U.S./Florida Politics and Elections (University of Central Florida, Orlando) 
 
 

 Kelly  McHugh, Ph.D., U.S./International Security and United Nations (Chair, Florida Southern College, Lakeland) 
 
 

 Dan  DuBois, Ph.D., U.S. History (Director Honors and International Studies, Saint Leo University) 
 
 

 Frank  Orlando, U.S./Florida Politics, U.S. Elections and Director of Polling Institute (Saint Leo University) 
 
 

 FPSA President Austin Trantham, Ph.D., U.S. Politics, U.S. Presidency, Constitutional Law and Political Philosophy 
(Saint Leo University) and Editor of Political Scientist, FPSA Newsletter 
 
 

 Robert W. Robertson, Ph.D., International Business and Academic Administration (President and Chief 
Executive Officer of University College of the Cayman Islands and Senior Research Fellow at University of 
London--School of Advanced Studies and Commonwealth, Great Britain) 

 
 
 

 —FLORIDA  POLITICAL  SCIENCES  ASSOCIATION— 
 

JOIN FPSA:  Membership see:  www.fpsanet.com  

The Florida Political Sciences Association is committed to promoting political science research, education 
and service throughout the State of Florida.  Our Board of Officers represents the diverse educational 
opportunities available for higher education in Florida.  From the University of West Florida in Pensacola 
to Florida International University and the University of Miami, our FPSA association spans the state 
bringing together political scientists at public and private institutions to network, to collaborate on 
research and to discuss innovative strategies in the classroom. 
 

Join/Renew Membership in FPSA (Includes Annual Conference Registration): CLICK HERE 

    - Faculty: $75 (includes membership fee)/$85 by time of FPSA Annual Conference 

    - Student: $35 (includes membership fee)/$40 by time of FPSA Annual Conference 

 

http://www.fpsanet.com/
https://drc.wufoo.com/forms/florida-political-science-association/
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PUBLICATIONS: 

FLORIDA  POLITICAL  SCIENCE ASSOCIATION 

 

Florida Political Chronicle 

http://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html  
 

The Florida Political Chronicle is the bi-annual peer-reviewed scholarly journal of the Florida 
Political Sciences Association, which encourages submissions from all discipline sub-fields. 

 

Call for Submissions to the Florida Political Chronicle (FPSA academic journal): 
https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html. Scholarly articles from past FPSA 
conferences are welcome, plus any papers not previously published. Please contact the 
Editor, Marco Rimanelli (Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu) to start the peer-review process. 

 

The Political Scientist: 

Newsletter of the Florida Political Sciences Association 

 

http://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html 
 
The  Political  Scientists newsletter is a semi-annual publication of the Florida Political Sciences 
Association.  Call for Submissions to The Political Scientist, the semi-annual newsletter of 
the FPSA: https://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html. Possible submissions 
include short research articles, reflections on classroom activities, reviews of teaching 
resources, and/or short book reviews. Participation by graduate students and junior 
faculty is encouraged and welcomed! Please contact the Editor, Austin Trantham 
(austin.trantham@saintleo.edu) for more information concerning submission guidelines. 
 

See FPSA website:    www.fpsanet.com 

 

 

 

  

http://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html
https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html
mailto:Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu
http://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html
https://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html
mailto:austin.trantham@saintleo.edu
http://www.fpsanet.com/
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Florida Political             Chronicle 

– SUBMISSION  PUBLICATION  GUIDELINES – 
 
 

ESSAYS & BOOK REVIEWS SUBMISSIONS:    FPSA MEMBERSHIP & CONFERENCES: 

Editor Marco Rimanelli, Ph.D.      please go to the FPSA website: 
Professor of Politics & International Studies    http://www.fpsanet.org/ 
SAINT  LEO  UNIVERSITY      then click on: 
Social  Sciences  Department      Join FPSA/Conference Registration 
MC-2127,  P.O.-Box 6665 
Saint Leo, Florida, 33574-6665, U.S.A.     E-mail FPSA Treasurer: 
E-mail:  Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu     Aubrey.Jewett@ucf.edu 
 

Current (since 2020) and past (2010-2019) issues of the Florida Political Chronicle, as well as the on-line Archive of older 
issues (1989-2009) are FREE for readers by clicking on the Florida Political Sciences Association’s Website either:   
http://www.fpsanet.org/chronicle.html   or   http://www.fpsanet.org/archive 
 

The Florida Political Chronicle is the peer-reviewed scholarly journal of the Florida Political Sciences Association (FPSA), 
published twice-a-year, on-line, in colour. It is free for access on the FPSA website to serve the academic disciplines of Political 
Sciences and International Relations, practitioners, students and the community of readers in a balanced, non-political and 
analytical way.  The Florida Political Chronicle journal encourages scholarly submissions from all Political Sciences disciplinary 
subfields:  American Politics, Theories, Comparative Politics, International Relations, International Security, Diplomatic 
History, International Political Economy, Public Administration, International Law and International Organizations. 

 

SUBMISSIONS:  e-mail as WORD (NOT PDF) attachments all Submissions (Essays or Book Reviews) to the journal’s 
Editor Marco  Rimanelli, Ph.D. of Saint Leo University at  Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu  for consideration: 

1. Essays  &  Book Reviews in Word (12 Font, single-spaced, Calibri style or Times Roman), not PDF. 
o Essay length: single-spaced from 5/6 pages minimum to maximum length of 50 pages with 1-inch margins, 

inclusive of Abstract, Bibliography & 1-paragraph Author’s Bio.  
o Book Review length: single-spaced from 2-to-10+ pages-long in Word with 1-inch margins, with 

Bibliography & 1-paragraph Author’s Bio. Book Reviews of either one book or compare several related books. 
2. Footnotes preferred style (at end of each page in Calibri style or Times Roman) is the Chicago Manual of Style, 

but accepted are also APA, APSA or others if the author has already a finished work for review. 
3. Abstract (a long-paragraph; no library reference codes). 
4. Maps/Graphs/Tables/photos in the text or as appendixes (use 11 or 12 Font to make it fit) must fit the same 

vertical format with around 1-inch margin--No landscape-size Tables! Must fit in a standard paper page 
portrait-size! Photos can be sent separately for inclusion.  I will reformat all work, but it helps if it fits initially. 

5. Bibliography (10 Font, single-spaced);  preferred use Manual of Chicago Style, but other styles accepted. 
6. Author’s Biography at end paper (a long-paragraph, with Ph.D. and M.A. Degrees, position, publications). 
7. Do not use the First Person (“I”);  instead please use as neutral: “This study” or “This work” or “The author”.  
8. Do not use colloquial contractions, like: don’t, it’s, can’t, won’t, etc. 
9. “2 Blind Peer Reviews” scholarly process (yes, I have 2 blind mice!) and those accepted for publication will 

incorporate editorial modification and suggested changes by Reviewers. 
10. Best Graduate Student Paper Award & Best Undergraduate Student Paper Award reviewed by related 

committee. Both Award Winners and any Alternate Best Papers will be published in the journal. 
 

DISCLAIMER:   All interpretations, opinions or conclusions printed in the Florida Political Chronicle are solely those of the 
author/s and should not be attributed to or considered to be reflective of an institutional position by either the Florida Political 
Sciences Association (FPSA) and its Officers, or by Saint Leo University, its Board of Trustees, officers and staff, or any 
organization and individuals supporting either the FPSA or Saint Leo University as institutions. 
 

http://www.fpsanet.org/
mailto:Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu
mailto:Aubrey.Jewett@ucf.edu
http://www.fpsanet.org/chronicle.html
http://www.fpsanet.org/
mailto:Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu
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FPSA Awards 
Manning J. Dauer Award 

Best Graduate Paper Award 
Best Undergraduate Paper Award 

 

Manning J. Dauer Award 

 

Manning J. Dauer was a distinguished Professor in the Department of Political Science at the University 
of Florida for over half a century. When he passed away in 1986, he left a legacy that is unparalleled in the 
State of Florida. He had served as both a formal and an informal advisor to scores of governors, the state 
legislature, mayors, county commissioners and city council-members. Indeed, it is said that he left his 
imprint on many public policies at both the state and local level. He is perhaps best known for leading a 
team of scholars and public officials that devised a reapportionment scheme for the State of Florida in the 
aftermath of the famous Baker v. Carr and Reynolds v. Sims cases. 
 
As an academic, he wrote numerous articles and books on state and local government and politics, and 
his work was frequently cited by other scholars. He also edited a well-received book on government and 
politics in Florida. Professor Dauer was a well-known figure within and outside of academia including both 
the political science and public administration communities, local and state government and the media. 
But, his heart and loyalty were perhaps tied closest to the organization that helped to co-found—the Florida 
Political Science Association (FPSA).   
 
In the late-1990s, the FPSA decided that it was time to establish a lasting and fitting tribute to the person 
who had breathed life into our Association and devoted so much of his time and energy to the FPSA and the 
state he loved. To that end, the Association’s officers, Executive Council and membership in 2000 created 
the Manning J. Dauer Award to be given every three years to a faculty member at a Florida institution. 
 
Recipients of the Manning Dauer Award should have a sustained exemplary record of research, teaching, 
mentoring and service related to Florida politics and policy and supportive involvement with the Florida 
Political Science Association. Like Manning Dauer himself, recipients of this award should be recognized 
experts on Sunshine State politics and have impact and recognition beyond the discipline of political 
science reaching out to their local community, the state, nation and/or internationally. 
 

Manning J. Dauer Award Recipients 
 

2025     Sean Foreman, Barry University 

2020     Aubrey Jewett, University of Central Florida 

2016     Jonathan West, University of Miami 

2009     J. Edwin Benton, University of South Florida  

2006     Joan Carver, Jacksonville University 

2003     Susan A. MacManus, University of South Florida 

2000     Thomas R. Dye, Florida State University 
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FPSA Best Graduate Paper Award 
 

The FPSA recognizes the Best Graduate Paper presented at the annual meeting. The recipient of the 
award is recognized at the next meeting and receives a $250 check from the association. In addition, the 
paper is published in the related next volume of the association’s journal, Florida Political Chronicle. 
 

FPSA Best Graduate Paper Award Winners 
 

2024     David Olusanjo, ABD & M.A., Florida International University, Miami 

“Political Violence and Democratic Transition in West Africa: A Vicious Circle of Relationship” 
 
2023    Alexander Krest, University of South Florida-St. Petersburg 
            "Citizen Departure: Investigating Party Dissolution Within Urban & Rural Populations" 
 
2022    Sara Belligoni, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
            “Held in the Grip: Governing Institutions and Emergency Management Procedural Arrangements in the  
             Cases of Florida and Puerto Rico.” 
 
2021     Craig Wilding, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             "Florida Campaign Money: Are Constituents Being Represented?" 
 
2019     Davide Dell’Isola, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             “Immigration and Demise of Social-Democratic Parties in Western Europe: France, United Kingdom,  
              Germany and Italy.”  
 
2018     Sandor Fabian, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             "Why Does David Sometimes Defeat Goliath? Effects of Military Culture on the Outcome of Asymmetric Wars” 
 
2017     Christopher Faulkner & Joshua Lambert, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             "Sign on the Dotted Line: Contracting Private Military and Security Companies in African Civil Wars" 
 
2016     Jennifer L. Hudson, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             “Legislative Gridlock, Partisanship and Trust in Government”  
 
2015     Thomas Just, Florida International University, Miami 
             "Post-Communist Recovery and the State: Case Studies of Poland and Ukraine"  
 
2014     Enrijeta Shino, University of Florida, Gainesville 
             "Absentee Voting: A Cross State Analysis" 
 
2013     Essien Ukpe Ukoyo Ukpe, Akwa Ibom State University, Nigeria 
             "The Arab Connection and Upsurge of Insurgency in Africa: A Case Study of Boko Haram in Nigeria" 
 
2012     Tammie Marcus Clary, Florida Atlantic University, Fort Lauderdale 
             "Politicians of a Feather, Tweet Together" 
 
2011     Magda Giurcanu, University of Florida, Gainesville 
             "Europe at Stake at first European Parliament Elections Organized in an Enlarged Europe" 
 
2010    Jordan Michael Ragusa, University of Florida, Gainesville 
             "Chamber Hopping" in the U.S. Congress: Structure-Induced Learning and Development of a Partisan Senate" 
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FPSA Best Undergraduate Paper Award 
 

The FPSA recognizes the Best Undergraduate Paper presented at the annual meeting. The recipient of 
the award is recognized at the next meeting and receives a $200 check from the association.  In addition, 
the paper is published in the related next volume of the association’s journal, Florida Political Chronicle. 
 

FPSA Best Undergraduate Paper Award Winners 
 

2024      Adam Bernstein, B.A., University of Florida, Gainesville 
              “Pay Fathers to Work Less? Paternity Leave Policy’s Impact on E.U. Women’s Employment” 
 
2023     Colin Kennerly, Stetson University, DeLand 
             "Mauritius: A Question of Democratic Development" 
 
2022     Carlos Gonzalez, USF-New College of Florida, Sarasota 
             "Paving over Democracy: The Relationship Between Highways and Voter Turnout in Florida" 
 
2021     Alyson E. Johnson, University of Central Florida, Orlando  
             "Explaining Income Inequality in Florida: 2000-2016"  
 
2019     Meghan L. Stevens, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
             "Differences in Vote Margin of Candidates in the Florida Legislature”   
 
2018     Alexander Bruens and Mirella Miranda, Florida Atlantic University, Fort Lauderdale 
             “Redefining Post-Conflict Peacekeeping Success in Regional and International Missions”  
 
2017     Bradley J. Caouette, University of Central Florida, Orlando 
              "Regional Political Power in Florida”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Copyright © 2015-2024 Florida Political Science Association 
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Call for Papers: 
Florida  Political  Science  Association 
Annual  Conference:  Saturday, 18 April 2026 

1972-2022: 50 Years      Saint Leo University, Florida 
 

 

 

     Program Chair:               Arrangements Chair:   
     Dr. Judithanne MacLauchlan, USF-St. Petersburg            Dr. Austin Trantham, Saint Leo University 
     Phone:  727-873-4956                 Phone:  352-588-6313 
     E-Mail:  jsm2@usf.edu                                E-Mail:  austin.trantham@saintleo.edu 
 

      
 

The 2026FPSA Annual Conference will be held on Saturday, 18 April 2026 at Saint Leo University, Florida. All 
information pertaining to the conference, driving directions, parking and hotels will be posted on the FPSA 
website by January 2026.   
 

PRE-REGISTRATION before Conference Day is $75 for faculty and $35 for students. All paper presenters, panel chairs 
and discussants please pre-register.  REGISTRATION AT CONFERENCE is $85 for faculty and $40 for students. 
Registration includes conference, lunch and subscriptions to Florida  Political  Chronicle and Political Scientist Newsletter. 

 PRE-REGISTER  on  NEW  FPSA  website:  www.fpsanet.com  or  www.fpsanet.com/annual-conference.html  
 

Faculty, talented Graduates and Undergraduate Students are strongly encouraged to submit papers. Please send 
Paper/Panel Proposals to related Section Chairs including: Name, Institution, Rank (Faculty, Graduate Students, 
Undergraduate Students) or general public, Contact Information (E-Mail), Paper Title and Abstract (150-250 words). 
 

A $250 award is given to FPSA Best Graduate Student Paper Award and a $200 award to FPSA Best Undergraduate 
Student Paper Award, presented at the annual conference and Award papers published in Florida Political Chronicle. 

 

Selected Faculty papers, plus all Best Award Papers and Runner-ups also published in Florida Political Chronicle. 
 

Deadline for proposals is 15 December 2024.  Accepted papers notified by 30 January 2025.   
 

Sections/Panels                   Section  Chairs Contact  Information 

 American National Politics 
 Austin Trantham 
 Saint Leo University 

  austin.trantham@saintleo.edu  

352-588-6313 

 Political Theory 
 Brian Kupfer 
 Tallahassee Community College 

  brian.kupfer@tcc.fl.edu  

850-201-9951 

 Public Policy & Public 
Administration 

 Douglas Rivero   
 St. Petersburg 
College 

rivero.douglas@spcollege.edu  
727-394-6948 

 States & Local Governments 
 Sean Foreman 

 Barry University 

  sforeman@barry.edu 

305-899-4098 

 International Relations 
 Leah Blumenfeld 
 Barry University 

  lblumenfeld@barry.edu 

305-899-3386 

 Comparative Politics 
 Houman Sadri, IPAC &  

 University of Central Florida 

houman.sadri@ucf.edu  

 407-823-6023 

 Regional Security 
 

 Marco Rimanelli 
 Saint Leo University 

  marco.rimanelli@saintleo.edu 

352-588-8277 

 Roundtable: Teaching  

 Political Science 
 Kelly A. McHugh  
 Florida Southern College 

kmchugh@flsouthern.edu 

863-680-4111 
 

Call for Submissions to the Florida Political Chronicle journal:  http://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.htm 

Scholarly articles from past FPSA conferences are welcome as well as other papers not been previously published.  
Contact and submit papers to Editor Marco Rimanelli at Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu for the peer-review process. 
See FPSA website for conference information and archives of the Florida Political Chronicle and Political Scientist:  www.fpsanet.com    

mailto:jsm2@usf.edu
mailto:austin.trantham@saintleo.edu
http://www.fpsanet.com/
http://www.fpsanet.com/annual-conference.html
mailto:austin.trantham@saintleo.edu
mailto:brian.kupfer@tcc.fl.edu
mailto:rivero.douglas@spcollege.edu
mailto:sforeman@barry.edu
mailto:lblumenfeld@barry.edu
mailto:houman.sadri@ucf.edu
mailto:marco.rimanelli@saintleo.edu
mailto:kmchugh@flsouthern
http://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.htm
mailto:Marco.Rimanelli@saintleo.edu
http://www.fpsanet.com/
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FPSA President’s Message: Continuity and Change in Political Science 
by FPSA President Austin Trantham, Ph.D. (Saint Leo University, Florida) 

 

 

 

Dear colleagues and readers, 
I am honored to serve as President of the Florida Political Science Association (FPSA). Since its inception 
over five decades ago, the FPSA has remained true to its mission: promoting Political Science research, 
education and service throughout the State of Florida. The Florida Political Science Association is 
committed to the understanding of the importance of government and international politics in both 
academia and among the community. The FPSA also strives to share important changing political ideas by 
pushing intellectual boundaries and publishing innovative and original scholarship. 
 

As Artificial Intelligence (A.I.) continues to impact and alter the course of higher education, our discipline 
must reevaluate how educators convey information to students—and how students, in turn, learn and 
engage with political knowledge. Saint Leo is currently embracing this new educational reality by offering 
AI-based courses across the curriculum. I am teaching our introductory “A.I. Unlocked: Skills for Life, Work 
and Society” course, while also developing an upper-division “A.I. and Politics” course for launch in the 
Fall 2026 semester.  A.I. is also changing traditional scholarly discourse. The American Journal of Political 
Science recently announced that manuscript authors must disclose A.I. use in preparing their work for 
review. Further, I am currently guest-editing a special issue of the eJournal of Public Affairs on the 
intersection between A.I. and civic engagement. I believe that all in the academy must carefully consider 
the changes A.I. has already brought to Political Science—and what our response will be.    
 

Despite this, some things remain tried and true. Continuity can be a reassuring reminder that while change 
is inevitable in our interconnected and globalized society, we must continue to hold onto and appreciate 
what has served us well. One of these constants is the Florida Political Chronicle, the FPSA’s peer-reviewed 
regional scholarly journal.  Thus, as FPSA President and as a Political Scientist specialized in Constitutional 
and American politics in Florida, it is my great pleasure to welcome you to the second annual issue of the 
Florida Political Chronicle, vol.32, n.2 (2025), p.104. Most essays also in this new issue were first presented 
at the Spring 2025 FPSA Annual Conference at the University of South Florida-Saint Petersburg on Saturday 
30 March 2025. The spirit of continuity and change is best embodied by those we honored at the 2025 
FPSA Conference. Their commitment to scholarship and professional service is to be commended through 
our yearly exchange of ideas about politics at the local, States, Federal national and international levels. 
 

After a five-year hiatus, the FPSA bestowed its highest honor, the Manning J. Dauer Award.  

 Manning J. Dauer served tirelessly in both academic and professional realms as longtime Professor 
at the University of Florida and advisor to State Governors, legislators, mayors, county commissioner, 
and scores of others. A co-founder of the Association, we still honor his leadership and legacy today.   

 In 2025, Professor Sean Foreman of Barry University deservedly received this accolade for his 
continuous, long-standing scholarly and public-facing work to advance the study, understanding, 
and appreciation of Florida politics and policy. This is the second time he received the award (2005). 

 The FPSA is also embracing change in the coming 2027 year. The officers and Executive Council 
have been collaborating on new awards to honor a distinguished faculty member in the fields of 
either Comparative Politics or International Relations, as well as an Emerging Scholar Award. These 
honors will ideally begin accepting nominations in 2027, and they represent the newest collective 
efforts to move the Association forward.   
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Finally, I invite you all to participate to our 2026 FPSA Annual Conference on Saturday 18 April 2026 , which 
brings together Political Science students, faculty and practitioners from across our State for a day of 
scholarly engagement for the first time at Saint Leo University’s lovely rural campus bordered by Lake 
Jovita, in Saint Leo, north of Tampa, Florida. Please pre-register to benefit from the discounted rate at: 
https://www.fpsanet.com/annual-conference.html ($75 for Faculty and $35 for Students, or add $10 
more if registering at the conference site). The same link above lists our 2026 FPSA Annual Conference 
Program and local hotel information. Saint Leo University is a premier Catholic university whose Core 
Values of Community, Excellence and Respect are emblematic of the environment that the Association 
promotes through its activities. Our conference will continue to be a place where new and established 
voices in the discipline can share and learn from one another.  
 

If you would like to join the conversation, I hope that you will get to know our organization better through 
reading and participating in our publications, offered free to the public in our website 
https://www.fpsanet.com/ for both the Florida Political Chronicle as our professional, peer-reviewed, 
regional scholarly journal (by Editor and Professor Marco Rimanelli, FPSA’s 2nd Vice-President), and The 
Political Scientist as our professional newsletter (edited by me, Dr. Austin Trantham, FPSA President). Both 
FPSA publications always welcome interested contributors.  
 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions about the FPSA or wish to become involved 
in our work by joining the Association’s governing body in any capacity. I look forward to our continued 
engagement as we navigate a discipline defined by both continuity and change. 

Sincerely, 
 

Austin Trantham,Ph.D. 
President Florida Political Science Association (FPSA), https://www.fpsanet.com/  
Assistant-Professor of Political Science 

Saint Leo University, Florida   

https://www.fpsanet.com/annual-conference.html
https://www.fpsanet.com/
https://www.fpsanet.com/
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Editor’s Introduction: Florida Political Chronicle Forward 
 

by FPSA Vice-President Marco Rimanelli, Ph.D. (Saint Leo University, Florida) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dear FPSA Political Scientists and “Fellow-Travelers”, 
welcome to this new Issue of the Florida Political Chronicle, regional peer-reviewed scholarly journal of 
the Florida Political Sciences Association (FPSA) published on-line and in colour. All current, recent 
(2009-2020) and archived issues (1989-2009) are available free for access on the FPSA website 
(https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html) as a community resource for members, scholars, 
students and public interested in domestic and international affairs, as well as the work of the FPSA. 
Since 2018, EBSCO Library collection of sources include also the Florida Political Chronicle and all its past 
issues as current references in library and university searches.  
 

This current Florida Political Chronicle second issue at 104 pages (vol.32, n.2, 2025) welcomes our 
readers with an introductory “FPSA President’s Message: Continuity and Change in Political Science” 
(p.12-13) by our President of the Florida Political Sciences Association, Assistant-Professor Austin 
Trantham, Ph.D., of Saint Leo University, north of Tampa in Florida, followed by my “Editor’s 
Introduction: Florida Political Chronicle Forward” as also FPSA Vice-President (p.14-17). 
 

The first essay, “Building Digital Skills: Strategically Investing in the Caymanian Workforce for the 
Future” (p.18-22) is a contribution from the former-President of University College of Cayman Islands 
and Professor Robert W. Robertson, Ph.D. This second essay from University President Robertson 
analyzes how the world of business is significantly impacted by technological advances. This blurring of 
boundaries between the physical, digital, and biological world is referred to as the Fourth Industrial 
Revolution (I.R.). Advances in artificial intelligence (A.I.), robotics, the internet of things (IoT), 3D 
printing, genetic engineering, quantum computing, and other technologies impact on the way work gets 
done, how products are produced, and how companies achieve their objectives. Countries are 
increasingly recognizing the importance of developing and sustaining a competitive global workforce to 
adapt to the Fourth Industrial Revolution. In the Caribbean, the Cayman Islands is moving to strategically 
support the workforce of the future.  
 

The second essay, “League of Nations to United Nations: U.S. Qualms on Global Leadership vs. Idealism’s 
Theory of an Imperfect System for World Peace and International Tribunals on Crimes against Humanity 
and Genocide” (p.23-58) is a joint-essay by Professor Marco Rimanelli, Ph.D. in Politics and International 
Security, from Saint Leo University and Fulbright Chair E.U. College of Europe-Bruges, as well as Editor 
of this journal, with Joseph Cillo, J.D. in Criminal Justice also from Saint Leo University. This joint-essay 
explores the politico-juridical impact of U.S. Qualms on promoting the League of Nations to United 
Nations as an Imperfect System for World Peace and International Tribunals on Crimes against Humanity 
and Genocide. On one hand, the failure of the InterWars Era’s (1919-39) dream of a democratic world 
peace is a key cause of World War II (1939-45) that can be attributed mostly to the Allies’ punitive 1919 
Treaty of Versailles and its war-crimes trials, which had been applied after World War I (1914-1918) to 
politically weaken and criminalize only the defeated Central Powers (Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
Ottoman-Turkey and Bulgaria), which sparked politico-economic instability in Weimar Germany and the 
rise to power of Adolf Hitler’s revanchist, totalitarian and genocidal Nazi régime bent on world conquest 

https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html
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against the Allies and Communist Russia. More importantly, the creation of the League of Nations (1919-40) 
by U.S. President Woodrow Wilson (D) and its successor United Nations (U.N.: 1945-current) by U.S. 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt (D) reflected the politico-cultural vision of America’s democratic and 
peaceful moral superiority as a “City on the Hill” with as mission to impose an end to all wars through a 
new experimental, yet imperfect inter-governmental organization for world peace, diplomatico-
economic cooperation, disarmament and International Law governance. Wilson’s new global-legalist 
policy vision has been enshrined as the International Relations (I.R.) Theory of Idealism, in opposition 
to the traditional I.R. Theories of Imperialism, Realism (Realpolitik or Raison d’État) and the Balance of 
Power System, all three latter theories based on military-economic power, national interests, alliances 
and wars. But Wilson’s Idealism and the League of Nations, later revived as the U.N. during World War 
II, could never fully translate into either a stable, committed non-hegemonic U.S. global leadership as 
the “world policeman” against constant local wars (Pax Americana), or as a blueprint for a future 
interventionist world government through humanitarian peacekeeping and war-crimes tribunals. 
Indeed, no U.S. President truly succeeded in overcoming the nation’s deeply-ingrained historical distrust 
and qualms over trading a previous unstable post-Independence nationalist-Isolationism (1783-1898 
and 1922-1939), or limited ad hoc Interventionism (1898-1921 and 1939-1945), for the constant 
missionary mantel as a benign global SuperPower seeking to redress all evils and injustices in the name 
of America’s democratic moralist values during the InterWars Era (1919-39), Cold War (1946-1990) and 
Post-Cold War (1990-2021). More recently, U.S. disenchantment with the U.N. has led to either paralysis 
under President Joe Biden (D) or critical U.S. cut-backs in politico-financial involvement and aid under 
Presidents Ronald Reagan (R) and Donald Trump (R). On the other hand, the internationalist ambiguity 
since World War I of the U.S. and Allies on behalf of Idealism’s “Collective Security” also affected the 
effectiveness of their war-tribunals’ prosecution and enforcement failures towards Germany and 
Ottoman-Turkey among the defeated Central Powers, hobbled the first Tribunals on Crimes against 
Humanity and Genocide (Constantinople, Malta and Leipzig Tribunals), then the legitimacy of the League 
of Nations, and also the U.N. after World War II, despite the success of later criminal tribunals in 
changing International Law (Nuremberg, Tōkyō, Rwanda, Yugoslavia and International Criminal 
Court/I.C.C.) only to be recently dashed by America’s official rejection of the I.C.C.’s global jurisdiction 
by the U.S. Senate and Presidents Bush Jr. (R) to Trump (R), permanently shackling as well the opposite 
desire of their Democratic opponents (Presidents Bill Clinton, Barack Obama and Joe Biden).  
 

The third essay, “Paraguay Under the Presidency of Mario Abdo Benítez, 2018-2023” (p.59-63) is by 
Peter M. Tase, Dr.(H.C.) from the National University of East, Ciudad del Este in Paraguay.  According 
to this essay, the Paraguayan government under the leadership of President Mario Abdo Benítez 
(2018-2023) frequently violated human rights, demonstrated a very ambiguous compass in its foreign 
policy orientation and embraced socio political changes that have increased the levels of poverty and 
unemployment in the country. Thus, this paper argues that the Paraguayan Government has failed to 
expose nor address the economic stagnation and rampant levels of extreme poverty in Rural Paraguay. 
President Abdo Benitez has not pursued a creative strategy in the implementation of his government's 
foreign policy.  Contemporary politics in Latin America are difficult to comprehend, as we apply 
the lenses emanating from Western democracies; President Benitez's term in office has failed to 
accomplish the basic principle of safeguarding liberty of expression and recognizing that all citizens as 
free and equal.  Thus, under Abdo's leadership, Paraguay has pursued a very unreasonable foreign 
policy, closing its embassy in Jerusalem and cutting diplomatic ties with Venezuela.   Furthermore, 
terrorist financial operations within Paraguay, and drug trafficking orchestrated, enabled by 
Paraguayan Armed Forces, with permissibility of its judiciary, have become a regional security 
problem of transatlantic proportions. 
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The fourth essay, “Asatru Extremism” (p.64-75) is by George Kotlik, M.A., of Sul Ross State University in 
Texas. The Asatru Folk Assembly (AFA) is an extremist organization committed to overt exclusionary 
identity politics. The AFA employs the term “Asafolk Nation” to conceptualize collective AFA member 
organization. The word, extremism, however, is a term fraught with misunderstood meaning and the 
media as well as watchdog organizations have not been rigorous enough in operationalizing that term. 
How exactly, then, is the AFA an extremist organization? This work unpacks the connection between 
extremism and the AFA. In brief, the AFA is a non-violent extremist organization. The AFA does not 
encourage or engage in politically-motivated violence, but the organization does actively build 
community for the purposes of engaging in a private form of autocratic governance in privately held 
land holdings defined as an ethnically-oriented Asafolk nation. 
 

Next, this issue also displays for reference the past 2025 Florida Political Sciences Association Conference 
Program at the University of South Florida-St. Petersburg held on 20 March 2025 (p.76-94). 
 

The fifth essay is our Book Review: “Tyranny of the Minority: Why American Democracy Reached the Breaking 
Point, by Steven Levitsky and Daniel Ziblatt”,1 reviewed by Full-Professor of Humanities Michael A. DeMoran 
of Florida SouthWestern State College-Charlotte in Punta Gorda (p.95-101). Steven Levitsky and Daniel Ziblatt’s 
book, Tyranny of the Minority, is both an examination of the U.S. political system and a work of comparative 
politics that adds to this existing body of literature on the topic of creeping authoritarianism and the rise of 
more repressive and autocratic governments on the global stage. Steven Levitsky and Daniel Ziblatt work picks 
up where they left off in their previous book How Democracies Die, which concerned itself with how 
democratic political systems succumb to authoritarianism.2 Instead, in Tyranny of the Minority, the authors 
turn their attention to the risks that the United States (U.S.) currently faces in this respect, and also how such 
risks had been a feature of the governmental structure and society of the U.S. throughout its history. Thus, 
historically cherished as the “Beacon of Democracy” world-wide, in recent years, the U.S.has been declining in 
the Global Freedom Index from Freedom House. Yet, such democratic backslide should be unlikely in the U.S. 
as it is both a rich democracy (as measured in its high Gross Domestic Product) and has been in existence for 
250 years (over the standanrd 50 years threshhold in the book), both of which are common features of 
countries that are less prone to authoritarianism. Levitsky and Ziblatt seek to explain why this has occurred in 
the U.S., as opposed to other established democracies, looking at international comparisons (Argentina, 
France, Russia, Hungary, Turkey, Thailand, Bolivia, Ecuador) along with how the history and institutions of the 
U.S. make it more conducive to an anti-democratic backlash in the present day. The authors argue that despite 
longstanding concerns expressed in political theory about a “tyranny of the majority,” the U.S. presently faces 
a far greater problem of minority, or counter-majoritarian rule. Levitsky and Ziblatt’s, Tyranny of the Minority, 
is a great contribution to today’s the literature on democratic decay and a worthy read for Political Scientists. 
 

Finally, this issue displays the Florida Political Sciences Association’s Statement of Support for Academic 
Freedom in our universities and community colleges (p.99). This is followed by our traditional display of two 
Back-Covers (p.103 and 104) for the Florida Political Chronicle, highlighting institutional profiles of FPSA 
University Members: Back-Cover 1 depicts Saint Leo University in Florida, and Back-Cover 2 the Information 
and Policy Analysis Center (IPAC) of the University of Central Florida in Orlando. As FPSA sponsor, IPAC’s 
Deputy-Director Houman Sadri, Ph.D. and Associate-Professor at the University of Central Florida in Orlando 
(also ex-Officio FPSA President in 2012-2013) has generously funded the FPSA Best Undergraduate Paper 
Award to meritorious candidates in 2015, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2022, 2023 and 2024. Dr. Sadri proudly 
reconfirms that IPAC will kindly continue to sponsor future FPSA Best Undergraduate Paper Awards. 
                                                           
1 Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt, Tyranny of the Minority: Why American Democracy Reached the Breaking Point (New York: 
Crown, 2023). 
2 Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt, How Democracies Die (New York: Crown, 2018).  
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Our Mission:  since 1989, the Florida Political Chronicle is the peer-reviewed, regional, scholarly journal 
of the Florida Political Sciences Association, serving the academic disciplines and professors of Political 
Sciences and International Relations in a balanced, non-political, analytical, intellectual and non-
discriminatory way that fully embodies both our regional association’s and U.S. Department of 
Education’s requirements for public policy in universities. The Florida Political Chronicle is registered on 
EBSCO and encourages submissions of scholarly academic essays and Book-Reviews from all Political 
Sciences-related Disciplines:  American Government and Politics; Political Theories and Philosophy; 
Comparative Politics; International Affairs and Security; Diplomatic History; International Political 
Economy;  Public Administration;   International Law and Organizations.  
 

Our FPSA regional scholarly journal supports submissions from current and past FPSA members, as well 
as domestic and foreign scholars who have either presented their work at any FPSA Annual Conference 
or support our regional organization’s mission. 
 

Thank you for your enduring trust in the Florida Political Chronicle (Submission Guidelines on p.7). 
Most sincerely, 

 
 

Marco Rimanelli,Ph.D. 
Vice-President of Florida’s Political Sciences Association (FPSA), https://www.fpsanet.com/  
Editor of Florida  Political  Chronicle, FPSA’s regional scholarly journal, https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html  

Full-Professor of Politics & International Security at Saint Leo University-Florida, U.S.A. https://www.saintleo.edu/faculty-bios/marco-rimanelli-ph-d 

& 2013-2014 Fulbright-Schuman Chair at E.U. graduate College of Europe-Bruges, Flanders/Belgium. 
  
  

https://www.fpsanet.com/
https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html
https://www.saintleo.edu/faculty-bios/marco-rimanelli-ph-d
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Building Digital Skills: Strategically Investing in the Caymanian 
Workforce for the Future 

by Robert W. Robertson, Ph.D. (ex-President University College of Cayman Islands)  
 
 
 
Abstract:  The world of business is significantly impacted by technological advances. This blurring of 
boundaries between the physical, digital, and biological world is referred to as the Fourth Industrial 
Revolution (I.R.). Advances in artificial intelligence (A.I.), robotics, the internet of things (IoT), 3D 
printing, genetic engineering, quantum computing, and other technologies impact on the way work gets 
done, how products are produced, and how companies achieve their objectives. Countries are 
increasingly recognizing the importance of developing and sustaining a competitive global workforce to 
adapt to the Fourth Industrial Revolution. In the Caribbean, the Cayman Islands is moving to strategically 
support the workforce of the future.  
 
 
 
Introduction 

The Cayman Islands is noted as having one of the strongest economies in the world. Finance and 
tourism are commonly referred to as the two pillars of the Cayman Islands economy (Cayman Islands 
Government, n.d.). Despite its relatively small GDP of $ 7.14 billion, the Cayman Islands boasts a very 
high GDP per capita ($109,684), ranking 6th globally (Observatory of Economic Complexity, n.d.).  

A key to developing and sustaining a strong national economy is the imperative to develop and 
sustain a skilled, productive labor force (Berger & Fisher, 2013).   

However, the one certainty in today’s global, technologically driven economy is that the 
workforce of tomorrow will require new skills. Many countries are seeing the imperative to revisit their 
education and training systems to focus on workforce readiness.  
 
Global Perspective on Workforce Skills  

The World Economic Forum (2025) notes that “170 million new jobs will be created  by global 
macro trends this decade. The jobs created account to 14% of today’s employment. Alongside, 92 
million roles will be displaced by these same trends. This means there will be a net employment increase 
of 78 million jobs. Employers expect 39% of key skills required in the job market will change by 2030.” 
To respond to these changes many organizations are focused on developing their workforce through 
formal continuous learning, upskilling and reskilling programmes (World Economic Forum 2025). 

The World Economic Forum (2025) states that technological skills are particularly important in 
the future of work. Digital skills are anticipated to grow more rapidly than any other skills in the next 
five years. In particular, artificial intelligence and big data are very important as is cybersecurity and 
general technological literacy. 
 
Coursera Workforce Skills Survey 2025 

The online learning platform Coursera was launched in 2012 to provide global access to world-
class learning, and it now has more than 175 million registered learners. 

A recently released global survey completed by Coursera suggests that:  
“1) demand for GenAI skills accelerated 866% year-over year as enterprise learners equip 

themselves with the A.I. capabilities needed to succeed at work;  
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2) A.I. skills like computer vision, PyTorch and machine learning (M.L.) doubled in enrollments 
year over-year, mirroring market demand as A.I.and M.L. Specialists roles are expected to grow by 40% 
over the next four years;  

3) risk management and cybersecurity skills surge into the fastest-growing skills list, as 
businesses respond to a 75% increase in cyberattacks in Q3 2024; and  

4) business skills like human resources (H.R.) technology and sustainability are some of the 
fastest growing among students” (Coursera, 2025). 

Coursera notes that many of the digital skills required for the future are increasingly delivered using 
industry recognized certifications and micro-credentials as opposed to traditional university programmes.  

Regionally, the Caribbean has seen increased attention with respect to the emerging skills gap 
and the future of work (Robertson, 2025). UNESCO (2025) states that “only 46% of students graduating 
and participation among the poorest at less than 10%, issues of access, equity and completion continue 
to hinder the region’s higher education systems. Meanwhile, 60% of employers struggle to find skilled 
workers, underlining the urgent need for upskilling and reskilling.” In the Caribbean there is increasing 
interest in creating and delivering micro-credentials to address the growing workforce skills gap (Gutovic 
& Tiantian, 2025). 
 
Developing the Cayman Workforce: Evidence 

In the Cayman Islands, there has been an increase in the focus on workforce readiness including 
the development of a base of evidence that frames the issues.  For example, on a regular basis, 
Workforce Opportunities and Residency Cayman produces an informative Job Postings Report that 
provides important data on the workforce and the skills required for specific positions (see for example: 
Fletcher, R. 2025). The report can provide important actionable data required to craft appropriate 
education and training in the country.    

In addition, in 2022, a formal workforce assessment was completed as a part of a major grant 
from the European Union (E.U.) which included participation from the University College of the Cayman 
Islands, the Chamber of Commerce and the Government of the Cayman Islands (RESEMBID, 2022). The 
intent of the assessment was to understand current skills gap issues and the future skills requirements 
of employers. Essentially, the research pointed to concerns by employers in the areas of information 
communication and technology (digital skills); soft skills or people skills and technical and vocational 
skills. Indeed, overall employers noted that prospective employees simply lacked the key skills required 
in the workplace. 

In 2024, a series of workshops (Connelly, 2024) were conducted that solicited input from key 
stakeholders in the Cayman Islands representing business, civic society, government and education. The 
recommendations from these workshops included:  

“1) launch a national workforce strategy;  
2) align policies, education and industry to close skills gap;  
3) centralise career resources by creating a government-backed digital platform showcasing job 

vacancies, apprenticeships and mentorship opportunities;  
4) expand apprenticeships and certifications;  
5) provide hands-on training in emerging fields like A.I., FinTech and renewable energy; 
6) enhance data-driven decision-making by using market data to forecast demand and design 

effective training programs; and, 
7) community engagement at every level to champion workforce transformation” (Connelly, 2025). 
As a practical example of the use of improving digital skills to enhance education reform and 

workforce readiness in the Cayman Islands (Phillip-Durham & Deasey Weinstein, 2025).  
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The evidence clearly identifies improvements that must be considered to address the existing 
and emerging skills gaps in the workforce of the Cayman Islands. 
 
Developing the Cayman Workforce: the Way Forward 

Based on the evidence identified in the Cayman Islands a number of important steps are evident to 
sustain the key skills required by the national economy including:  

1. Develop a national steering committee of business, government, education and other key 
stakeholders charged with quickly preparing a national workforce readiness strategy to 
coordinate strategic efforts in meeting existing and emerging skills requirements and remain 
globally competitive. 

2. Design an integrated national digital literacy initiative as an urgent priority of an overall 
national workforce readiness strategy to provide a comprehensive and aligned system of 
industry recognized certifications such as the City and Guilds. This approach could include a 
focus on general digital literacy (office support), artificial intelligence and cybersecurity using 
a micro credential system. Given the economy of the Cayman Islands and existing global and 
national research on this issue, digital literacy is being treated as a priority. An important 
consideration of this initiative should include the use of industry recognized credentials such 
as CompTIA, Cisco or similar credentials to ensure quality assurance. 

3. Consider the establishment of a workforce readiness foundation as a public/private not-for-
profit organization charged with assisting in securing funding and providing guidance for a 
national, focused education and training system. 

4. Create a workforce-readiness center with oversight by a public/private sector foundation 
board charged with ensuring the appropriate industry certified courses are available to meet 
local demand. Using the foundation concept, provide the funding required to build a physical 
center as a public/private partnership. Recent stakeholder workshops conducted identified a 
pressing need for better facilities for workforce education. 

5. Using the workforce readiness foundation model of an independent not- for -profit 
organization secure investment from business and government using existing work permit 
application fees to specifically support training and development including, for Caymanians, 
stipend assistance for students. 

 
Summary 

The skills gap is neither new nor unique to the Cayman Islands. To retain the economic 
comparative advantage of the Cayman Islands will require a clear, strategic holistic approach that 
engages all stakeholders. The framework for an initiative of this nature has been confirmed through 
recent research that highlighted specific skills of importance today and in the future. Of particular 
importance, there is a need for digital skills to support the existing business framework. The challenge 
is to develop and execute a strategy to retain the comparative advantages with respect to the economic 
position of the Cayman Islands.   
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“Robertson Receives Prestigious Fellowship“ in Caymanian Times (15 September 2025) 
 

 
https://www.caymaniantimes.ky/news/robertson-receives-prestigious-fellowship 

 

Dr. Robert W. Robertson received the Fellow City and Guilds London Institute Diploma from Sir Andrew 
Parmley, former-Lord Mayor of London and Faiza Khan, MBE, Executive-Director, Corporate Affairs and 
Foundation of the City and Guilds. The ceremony was held at Mansion House in the City of London, United 
Kingdom. The City and Guilds Council stated that the Fellowship was granted “for his impactful, strategic 
and innovative leadership in higher education and for his commitment in promoting work-based skills and 
creating opportunities to assist learners in achieving their personal and professional goals. The Council is 
honoured to confer Fellowship on Robert W. Robertson.” 
 

The City and Guilds was founded in 1878 by the City of London and its traditional craft Guilds to ensure 
that there were properly trained employees for industry growth in the face of international competition. 
In 1900, the City and Guilds was granted a Royal Charter by Queen Victoria. City and Guilds is one of the 
founding partners of the Imperial College in London, and the Fellowship reflects that long and impactful 
association. It is a prestigious honour, recognising individuals who have demonstrated outstanding 
professional and personal achievements in skills development, workforce readiness and workplace 
training including formal apprenticeships. 
 

Fewer than 1,000 Fellowships have been conferred by the City and Guilds Council on individuals who have 
made a very significant, sustainable, evidence-based strategic contribution to industry or the education 
sector. The Fellowship is considered equivalent to a Doctorate on the Regulated Qualifications Framework 
in the United Kingdom and Fellowship of the City and Guilds of London Institute is seen as equivalent to 
an Honorary Doctorate awarded by a university. Dr. Robertson has more than 25 years of experience 
leading award-winning organizations in Canada, United States, Central Asia and the Caribbeans. He is 
currently a Senior-Research Fellow at the Commonwealth Institute of the School of Advanced Studies of 
the University of London, United Kingdom. As a consultant he assisting three Caribbean countries in 
developing and implementing strategic workforce readiness initiatives. Dr. Robertson previously served 
as President of the University College of the Cayman Islands (2022-2025) and as first President of the 
Bahamas Technical and Vocational Institute (2016-2022). He is the recipient of a Fulbright Specialist Award 
from the U.S. Department of State, Washingtgon, D.C.; is an International Scholar (Emerging Leader in the 
Americas; Global Affairs Canada), a Principal Fellow of the Higher Education Academy, United Kingdom; 
and a Paul Harris Fellow with the Rotary Club of Grand Cayman--Sunrise.   

https://www.caymaniantimes.ky/news/robertson-receives-prestigious-fellowship


 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 22 - 

 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 
 
 
Berger, N. & Fisher, P. (2013). “A Well-Educated Workforce Is Key to State Prosperity” in Economic Policy Institute: 

https://www.epi.org/publication/states-education-productivity-growth-foundations/ 
Cayman Islands Government, n.d. “Our Finance and Economy” in: https://www.gov.ky/economy 
Connelly, N. (2025). “The challenges to building a 21st Century workforce” in Cayman Compass: 

https://www.caymancompass.com/2025/03/05/the-challenges-to-building-a-21st-century-workforce/ 
Coursera (2025) “Global Skills Report” in Coursera: https://www.coursera.org/skills-

reports/global?msockid=3cfa7c54b84162ae0b3f6e32b92d635f 
Fletcher, R. (2025). “Job Postings Report, January 2025” in Workforce Opportunities and Residency Cayman: 

https://my.egov.ky/documents/d/worc/job-postings-report-january-2025 
Gutovic, V. & X. Tiantian X. (2025). “Mapping micro-credentials in Latin America and the Caribbean: Towards a Common 

Framework” in UNESCO:  https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000393794 
Phillip-Durham, G. & Deasey Weinstein, T. (2025). “Harnessing Artificial Intelligence for educational reform and workforce 

development: the case of the Cayman Islands” in The Round Table: the Commonwealth Journal of International Affairs 
and Policy Studies: p.1–20. https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2025.2507802 

Observatory of Economic Complexity (n.d.). “Cayman Islands”: https://oec.world/en/profile/country/cym 
RESEMBID (2022). “Cayman Islands Labour Market Assessment: the Future of Jobs in the Cayman Islands”: 

https://caymancompass.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/UCCI-Labour-Market-Assessment-2023.pdf 

Robertson, R. W. (2025). “Observations on the application of strategic higher education innovation and leadership in the 
Caribbean region” in The Round Table: The Commonwealth Journal of International Affairs and Policy Studies, 114 (1): 
p.1-17:  https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2025.2464252 

United Nations Educational, Scientific & Cultural Organization (2025). “A regional framework for microcredentials is on its way”: 
https://www.iesalc.unesco.org/en/articles/regional-framework-microcredentials-its-way-university-world-news 

World Economic Forum (2025). “Future of Jobs Report 2025: the jobs of the future – and the skills you need to get them”: 
https://www.weforum.org/stories/2025/01/future-of-jobs-report-2025-jobs-of-the-future-and-the-skills-you-need-to-get-them/ 

 
 
 

AUTHOR 

 
 
 
Robert W. Robertson, Ph.D., AICP, PFHEA, FCGLI, is former-President and ex-Chief Executive Officer of 
the University College of Cayman Islands. Previously he was President of the Bahamas Technical and 
Vocational Institute in Nassau, Bahamas, and has served for 20 years in the public sector as City Planner 
and City Manager in several Canadian municipalities. Dr. Robertson is a certified City Planner (AICP), a 
Principal Fellow of the Higher Education Academy (PFHEA) and a Fellow of the City and Guilds of the 
London Institute (FCGLI). He holds a Ph.D. in Management and Organization at Stirling University, 
Scotland, Great Britain; an Executive Certificate in Innovation and Strategy from Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology (MIT)-Sloan School of Management; Post-Doctoral Professional Certificate in International 
Business and Leadership from Argosy University; a Graduate Diploma in International Management–China 
from the University of London, Great Britain; and a Master of Studies in Law from Vermont Law School 
and Master of Public Administration at Dalhousie University in Canada. Dr. Robertson can be reached at:  
roberts905@gmail.com 

  

https://www.epi.org/publication/states-education-productivity-growth-foundations/
https://www.gov.ky/economy
https://www.caymancompass.com/2025/03/05/the-challenges-to-building-a-21st-century-workforce/
https://www.coursera.org/skills-reports/global?msockid=3cfa7c54b84162ae0b3f6e32b92d635f
https://www.coursera.org/skills-reports/global?msockid=3cfa7c54b84162ae0b3f6e32b92d635f
https://my.egov.ky/documents/d/worc/job-postings-report-january-2025
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000393794
https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2025.2507802
https://oec.world/en/profile/country/cym
https://caymancompass.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/UCCI-Labour-Market-Assessment-2023.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2025.2464252
https://www.iesalc.unesco.org/en/articles/regional-framework-microcredentials-its-way-university-world-news
https://www.weforum.org/stories/2025/01/future-of-jobs-report-2025-jobs-of-the-future-and-the-skills-you-need-to-get-them/
mailto:roberts905@gmail.com


 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 23 - 

League of Nations to United Nations: U.S. Qualms on Global Leadership 
vs. Idealism’s Theory of an Imperfect System for World Peace and 
International Tribunals on Crimes against Humanity and Genocide 

Marco Rimanelli, Ph.D. (Political Sciences) & Joseph Cillo, J.D. (Criminal Justice, Saint Leo University)1 
 
 
 
Abstract:  This essay explores the politico-juridical impact of U.S. Qualms on promoting the League of 
Nations to United Nations as an Imperfect System for World Peace and International Tribunals on Crimes 
against Humanity and Genocide. On one hand, the failure of the InterWars Era’s (1919-1939) dream of a 
democratic world peace is a key cause of World War II (1939-1945) that can be attributed mostly to the 
Allies’ punitive 1919 Treaty of Versailles and its war-crimes trials, which had been applied after World War I 
(1914-1918) to politically weaken and criminalize only the defeated Central Powers (Germany, Austria-
Hungary, Ottoman-Turkey and Bulgaria), which sparked politico-economic instability in Weimar Germany 
and the rise to power of Adolf Hitler’s revanchist, totalitarian and genocidal Nazi régime bent on world 
conquest against the Allies and Communist Russia. More importantly, the creation of the League of Nations 
(1919-1940) by U.S. President Woodrow Wilson (D) and its successor United Nations (U.N.: 1945-current) 
by U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt (D) reflected the politico-cultural vision of America’s democratic and 
peaceful moral superiority as a “City on the Hill” with as mission to impose an end to all wars through a new 
experimental, yet imperfect inter-governmental organization for world peace, diplomatico-economic 
cooperation, disarmament and International Law governance. Wilson’s new global-legalist policy vision has 
been enshrined as the International Relations (I.R.) Theory of Idealism, in opposition to the traditional I.R. 
Theories of Imperialism, Realism (Realpolitik or Raison d’État) and the Balance of Power System, all three 
latter theories based on military-economic power, national interests, alliances and wars. But Wilson’s 
Idealism and the League of Nations, later revived as the U.N. during World War II, could never fully translate 
into either a stable, committed non-hegemonic U.S. global leadership as the “world policeman” against 
constant local wars (Pax Americana), or as a blueprint for a future interventionist world government through 
humanitarian peacekeeping and war-crimes tribunals. Indeed, no U.S. President truly succeeded in 
overcoming the nation’s deeply-ingrained historical distrust and qualms over trading a previous unstable 
post-Independence nationalist-Isolationism (1783-1898 and 1922-1939), or limited ad hoc Interventionism 
(1898-1921 and 1939-1945), for the constant missionary mantel as a benign global SuperPower seeking to 
redress all evils and injustices in the name of America’s democratic moralist values during the InterWars Era 
(1919-1939), Cold War (1946-1990) and Post-Cold War (1990-2021). More recently, U.S. disenchantment 
with the U.N. has led to either paralysis under President Joe Biden (D) or critical U.S. cut-backs in politico-
financial involvement and aid under Presidents Ronald Reagan (R) and Donald Trump (R). On the other hand, 
the internationalist ambiguity since World War I of the U.S. and Allies on behalf of Idealism’s “Collective 
Security” also affected the effectiveness of their war-tribunals’ prosecution and enforcement failures 
towards Germany and Ottoman-Turkey among the defeated Central Powers, hobbled the first Tribunals on 
Crimes against Humanity and Genocide (Constantinople, Malta and Leipzig Tribunals), then the legitimacy 
of the League of Nations, and also the U.N. after World War II, despite the success of later criminal tribunals 
in changing International Law (Nuremberg, Tōkyō, Rwanda, Yugoslavia and International Criminal 

                                                           
1 Parts 1, 2, 3 & 5 authored by Dr. Marco Rimanelli and Part 4 authored by Dr. Joseph Cillo. Additional research on Interntional 
Tribunals by Dr. M. Rimanelli’s International Law class students Devin Prevatt, Rolando Gil, Aron Medyarov and Jordan Cabrelli. 
This is an extended and fully revised new version (34 pages) of the original short Chapter 15 (4 pages) of Marco Rimanelli, ed., 
World War I and League of Nations Centennial, 1914-2019, Special Issue-Book in Florida Political Sciences (2020). 
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Court/I.C.C.) only to be recently dashed by America’s official rejection of the I.C.C.’s global jurisdiction by the 
U.S. Senate and Presidents Bush Jr. (R) to Trump (R), permanently shackling as well the opposite desire of 
their Democratic opponents (Presidents Bill Clinton, Barack Obama and Joe Biden). 
 
I. From the League of Nations to United Nations: U.S. Qualms on Idealism’s Leadership for World Peace 
         The 1919 Peace Treaty of Versailles and its accompanying League of Nations international 
organization were intended to return the world to a long period of peace after World War I (1914 -
1918), which was dubbed as “the war to end all wars”. The failure of the 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty 
was that it not only demanded that defeated Germany admit full responsibility for starting the Great 
War and for all ensuing war-time crimes, but also to pay enormous reparations to the victorious Allies. 
As a result, the German economy was destined to fail (a result hoped by France, but dreaded by Great 
Britain and U.S.A.), while the Allies’ punitive Treaty of Versailles and parallel Malta War -Crimes Trial 
against a defeated Ottoman-Turkish Empire and the Leipzig War-Crimes Trial against a defeated 
Germany sparked politico-economic instability in both post-war Turkey and Weimar Germany (1919-
1933), leading first to the successful Turkish National Independence War under General Mustafa 
Kemal Atatürk Pashá against the Allies, and then the eventual rise to power of Adolf Hitler’s 
revanchist, totalitarian and genocidal Nazi régime bent on world conquest against both the Allies and 
the Communist Soviet Union/Russia.1 
        Before the Great War, Democratic U.S. President Woodrow Wilson had narrowly defeated in 1912 
Republican ex-President Theodore Roosevelt, and pursued controversial domestic and foreign policies 
based on his Protestant Messianic religious-fundamentalist views that he was “a messenger of God to 
the people of America and the nations of the world” and “he alone knew what was best and God was 
with him.” He believed that the he as U.S. President had “very absolute powers of the foreign relations 
of the nation”, but he also believed that such foreign policy “power was never to be us ed without a 
moral purpose …as a major instrument in the struggle against evil” ,2 which propelled his rigid 
“crusades” on the 1916-1917 U.S. military intervention in Mexico, the 1917 U.S. entry in World War I, 
the 1918-20 “14 Points” and League of Nations plans, plus his 1920 fateful losing clash with the U.S. 
Senate to ratify the Versailles Peace Treaty and the League. 
        However, Wilson initially lacked any grand vision of American foreign policy’s role in the world, 
beyond rejecting his country’s old nationalist-Isolationism (made obsolete by the U.S.A.’s dominant 
industrial and commercial role since 1895, as well as its shift to “ad hoc interventions” in the 
Caribbeans since the 1898 Spanish-Cuban-American War over Cuba and Philippines). But such open 
rejection of Isolationism, without any corresponding new globalist doctrine, all but guaranteed 
America’s inevitable future involvement in the Great War: President Wilson resisted both his wealthy 
pro-British industrialist friends and his rival Republican ex-President Th. Roosevelt’s open advocacy of 
joining the Allies in war to save the Balance of Power System and quickly defeat Imperial Germany’s 
imperialism. Despite Wilson’s personal sympathies for the Anglo-French Allies, he initially focused 
instead only on keeping the U.S. out of the war through an ambiguous pro-Allied fake “neutrality” for 
fear that despite the new global European war being relatively distant from American shores, 
persistent domestic political clashes would erupt from the bitterly divided recent surge of large first- 
and second-generation immigrants from Europe since the 1870s (totaling by 1914 a quarter of the 

                                                           
1 John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: Norton, 1985), Chp.1; 
Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”: U.S.A., British Empire, France, Italy & Japan (28 June 1919): p.135-136: 
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf;  Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes & Genocide 
(Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999). 
2 Quotes on W. Wilson: p.10-11 on John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders & Pragmatists: Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy 
(New York: Norton, 1985). 

https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf
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U.S. population) who were siding along the opposing sides of the conflict (the Allies backed by 
Americans of British, Canadian, French, Russian, Portuguese, Slavic, Greek and Japanese descent vs. 
pro-German sympathizers among ethnic Germans, Austrians, Hungarians, Scandinavians, Irish, Polish, 
Jews, Mexicans, Chinese and Italians who after mid-1915 switched sides to join the Allies). 
         Wilson’s initial lack of a calibrated balanced foreign policy towards the Great War as the largest world 
neutral Great Power created more headaches than spared ones: on one hand, America as the largest 
neutral world trade shipper of industrial goods and foodstuff did not politically oppose the Allies’ 
imposition against the German-led Central Powers of an illegal blanket blockade of all international neutral 
trade including foodstuff, relabeled as “contraband” even if by International Law this term is related only 
to arms-shipments, although Washington D.C. had for a century opposed as core foreign policy tenant any 
wartime challenge to U.S. neutral trade, which had precipitated it losing 1812-15 Anglo-American War. 
With German trade at 10% of total U.S. trade in 1914 vs. 80% going instead to Allied nations (mostly Great 
Britain and France with their respective colonial empires) nobody in America complained on such fine 
points of international legal-economic diplomacy, especially when Wilson’s acquiescence allowed U.S. 
banks and industrial interests to expand exponentially their private support of the Allies bolstering them 
with loans, foodstuff, weapons, civilian and military goods, which quickly turned America from a heavily 
indebted nation to Western European lenders and investments into a wealthy creditor one. This massive 
economic and arms support of the Allies, more than anything else, made a mockery of the U.S.’ pseudo-
neutralism and unbeknownst to the country’s insular-looking population it turned it into virtual “co-
belligerency” (an official international legalistic definition advocated by Fascist Italy in 1939-40 to square 
both her temporary neutrality and passive support of Nazi Germany at the onset of World War II).1 
  

     
a. Chart of the U.S. “14 Points for Peace”, 1918.  b-c-d. U.S. President Woodrow Wilson, Great Britain’s Premier David Lloyd George & France’s Premier Georges 
Clemenceau.  e. Allied Leaders in London, 7 December 1918 (Left-to-Right): France’s Marshal Foch & Premier Georges Clemenceau, Great Britain’s Premier 
David Lloyd George, Italy’s Premier Orlando and Foreign Minister Baron Sydney Sonnino. Photos b-c-d-e from:  https://www.gettyimages.com/search/more-
like-this/514880792?assettype=image&family=editorial&page=4&phrase=treaty%20of%20versailles&phraseprocessing=excludenaturallanguage   
 

    
a. 1919 Versailles/Paris Peace Conference: Italy’s Vittorio-Emanuele Orlando, Great Britain’s David Lloyd George, France’s Georges Clemenceau and U.S. 
President Woodrow Wilson.  b. 28 June 1919 signing of Peace Treaty ending World War I at Hall of Mirrors of Versailles, France.  c. Versailles Peace Treaty with 
signatures of Great Britain’s Premier Lloyd George, U.S. President Woodrow Wilson, Great Britain’s Vice-Premier Andrew Bonar Law and Foreign Minister 
James Balfour.  d. Mass demonstration against the 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty in Köln/Cologne, Germany on its 10th anniversary, 28 June 1929. All photos: 
https://www.gettyimages.com/search/more-like-this/514880792?assettype=image&family=editorial&page=4&phrase=treaty%20of%20versailles&phraseprocessing=excludenaturallanguage  

                                                           
1 Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”: U.S.A., British Empire, France, Italy & Japan (28 June 1919): p.135-136: 
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf;  Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes & Genocide (Lawrence: 
University of Kansas Press, 1999); Alan Kramer, “The First Wave of International War Crimes Trials: Istanbul and Leipzig 
Academia European” in United Kingdom European Review, Vol. 14, N. 4 (2006): p.441–455: 
https://saintleo.on.worldcat.org/search?queryString=The+First+Wave+of+International+War+Crimes+Trials%3A+Istanbul+and+Leipzig#/oclc/364928564 

https://www.gettyimages.com/search/more-like-this/514880792?assettype=image&family=editorial&page=4&phrase=treaty%20of%20versailles&phraseprocessing=excludenaturallanguage
https://www.gettyimages.com/search/more-like-this/514880792?assettype=image&family=editorial&page=4&phrase=treaty%20of%20versailles&phraseprocessing=excludenaturallanguage
https://www.gettyimages.com/search/more-like-this/514880792?assettype=image&family=editorial&page=4&phrase=treaty%20of%20versailles&phraseprocessing=excludenaturallanguage
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf
https://saintleo.on.worldcat.org/search?queryString=The+First+Wave+of+International+War+Crimes+Trials%3A+Istanbul+and+Leipzig#/oclc/364928564
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        President Wilson’s highly moralist-religious views of his institutional role as a principled national 
leader “responsible” only to God and the Constitution, and of America’s positive moralistic role in the 
world led him into the abysmal failure of his 1916 international mediation diplomacy between 
uninterested warring alliances for which he blamed mostly Germany. Concurrently, on one hand Wilson 
was deeply disturbed by the unrestricted German submarine warfare in the Atlantic Ocean’s international 
waters against Allied shipping of supplies to the warfront (in retaliation to the earlier Allied “contraband” 
blockade of neutral trade to the Central Powers), which he wrongly equated to “piracy” and threatened 
to enter into war unless Germany halted in 1916 after the sinking of the British cruise-liner Lusitania off-
British Ireland (secretly transporting weapons and munitions to the Allies under the civilian passengers’ 
decks). On the other hand, he was also keenly provoked by the Mexican Civil War slowly dragging the U.S. 
into a prolonged limited regional punitive combat mission along its frontier (1916-17 Pershing Expedition), 
as well as by the ill-planned provocative diplomatic machinations of Imperial Germany to deter America’s 
potential future entry alongside the Allies into the Great War by threatening a potential alliance with 
Mexico against the U.S. (the secret 1916 Zimmermann Telegram by Germany’s Foreign Minister, 
intercepted by British intelligence and turned-over to Wilson to prod him to join the Allies). In the end, a 
deeply-torn Wilson reacted to the resumption of unrestricted German submarine warfare to collapse 
Allied shipping trade by declaring war against the Central Powers in April 1917. 
          Then, President Wilson channeled his highly moralist-religious views to reject once again both 
Isolationism and ex-President Th. Roosevelt’s Realist advocacy of America joining as a Great Power the 
Balance of Power System. Instead, Wilson and his advisors crafted a novel politico-cultural vision of 
America’s democratic and peaceful moral superiority as the “City on the Hill” with his Messianic mission 
to impose on the world such historical insular model by seeking to end all wars through noble experiments 
for an imperfect inter-governmental organization for world peace, diplomatico-economic cooperation, 
disarmament and International Law governance. Enshrined as Idealism I.R. Theory for a peaceful 
international legal cooperation rejecting Realism’s power-politics, national interests, alliances and wars, 
Wilson’s religious-ideological political ”crusade” dismissed military strategy (left to the Allies and U.S. 
General John Pershing commanding the American Expeditionary Force), while only focusing on his 1918 
“14 Points” U.S. peace-plan to end the Great War in an equitable way at the 1919 punitive Versailles Peace 
Treaty, and finally the League of Nations as the first real inter-governmental organization for world peace.1 
         At home, President Wilson’s ambiguous pacifist foreign policy and then his morally-charged Idealist 
“Fourteen Points” crusade was strongly opposed by both ex-President Theodore Roosevelt and his close 
friend Republican Senator Henry Cabot-Lodge who dominated the U.S. Senate from 1893 to his death in 
1924 as unofficial majority leader. They both staunchly supported America’s expansion overseas, combat 
in the Spanish–American War and since 1914 also entry into World War I alongside the Allies, while 
personally loathing President Wilson and openly lambasting his earlier semi-neutrality pacifism and poor 
military preparedness. Then after the U.S. entry into war in 1917, they both condemned Wilson’s Idealism 
policy and “Fourteen Points” as hopeless, unrealistic and weak, while advocating militarily and economic 
defeat of Germany, followed by harsh post-war sanctions to prevent future threats to European stability.  
         Abroad instead, America’s overwhelming economic might and strategic future contribution of 
massive combat forces to finally defeat the Central Powers, allowed Wilson to impose on the Allies during 
wartime his 1918 idealistic “14 Points” to end the Great War by promoting: future global peace through 
the League of Nations (inserted in 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty imposed by Allies on all wartime states), 
no peacetime alliances and world disarmament; freedom of the seas; removal of economic barriers and 
protectionism; colonial redistribution under “temporary” Mandates A-B-C; reorganization of Russia’s 
                                                           
1 John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: W. Norton, 1985), 
Chps.1 & 2;  Jerald A. Combs, Nationalist, Realist and Radical: Three Views of American Diplomacy (New York: Harper & Row, 
1972); Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995). 
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territories; Belgium’s independence to be restored; return to France of the Alsace-Lorraine province from 
Germany; new eastern borders for Italy incorporating the Irredenta, except Dalmazia; in the Balkans 
Romania, Serbia and Montenegro to be restored and expanded; Armenia and Arab lands of the Ottoman-
Turkish Empire to be free and an Arabia state created while others to be split as League of Nations 
Mandates A (Palestine, Syria, Iraq, but not Armenia and Kurdistan); the Turkish Straits to be 
internationalized; a Polish state with access to the Baltic Sea through Germany’s West Prussia and an 
internationalized City of Danzig; the Austria-Hungary Empire to be dissolved in its two component key 
states; ethnic autonomy and later independence of its Slav provinces through the Self-Determination 
Principle (yet later denied to Germany, Austria and Hungary in their respective 1919-20 Peace Treaties). 
Furthermore, as the Great War led four Great Powers to collapse (Germany, Austria-Hungary, Czarist 
Russia and Turkish-Ottoman Empire) with the last three disintegrating, the Allies supported the 
emergence of new pro-Western states in Eastern Europe:  out of the Austro-Hungarian Empire (Austria, 
Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Albania); out of Czarist Russia (Poland, Finland, Latvia, Estonia, 
Lithuania) after the Russian Civil War successor anti-West Communist Soviet Union (USSR) isolated by the 
Allies’ Cordon Sanitaire (quarantine curtain); and out of the Turkish-Ottoman Empire the Allies occupied 
their 15/20-years League of Nations’ Mandates A (France took “Greater Syria” with Syria and Lebanon; 
and Great Britain took Mesopotamia/Iraq, Palestine with Jordan, and the Gulf Emirates: Kuwait, Bahrein, 
Qatar, United Arab Emirates and Oman), plus briefly large parts of Turkey proper until 1923.1 
         At the Versailles/Paris Peace Conference since 25 January 1919, all 27 Allied nations led by the “Big 
Three” (U.S.A.’s Woodrow Wilson, Great Britain’s David Lloyd George and France’s Georges Clemanceu) 
or occasionally the “Big Four” (with Italy’s Vittorio-Emanuele Orlando) adopted both Wilson’s “14 Points” 
and a League of Nations for international peace through Collective Security with a new world order based 
on democracy, no-war, free-trade, global cooperation and disarmament. However, Wilson’s popular 
ideological promotion of Idealism with a supranational League of Nations against all traditional Realist 
concepts of power-politics, armies and alliances clashed at Versailles with other Allies’ priorities over their 
own rival strategic and nationalist aims: 

1. France’s Clemenceau sought to guarantee his country’s shaky future security (only the U.S. 
intervention in World War I had kept France and Great Britain from being both defeated by Germany 
in 1918, as she had already done against Czarist Russia in 1917) and renewed hegemonic leadership 
in Europe by harshly punishing the defeated Germany with a “dictated peace”: she was falsily charged 
in Art.231 with a War Guilt Clause of having started the Great War (instead it was Czarist Russia that 
first called to-arms her reservists in support of Serbia against Austria-Hungary and Germany;  the post-
war German Army was cut down to 100,000 men, with Navy and Air-Force eliminated together with 
tanks and artillery;  she was charged by the Allies with crippling reparations until 1988 over war 
damages and to keep her economically weak;  she lost 15% of her pre-war national lands (return to 
France of Alsace and Lorraine, loss of her West Prussia Corridor to Poland with Danzig, and Memel to 
Lithuania), plus all her colonies;  permanent demilitarized zone on the Rhineland including the 
internationalization of the Kiel Canal, plus Rhine and Danube Rivers;  while separating her Rhineland 
and Saar as French-controlled buffers against Germany (Paris sought in vain to annex them later, plus 
as Mandates B the ex-German colonies of Cameroon and Togo); 

2. Great Britain’s Lloyd George also sought to punish Germany by denying Germany any navy and 
forcing her to pay also British Veterans’ pensions, while annexing as Mandates B the ex-German 
colonies of Tanzania, South-West Africa/Namibia and its South Pacific islands); 

                                                           
1 “Henry Cabot Lodge” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Cabot_Lodge; John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders 
and Pragmatists: Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: Norton, 1985), Chp.1; Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New 
York: Simon & Schuster, 1995); Jean-Baptiste Duroselle & André Kaspi, Histoire des Relations Internationales, 1919-to-1945 
(Paris: Armand Colin, 2017 reprint). 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Cabot_Lodge
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3. Italy sought to annex also the mixed Italo-Croat Dalmazia already occupied by its forces in November-
December 1918, plus German-speaking Süd Tirol and south-west coastal Turkey as a share of the Allies’ 
temporary colonial Mandates A from the Ottoman-Turkish Empire’s Middle East provinces; 

4. Japan refused to join U.S.-European negotiations on world politics, having annexed already since 
1914 Germany’s colonies in China and the Pacific north of the Equator; 

5. pro-French Romania annexed Transylvania (with its mixed Romanian vs. Hungarian-German areas in 
the north-west and south-east) and ex-Russian Romanian Moldova (with Turkic minorities on its 
Black Sea coast); 

6. pro-French Serbia united the Southern Slavs in the new state of Yugoslavia (Serbia, Montenegro, 
Bosnia, Croatia, Slovenia, Macedonia, Albanian Kosovo and Hungarian-speaking Vojvodina); 

7. isolated nationalist Albania remained deeply anti-Serbia/Yugoslavia (over her inability to annex in a 
“Greater Albania” her ethnic minorities in Kosovo, Montenegro and north-western Macedonia) and 
anti-Greece (over her keeping her Greek minority of Argirocastro), while opposing Italy’s military 
occupation before and during the Great War, as well as her post-war annexation aims (1913-22); 

8. pro-British Greece annexed Bulgaria’s Trace on the Aegean coast, but her defeat by the revolutionary 
Turkish army of Marshal Mustafa Kemal Atatürk robbed her from annexing also Smyrna, Greek-
speaking northern, western and southern coastal Turkey, Turkish Straits and Constantinople.1 

         Thus, to secure the Allies’ firm commitment on a joint Versailles Peace Treaty and League of Nations, 
a very sick Wilson (he had almost died at Versailles in Fall 1919, infected by the mostly mortal “Great 
Influenza” that quickly killed millions globally in 1918-21, including at Versailles in February 1919 also 
British Colonel Sir Mark Sykes who had dominated the 1916-18 Anglo-French “Sykes-Picot Middle East 
partitions” and their 1919 Mandates A reorganization) was forced to compromise to the Europeans’ 
nationalist land and colonial requests, as well as adding to the Versailles Peace Treaty a separate corollary 
for a permanent U.S. defensive alliance pact with Great Britain and one with France (stopping Paris from 
seeking to split Germany with a French-controlled separate Saar and Rhineland as a buffer to annex) as 
deterrent against a potential future German-led World War II. However, as a result of all these rival 
nationalist border compromises, most new nations (Poland, Lithuania, Romania, Czechoslovakia, 
Yugoslavia and Hungary) were left with hostile German or Hungarian ethnic minorities, including France 
(Alsace, temporary occupation of the Saar, plus Mandates B over the ex-German colonies of Camerun and 
Togo), Belgium (Eupen, Malmédy, Ardennes, plus as Mandates B the ex-German tiny colonies of Rwanda 
and Burundi) and Italy (German-speaking Süd Tirol). Furthermore, Wilson (backed by France) opposed all 
land claims by the weaker Allied Great Powers: Italy (Istria, Dalmazia, Süd Tirol and Turkey’s southern 
Coast) and Japan (protectorates over China and Russian Eastern Siberia, plus containment of Tōkyō’s 
future military ambitions in Asia/Pacific theaters with the 1922 Washington Naval Treaty on air-carriers 
and battleships, and the 1920 Six-Powers East Asia Pact, as well as forcing the end of the Anglo-Japanese 
alliance), which provoked in both countries major anti-Allies backlash in 1919-1920s and rise to power of 
antagonist Right-wing dictatorships (Fascist Italy in 1922-1945 and Imperial military Japan in 1930-45). 
         In the end, the League of Nations (1919-1940s) under U.S. President Woodrow Wilson (D), followed 
in 1945 by its successor the United Nations (U.N.: 1945-current) under U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
(D) both reflected Wilson’s Idealism, however revamped and perfected by his successor Franklin Roosevelt 
in World War II. Yet, neither of these universal international organizations could ever fully translate into 
either a stable, committed American non-hegemonic global leadership as “world policeman” against 

                                                           
1 Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”: U.S.A., British Empire, France, Italy and Japan (28 June 1919): p.135-136: 
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf; Jean-Baptiste Duroselle & André Kaspi, Histoire des 
Relations Internationales, 1919-to-1945 (Paris: Armand Colin, 2017 reprint); John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: 
Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: W. Norton, 1985), Chp.1; Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon 
& Schuster, 1995); “Henry Cabot Lodge” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Cabot_Lodge 
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constant local wars (Pax Americana), or as a blueprint for a future interventionist world government, given 
the nation’s deeply-ingrained historical distrust and qualms over trading a previous unstable post-
Independence nationalist-Isolationism (1783-1898 and 1922-1939), or a limited “ad hoc Interventionism” 
(1898-1921 and 1939-1945) for a constant missionary mantel as a benign global SuperPower seeking to 
redress all evils and injustices in the name of American democratic moralist values.1 
         Thus, soon after, both the U.S.A. and the Western Allies (Great Britain and France) failed to support 
the League of Nations and enforce global peace. In the U.S.A. the fast rise of a growing pacifist and anti-
immigration inward-looking national consciousness meant that both Wilson’s Versailles Peace Treaty and 
Idealism’s League of Nations were thoroughly rejected by:   

1. a hostile anti-internationalist Republican-dominated U.S. Senate in 1919 led by Senator Henry Cabot-
Lodge as unofficial Senate majority leader and supported by ex-President Theodore Roosevelt who 
was running as a Republican Presidential rival; Cabot-Lodge initially supported joining 
the supranational League of Nations, but with “14 Lodge Reservations” to prevent any subordination 
of U.S. sovereignty and national security interests to the demands of the League through its open-
ended Article X requiring all member-states to automatically repeal any aggression: “The United 
States is the world's best hope, but if you fetter her in the interests and quarrels of other nations, if 
you tangle her in the intrigues of Europe, you will destroy her power for good and endanger her very 
existence” (a view re-echoed currently by Republican President Trump); 

2. Wilson’s trademark rigid unwillingness to compromise during the U.S. debate over ratifying 
the Treaty of Versailles on any Republican nationalist amendment (despite these being openly 
accepted by the desperate Anglo-French Allies who feared losing their new U.S. security blanket 
against a future resurgent Germany)—the U.S. Senate was divided into rival factions and unable 
to craft the vital two-thirds coalition in Fall 1919, with one group of Democrats followed President 
Wilson’s demand to ratify the Versailles Peace Treaty without any modifications; one other group 
of Democrats strongly supported it in any shape; a third largest group led by Cabot-Lodge with 
most Republicans supported it with all “14 Lodge Reservations”, while an isolationist bi-partisan 
group of 13 "irreconcilables" opposed any treaty; 

3. Wilson’s dramatic ratification boycott by ordering his Democratic Party to abstain voting as he 
launched an unprecedented third-run for Presidency with Franklin D. Roosevelt as Vice-President 
seeking an ambitious triple ballot-box victory (Presidency, Senate and House) that he believed 
would assure later passage of an unmodified Versailles Peace Treaty and attached corollaries;   

4. the unexpected dual heart-attacks that killed anti-Leaguer, but Realist internationalist power-
broker Theodore Roosevelt and also felled Wilson whose total rigid opposition to any amendments 
modifying the Versailles Peace Treaty became intractable, given his psychologically devastating 
stroke on 25 September 1919 that profoundly warped his personality and judgments, preventing 
any effective negotiation with Cabot Lodge, while leaving him bed-ridden, half-mad and isolated;  

5. Cabot-Lodge successfully blocked both its ratification and League of Nations, keenly reluctant to 
involve America in world affairs unless it be acting as pre-eminent global leader (a view later 
adopted by all U.S. Presidents since World War II) and with the prior individual approval by the 
U.S. Congress of any future conflict to prevent any future erosion of Congressional powers (a 
concept eerily predicting Congress’ 1975 “War Powers Act” against the Second Vietnam War); 

                                                           
1 Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”: U.S.A., British Empire, France, Italy and Japan (28 June 1919): p.135-136: 
https://www.loc.gov/law/help/us-treaties/bevans/m-ust000002-0043.pdf;  Alan Kramer, “The First Wave of International War Crimes Trials: 
Istanbul and Leipzig Academia European” in United Kingdom European Review, Vol. 14, No. 4 (2006): p.441–455: 
https://saintleo.on.worldcat.org/search?queryString=The+First+Wave+of+International+War+Crimes+Trials%3A+Istanbul+and+Leipzig#/oclc/364928564; Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes 
& Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999); John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: Movers of Modern 
American Foreign Policy (New York: Norton, 1985), Chps.1 & 2; Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995). 
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6. finally by the nation at-large with the November 1921 electoral victory of a neo-Isolationist 
Republican Party with its new “Back to Normalcy” policy rejecting the League of Nations 
throughout the Inter-Wars Era (1920s-1939).1 

  

    
a. Cartoon of U.S. President Woodrow Wilson with the dove of peace. b-c-d. League of Nations’ Palace of Nations with Celestial Sphere by the W. Wilson 
Foundation and a parade of flags. e. Hitler and German generals at the 1935 ceremony on German rearmament. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Palace_of_Nations  

     
a. 1945 Allies’ Yalta Summit: Great Britain’s Premier Winston Churchill, U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt and USSR’s Joseph Stalin.  b. Former-First Lady and 
U.S. Ambassador to United Nations Eleanor Roosevelt with U.N. Declaration of Human Rights, 1948.  c. United Nations Headquarters in New York.  d. U.N. 
Security Council.  e. U.N. General Assembly. Photos:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council and 
https://media.un.org/photo/en/asset/oun7/oun765132  
 

        Without U.S. leadership, a rudderless League of Nations slowly collapsed during the 1930s under the 
sequential imperialist assaults against the West, Soviet Russia/USSR and China by the Axis Powers 
(Imperial Japan in China and Asia/Pacific; Fascist Italy in the Mediterranean and Africa; Nazi Germany in 
Europe, Africa and Soviet Russia) exploding in World War II. Thereafter, any renewed U.S. global 
commitment to global peace under the U.N. after World War II stalled by the East-West Cold War (1946-
1990) against the hostile USSR/Russia, despite cyclical attempts to shore-up renewed American leadership 
in the U.N. from Presidents Harry Truman (D) to John F. Kennedy in the 1963 Cuban Missiles Crisis with its 
much feared threat of a global nuclear war, or in the Post-Cold War (1990-2021) by pro-U.N. activist U.S. 
Presidents George Bush Sr. (R) and Bill Clinton (D). More recently, U.S. disenchantment with the U.N. has 
led to either paralysis under Presidents Barack Obama (D) and Joe Biden (D), or critical U.S. cut-backs in 
politico-financial involvement and aid under Presidents Ronald Reagan (R) and Donald Trump (R). 
        Moreover, although most people think that the League of Nations was the first to develop a new, fair 
and unbiased international legal system to address war-crimes through a special tribunal model endorsed 
by its 52 member-states in 1921, this chapter also demonstrates how the anti-Turkish Constantinople 
Court-Martials and Malta International Tribunal, and the anti-German Leipzig War-Crimes Trials all ended 
in mixed failures as international war-crimes tribunals. Unfortunately, looking back at these World War I 
tribunals, central to all was the enforcement failures against the defeated Powers for generations, and 
how Germany was condemned and punished after the Great War by both the League of Nations (for wars 
of aggression) alongside Ottoman-Turkey (for wars of aggression and genocide of the Armenians and 
Greeks), as well as by the U.N. after World War II with the 1946 Nuremberg War-crimes Tribunal against 

                                                           
1 Alynna J. Lyon, U.S. Politics and the United Nations: a Tale of Dysfunctional Dynamics (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publ., 2016); 
“Henry Cabot Lodge” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Cabot_Lodge  
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Germany’s Nazi leaders (proven guilty of wars of aggression, mass-atrocities against Allies’ civilians/POWs 
and genocide against the Jews) and the Tōkyō War-crimes Tribunal against Japan’s leaders (proven guilty 
of wars of aggression and mass-atrocities against Chinese, Asians and Allies POWs). Yet, still today, the 
hope for an effective permanent U.S.-led International Criminal Court (I.C.C.) have been dashed by 
America’s refusal to recognize the I.C.C.’s global jurisdiction from Presidents Bush Jr. (R) to Trump (R), 
while pro-I.C.C. Obama (D) and Biden (D) could never overcome the Republican-dominated U.S. Senate’s 
hostility. Thus, America’s internationalist ambiguity since World War I has affected also the effectiveness 
of many war-tribunals and their enforcement failures towards the defeated Great Powers (Ottoman-
Turkey with the Constantinople Court-Martials and Malta International Tribunal, as well as Germany with 
the Leipzig War-crimes Trials), then hobbled the League of Nations after World War I, the U.N. after World 
War II (due to the global bipolar Soviet-Western Cold War, despite international juridical success with the 
temporary “ad hoc” Nuremberg and Tōkyō Tribunals), and in the post-Cold War by first securing 
international juridical success with the temporary “ad hoc” International Tribunal on the Former-
Yugoslavia until defeat over a U.S.-sponsored permanent I.C.C. (later rejected by the U.S.A., Russia, China, 
India, Israel, Egypt and few other states).1 
 
II. Constantinople National Court-Martials and Malta International War-Crimes Tribunal against Ottoman-Turkey 
         During World War I, the Armenian Genocide was committed by the Ottoman-Turkish Empire mostly 
in 1915-16 through the systematic extermination of over 1,500,000 Armenian men, women and children. 
It all started on 24 April 1915 with the arrest in the Ottoman capital of Constantinople/Istanbul of 2,345 
people including 235 Armenian intellectuals and community leaders who were later executed. Then all 
Armenian officers and soldiers in the Ottoman-Turkish Army were disarmed and executed. Armenian 
property was confiscated or destroyed, with most Armenian families rounded-up in their residences in 
Armenia and Turkey. Many Armenian civilians were executed outside towns, but most were force-
marched under military escort and little food, while along the way they were attacked, robbed, raped and 
killed by neighbours, guards and bands of roving Turks and Kurdish bandits shadowing these deportation 
columns. Finally, the survivors of these long “death marches” were secluded into meager resettlements 
in the Syrian Desert. In the early-1920s massacres of surviving Armenian communities resumed alongside 
ethnic-cleansing of historical coastal Greek communities during the 1920-23 Turkish Independence War 
and even riots in the 1950s. Still today the Turkish government and population deny that any genocide 
was committed, condemning the Armenian claims as a "propaganda campaign against modern Turkey and 
are not backed by historical facts", while systematic destructions of all incriminating official Ottoman 
documents was undertaken from 1919 to mid-1980s by different Turkish governments.2 
         Although largely forgotten today, the Armenian Genocide became the international legal precedent 
in prosecuting crimes against Humanity and linking them to war-crimes, ethnic-cleansing and genocide. 
The Ottoman-Turkish Empire used World War I to hide these mass deportations and genocide first under 
the guise of war and later blaming Turkey’s civil war, just as Nazi Germany later did in World War II through 
the January 1942 Wannsee Conference on planning the complete extermination of the Jews as proven at 
the 1945-46 Nuremberg Tribunal. The Allies’ post-war prosecution of the Ottoman-Turkish government 

                                                           
1 Alynna J. Lyon, U.S. Politics and the United Nations: a Tale of Dysfunctional Dynamics (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publ., 2016); 
Karen Mingst, Margaret Karns & Alynna J. Lyon, The United Nations in the 21st Century, 5th edition (New York: Routledge, 2017); 
“United Nations Security Council” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council 
2 Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014); “Armenian 
Genocide” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide;  “Greek Genocide” in Wikipedia (2025):  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_genocide;  Turkish quote in Uluç Gürcan, “New Light on the Malta Tribunal of 1919-1921: 
Britain’s Unsuccessful Attempt to Bring Turks to Trial after WWI” at 2017 BATAS Spring Symposium, 6 May 2017, University of 
London, Great Britain (2017): https://www.academia.edu/40013703/Armenian_Allegations_The_Malta_Tribunal  
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for its deportation and extermination of its own Armenian subjects ushered international prosecution of 
war-crimes and crimes against Humanity through the failed 1919 Constantinople Court-Martials and 1919-
1923 Malta International Tribunal, serving as foundation for the subsequent 1945-46 Nuremberg Tribunal 
and 1945-47 Tōkyō Tribunal, followed by the 1948 U.N. Genocide Convention, and later U.N. Tribunals on 
the ex-Yugoslavia (1993: ICTY) and Rwanda (1994: ICTR) who all identified the targeting of an ethnic group 
for genocide as essential to proving the legal framework to analyze the Armenian case and showing that 
it meets modern genocide standards. Once again, in April 1984 its genocidal characteristics were officially 
recognized when three Nobel Prize laureates conducted hearings at the Sorbonne University in Paris, 
France, ruling it a crime of genocide with no statutory limitations. In August 1985, also the U.N. Sub-
Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities voted 14-to-1 (four 
abstentions), affirming the historical fact of the Armenian Genocide, a fact that Israel too recognized. 
Thus, the European Community/E.C. (now European Union/E.U.) and European Parliament upheld in June 
1987 that the Turkish Massacres of Armenians in World War I was a crime of genocide under the U.N. 
Convention on Genocide, implying that the modern Turkey Republic as an E.C./E.U. Associate must 
recognize its past genocide before being accepted for full future European membership. Consequently, 
these international recognitions have clashed with modern Turkey’s constant denials of the events and 
claim that the extermination of the Armenians was a “civil war”, and in turn these constant denials froze 
since the early-2000s Ankara’s process of European integration in the European Union.1 
         To understand the origins of the Armenian Genocide and whether it was not a single isolated event, 
the consensus of scholars is that it was the culmination of decades-long discrimination, excessive taxation 
of Christian as non-“believers”, persecution and violence under three régimes (Ottoman-Turkish Sultan-
Caliphs; Ottoman-Turkish “Young Turks”; Republican nationalist Turkey), followed by a prolonged 
repressive political process as an Ottoman-Turkish project of state against Armenians as “internal 
enemies” who were secretly dreaded as the last Christian subjects plotting a future independentist revolt: 

 Ottoman-Turkish Sultan-Caliph Abdul Hamid II (1894-96) authorized the massacres and repression 
of Armenian subjects in 1894-96 (with more in 1909) resulting in 200,000 dead Armenian civilians;   

 the “Young Turks”/Committee of Union and Progress (C.U.P.) was the modernizing Ottoman-
Turkish ruling government from the 1907 “Young Turks” Revolution to World War I, and reacted 
to the rise of ethnic tensions and fear of disintegration of the Ottoman Empire after the 1911-12 
Italo-Turkish War (losing Libya and Greek-speaking Dodecanese Islands to Italy), 1912-13 Balkan 
Wars (losing Albania to independence, Macedonia to Serbia and Western Thrace to Bulgaria), and 
the Great War threat of partition under the Allies’ territorial aims of Czarist Russia (over Turkish 
Armenia and Kurdistan), Great Britain (over Arabia, Middle East and control of the Turkish  Straits), 
France (over Syria and Lebanon) and Greece (over historical Greek coastal communities in Turkey’s 
mainland of Anatolia);  thus, the C.U.P.-controlled Ottoman-Turkish government organized and 
directed the systematic Armenian Genocide in Spring 1915-Autumn 1916 (seen both as potential 
religious and ethnic “traitors” if Czarist Russia succeed in conquering Ottoman Armenia), resulting 
in the extermination of a large portion of the Armenian population through repeated attacks, 
mass-shooting, “death-marches”, starvation and deportation to the Syrian Desert, with 

                                                           
1 R.P. Adalian, “The Armenian Genocide: Context and Legacy” in Social Education, vol.55, n.2 (1991):  https://www.armenian- 
genocide.org/Education.56/current_category.117/resourceguide_detail.html;  V. N. Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review 
of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in University of St. Thomas Journal of Law and Public Policy (2010): 
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0;  
V. N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem of National and International Law: the World War I Armenian Case and its Contemporary 
Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal of International Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989), p.221–334: 
https://openyls.law.yale.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6a34c6b-6981-4c75-aa41-67ab6dd65f40/content; United States 
Holocaust Memorial Museum, The Armenian Genocide (1915–16): Overview: 
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catastrophic mortality rates culminating in a million and half dead Armenian military and mostly 
civilians under the guise of consolidating Turkish-Muslim ethnic supremacy across all mix-ethnic 
central-eastern Anatolia; other several hundred thousands were killed during the Ottoman-Turkish 
attempt to extend genocide to Russian Armenia in the Trans-Caucasus in Spring-Summer 1918; 

 this was followed in Fall 1920 by the insurgent nationalist Turkish government of Ankara’s orders 
to General Kazim Karabekir Pashá’s army to “physically annihilate Armenia;” finally, the anti-Allies 
republican Turkish Nationalists since 1919-23 continued the Armenian “eradication”, expulsion 
and prevention of any refugees’ return to their ancestral lands.1 

           Since before the Great War, the “Young Turks”/C.U.P. government had embraced an extreme 
nationalist ideology of Turkish and pan-Turanian regional hegemony over an ethnically-homogenized 
Ottoman-Turkish Empire (replacing with Turkish supremacy the previous Ottoman order where all 
Muslims were equal and only Christians were inferior subjects), while seeking to conquer Czarist Russia’s 
Christian Armenia and Georgia, Muslim Turkic Azerbaijan and Central-Asian Turkic lands (today’s 
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Kyrgyzia and Tajikistan to reach also China’s Eastern 
Turkestan/Sinkiang so as to recreate the old Mongol-Turkic “Golden Horde” Empire but now centered on 
Ottoman-Turkey). The Ottoman authorities deliberately implemented policies that ensured the 
destruction of the Armenian population, even while publicly framing deportation as a wartime necessity… 
[and] calculated that the elimination of the Armenians was necessary to protect the [Ottoman-Turkish 
E]mpire from internal collapse.2 

Thus, the Armenian Genocide was the first generalized and systematic government-run 
bureaucratic extermination of a minority group (Czarist Russia’s anti-Jewish heinous pogroms were 
disorganized and scattered over several decades and different localities), before the even more 
widespread, atrocious Nazi Germany’s government-run genocide of the Jews in the 1939-45 Holocaust. In 
this context, any Ottoman-Turkish officers who in good conscience refused to implement their 
government extermination orders or attempted to limit atrocities against the Armenians were all 
“relieved” of their duties or executed. The Armenian Genocide instigated in World War I the classification 
of crimes against Civilization, later codified since World War II in International Law as crimes against 
Humanity and genocide (the novel definition by Raphael Lemkin coined at the 1945-46 Nuremberg Trials). 
Key legal findings related to the violations of International Law in the Armenian Genocide include: 

 it was an act of mass extermination organized by the Ottoman-Turkish state against its ethno-
religious minority subjects;  

 intentional mass killings of civilians, which constitute genocide; 

 systematic deportations and extermination of Armenian civilians, as crimes against Humanity; 

 killings of imprisoned Armenian soldiers and civilian political prisoners were disguised as war-time 
operations, which establishes war-crimes; 

                                                           
1 Quote in Vahakn N. Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in University of St. 
Thomas Journal of Law and Public Policy (2010), p.135; Pulat Tacar & Maxime Gauin, “State Identity, Continuity and 
Responsibility: the Ottoman Empire, the Republic of Turkey and the Armenian Genocide: a Reply to Vahagn Avedian” in 
European Journal of International Law, vol. 3, n.23 (August 2012): p.821-835; Taner Akçam, The Ottoman Documents and 
Genocidal Policies of the Committee for Union and Progress (Ttihat ve Terakki) towards the Armenians in 1915 (University of 
South Florida Library);  R.P. Adalian, “The Armenian Genocide: Context and Legacy” in Social Education, vol.55, n.2 (1991):  
https://www.armenian- genocide.org/Education.56/current_category.117/resourceguide_detail.html;  Vahakn N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem 
of National and International Law: the World War I Armenian Case and its Contemporary Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal 
of International Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989), p.221–334: https://openyls.law.yale.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6a34c6b-6981-4c75-aa41-

67ab6dd65f40/content; U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum, Armenian Genocide, 1915–16:  
https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/the-armenian-genocide-1915-16-overview 
2 Both quotes from Taner Akçam, A Shameful Act: the Armenian Genocide and the Question of Turkish Responsibility (New 
York: Metropolitan Books, 2006), p.112 & 154. 
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 state-directed and planned atrocities, displaying state’s responsibility;   

 denial and obstruction of justice by later Turkish authorities;  

 violations of laws and customs of war under the 1899-1907 Hague Conventions;  

 violations of minority rights and protections were referred to the 1878 Treaty of Berlin ordering 
the Ottoman-Turkish government to reform and guarantee the safety of its Armenian people.1 

         In terms of evidence, during the genocide a German nurse Armin T. Wegner, documented atrocities 
through photographs and reports; diplomatic and public reports were later validated by Ottoman-Turkish 
secret documents, as well as by German and Austro-Hungarian secret reports, showing that Turkish 
deportations of Armenians were organized, systematic and aimed at the destruction of that Christian 
population; finally, U.S. Ambassador to the Ottoman Porte Henry Morgenthau Sr., documented on-site 
these atrocities and sought global awareness among the Allies of such genocide (later, his son Henry 
Morgenthau Jr., helped establish the War Refugee Board in World War II, influenced by the Armenian 
genocide). In the immediate First Post-war, building on Allied international military-legal pressures, the 
1919-20 Constantinople Ottoman-Turkish military tribunals revealed and used in its proceedings also top-
secret state hidden Ottoman-Turkish, German and Austro-Hungarian documents and telegrams. But the 
thorny persistent international legal issue was whether the 1915-1916 Armenian Genocide could be really 
prosecuted internationally as such, despite the failed 1919 Constantinople and Malta Trials, or the most 
successful 1945-46 Nuremberg Trials, given that the 1948 Genocide Convention was not ratified until 1951.2 
         International reactions from the Allied Great Powers were largely ineffective in stopping the mass 
killings of Armenians and other Christians during World War I, being “unable or unwilling”, although they 
secured protection against Turks on the battlefield.3 Nevertheless, the major Allied Powers, including 
Great Britain, France, Czarist Russia (prior to her 1917 collapse) and later the U.S. (since its 1917 joining 
the Allies) during World War I had first reacted to the Turkish massacres of Armenians in the city of Van 
(documented by U.S. Ambassador to the Ottoman Sublime Porte  Henry Morgenthau Sr.) by taking formal 
steps with a public declaration on 24 May 1915, accusing the Ottoman-Turkish government of committing 
crimes against civilization and warning it: “In view of these new crimes of Turkey against humanity and 
civilization, the Allied Governments announce publicly to the Sublime Porte that they will hold personally 
responsible for these crimes all members of the Ottoman Government, as well as those of their agents 
who are implicated in such massacres."4 
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4 Quote in Armenian Genocide” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide 

https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0
https://openyls.law.yale.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6a34c6b-6981-4c75-aa41-67ab6dd65f40/content
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0
https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/the-armenian-genocide-1915-16-overview
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide
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         The Allies’ declaration was among the earliest uses of what would become “crimes against 
Humanity,” marking the start of international recognition of intentional and state-organized killings. 
However, prosecution was partially a failure, as the aftermath of the Great War demonstrated the 
ineffectiveness of the rival European Great Powers in bringing perpetrators to justice, despite public 
commitments to their wrongdoing. After World War I, Great Britain was the most outspoken Great 
Power to advocate the prosecution as “war criminals” of the former-ruling Ottoman-Turkish Pashás 
Directorate and other officers for the 1915-22 Armenian Genocide. After the Ottoman-Turkish Empire 
defeat in October-November 1918, British Admiral Somerset Gough-Calthorpe, Commander-in-Chief of 
the Mediterranean Fleet and Allied representative at the Armistice of Mudros (30 October 1918), led 
the Allies to swiftly occupy Constantinople and the Turkish Straits in December 1918-to-Fall 1923 
establishing an Inter-Allied Military Commission (Great Britain, France, Italy, Greece, Japan and U.S.A.). 
Wartime defeat and political pressures from the Allies’ Occupation forced the new Ottoman-Turkish 
Sultan-Caliph Mehmet VI and his new government under Grand-Vizir Ahmet Tevfik Pashá to create on 
16 December 1918 three national Court-Martial Tribunals (with the Constantinople Trial established in 
28 April 1919) and 10 Provincial Courts (collectively known as "Nemrud's Court" after the Chairman of 
the Ottoman Military Court Mustafa "Nemrud" Pashá Yamulki) against the fugitive previous 
government’s ruling Pashás (Talaat, Enver, Cemal/Djemal and Nazim) for subverting the constitution, 
war-time profiteering and Ottoman-Turkish massacres of Armenian and Greek Christian minorities. This 
followed the official request of 2 January 1919 for such war-crimes trials over anti-Christian massacres 
by British Admiral Somerset Calthorpe as Allied Commissioner for Constantinople and the Straits 
(reconfirmed by the 1919 Versailles/Paris Peace Conference and 1920 Treaty of Sèvres) with the British 
directly arresting several former Turkish officials implicated in the massacre of Armenians, while 160-
to-200 were arrested by the Ottoman-Turkish authorities, yet 60 others run away or fled abroad, like 
the infamous former-ruling Pashás. 
        The ex-ruling Ottoman-Turkish leaders were first judged in Turkish Court Martial Proceedings in the 
first historical attempt to prosecute genocide. The defeated new Ottoman-Turkish government sought 
to appease the Allies’ Occupation and “soften” their ultimate punitive peace treaty partition of the 
Ottoman-Turkish Empire by speeding-up the 1919-20 Constantinople/Istanbul Court-Martials as actual 
political “show-trials” against 1,673 Ottoman prisoners (528 ex-government officials, 170 ex-local 
officials and 975 bandits from irregular bands): reviews of witnesses were rushed, a lack of clear 
evidence did not prove beyond doubts the accused involvements, the condemned appeals were denied, 
imprisonments and rushed death sentences were immediately imposed against many Ottoman-Turkish 
government officials, plus the fugitive previous government’s top ruling Pashás (Talaat, Enver, 
Cemal/Djemal and Nazim) who led the ethno-nationalist “Young Turks”/Committee of Union and 
Progress (C.U.P.), promoted Armenian and Greek massacres, and brought the Ottoman-Turkish Empire 
into World War I alongside Imperial Germany and Austria-Hungary in hopes of forging a future pan-
Turanic empire from Constantinople to Russia’s and China’s Central Asian Turkic provinces. Yet, the lack 
of any judicial impartiality and little direct evidence proving beyond doubts the accused’s individual 
involvements in the Armenian Genocide were openly condemned by the Presiding Judge of the Turkish 
Court-Martial Tribunal Mustafá Pashá and other Turkish judges who felt helpless under strong Ottoman 
governmental and Allied military pressures, with many of them resigning during the trials, while several 
of remaining Armenian survivors who were deposed as witnesses were later lynched by angry Turkish 
crowds besieging the Ottoman-Turkish Tribunal.1 

                                                           
1 See more details on the Armenian Genocide and Turkish civil war in this book’s Chapter 8 by Marco Rimanelli in the third 
section on Captain Ettore Chiurazzi of Italy’s Carabinieri and the Nówotny Pashá family during the Allies’ Occupation of 
Constantinople, 1918-23;  Pulat Tacar & Maxime Gauin, “State Identity, Continuity and Responsibility: the Ottoman Empire, 
the Republic of Turkey and the Armenian Genocide: a Reply to Vahagn Avedian” in European Journal of International Law, vol.3, 
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a. The six Ottoman-Turkish Vilayets with the largest Armenian populations: Bitlis, Diyarbekir, Erzerum, Harput, Sivas and Van   
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Six_Vilayets,_Ottoman_Empire_(1900).png ;   b. Map of the Armenian genocide in 1915 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Armenian_Genocide_Map-en.svg ;   c. destroyed Armenian village of Sheykhalan near Mush, 
1915 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Russian_soldiers_Sheykhalan_1915.jpg ;   d. Column of Christian deportees walking 
through Harput Vilayet during the Armenian genocide across the great plains of the Mamuret-ul-Aziz  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Column_of_deportees_walking_through_Harput_vilayet_during_the_Armenian_genocide_(c
ropped).jpg ;  e. The corpses of Armenians beside a road, a common sight along deportation routes  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Ambassador_Morgenthau's_Story_p314.jpg ;  f. Near East Relief Fundraising poster in 1920 
for Armenian refugees https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Lest_they_perish_LCCN2002711981_restored.jpg  

     
g. Map of historical Greek populations in Turkey in 1910 (Demotic Greek speakers in yellow, Pontic Greek in orange and Cappadocian Greek in gree areas)  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_genocide#/media/File:Greek_Asia_Minor_dialects.png ;  h. Muslim bandits  with loot in Phocaea/Foça, Turkey on 13 June 
1914 with Greek refugees behind and burning buildings   https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide#/media/File:Phocaea_massacre_Sartiaux.jpg;  
i. Greek civilians mourn dead relatives after the Great Fire of Smyrna, 1922 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_genocide#/media/File:Smyrna-vict-families-
1922.jpg;  j. 1922 Great Fire of Smyrna with 100,000 Greeks and Armenians killed by the Turkish army  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greek_genocide#/media/File:Smyrna_burning.jpg ;  k. Istanbul Court-Martial Tribunal, 1918-1920  
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Istanbul_trials_of_1919%E2%80%931920#/media/File:Turkish_courts-martial-Memleket-April-8-1919-Courtroom.png  
 

        In the end, the Constantinople/Istanbul Court-Martial used “unprecedented documentary evidence, 
including telegrams, orders and confessions, revealing a centrally coordinated plan of destruction” and 
proving that the C.U.P. had organized mass deportation and extermination of Christian Armenians, while 
concluding that the deportation policies were a “cloak under which the annihilation of the Armenian 
nation was carried out.”1 Thus, on 5 July 1919, the Court-Marshal officially disbanded the C.U.P. and 

                                                           
n.23 (August 2012): p.821-835; Taner Akçam, The Ottoman Documents and Genocidal Policies of the Committee for Union and 
Progress (Ttihat ve Terakki) towards the Armenians in 1915 (University of South Florida Library); Rouben Adalian, “The 
Armenian Genocide”, Chp.4 in Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: 
Routledge, 2014);  Armenian Genocide” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Armenian_genocide;  Vahakn N. 
Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in University of St. Thomas Journal of 
Law & Public Policy (2010); Vahakn N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem of National and International Law: the World War I 
Armenian Case and its Contemporary Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal of International Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989): p.221–334;  
Vahakn Dadrian, “The Turkish Military Tribunals of 1919-20: a Re-evaluation” in Holocaust & Genocide Studies, vol.11, n.1 
(1997): p.89-114; National Archives of Malta & General Directorate of Turkey’s State Archives, at “Documents on the First 
World War Centenary Conference”, 19-21 March 2019, Istanbul, Turkey (2019);  Uluç Gürcan, “New Light on the Malta Tribunal 
of 1919-21: Britain’s Unsuccessful Attempt to Bring Turks to Trial after WWI” at 2017 BATAS Spring Symposium, 6 May 2017, 
University of London, U.K. (2017). 
1 Quote 1 from p.91 and quote 2 from p.104 of Vahakn Dadrian, “The Turkish Military Tribunals of 1919-20: a Reevaluation” in 
Holocaust & Genocide Studies, vol.11, n.1 (1997): p.89-114. See also: Pulat Tacar & Maxime Gauin, “State Identity, Continuity 
and Responsibility: Ottoman Empire, Republic of Turkey and Armenian Genocide: a Reply to Vahagn Avedian” in European 
Journal of International Law, vol.3, n.23 (August 2012): p.821-835; Taner Akçam, Ottoman Documents and Genocidal Policies 
of the Committee for Union & Progress (Ttihat ve Terakki) towards Armenians in 1915 (University of South Florida Library). 
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sentenced to death (many in absentia) the main organizers of the Armenians massacres engineered by 
the “Young Turks” government and its C.U.P.’s Special Organization: “The Court Martial taking into 
consideration the above-named crimes declares, unanimously, the culpability as principal factors of these 
crimes the fugitives Talaat Pashá former Grand Vizir, Enver Effendi former War Minister, … Cemal Effendi 
former Navy Minister … and Dr. Nazim Effendi former Minister of Education, members of the General 
Council of the Union and Progress... the Court-Martial pronounces, in accordance with said stipulations of 
the Law the death penalty against Talaat, Enver, Cemal and Dr. Nazim.”1 
         However, during the rest of Summer 1919 the Constantinople Tribunal just went through the motions 
of making a great show of its prosecution process, while holding back on further convictions. Even British 
Admiral Somerset Gough-Calthorpe, Commander-in-Chief of the Mediterranean Fleet and one of five 
Allied High-Commissioners for Constantinople condemned in his cables to London the Ottoman Court-
Martials as "a farce and injurious to our own prestige and to that of the Turkish government." This view 
was shared by his successor as new High-Commissioner British Admiral John de Robeck, who informed 
London that the Constantinople Trials’ "findings cannot be held of any account at all."2 Eventually, massive 
public Turkish nationalist outcry against the own new Ottoman government and Allied Occupying Powers 
erupted after the death-sentence (despite lack of evidence of complicity in the Armenian massacres) of 
popular Turkish District Governor Kemal Bey of Boğazlayan. This led to the overthrow of the new post-
war Ottoman-Turkish government, while its replacement government gave a retroactive right to appeal 
to all Ottoman officers convicted with light sentences by the 1919-1920 Constantinople Tribunal. Also the 
Ottoman Military Court of Appeal subsequently reversed most penal judgments by the Constantinople 
Tribunal, but no appeals were allowed for death sentences (several already executed), while national 
popular support shifted towards the rival insurgent Turkish Nationalist government in Angora/Ankara 
fighting the Allies.3 
         Finally, the local British military authorities clamorously denounced both the Constantinople Tribunal 
and the Ottoman Military Appeals as travesties of justice, then swiftly replaced the Ottoman-Turkish 
justice system with a new Western "International Tribunal" under the highest British authority, the 
Majesty’s Attorney-General for England and Wales, to be held since 1919 at the British naval base of Malta 
for the retrial of 144 Ottoman officials and military officers as prisoners of war (POWs), despite many 
being already sentenced to death or life imprisonment by the Ottoman Court-Martials. The Malta 
"International Tribunal” applied Arts. 230 and 231 of the Treaty of Sèvres on the “Armenian massacres” 
in a two-years long judicial trial against the Ottoman-Turks POWs. However, despite the British 
government’s efforts to sentence as war criminals the Turkish POWs in Malta, no solid evidence could be 

                                                           
1  Quote of Constantinople/Istanbul Court-Martial sentencing of 5 July 1919: “Istanbul Trials of 1919-1920” in Wikipedia (2025): 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Istanbul_trials_of_1919%E2%80%931920#:~:text=The%20Istanbul%20trials%20of%201919,of%20both%20Armenians%20and%20Greeks ;  
Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014); Vahakn N. 
Dadrian, “Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in University of St. Thomas Journal of Law & 
Public Policy (2010); Vahakn N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem of National and International Law: World War I Armenian Case 
and Contemporary Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal of International Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989): p.221–334; Vahakn Dadrian, 
“Turkish Military Tribunals of 1919-20: a Reevaluation” in Holocaust & Genocide Studies, vol.11, n.1 (1997): p.89-114. 
2 First quote:  FO 371/4174/E.118377: “Calthorpe’s Report to Foreign Office”, No. 1364.5056.14, İstanbul (1 August 1919); 
Second quote:  FO 371/4174/136069: “Telegram from De Robeck to London” (21 September 1919). 
3 Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014), Chp.4;  Vahakn 
N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem of National and International Law: the World War I Armenian Case and its Contemporary 
Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal of International Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989): p.221–334, see: 
https://openyls.law.yale.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6a34c6b-6981-4c75-aa41-67ab6dd65f40/content ; Vahakn N. 
Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in University of St. Thomas Journal of 
Law & Public Policy (2010): https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-
Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0 ; Vahakn Dadrian, “The Turkish Military Tribunals of 1919-20: 
Reevaluation” in Holocaust & Genocide Studies, vol.11, n.1 (1997): p.89-114. 
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accepted by a British court of law as sufficient proof against them, while all earlier proceedings by the 
Ottoman Court-Martials had been either dismissed or could not be used by the Malta International Court 
because the previous Ottoman-Turks investigations and documentary evidence had been mishandled and 
later “lost”. In the end after two frustrating years of futile trials and despite British Foreign Minister Lord 
Curzon’s pressuring the Attorney-General at the Malta Tribunal to at least “initiate political charges” 
against the 42 top Turkish POWs, the British Attorney-General on 29 July 1921 reported back to London 
that the Malta Tribunal had to be closed with a judgement of dismissal of all charges of prosecution, 
because there was no legal basis in a Court of Law to hold the Turkish POWs of Malta as “war criminals” 
due to lack of evidence to prosecute them for the Armenian massacres:  “the charges … against the Turks 
… are of quasi-political character” and “no statements have been taken from witnesses who can depose 
to the truth of the charges”.1 
         In the end, according to the European Court of Human Rights Judge Giovanni Bonello of Malta, on 
one hand the British 1919 withdrawal from the Constantinople/Istanbul Trials was likely precipitated by 
“the British [finding] the Continental inquisitorial system of penal procedure used in Turkey repugnant to 
its own [Common Law] paths to criminal justice and doubted the propriety of relying on it”. On the other 
hand, he also concludes that the British and Allies’ failure to pull-together a proper Malta International 
Tribunal ending in the suspension of prosecutions and release of Turkish POWs was due to the inexistence 
before World War II of any legal framework with supranational jurisdiction in International Law to regulate 
war-crimes. This indeed was the same problem of the parallel League of Nations’ Leipzig Tribunal.2 
         Once again an exhausted British government beset by a major domestic crisis (the Irish Revolutionary 
War and Civil War led by Michael Collins and Éamon de Valera against London) gave up on its losing 
prosecution at the Malta International Tribunal and by 1923 exchanged all 144 Turkish POWs in Malta 
against just 22 British prisoners in Anatolia held by the anti-Allies Nationalist Turkish insurgents led by 
Marshal Mustafa Kemal Pashá Atatürk. As the Allies lost interest, the Ottoman-Turkish trials collapsed and 
were widely called illegitimate by the later Nationalist Turkish governments because it was held under the 
Allies’ Occupation. The weakened Allied occupation eventually collapsed when the Nationalist Turkish 
insurgents seized control of all Turkey forcing the Allied European Great Powers to withdraw in disarray 
in 1922-23. Despite proofs of guilt, accountability failed due to several factors: the Allies’ withdrawal from 
Turkey in 1923, the new Turkish nationalist movement rejecting official verdicts, many perpetrators 
returning to politics and military roles, as well as “many tribunal records were deliberately concealed or 
removed from official archives during the early Republican period.”3 The later Nationalist Turkish 
government also forced the closing of all national Ottoman Court-Martials and then the new Turkish 
Republic under Kemal Atatürk pardoned all previously condemned Turkish officers in March 1923. At the 
same time, the condemned in absentia former-ruling Pashás Triumvirate (Talaat, Enver, Cemal/Djemal 
and Nazim) with other escaped Turkish political and military officials implicated in the Armenian genocide 
who had avoided execution by escaping abroad to Europe and Central Asia, where they did not fear any 
international criminal warrant for their arrest and retrial (none existed in International Law until after the 
1945-46 Nuremberg Tribunals against Nazi German leaders for the Jewish Holocaust). Yet, soon after in 
the 1920s they were systematically hunted down by the shadowy Armenian Revolutionary Federation 

                                                           
1 “Malta Exilees” in Wikipedia (2025):  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Malta_exiles;  Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel 
Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014), Chp.4;  Quote: FO 371/6504/E.8745: “H.M. Prosecutor 
General Memorandum to Undersecretary of Foreign Office” (29 July 1921). 
2 References to European Court of Human Rights Judge Giovanni Bonello in “Istanbul Trials of 1919-1920” in Wikipedia (2025): 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Istanbul_trials_of_1919%E2%80%931920#:~:text=The%20Istanbul%20trials%20of%201919,of%20both%20Armenians%20and%20Greeks; 
Giovanni Bonello, Histories of Malta - Confessions and Transgressions, Vol.9 (Malta: Fondazzjoni Patrimonju Malti, 2008). 
3 Taner Akçam, A Shameful Act: Armenian Genocide and Question of Turkish Responsibility (New York: Metropolitan Books, 2006). 
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terrorist group in “Operation Nemesis” and many were assassinated (Talaat Pashá, Javanshir Khan, Said 
Halim Pashá, Behaeddin Shakir Bey, Cemal/Jemal Azmi, Cemal/Djemal Pashá, Enver Pashá).1 
         Finally, the Allies and the new Turkish Republic settled on the revised peace treaty of Lausanne in 
1923, which threaded a difficult balancing act by recognizing amnesty for condemned Ottoman-Turkish 
officers, while also giving to the surviving Armenians a theoretical the “right to return” to their destroyed 
ancestral communities in Turkish Armenia.  However, throughout the Inter-Wars Era (1919-1939) the new 
Turkish Republic continued to violate these 1923 provisions for the surviving Armenians as neighbouring 
Turks and Kurds took over those devastated abandoned lands. Furthermore, from 1920 until 2025 all 
successive modern Turkish governments continuously denied any genocide claim or responsibilities raised 
by the Armenian diaspora and international community, while concealing at home all knowledge of these 
past crimes against Humanity so that “nobody’s willing to admit it happened.”2 
         Thus, Turkey’s denial of genocidal intent represents an ultimate stage of genocide by denying 
attempts to classify this memory and to clear Turkey itself of all intentional wrong-doings at the time, 
making it a “Forgotten genocide” in world history (an approach later imitated after World War II by 
many pro-Nazi deniers of the Holocaust). Therefore, as these events faded from global memory, many 
Turkish governments secretly and systematically destroyed in archives and government offices all 
compromising documents since 1918 until 1984. Furthermore, widespread indifference and lack of 
exposure from the international community towards the Turkish genocide of the local Armenians and 
ethnic-cleansing of Greeks after 1923 also set a precedent for future undermining of all new cases of 
genocide and ethnic-cleansing in Nazi Germany (genocide: 1933-45), Cambodia (genocide: 1975-77), 
Iraq (ethnic-cleansing: 1988-89 and 1991), ex-Yugoslavia (1991-2000), Rwanda (genocide: 1994) and 
Darfur (ethnic-cleansing: in 2000-26). These thorny legal issues were not solved until after World War II 
with the Allies’ 1946 Nuremberg and Tōkyō International Tribunals, followed eventually by the 1995 
International Tribunal on the Former-Yugoslavia and 1998 International Criminal Court, all of which 
codified permanent new international norms on crimes against Humanity. 
        Despite historical and continuing politico-legal controversies over responsibility for the Armenian 
Genocide and uneven punishment of the key Ottoman-Turkish culprits, the 1919-20 
Constantinople/Istanbul Court-Marshals remain crucial for their conceptual legal pioneering development 
of crimes against Humanity and state accountability within modern International Criminal Law, focusing 
especially on individual criminal responsibility by government leaders, as also pursued unsuccessfully by 
the parallel League of Nations’ Leipzig Tribunal against Imperial Germany. Jointly the 
Constantinople/Istanbul Court-Marshals and Leipzig Tribunal represent an international politico-legal 
bridge between the pre-World War I International Law system unable to prosecute state-sponsored 
human rights violations and crimes against Humanity (in both peacetime and wartime) as shielded by the 
“domestic jurisdiction” and “act of state” clauses protecting government leaders vs. the post-World War 
II contemporary International, Criminal and Humanitarian Laws crafted at the 1945-46 Nuremberg 
Tribunal (applying the failed Constantinople, Malta and Leipzig prosecutions as factual legal models) and 
1945-47 Tōkyō Tribunal up to the 1995 Courts on the Rwanda Genocide and 1995 International Court on 
the ex-Yugoslavia until the permanent 2000s International Criminal Court (I.C.C.).3 

                                                           
1 Samuel Totten, William Parsons & Israel Charny eds., Century of Genocide, 4th Ed. (New York: Routledge, 2014), Chp.4;  
“Istanbul Trials of 1919-1920” in Wikipedia (2025): 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Istanbul_trials_of_1919%E2%80%931920#:~:text=The%20Istanbul%20trials%20of%201919,of%20both%20Armenians%20and%20Greeks 
2 Quote from p.135 in Vahakn N. Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal Aspects” in 
University of St. Thomas Journal of Law & Public Policy (2010): https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-

Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0  
3 Hannibal Travis, “The Armenian Genocide and the Legal Origins of Crimes against Humanity” in European Journal of 
International Law, vol.19, n.2 (2008): p.349-368; William Schabas, “Problems of Genocide Recognition in International Law” in 
International Criminal Law Review, vol.12 (2012): p. 207-232;  Vahakn N. Dadrian, “Genocide as a Problem of National and 
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III. From the League of Nations to United Nations: U.S. Qualms on Idealism’s Leadership for World Peace 
        Concerning the fate of defeated Germany, Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria and Ottoman-Turkey, the Allies’ 
1919 Peace Treaty of Versailles was intended to return the world to a period of peace after World War I 
(1914-18), which was dubbed as “the war to end all wars”. The failure of the Versailles Peace Treaty was 
that it not only demanded that defeated Germany admit full responsibility for starting the Great War and 
for all wartime crimes, but also to pay enormous reparations to the victorious Allies. As a result of the Treaty 
of Versailles, the German economy was destined to fail. Instead, the Allies’ punitive Treaty of Versailles and 
Leipzig War-Crimes Trials against a defeated Germany after World War I (1914-18), sparked politico-
economic instability in Weimar Germany and the rise to power of Adolf Hitler’s revanchist, totalitarian and 
genocidal Nazi régime bent on world conquest against the Allies and Communist Russia (USSR). 
         Yet, more importantly, the creation of the League of Nations (1919-40) by U.S. President Woodrow 
Wilson (D) and its successor United Nations (U.N.: 1945-current) reflected his politico-cultural vision of 
America’s democratic and peaceful moral superiority as a “City on the Hill” with the mission to impose an 
end to all wars through such experimental, imperfect inter-governmental organization for world peace, 
diplomatico-economic cooperation, disarmament and International Law governance (enshrined thereafter 
in I.R. Theories as Idealism as the opponent of Realism based on power, national interests, alliances and 
wars). But Wilson’s Idealism, later revamped by his successor Franklin D. Roosevelt (D) during World War II, 
could never fully translate into either a stable, committed American non-hegemonic global leadership as the 
“World Policeman” against constant local wars (Pax Americana), or as a blueprint for a future interventionist 
world government, given the nation’s deeply-ingrained historical distrust and qualms over trading a previous 
unstable post-Independence nationalist-Isolationism (1783-1898 and 1922-39) or limited “ad hoc” 
Interventionism (1898-1921 and 1939-45) for a constant missionary mantel as benign global SuperPower 
seeking to redress all evils and injustices in the name of America’s democratic moralist values!1 
         Thus, at first President Wilson’s Idealist League of Nations was rejected by a hostile anti-internationalist 
Conservative U.S. Senate led by Republican Senator Henry Cabot-Lodge and Wilson’s own intractable 
opposition to any modifications to appease Republican concerns over the supranational League potentially 
cornering in the future U.S. national interests and security. Then the nation at-large rejected Wilsonian 
Idealism and the League of Nations with Cabot-Lodge promoting anti-League neo-Isolationism as a new 
winning “Back to Normalcy” policy for the Republican Party in the Presidential Election of 1920, while 
supporting the nativist movement’s "100% Americanism" to restrict since 1922 the overwhelming 
immigration by “inferior races” unable to be assimilated (Southern Italians, Hindus, etc.). The Treaty of 
Versailles went into effect for all Allies, but the U.S., that ultimately made separate peace with Germany and 
Austria-Hungary. Later, in 1920s-32 the Republican Administrations and then Democrat Franklin Roosevelt 
in the 1930s secretly cooperated to some degrees with the League of Nations to shore-up international 
peace efforts (1926 Locarno Accords between France and Weimar Germany, guaranteed by Great Britain 
and Fascist Italy, with financial investments by the U.S. Dawes and Young Plans to rescue a collapsing 

                                                           
International Law: the World War I Armenian Case and its Contemporary Legal Ramifications” in Yale Journal of International 
Law, vol.14, n.2 (1989), p.221–334: https://openyls.law.yale.edu/server/api/core/bitstreams/f6a34c6b-6981-4c75-aa41-
67ab6dd65f40/content; Taner Akçam, A Shameful Act: the Armenian Genocide and the Question of Turkish Responsibility (New 
York: Metropolitan Books, 2006); Vahakn N. Dadrian, “The Armenian Genocide: Review of its Historical, Political and Legal 
Aspects” in University of St. Thomas Journal of Law and Public Policy (2010): 
https://researchonline.stthomas.edu/esploro/outputs/journalArticle/The-Armenian-Genocide-Review-of-Its/991015130984303691/filesAndLinks?index=0; 
R.P. Adalian, “The Armenian Genocide: Context and Legacy” in Social Education, vol.55, n.2 (1991):  https://www.armenian- 
genocide.org/Education.56/current_category.117/resourceguide_detail.html;  “Istanbul Trials of 1919-1920” in Wikipedia 
(2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Istanbul_trials_of_1919%E2%80%931920#:~:text=The%20Istanbul%20trials%20of%201919,of%20both%20Armenians%20and%20Greeks 

1 John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: Movers of Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: W. Norton, 1985), 
Chps.1 & 2;  Jerald A. Combs, Nationalist, Realist and Radical: Three Views of American Diplomacy (New York: Harper & Row, 
1972);  Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995). 
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German economy) and prevent future wars, despite the U.S. not signing the League of Nations’ Art.1 “no-
wars clause” (the 1928 U.S.-French Kellogg-Briand Pacts signed internationally by most states to settle 
disputes only through peaceful means and renounce war, while F.D. Roosevelt failed to convince U.S. oil 
companies to voluntarily join the League of Nations’ sanctions against Fascist Italy’s 1935-36 conquest of 
Ethiopia). However, all these cooperative efforts for international peace ultimately failed in the 1930s due 
to a lack of enforcement mechanisms following the slow collapse of a rudderless League of Nations in the 
Inter-Wars Era (1919-39) under the sequential imperialist assaults of the Axis Powers (Imperial Japan in Asia, 
Fascist Italy in Africa and Mediterranean, and Nazi Germany in Europe and Russia) unleashing World War II. 
         Thereafter, renewed U.S. global commitment to world peace by President Franklin D. Roosevelt (D) 
in World War II and through the United Nations’ ratification as a new international organization for world 
peace (U.N.: 1945-current) reflected Cabot-Lodge’s posthumous influence as his “14 Lodge Reservations” 
that sunk U.S. membership in the League were instrumental in shaping later Franklin Roosevelt’s 
incorporation into the U.N. Charter in 1945, excluding the League’s old Article X automatic combat 
commitment, and enshrining the U.S. as a permanent member and leader of the U.N. Security Council 
with an absolute veto power (shared only with Great Britain, France, USSR/Russia and China). However, 
once again the U.N.’s Idealist promise and mission laid out by Democrat Presidents Wilson, Franklin 
Roosevelt and Harry Truman was immediately stalled by the East-West Cold War (1946-90) against the 
hostile USSR/Russia. Despite cyclical attempts to shore-up renewed American leadership in the U.N. from 
Presidents Harry Truman (D) to John F. Kennedy in the 1963 Cuban Missiles Crisis with its much feared 
threat of a global nuclear war, or in the Post-Cold War (1990-2021) by pro-U.N. activist U.S. Presidents 
George Bush Sr. (R) and Bill Clinton (D), America became deeply and openly disenchanted with the U.N.’s 
inefficient Idealism missions once constant anti-Western and anti-U.S. criticism by the newly-independent 
post-colonial Third World in cahoots with the Soviet-led hostile Communist bloc provoked critical U.S. cut-
backs in politico-financial involvement and aid under U.S. Presidents Ronald Reagan (R), George Bush Sr. 
(R) and Donald Trump (R), as well as diplomatic platitudes and targeted U.S. leadership of joint 
U.S./U.N./NATO peacekeeping operations under George Bush Sr. (R), Bill Clinton (D) and George Bush Jr. 
(R), or renewed paralysis under Barack Obama (D) and Joe Biden (D).1 
 
IV. League of Nations’ Leipzig War-Crimes Tribunals: Imperfect Penal Instrument for Justice 
         Parallel to Idealism’s concept of world peace through “Collective Security” by the League of Nations 
and the later United Nations, most people think that the League of Nations was the first to develop a new 
and unbiased international legal system to address war-crimes and crimes against Humanity through a 
special tribunal model endorsed by its 52 member-states in 1921. This chapter also takes an in-depth look 
at the Leipzig War-Crimes Trials and the mixed failure of international war-crimes tribunals. Unfortunately, 
looking back at World War I tribunals, central remain the enforcement failures that affected the defeated 
Powers for generations, and how Germany (both the Imperial II Reich and Nazi III Reich) was twice 
condemned for wars of aggression and twice punished by the League of Nations after the Great War with 
the Leipzig War-crimes Trials and by the U.N. after World War II with the 1945-46 Nuremberg War-crimes 
Tribunal against Nazi leaders for the genocide against the Jews, followed by the parallel Tōkyō Tribunal 
against Imperial Japan. Still today, the hope for to consolidate new International Humanitarian Law into 
an effective permanent U.S.-led International Criminal Court (I.C.C.) created by U.S. President Bill Clinton 
(D) have been thoroughly dashed by a deeply ideologically-divided America in its subsequent rejection of 
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1972); Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995); Peter R. Baehr & Leon Gordenker, The United Nations: 
Reality and Ideal, 4th ed. (New York: Palgrave/Macmillan, 2005). 
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the I.C.C.’s global jurisdiction from Presidents Bush Jr. (R) to Trump (R), while the pro-I.C.C. Obama (D) and 
Biden (D) never overcame persistent hostility by the Republican-dominated U.S. Senate.1 
 

     
a.  U.S. Senator Henry Cabot-Lodge in World War I,  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Cabot_Lodge ;   b-c. Leipzig war-crimes trials, Weimar Germany 1921, 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leipzig_war_crimes_trials ;   d. Jewish prisoners at the Auschwitz Nazi Extermination Camp, 1944, 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials;  e. Nuremberg war-crimes trials, Germany 1946, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials  

    
a. Tōkyō war-crimes trials, 1946, https://www.nationalww2museum.org/war/topics/tokyo-war-crimes-trial ;  b-c. International Tribunal on Former-Yugoslavia, 1990s-
2000s, https://www.icty.org/en/content/visits;  d. International Criminal Court, 2000s, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Criminal_Court  
 

         The Leipzig War-Crimes Trials was the first and only war-crimes trials to be held by the League of 
Nations. To comprehend how the war-crimes trials were legally imperfect you must examine the war-
crimes that were committed and understand the range of sentencing imposed on the Germans. 
Examination of the only six legal cases, out of 1,590, that resulted in a guilty verdict illustrates the failure 
of the Leipzig Tribunal. The six cases tried by the court, which resulted in guilty verdicts would range from, 
mistreatment of prisoners to the role of U-Boat warfare. The importance of this would be magnified over 
the decades as these trials set precedent for future war-crimes trials. This essay seeks to elaborate how 
the League of Nations first created and then abandoned a new legal system to judge war-crimes only of 
defeated parties. The Leipzig War-Crimes Trials are a perfect example of how the victors wrote the rules 
as well as ignoring the rules of the Tribunal.2 
         To begin the journey to understand how Germany was hurt by the failures of the League of Nations, 
Treaty of Versailles and Leipzig War-Crimes Tribunals it is important to first inspect the Treaty of Versailles 
in an effort to understand the rational of the Tribunals. The Versailles Treaty was made by the Allied Great 
Powers of France, Great Britain and United States (“Big Three”), with Italy (“Big Four”), plus Japan, 
Belgium, Serbia-Montenegro/Yugoslavia, Portugal, Greece and Romania. The first time Germany was 
handed such punitive treaty it refused to sign it and dubbed it a Diktat (imposition) as it stated that only 
Germany was at fault for the Great War (“Guilt Clause”), although the Central Powers alliance comprised 
Imperial Germany, Imperial Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria and Ottoman-Turkish Empire. This cannot be fair, 
even though Germany may have technically started the Great War. That does not even mean they are 
                                                           
1  Henry Kissinger, Diplomacy (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995); John G. Stoessinger, Crusaders and Pragmatists: Movers of 
Modern American Foreign Policy (New York: W. Norton, 1985), Chps.1 & 2. 
2 Morten Bergsmo, Cheah Wui Ling & Yi Ping, Historical Origins of International Criminal Law: Volume 1 (2014), see:  
https://www.legal-tools.org/doc/6a26c8/pdf/;  Alan Kramer, “The First Wave of International War Crimes Trials: Istanbul and 
Leipzig Academia European” in United Kingdom European Review, Vol.14, n.4 (2006): p.441–455, see: 
https://saintleo.on.worldcat.org/search?queryString=The+First+Wave+of+International+War+Crimes+Trials%3A+Istanbul+and+Leipzig#/
oclc/364928564; Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999).; Howard Ball, 
Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999). 
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fully responsible for the entire Great War. Yet, Germany was punished more than most Central Powers, 
as Germany lost many of its country’s economic resource, 15% of its lands and all its colonies, while the 
weaker Austro-Hungarian and Ottoman-Turkish Empires were dismembered into smaller ethnic states).  
         Weimar Germany also refused initially to sign the 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty because the Allies 
imposed on Germany unprecedented, enormous war-reparations at 112 billions gold Reichsmarks (U.S. 
$26.3 billions at the time) out of a total for all defeated Central Powers of 132 billion gold Reichsmarks 
(U.S. $33 billions at the time, equivalent to $605 billions in 2025) through Arts. 222-223: “Germany 
undertakes to restore without delay from the date of the coming into force of the present Treaty all 
articles, money, securities and documents which have belonged to nationals of the Allied and Associated 
Powers and which have been retained by the German authorities.”1 In addition, Weimar Germany was 
ordered to give to the Allies these resources: 370,900 in live-stock within six-to-seven years; to Belgium 
eight million tons of coal annually for 10 years; to France seven million tons of coal per year for 10 years, 
plus 35,000 tons of Benzol, 50,000 tons of Coal tar and 30,000 tons Sulphate of ammonia.  
         Ominously, famed British economist John Keynes called the Treaty of Versailles a Carthaginian 
“punitive” peace that would economically destroy Weimar Germany, while most Germans saw the 
reparations as a national humiliation, which also resonated as a key propaganda tool for the Right-wing 
Nazi Party. After a temporary shortfall in German war-reparation payments in 1923, France used this as a 
pretext to immediately occupy Weimar Germany’s industrial Ruhr region in 1924-26 to enforce payments 
and try to dominate the defeated ex-Hegemon, causing an international crisis (given the anti-French 
opposition by Great Britain, Fascist Italy and the U.S.A.) and the economic collapse of Weimar Germany 
over hyper-inflation. In the end after the U.S.-led financial restructuring and refinancing with U.S. foreign 
loans under the 1924 Dawes and 1928 Young Plans, German war-reparations were estimated to run until 
1988 before being suspended in 1931 due to the 1929 Great Depression, and later abolished by Nazi 
Germany’s new Chancellor/Premier Adolf Hitler in 1933 (interest payments were continued until 1939). 
In the end, Germany did pay a large amount of these unjust war-reparations (21 billions gold Reichsmarks 
in 1919-1931), mostly funded by U.S. foreign loans (1924 Dawes and 1928 Young Plans).2 
         After Nazi Germany was destroyed in 1945, its successor-state the democratic West Germany 
Republic, followed by the re-united Germany were forced to resume the post-World War I war-reparation 
payments until their planned full completion and expiration by 1988. These unpaid World War I war-
reparations were re-imposed on a then twice-defeated Germany after World War II, and only many 
decades later by 3 October 2010 did Germany finally fully pay the original war-payments scheduled to 
1988)! The reason for renewing payments on these old Versailles war-reparations was because, despite 
the three sequential crashes of Germany’s economy (1919-20, 1924-26 and 1929-33), the Allies re-
imposed in 1945-49 on twice-defeated Germany the legal obligation to pay all past war-reparations, 
regardless of not being able to do so after the temporary 1931 Moratorium and later Hitler’s unilateral 
abrogation in 1933-to-1939 of all punitive Versailles Treaty economic and politico-military provisions. 
These Great War reparations were added to post-World War II new ones, including significant 
Holocaust-related restitution payments, totaling Euros 63 billions (equivalent to approximately $87.9 
billions) from 1945 to 2018 to Jewish victims and their heirs, as well as to Israel ($14 billions at the 
time, or $36.5 billions by 2022 value). 

                                                           
1 Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”: U.S.A., British Empire, France, Italy & Japan  (28 June 1919): p.135-136, 
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Viking Press, 1989); “World War I Reparations” in Wikipedia (2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/World_War_I_reparations; 
Jean-Baptiste Duroselle & André Kaspi, Histoire des Relations Internationales, 1919-to-1945 (Paris: Armand Colin, 2017 reprint). 
2 “World War I Reparations” in Wikipedia (2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/World_War_I_reparations; Jean-Baptiste 
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         Further painful parts of the Versailles Peace Treaty was Germany’s loss of 15% of its national lands 
and 10% of population to rival neighbours (France, Poland, Belgium, Denmark, Lithuania), plus losing all 
its colonies annexed as League of Nations semi-permanent Mandates B in Africa by Great Britain (South-
West Africa/Namibia, Tanganyka and part of Cameroon), France (Camerun and Togo) and Belgium 
(Rwanda-Burundi), plus Mandates C in the Pacific to Great Britain, Australia and New Zealand (ex-
German Pacific islands below the Equator) and Japan (ex-German Pacific islands above the Equator and 
the Tsing-Tao area in China).1 
         The Versailles Treaty also forced Weimar Germany to disarm, which meant they were prohibited 
from having as armaments any tanks, aircraft, poison gas, submarines and large warships (air-carriers, 
battleships, battle-cruisers, heavy-cruisers). The disarmed Weimar German Army would be cut-down to 
just 100,000 volunteers and 15,000 sailors in the Navy, with no Air Force allowed. The League of Nations’ 
goal to disarm Germany was to prevent any future war, but this was seen by most as a clear policy to 
permanently weaken Germany as an ex-Hegemon, not to prevent future European wars. When the post-
war democratic republic of Weimar Germany was given the final Treaty of Versailles to sign it was also 
threatened with immediate invasion if it was not signed within 24 hours, while a weak, chaotic and half-
starved Weimar Germany was striving to offset rival bloody domestic clashes in a semi-civil war between 
Communist insurgents (Spartakists) vs. pro-government Right-wing ex-military veteran units (Freikorps) 
in the following years. The Treaty of Versailles was finally signed on 28 June 1919. The Allies never 
considered what the distraught Germans thought about the Versailles Treaty. Germany’s reaction to the 
Versailles Treaty is summed up by the Berliner Tageblatt newspaper’s editorial that the Versailles Treaty 
was: “A document of the oldest type of subjugation polities, far removed from the ideas of the League of 
Nations, without the least hint of a new spirit, substituting force for justice.”2  
         The Leipzig War-Crimes Trials started on 23 May 1921 to try alleged German war criminals before 
the German Reichsgericht (Supreme Court) in Leipzig, Germany, as part of penalties imposed on the 
German government based on Articles 228-229 of the Treaty of Versailles: “Such persons shall, if found 
guilty, be sentenced to punishments to establish by law. These provisions will apply notwithstanding any 
proceedings or prosecution before a tribunal in Germany or in the territory of her allies.”3   
         The Allies also stacked the legal deck to made sure that Germany could not have a fair trial, due to 
the fact that the Allies held biased punitive opinions. Article 228 allowed the Allied governments to try 
German war-criminals in military tribunals, while violating the legal principle of double jeopardy whenever 
the accused had already been tried and sentenced in German court-martials, with the German 
government forced to extradite any accused. The League of Nations initially wanted to try over 1,590 men 
accused of war-crimes. However, Weimar Germany refused to extradite any German citizens to the Allies 
and suggested instead relying on the German justice system at the Reichsgericht in Leipzig. In the end the 
Allies agreed and gave Germany the power to conduct such trials on 7 May 1920, while handling to the 
Germans a radically cut-down list of 45 accused persons. However, many of them could not be found and 
in many cases few credible evidences were found against them. Thus, the Allied list was further reduced 
to only 12 trials, of which six were found guilty. Although the Leipzig Trial was held in the German Supreme 
Court, it secretly worked against the Allies because only six German men were found guilty, despite this 
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3  Quote: Treaty of Peace with Germany “Treaty of Versailles”, idem, p.137; Mullins, Claud, The Leipzig Trials: Account of War-Criminals' 
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not making sense as many trials had already started in France and Belgium, before moving the trials to 
Germany. Other three people not on the Allies list had already been tried by the Reichsgericht and 
condemned for looting in Belgium (Dietrich Lottmann, Paul Niegel and Paul Sangerhausen). In any case, 
the German people saw the trials as a humiliation and reminder of losing the Great War. It was hard for 
prosecutors because many of the men that were standing trial had the support of the German people who 
saw them as patriots. When the court examined British prisoners of war (POWs) mistreatment, they found 
that many complaints were about food and coffee rations. They found that due to the Allied blockade 
nobody in Germany had any supplies.1 
         Three examples of mistreatments of Allied POWs were revealed and debated in the Leipzig Trials: 

1. German Sergeant Karl Heynen who oversaw the “Friedrich der Grosse” POWs Camp forced British 
POWs to work in its coal mines. Heynen also used capital punishment to beat with fists and rifle 
butts or torture 200 British and 40 Russian POWs. One English prisoner named Cross was tortured 
so much that he went insane causing him to constantly scream in the middle of the night. English 
prisoner McDonald who escaped the POWs Camp and recaptured, was then heavily beaten with a 
rifle butt by Heynen. Sergeant Heynen had already been court-marshalled three times in Germany 
in the Great War for such mistreatments, but with suspended sentences. Finally, the Leipzig Court 
found him guilty on 15 charges of brutality and sentenced to 10 months of prison, after which the 
London Times’ Leipzig correspondent called the trial "a scandalous failure of justice".  

2. German Captain Emil Müller was in charge of “Flavy-le-Martel” POWs Camp which was 
considered to be unfit for prisoners: it had only two barracks for the prisoners, which left the 
rest in unfit conditions. Most Allied prisoners had to sleep on the floor and many prisoners got 
sick because of unsanitary conditions and many died from untreated illnesses. Captain Müller 
forced the sick POWs to work, and allow his subordinates to mistreat and brutalize POWs. 
However, Captain Müller proved he had tried very hard to improve conditions at the POWs 
Camp, but had been hamstrung by military bureaucracy, while his lawyer showed that 
a dysentery outbreak that killed 500 Allied POWs happened after he left his command. The Court 
held as proven nine incidents of deliberate personal cruelty and he was sentenced to six months 
of prison. The term "command responsibility" was first used in this national war-crimes trial, and 
then used by the Allies in the 1946 Nuremberg and Tōkyō International Trials against Nazi 
Germany and Imperial Japan. 

3. German Private Robert Neumann was in charge of British POWs who worked in a chemical 
factory at Pommerensdorf. English POW Kirkbride was working in the factory when Private 
Neumann approached him and spoke to him in German, which Kirkbride did not understand. He 
was then beaten in the head by Neumann. British prisoners testified that Private Robert 
Neumann once hit a prisoner with his rifle because he was flirting with German women instead 
of working. Private Neumann in his defense said he was following orders which allowed such 
treatment of POWs. The Court condemned him on 12 of his 17 counts of assault and sentenced 
him to six months of prison.2 

         Great Britain was not the only country complaining about German mistreatment of Allied POWs, and 
the French also made their case heard by trying Major Benno Crusius. Major Crusius received orders from 
Lieutenant-General Karl Stenger in August 1914 at the onset of World War I to execute all his French 

                                                           
1  Morten Bergsmo, Cheah Wui Ling & Yi Ping, Historical Origins of International Criminal Law, idem;  Alan Kramer, “First Wave of 

International War-Crimes Trials: Istanbul & Leipzig”, idem, p.441–455;  Mullins, Claud, Leipzig Trials, idem; “Leipzig War-Crimes Trials” 
in Wikipedia (2025);  “Leipzig Trials (1921-27): Between National Disgrace & Juridical Farce” in Die Welt der Habsburgers (2020). 
2 Alan Kramer, “First Wave of International War Crimes Trials: Leipzig”, idem, p.441–455;  Mullins, Claud, Leipzig Trials, idem; “Leipzig 

War-Crimes Trials” in Wikipedia (2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leipzig_war_crimes_trials;  “The Leipzig Trials (1921-27): Between National 
Disgrace and Juridical Farce” in Die Welt der Habsburgers (2020): https://ww1.habsburger.net/en/chapters/leipzig-trials-1921-1927-between-national-disgrace-and-juridical-farce
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prisoners, which Crusius carried out in two rounds and forced his subordinates to do the same resulting 
in the death of several French POWs. The executions took place on the front-lines. Lieutenant-General 
Stenger denied he had issued such orders, and was found not guilty of war-crimes. The French Court found 
Major Crusius not guilty by reason of insanity and charged him with homicide due to negligence and 
sentenced to two years in prison and dismissed from the officer corps.  
         The German Supreme Court also looked at U-Boats warfare. This was the biggest cause for the British 
government because the Germans sunk some British hospital ships. Captain Karl Neumann was 
prosecuted for the sinking of the British hospital ship HMHS Dover Castle in the Mediterranean Sea on 26 
May 1917 by U-Boat 67. The British used this hospital ship sinking in propaganda posters for their 
international pressure movement against Germany for the Leipzig Trials. First-Lieutenants Ludwig Dithmar 
and John Boldt were tried for the sinking of unarmed Canadian hospital ship HMHS Llandovery Castle on 27 
June 1918 off the coast of Ireland when returning to Great Britain when it was struck by a torpedo from 
German U-Boat 86. The order was given by Captain Patzig who could not be brought to trial. First-Lieutenant 
Dithmar was the First Officer at the time. The reason for the attack was that they believed that it was 
transporting troops and munitions, which was later proven they did not. Boldt claimed that he was carrying 
out orders when he open fire upon the lifeboats, with 234 medical personnel, soldiers and sailors killed during 
the sinking and subsequent machine-gunning of the lifeboats. Only 24 civilians were spared in the last life-boat 
and saved by the Germans. Both First-Lieutenants refused to give evidence for the case, which leads to both 
receiving the same sentence of four years in prison. These cases from the Leipzig Trials show that the atrocities 
that were committed were not fully addressed during the trials. Unfortunately, the Leipzig Trails were widely 
regarded at the time as a massive failure by the Allies because they gave the control of the court to the 
Germans and many cases were thrown out, which resulted in only six German soldiers being found guilty of 
war-crimes. The Allies consider the punishments that were handed down by the German courts to be no more 
than a slap on the wrist for the convicted. Only in the longer term, the Leipzig Trails were seen as a step toward 
the introduction of a comprehensive system for the prosecution of international law violations.1 
         To truly see how this has affected Germany we must look towards the future of the country. The first 
major problem to affect Germany was the fall of their economy, which collapsed during 1929-32. This would 
lead to the German people looking for someone to relieve them from their hard times. They were also hated 
by the world because of the Treaty of Versailles. This made the German people into a symbol of evil after 
the Great War was over. These two factors would push the German people to believe in the future of the 
Nazi war machine. The hunger for better a life mixed with the call for war and the discrimination by the 
world would lead to the German people taking all their pent up anger out on the Jewish community. Adolf 
Hitler would rise to power promising better a life for Germans and that Germany should not be looked down 
upon by the world. The new philosophy for Germany would be that they are the superior race. Hitler also 
took all their anger and focused it on the Jewish people as a way to make the German people feel good 
about themselves. The Allies did not enforce the Versailles Treaty after 1933 as they believed that Germany 
would not break its word and continue to respect its treaty obligations. Instead, at the opportune time, 
Hitler abrogated the Versailles Treaty in 1935 by rearming the German military to fight against the Allies.2 
         After the Leipzig War-Crimes Trials spared from trial many German solders that committed war-
crimes, this lead many of them being recognized as heroes. The German people did not see the truth of 
the horrible acts that were committed by their so-called heroes during the Great War. Instead, in just 15 
years, Germany’s weak democratic Weimar Republic was replaced by a new extreme Right-wing Nazi 
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2 Holocaust Encyclopedia, The Nazi Rise to Power: United States Holocaust Memorial (1993), see:  
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Party, whose revanchist extreme ideology would then spark and affect how World War II would be fought. 
On one hand, the Allies remained diplomatically complacent (“Appeasement”) over the years and relied 
on outdated World War I tactics (the cement-constructed Maginot Line along the entire Franco-German 
border, continued into Belgium along the Albert and Dyle Canals) to defend themselves from any future 
German threat of invasion. On the other, Nazi Germany’s onslaught in World War II was spearheaded by 
fast-moving mechanized invasions (Blitzkrieg) of Poland, Netherlands, Belgium and France in 1939-40.1 
 

     
a. Top Nazi Germany’s leaders (L-to-R): Führer Adolf Hitler, Luftwaffe Chief Hermann Goering, Propaganda Minister Josef Goebbels 
and Deputy-Führer Rudolf Hess in 1940),  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Hitler,_G%C3%B6ring,_Goebbels_and_Hess.jpg;   b. Hitler 
saluting German Wehmacht troops entering conquered Warsaw, Poland, October 1939 during World War II,  https://www.hitler-
archive.com/photo.php?p=Fd0dv6vR;   c. Hitler and German General Staff at the Eiffel Tower in conquered Paris, France, June 1940, 
https://www.hitler-archive.com/photo.php?p=5XDeXaUy; d. “SS-3” Deputy-Chief Reinhard Heydrich (L) with “SS-2” Chief Heinrich 
Himmler (R),  https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/reinhard-heydrich-in-depth;  e. Jewish prisoners at Auschwitz Nazi 
Extermination Camp, 1944, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials 
 

         The Leipzig War-Crimes Trials were ineffective in changing Germany’s standards of conduct on wartime. 
The League of Nations goal was to force high rate of payment from the German people, but not on the 
harshest punishments on the German soldiers who committed war-crimes. Thus, Germany not being 
punished for war-crimes lead to many seeing what they did as not being an issue and consequently would 
end-up committing even more terrible war-crimes during World War II. These war-crimes would lead to the 
Holocaust in 1938-45 killing over six million Jewish people alone, without taking into account the wholesale 
murder of two more millions of Allied POWs and executed battlefield soldiers, or over 10 million Russian 
civilians and hundreds of thousands of Western Allies civilians. Then in the 1930s the League of Nations 
failed to keep Germany in line and neglected to react against the political Right-wing shift in power in 
Germany under Adolf Hitler’s Nazi Party in 1933, immediately followed by full-dictatorship and then Nazi 
Germany’s rearmament since 1935. Thus, on one hand World War II (1939-45) erupted in less than 20 years, 
due to the lack of an efficient Realist Balance of Power system of alliances by the Allies to contain a resurgent 
Germany in the First Post-War: the failed 1919-20 twin U.S.-Great Britain and U.S.-France defense treaties 
linked to the 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty; or France’s weaker regional 1920s-34 Alliances de Revèrs 
(Reverse Alliances) with Great Britain, Belgium, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia and Romania; or the 
failed 1926 Locarno Pact between France and Weimar Germany guaranteed by Great Britain and Fascist 
Italy; or the aborted 1935 Stresa Pact between Great Britain, France and Fascist Italy; or the desperately 
inefficient 1935-38 Eastern Pact between France, Great Britain, USSR/Russia and Czechoslovakia. And on the 
other, the League of Nations’ systemic inactions in the politico-economic-military arenas contrasted 
somberly with the international aggressions by Imperial Japan first against Nationalist China in 1930-33 and 
1937-45, then in Fascist Italy’s 1935-36 Italo-Ethiopian War, the 1936-39 Spanish Civil War, and finally Nazi 
Germany’s 1939 invasion of Poland that unleashed World War II.2  
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V. U.N. International War-Crimes Tribunals: Nuremberg, Tokyo, ex-Yugoslavia, Rwanda, International Criminal Tribunal 
         The 1945-46 Nuremberg/Nürnberg Trials were considered "the true beginning of International 
Criminal Law" through ad hoc international criminal trials by the Allies against the defeated Nazi 
Germany’s leaders for unleashing World War II (1939-45) by invading most European countries (Albania, 
Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Great Britain, Greece, Luxemburg, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, 
Soviet Union/Russia, Yugoslavia and U.S.A.), for atrocities against defeated soldiers and citizens (27 millions 
dead in just the USSR/Russia), plus for expropriations and genocide against mostly European Jews (6 millions 
dead) through a Continent-size Nazi network of Jewish ghettos, field exterminations by SS 
Einsatzkommandos special units and SS-run extermination camps (Auschwitz 1-2-3, Mathausen, Maidanek, 
Dachau, etc.). The same international legal template was used for the parallel 1945-48 Tōkyō Trials against 
Imperial Japan for war-crimes and crimes against Humanity in the Asia/Pacific theater in 1930s-45.1 
         During World War II the Western Allies kept secret until Spring 1945 from their forces and public 
opinion their belated knowledge of the Holocaust, and never attempted a “humanitarian” bombing of 
Auschwitz to allow its doomed inmates to escape, justifying such callousness on prioritizing their military 
efforts to defeat Nazi Germany. Only the March-May 1945 “discovery” of Nazi extermination camps with 
mounds of still uncremated skeletal corpses of Jewish civilians by the advancing Anglo-American forces in 
western Germany and by Soviet ones in Eastern Europe forced key Allied Powers to finally address publicly 
the thorny issue of how to prosecute Nazi governmental responsibility for crimes against Humanity and 
the genocide of the Jews. During the 1945-46 Nuremberg Tribunal’s proceedings the full extent of Nazi 
Germany’s state planning of the Holocaust was revealed in detail by recovering and translating secret Nazi 
documents, plus the only transcript copy of the infamous January 1942 Wannsee Conference in Berlin on 
the “Final Solution”, which had been secretly coordinated by SS Deputy-Chief Obergruppenführer/General 
Reinhard Heydrich and administered through the SS Headquarters by his trusted key aide and expert on 
the “Jewish Question” SS-Obersturmbannführer/Lieutenant-Colonel Adolf Eichmann, following secret 
verbal orders from Führer Adolf Hitler and Reichsführer-SS Heinrich Himmler to assure their legal 
“deniability” (although by 1944 onwards the earlier Wannsee directives used in all documents that Jews 
were being “evacuated” was finally discarded by Himmler himself in his ceremonial speeches at the 
commissioning of new SS officers where he openly stressed the extermination of the Jews). 
         Thus, at the end of World War II in Europe (April-June 1945) Great Britain’s Premier Winston Churchill 
initially proposed the summary execution of all defeated Nazi German leaders, given the failure of World 
War I trials and opposition to retroactive criminal convictions. Instead, the USSR advocated intensely for 
a collective “show trial” of all Nazi leaders for both war-crimes and especially crimes against 
peace/waging aggressive wars by applying the innovative concept of Soviet jurist Aron Trainin, which was 
widely reprinted in the West and adopted also by the U.S.A., while Stalin also sought war-reparations to 
rebuild devastated Russia. But the U.S.A. prevailed by insisting on new legitimate international trials to 
demonstrate the superiority of the Western legal system and reform second post-war Germany and Japan: 
U.S. prosecutors led by Supreme Court Justice Robert H. Jackson saw Nazism as an aberrant ideological 
German deviation from the West (Sonderweg Thesis) to be corrected through both a retributive legal 
international trial and a psycho-educational atonement at the ideological heart of the Nazi régime’s past 
annual commemorations in Nuremberg, while similar views were held against Imperial Japan in Tōkyō as 
the heart of that country’s capital and in the shadow of the Imperial Palace.2  

                                                           
1 Holocaust Encyclopedia, The Nazi Rise to Power: U.S. Holocaust Memorial (1993):  https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/the-
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Macmillan, 1970); Florence R. Miale & Michael Selzer, The Nuremberg Mind: Psychology of Nazi Leaders (New York: 
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         The Allies’ main politico-legal headache was that the four top Nazi leaders could not be tried because 
they had committed suicide or were killed in wartime:  

 Nazi Germany’s Führer/Head of State Adolf Hitler (1933-45) (suicide in April 1945 before the fall 
of Berlin to the USSR); 

 Reichsführer-SS and Head of SS paramilitary forces (1920s-45), as well as third Deputy-Führer 
(April 1945) Heinrich Himmler (fired by Hitler for secretly trying to negotiate an abortive armistice 
with the Allies; suicide in May 1945 upon his arrest by U.S. forces); 

 SS Deputy-Chief Obergruppenführer/General, Chief SD/Security Service and Gestapo/Secret 
Police, Reichs Governor-General of Bohemia (1939-42) and chief architect of the Holocaust 
Reinhard Heydrich (assassinated in Prague in June 1942 by a British-trained Czech Commando);   

 Minister of Propaganda (1933-45), fourth Deputy-Führer and second Head of State (both in April 
1945) Joseph Goebbels (suicide in April 1945 during the fall of Berlin to the USSR).1 

 

     
a-b. Nuremberg war-crimes trials, Germany and Nazi war-criminals (Goering far-left),1945-46, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials;  c-d-e. Tokyo war-crimes trials 
and Japanese war-criminals (ex-Premier/War Minister General Hideki Tojo center first row), 1945-48, https://www.nationalww2museum.org/war/topics/tokyo-war-crimes-trial 

 

         Thus, by mid-1945 the four leading Allies (U.S.A., Great Britain, USSR, France) formed the joint 
International Military Tribunal (I.M.T.) of Nuremberg in Allied-Occupied Germany (20 November 1945-
1 October 1946), using the 1945 London Charter as legal instrument of new Humanitarian Law to try a 
first Group A of captured 22 surviving key Nazi leaders in the political, military and economic areas, as 
war-criminals for unleashing World War II, war-crimes, crimes against Humanity and genocide, as well as 
seven Nazi German organizations as “criminal organizations” (Nazi Germany’s Cabinet; Nazi/NSDAP Party; 
SS-Schultzstaffel paramilitary force; SA-Sturmabteilung/”Brown Shirts” party militia; Gestapo/Secret 
Police; SD-Sicherheitsdienst/Security Service; Germany’s military leadership and Wehrmacht Command). 
In the politico-military arena the imprisoned Nazi defendents were: 

 Head of the Luftwaffe/Air-Force (1935-45) and second Deputy-Führer (1941-45) Hermann Göring 
(fired by Hitler for secretly trying to negotiate an armistice with the Allies) as the most infamous 
surviving Nazi leader (condemned to death in 1946, but committed suicide in prison by poison in 
October 1946 prior to his hanging); 

 second Head of the Kriegsmarine/Navy and Submarine Fleet (1935-45), fifth Deputy-Führer and 
third Head of State (both April 1945) Grand-Admiral Karl Dönitz (condemned to 10 years in 1946); 

 Hitler’s Deputy Nazi Party leader (1932-41) and first Deputy-Führer (1933-41) Rudolf Hess (fired by 
Hitler after he flew solo to Great Britain trying to negotiate an abortive armistice and imprisoned; 
condemned to life imprisonment in 1946 and finally committed suicide in prison at age 93 in 1987 
as the last remaining Nazi leader); 
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 first Head of Kriegsmarine/Navy (1935-42) Grand-Admiral Erich Raeder (condemned to 20 years in 1946); 

 Wehrmacht/Army Chief of Staff Field-Marshal Wilhelm Keitel (1938-45) (condemned to death in 1946); 

 Wehrmacht General Alfred Jodl (1939-45) (condemned to death in 1946);   

 in absentia second Deputy Nazi Party leader Martin Bormann (1941-45) (condemned in absentia 
to death in 1946, who was rumoured to have escaped to Latin America, but unbeknownst to all 
had already died in the May 1945 Berlin fightings while fleeing);   

 Reichs Governor-General of Poland Hans Frank (1939-45) (condemned to death in 1946);  

 Reich Commissioner for Netherlands Dr. Arthur Seyss-Inquart (1940-45) (condemned to death in 1946); 

 Interior Minister Wilhelm Frick (1933-43) (condemned to death in 1946);   

 Foreign Minister Joachim von Ribbentrop (1938-45) (condemned to death in 1946); 

 ex-Foreign Minister Konstantin von Neurath (1933-38) (condemned to 15 years in 1946, but 
released early in 1954);  

 SS General, second Deputy-SS Chief and second Chief SD/Security Service and Gestapo/Secret 
Police Ernst Kaltenbrunner, leader of Himmler's Reich Security Main Office (1942-45) (condemned 
to death in 1946);   

 Hitler Jugend/Youth leader Baldur von Schirach (1931-40) (condemned to 20 years in 1946);  

 Nazi co-ideologue and Minister for Occupied Eastern Territories (Baltic states and Russia) Alfred 
Rosenberg (1941-45) (condemned to death in 1946);   

 Nazi politician/propagandist Julius Streicher and editor of the violent anti-Semitic paper Der 
Stürmer (condemned to death in 1946 for inciting the Holocaust);   

 Nazi propagandist/journalist Hans Fritzsche (acquitted at Nuremberg in 1946);   

 ex-Chancellor/Premier and Conservative Party leader Franz von Papen (1932) who had brought 
the Right-wing extremist leader Hitler into national power as Chancellor/Premier in January 1933, 
and was his first Deputy-Chancellor/Premier (1933-34), then German Ambassador to Austria and 
Turkey (1934-44) (acquitted at Nuremberg in 1946).1 

         In the economic arena the Nazi defendents were:   

 Head of German Labour Front (and in-charge also of Jewish and POWs slave labour) Robert Ley 
(1933-45) (committed suicide in prison in 1945 by hanging himself); 

 General Plenipotentiary on Labour deployment Fritz Sauckel (1942-45) (condemned to death in 1946); 

 Economy Minister and Reichsbank (Germany’s Central Bank) President Walther Funk (1939-45) 
(condemned to life imprisonment in 1946; released early in 1957 for failing health and died in 1960); 

 Hitler’s architect, economic planner and Minister of Armaments Albert Speer (1942-45), who was the 
leader of the “repented” ex-Nazi leaders at the Nuremberg Trials (condemned to 20 years in 1946); 

 Reichsbank President Hjalmar Schacht (1930s) (acquitted at Nuremberg in 1946); 

 Gustav Krupp President of Krupp AG conglomerate (not tried due to ill health as bedridden and 
senile until his death in 1950). 

         The Nuremberg Trial’s verdicts were based on four key indictments using troves of Nazi documents: 
1. Wars of Aggression/Crimes against Peace as "supreme international crime"; 
2. War-Crimes; 
3. Crimes against Humanity (consolidating Atrocities, Ethnic-Cleansing and Genocide); 
4. Criminal Conspiracy by Leaders/Parties/Groups/Ideologies (Rico Act). 
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         Finally, the Nuremberg Tribunal sentenced to death in 1946 the top 12 remaining “unrepented” 
Nazi leaders of which 10 were hanged (von Ribbentrop, Keitel, Kaltenbrunner, Rosenberg, Frank, Fr ick, 
Streicher, Sauckel, Jodl and Seyss-Inquart), while key leaders Göring had committed suicide and 
Bormann was condemned in absentia, but unbeknownst until the 1990s had already died in combat 
fleeing Berlin in May 1945. Life imprisonment was sentenced for just two defendants (Hess and Funk), 
and 10-to-20 years of imprisonment for five “repented” defendants (Dönitz, von Neurath, von Schirach, 
Raeder and Speer) all of which were held at West Berlin’s Spandau Prison in West Germany. 
Unexpectedly three minor defendants also “repented” were acquitted as the Allied judges were 
deadlocked (von Papen, Schacht and Fritzsche).1 
         Following the Nuremberg and Tōkyō Trials, the crime against genocide (a legal concept codified by 
the Polish-Jewish jurist Raphael Lemkin) became one of three core General Principles of International Law 
(No Piracy, No Slavery, No Genocide) with “universal jurisdiction” against perpetrators or treaties violating 
them (see the 1961 Eichmann Trial Case held in Jerusalem 16 years after World War II). But extremely 
controversial at the time, and still today, remain the new Nuremburg and Tōkyō Trials’ innovative 
exceptional halt to the sacrosanct legal Principle of Retroactivity to criminalize wars (previously allowed 
in traditional customary International Law), crimes against Humanity, and holding individual 
leaders, rather than states (thus defying the sacrosanct legal Principle of the Act of State’s permanent 
immunity of national leaders over their state actions) as personally responsible for violating International 
Law as members of a criminal organization (the Nazi Party) by upending traditional International Law by 
applying as legal template the U.S. Rico Act for charges of “conspiracy” used against domestically 
organized crime (replacing the earlier Allies’ failed World War I “collective guilt” approach). This broad 
charge of “Conspiracy” was not part of the 1945 London Charter, but was imposed by the U.S. against top 
Nazi leaders for ordering systematic massacres and genocide, plus against bureaucrats who had never 
killed directly, and against Nazi propagandists for ideologically justifying war and crimes against Humanity, 
as well as against industrialists for enabling Nazi Germany's war efforts. Additionally, this general charge 
of “Conspiracy” was used to bypass the London Charter’s “Domestic Jurisdiction” limits on charging any 
domestic crimes against Humanity before the start of World War II. Significantly, the Allies never gave to 
the United Nations International Court of Justice (adopting the League of Nations’ Permanent Court of 
Justice) any permanent international jurisdiction for crimes against Humanity, while the ad hoc U.N. 
temporary Nuremberg and Tōkyō Tribunals could not prosecute as crimes against Humanity any 
government's treatment of its own citizens due to the “Principle of Domestic Jurisdiction”, given the 
opposition of Soviet Russia (over Stalin’s continuous prosecution in 1920s-50s of its citizens for political 
“crimes”) and America (over its domestic racial segregation against Blacks and ethnic minority citizens). 
         Thereafter, the U.S. Army’s arrest in 1945-46 of 100,000 Nazi war-criminals, led to the identification of 
2,500 Nazi as major war-criminals tied mostly on the Holocaust (Group B), allowed the Nuremberg Tribunal to 
continue its deNazification legal prosecutions with 12 more Nuremberg trials, but only against 177 war-
criminals with 142 convictions and 25 death sentences, because most of the worst offenders were not 
prosecuted for logistic or financial reasons (German Military High Command’s Trial; SS and Einsatzkommandos’ 
Trials; Ministries’ Trial; Judges’ Trial; Hostages’ Trial; Doctors’ Trial; Industrialists’/I.G. Farben and I.G. Krupp). 
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The remaining larger group of lower-level Nazi war-criminals (Group C) were prosecuted nationally in West 
Germany, but most were not tried, others were acquitted few years later or immediately.1 
         However, the selective prosecution of the Nuremberg Trials only against captured Nazi leaders (as 
also the parallel 1945-48 Tōkyō Trials only against Japanese war-criminals) were perceived by a third of 
the Germans and European public as illegal and hypocritical, given the Cold War rising criticism against 
the USSR/Russia and other Allies (Poland, Czechoslovakia, Romania, Yugoslavia) over their own large 
parallel crimes against Humanity committed by deporting civilians for forced labour and expulsion of 12 
millions Germans from Central-Eastern Europe and Soviet Russia. Also France and Great Britain were 
equally condemned for their Cold War suppression of anti-colonial uprisings. Thus, all these actions by 
three key Allied Powers (Soviet Russia, France, Great Britain) would have been otherwise condemned as 
illegal international crimes based on the London Charter and Nuremberg and Tōkyō Trials. Moreover, the 
Cold War’s rapidly changing political clash between the Soviet Russia with her Communist satellites in 
Eastern Europe vs. the Western Allies (U.S.A., Great Britain, France) and Western Europe started to 
undermine the follow-up Nuremberg Trials. Thus, on one hand, the politico-educational goal of the 
Nuremberg Military Tribunals was a failure, due to both resistance to war-crimes trials in post-war West 
German society (both Catholic and Protestant German churches, as well as most new West German 
political parties openly advocated for pardoning convicted war-criminals) and the U.S. Army's refusal to 
publish the trial records in German for fear it would undermine the Western and Allied fight against Soviet 
Communism in Germany and Eastern Europe. On the other, the U.S. finally sought to closely bind to the 
U.S.-led West the 1949 newly-created post-war West German state by stopping the de-Nazification 
process and starting since 1949 early releases of Nuremberg Military Tribunal convicts, until by 1951 High 
Commissioner John J. McCloy controversially overturned most previous war-crimes sentences ending with 
the 1958 controversial release from prison of the last three convicted SS Einsatzkommandos officers. Thus, 
in the following decades only few Western, Israeli and Jewish investigators (like famous Holocaust survivor 
Simon Wiesenthal) continued their painstaking hunt to bring to justice escaped Nazi war-criminals hiding 
abroad through the secret Nazi “Odessa” relocation network in sympathetic Right-wing South American 
countries (Brazil, Argentina, Bolivia, Paraguay, Chile): Adolf Eichmann (captured in 1969 in Argentina by 
Israel’s Mossad Secret Service, tried and executed in Jerusalem in 1962), Josef Mengele (drowned in Brazil 
in 1979), Klaus Barbie (arrested in Bolivia in 1983, sentenced in France to life-imprisonment and dead in 
1991) and Martin Bormann (rumoured to be hiding in Brazil, but eventually uncovered in 1972 as having 
died in the Berlin fights of May 1945).2 
         At the same time, the ad hoc U.N International Military Tribunal on Far East (IMTFE or Tōkyō Trials) 
in Allied-Occupied Japan also applied the Nuremberg Trials charges and Charter, once created on 19 
January 1946 by U.S. General Douglas MacArthur, now Supreme Commander of Allied Powers 
andsGovernor of Occupied Japan. The 11 Allied states involved were Australia, Canada, China, France, 
Great Britain, India, Netherlands, New Zealand, Philippines, Soviet Union and United States. Symbolically, 
the Tōkyō Trials were held in the still-standing ex-Japanese Ministry of War building at Ichigaya in Tōkyō, 
which before World War II housed the Japanese Army Academy and during the war, added the Imperial 

                                                           
1 Joseph R. & Helen Buss Mitchell, The Holocaust: Readings and Interpretations (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2001); Howard Ball, 
Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999), p.35-93; Michael R. Marrus, The 
Nuremberg War-Crimes Trial, 1945-46, 2nd ed. (New York: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2018); Airey Neave, Nuremberg (London: 
Hodder & Stoughton, 1978); Ann & John Tusa, The Nuremberg Trial (New York: Atheneum, 1984); “Nuremberg Trials” in 
Wikipedia (2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials; Peter R. Baehr & Leon Gordenker, The United Nations: 
Reality and Ideal, 4th ed. (New York: Palgrave/Macmillan, 2005). 
2 “Nuremberg Trials” in Wikipedia (2025): https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_trials; Joseph R. & Helen Buss Mitchell, 
The Holocaust: Readings and Interpretations (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2001); Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem (New York: 
Viking, 1963); Bill O’Reilly & Martin Dugard, Killing the SS: Hunt for the Worst War-Criminals in History (New York: Holt, 2018); 
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General Headquarters of the Ministry of War, Army General Staff Office and Navy Ministry. Like 
Nuremberg, the Allies charged the Japanese defendants with three categories of crimes: Class A Charges 
against Japan's top leaders alleging crimes against peace; Class B and C Charges (the latter not held in 
Tōkyō) against Japanese of any rank for conventional war-crimes and crimes against Humanity. The 
prosecution had to prove that war-crimes were systematic or widespread, that the accused knew that 
their forces were committing atrocities, and the accused had authority to stop these crimes. 
         From 3 May 1946 to 12 November 1948, the Tōkyō Tribunal prosecuted top Japanese military and 
government officials arrested since September 1945 (with 1,200 war-criminals held at Sugamo Prison, 
including 80 Class A top war-criminals, of which 40 were not indicted and released), but focused on 28 
defendants, including infamous ex-Premier General Hideki Tojo. Not subject to prosecution were Emperor 
Hirohito (the key clause in Japan’s surrender) and the Chiefs of the Kempeitai Secret Police and Zaibatsu 
financial-industrial conglomerates (their activities were mostly domestic and thus covered by the 
“Domestic Jurisdiction” exemption). All Japanese war-criminals were charged for causing the death of 6-
to-19 millions Chinese (mostly civilians, including over 250,000 in the “Rape of Nanking”) in the “Forgotten 
Holocaust” during the 1937-45 Second Sino-Japanese War (although the Allies’ Tōkyō Tribunal never 
applied the charges of genocide because despite the size of the massacred Chinese population, it was not 
considered an equivalent targeted ethnic group in Asia slated for total extermination as the Jews in the 
Nazi “Final Solution”), plus over tens of thousands of Allied POWs during Japan’s 1942-45 entry into World 
War II in the Asia/Pacific: 86,000 U.S.-Filipino deaths out of 140,000 POWs in the 1942 Bataan Death 
March; 150,000 Filipino civilians killed; 250,000 Burmese labourers and 5,000 Allied POWs died building 
the Burma-Siam (Thailand) Railway; 100,000-to-200,000 Korean forced-prostitutes; plus 35,756 Allied 
POWs dead in captivity (27%) out of 132,134 POWs in Japanese prison camps in Asia/Pacific compared to 
9,300 POWs dead in captivity (2,6%) out of 353,475 Western Allied POWs dead in Nazi Germany’s and 
Fascist Italy’s prison camps in Europe. “The Japanese were especially cruel towards Chinese and Korean 
civilians, and towards all enemy POWs… These atrocities and crimes against Humanity clearly shocked the 
conscience of the world when they were first revealed in 1930s and again at the war-crimes trials in Tōkyō 
and elsewhere from 1945 to 1951.”1 
         Seven top Japanese war-criminals were sentenced to death by hanging and executed on 23 
December 1948 at Sugamo Prison in Tōkyō:  

 ex-Premier (1941-45), Minister of War (1940-45) and Supreme General Hidechi Tojo as chief 
instigator of Japan’s imperialist wars in China and Asia/Pacific in 1930s-45;  

 General Kenji Doihara, Commandant of Singapore in 1944-45 and Supervisor POWs Camps in 
Malaysia, Sumatra, Java and Borneo;  

 General Seishirō Itagaki, Chief of Staff of the Japanese Army in China, Commandant in Korea and 
Supervisor of Allied POWs Camps in Malaya, Java and Borneo;  

 General Heitarō Kimura, Chief of Staff of the Japanese Army in China, Commandant in Burma and 
Supervisor of Allied POWs and local forced labour on the Burma-to-Siam (Thailand) Railway;  

 General Matsui Iwane, Commander of Japan’s Expeditionary Force in China, 1937-38 and 
responsible for the “Rape of Nanking”;  

 Lieutenant-General Mutō Akira, Vice-Commander of the Japanese Expeditionary Force in China, 
1937-38 and responsible for the “Rape of Nanking”, Chief of Staff of the Japanese Army in 
Philippines, 1944-45 and responsible for the Battle of Manila’s destruction of the city; 

                                                           
1 Quote from p. 69 of Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999), Chp.2; 
“Tokyo War-Crimes Trials” in National World War II Museum-New Orleans (2025):  https://www.nationalww2museum.org/war/topics/tokyo-war-crimes-trial  
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 ex-Premier (1940-41) and Foreign Minister (1937-40) Baron Kōki Hirota for leading Japan during 
the first phase of the 1937-45 Second Sino-Japanese War.1 

         Other 16 top Japanese war-criminals were sentenced to life imprisonment, of which three died in 
prison (General Kuniaki Koiso, Toshio Shiratori and General Yoshijirō Umezu), while the remaining 13 were 
paroled in 1954-56. Two more defendants, Yōsuke Matsuoka and Osami Nagano, died of natural causes 
during the trial and could not be convicted, while charges were dropped for Shūmei Ōkawa given his total 
mental break-down as unfit for trial. Several other top Japanese generals also slated for war-crimes were 
never prosecuted as thy died in combat during the end of World War II or committed Seppuku/Harakiri 
ritual suicide (a fate twice ironically denied to disgraced Premier Tojo, whose Seppuku was botched and 
he was saved against his will to be tried and convicted at the Tōkyō Tribunal, without hope to commit a 
later suicide in prison with a cyanide pill, like the last top Nazi leader Hermann Goering did in 1947 to deny 
the Allies’ Nuremberg Tribunal mandated hanging). 
 

   
a-b. International Tribunal on Former-Yugoslavia, The Hague, Netherlands, 1990s-2000s, https://www.icty.org/en/content/visits;  c. International Tribunal on Rwanda, 1994-2000s, 
https://www.icty.org/en/content/visits;  d. International Criminal Court, The Hague, Netherlands, 2002-current, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Criminal_Court  
 

         Subsequently in 1948-1951, over 2,200 more separate war-crimes trials were held all over Asia and 
the Pacific by Australia, China, France, Great Britain, Netherlands, Philippines and United States to 
prosecute 5,600 Class B and C lower-ranking Japanese war-criminals, with 4,400 convicted to prison terms 
and 1,000 to death sentences by hanging:  Great Britain – 811 convicted and 223 executed; Australia – 
644 convicted and executed 153; Netherlands – 969 convicted and 140 executed 236; United States – 845 
convicted and 140 executed; Philippines – 133 convicted and 17 executed; France – 198 convicted and 
executed 26; China – 504 convicted and 149 executed. Still for many decades after World War II Japan 
was vilified for its war-time atrocities, and when the new Emperor Akihito was on a rare state visit to Great 
Britain in 1998 he was soundly booed by British POW survivors, despite the Japanese Court’s formal 
expression of sorrow for the war-time sufferings.2 
        Thereafter, the United Nations approved in 1948 a Genocide Convention with more restrictive 
wordings than Lemkin's original concept, while its effectiveness was further curtailed by Cold War politics. 
Likewise, when in 1950 the International Law Commission drafted the Nuremberg Principles to codify 
international criminal law, the Cold War again delayed their adoption until the 1990s twin crises of the 
five ex-Yugoslavia civil wars and the Rwanda genocide. Thus, since 1994, the U.N. revived international 
criminal law through two more ad hoc international criminal tribunals for the ex-Yugoslavia (ICTY) 
and Rwanda (ICTR) as modern applications of the Nuremberg and Tōkyō Trials process. Finally, a 
permanent International Criminal Court (I.C.C.), proposed in 1953, was approved with the 1998 London 

                                                           
1 Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999), p.62-93; “Tokyo War-Crimes 
Trials” in National World War II Museum-New Orleans (2025): https://www.nationalww2museum.org/war/topics/tokyo-war-crimes-trial  
2 Howard Ball, Prosecuting War-Crimes and Genocide (Lawrence: University of Kansas Press, 1999), p.62-93; “Tokyo War-Crimes 
Trials” in National World War II Museum-New Orleans (2025): https://www.nationalww2museum.org/war/topics/tokyo-war-crimes-trial  
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Charter and U.S.-sponsored I.C.C. Treaty, with works starting since 2002, despite its later rejection by the 
U.S.A., Russia, China, India and Israel, among others.1 
 
A Tentative Conclusion 
         The Allies and their League of Nations wrongly held Germany politically responsible for the entire 
Great War and tried to make an example out of a defeated Germany by having an insane amount of 
reparation demands and disarmament to force Germany to sign the punitive 1919 Versailles Peace Treaty 
and survival as an ex-Great Power, or be invaded by the Allies in 1919 as further punishment, or later over 
any violations by either the Allies (the 1924-26 French invasion of the Ruhr Crisis) or potentially by the 
weak League of Nations throughout the First Post-War (which never happened following Nazi Germany’s 
1935 rearmament or its start of World War II in 1939). The 1921 Leipzig War-Crimes Trails was a failure 
instead, just like the previous 1919 Constantinople Court-Martials in Turkey or the 1919-23 Allies’ Malta 
International Tribunal, and turned German and Ottoman-Turkish war-criminals into folk heroes in the 
eyed of the German and Turkish people. The Allies did not take fully into account the German people’s 
long-term resentment and will to fight back against the open hate shown against them in the punitive 
1919 Treaty of Versailles with its loss of mix-ethnic national lands and the “German Guilt Clause”, which 
labeled Germany as the enemy of the world. The League of Nations was blind in recognizing the rise of 
negative anti-Western politico-economic changes and moral despair in post-war Germany, leading to the 
collapse of its new, but weak Weimar democratic republic (1919-33) and the rise of the horrendous Nazi 
totalitarian dictatorship (1933-45), which built a massive military force to strike their enemies in World 
War II (1939-45). At the same time, the League’s Collective Security system never worked and collapsed 
under the invasions by Imperial Japan (1930-45), Fascist Italy (1935-45) and Nazi Germany (1939-45). 
         Thus, no country can bear all the fault of any world war (like Germany), and the failure of the League 
of Nations to prevent future conflicts bears just as much guilty as being the spark for World War II. Only in 
the longer term, the universally condemned 1919 Constantinople in Turkey and 1921 Leipzig National War-
Crimes Trails in Germany, as well as the even more controversial 1921-23 Malta International Trial by the 
Allies were seen as initial steps towards the introduction of a comprehensive system to prosecute wartime 
international law violations crafted in incremental steps by the Allies’ ad hoc temporary 1946 Nuremberg 
and Tōkyō International Trials, followed by the temporary 1995-2015 International Tribunal on the former-
Yugoslavia (ICFY), and finally by the post-2005 permanent International Criminal Court (I.C.C.).2 
 
 
  

                                                           
1 Camara Silver, The Domestic Reality of Foreign Policy: the 1994 Clinton Administration Response to the Crises in Haiti and 
Rwanda (Tampa, FL: Ph.D. Dissertation, University of South Florida, 2021); U.N. International Criminal Tribunal on Former-
Yugoslavia, “Mandate and Crimes under ICTY Jurisdiction” (The Hague, Netherlands: U.N. International Residual Mechanism 
for Criminal Tribunals, 2025): https://www.icty.org/en/about/tribunal/mandate-and-crimes-under-icty-jurisdiction  
2 Morten Bergsmo, Cheah Wui Ling & Yi Ping, Historical Origins of International Criminal Law, idem; Alan Kramer, “First Wave 
of International War Crimes Trials: Leipzig” idem, p.441–455;  Mullins, Claud, Leipzig Trials, idem. 
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Abstract:  The Paraguayan government under the leadership of President Mario Abdo Benítez (2018-2023) 
has frequently violated human rights, demonstrated a very ambiguous compass in its foreign policy 
orientation and embraced socio political changes that have increased the levels of poverty and 
unemployment in the country.  Thus, this paper argues that the Paraguayan Government has failed to 
expose nor address the economic stagnation and rampant levels of extreme poverty in Rural Paraguay. 
President Abdo Benitez has not pursued a creative strategy in the implementation of his government's 
foreign policy.  Contemporary politics in Latin America are difficult to comprehend, as we apply the lenses 
emanating from Western democracies; President Benitez's term in office has failed to accomplish the 
basic principle of safeguarding liberty of expression and recognizing that all citizens as free and 
equal.  Under Abdo's leadership, Paraguay has pursued a very unreasonable foreign policy, closing its 
embassy in Jerusalem and cutting diplomatic ties with Venezuela.  Furthermore, terrorist financial 
operations within Paraguay, and drug trafficking orchestrated, enabled by Paraguayan Armed Forces, with 
permissibility of its judiciary, have become a regional security problem of transatlantic proportions. 
 
 
 
Introduction 

Landlocked, hit by wildfires, engulfed in a prolonged rainfall shortage and drought and with its 
people succumbed into malnourishment, the Republic of Paraguay under the leadership of Mario Abdo 
Benítez is confronted with an overwhelming number of middle income families that have miserably 
slipped into extreme poverty. The government has garnered a negative image in the region and 
throughout the world as a consequence of the corrupt justice system with discredited Supreme Court 
Judges, violations of human rights and chaotic execution of Paraguay’s foreign policy. President Abdo 
Benítez has shown poor leadership as his administration scrambled to implement a clumsy strategy that 
has fallen woefully short in its duty to accomplish equal employment opportunities, improve public 
works, fight corruption and keep his campaign promises for economic growth and encourage a 
transparent judiciary.1 
 
Horrible Crime Against Two Girls 

On 2 September 2020, Lilian Mariana Villalba and María Carmen Villalba, of Argentinean 
nationality, were both 11 years old when killed by members of Paraguay’s Joined Task Force (Fuerza de 
Tarea Conjunta, or FTC in Spanish) in Yby Yaú (Northern Paraguay).2  Once again the FTC, a military division 
of Paraguayan Armed Forces, has shown a total fiasco in its pursuit of bringing members of self-declared 
Paraguayan People’s Army (EPP) before justice.  According to various sources, the two girls were captured 
alive, tortured, executed, and were allegedly dressed in a military uniform after being killed.3  Due to these 
atrocious acts, the Regional Office of U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights, has requested President 
Abdo Benitez’s Government to urgently investigate the killing of the two Argentinian girls.4 

These reckless acts, committed by FTC, have caused a deeply ingrained crisis in Asuncion’s bilateral 
relations with Buenos Aires. Various members of the Argentine National Congress, at the Chamber of 
Deputies, have requested a thorough forensic investigation of the two victims, while the Paraguayan 
president ordered the girls’ immediate interring right after their chilling execution.5 
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A notorious political kidnapping 
On Wednesday, 9 September 2020, Óscar Denis, 74 years old, former Vice-President of Paraguay 

(2012-2013), was kidnapped, together with his driver Adelio Mendoza,6 by the EPP rebel group.  Denis is 
allegedly believed to be dead as he was an insulin dependent and suffered from heart disease. Óscar Denis 
was kidnapped while working in his farm, located six miles from Yby Yaú, the site where the two 
Argentinian girls were killed. On Monday 14 September Adelio Mendoza was liberated by his abductors.7 
 The current physical state of Denis – still abducted – is kept under a mysterious veil of silence, 
while President Abdo is hushing political corridors because the former-V.P.s apparent and highly 
publicized death could have grave political consequences for his Presidency.8 
 
High Judges involved in corruption 

Benitez’s foreign policy implementation and Paraguay’s deteriorated image abroad are also affected 
by a high level of corruption in the Supreme Court of Justice (CSJ). Its President Alberto Joaquín Martínez 
Simón has recently been alleged to be involved in a weapons’ trafficking scheme;9 and Minister Federico 
Alberto González Franco, the President’s international affairs adviser is accused of trying to cover-up the 
killing of the two Argentinian girls. 

Martínez Simón is a member of an infamous masonic lodge named Gran Logia Simbólica del 
Paraguay, heavily exercising impunity in favor of his members, while illegally persecuting and purging 
highly qualified attorneys that are trained with high integrity, trained in Germany, France, Italy and the 
United States.10  Furthermore, Manuel Dejesús Ramírez Candia, Minister of Supreme Court of Justice; has 
showed a feckless leadership in handling cases of alleged money laundering operations taking place in 
Paraguay and benefiting directly infamous terrorist organizations in the Middle East.  Since 2018, Minister 
Ramirez has intentionally covered, provided shelter to the illicit financial operations committed by 
international criminal organizations within the public banking system in Paraguay.  The Supreme Court of 
Justice and over judicial system of Paraguay is evermore difunctional and has pursued a docile, pleasing 
posture towards organized criminal groups and terrorist organizations that operate in the country and 
provide significant financial resources to their operational structures in the Middle East, enabling them to 
commit terrorist attacks against Israel and innocent civilians.  
 
Strategy against Venezuelan government 

Venezuela is another sad chapter in Paraguay’s Foreign Policy; on 10 January 2019 President Mario 
Abdo Benítez announced the termination of diplomatic relations with Venezuela and ordered the closure 
of the Paraguayan Embassy in Caracas.11  These actions were taken immediately after President Nicolás 
Maduro was elected for a new term in May 2018.12 

Later on Abdo Benítez (April 30th, 2019), called upon “the brave people of Venezuela to rise and 
defend democracy”, part of a deep political irony since more than 400.000 Paraguayan citizens have fallen 
into poverty in just two years.13 
 
Acute poverty is not being addressed 

Various international economists have argued that Abdo Benítez’s administration hampers the 
development of a sustainable democracy, allowing corruption to proliferate.  For over two years the 
Paraguayan President has not shown any proclivity to reduce poverty levels in his country. This reflects a 
disturbing logic of Foreign Policy tenets and is only focused on amassing personal wealth at the detriment 
of his countrymen, as several media reports demonstrate.  While Benítez heavily criticizes Venezuela, 
Asunción today is in a dire condition14 as it pertains to a deteriorated public order,15 abysmal levels of 
poverty, organized crime16 presence and deteriorated urban infrastructure, poorly structured residential 
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neighborhoods or favela-type homes, and a massively crowded prison system. Asunción’s poverty stricken 
Chacarita neighborhood can even be appreciated from the office windows of the Paraguayan Head of State. 

Under these circumstances there is rising doubt about whether President Abdo Benítez will be able 
to complete his constitutional mandate anticipated to end in August 2023.17  President Abdo Benítez is 
surrounded by corrupt members in the Council of Ministers and his weak leadership was openly displayed 
over the period of May – August 2019, in mishandling the ITAIPU Binacional treaty with the Government 
of Brazil; an imbroglio that almost caused him the presidency.18 On this occasion President Benítez is 
alleged to have secretly allowed his close associates to conduct a murky energy sale deal pertaining to the 
fifty percent of electrical energy surplus produced by ITAIPU that belongs to Paraguay, a disingenuous 
bilateral negotiation valued at U.S. $300 millions, that is sold annually to the Brazilian industrial market 
for dirt cheap in exchange of underhand tactics and briberies that would solely benefit a few of his cronies. 

In July 2019, President Abdo Benítez was saved from an overwhelming political impeachment by 
his long-time political adversary and predecessor Horacio Manuel Cartes Jara,19 currently leader of Honor 
Colorado Movement within the Colorado Party (ANR). Meanwhile Benítez rule over his country and his 
life saving vests are becoming ever more scarce20 as in recent months his cronies21 have succumbed to 
new corruption scandals and are testing22 the patience of the Paraguayan people and certainly Paraguay’s 
national legislators are fed-up.23 

Finally, Paraguay’s new government under President Santiago Peña Palacios has decided to 
suspend and cut ties with the U.S. Drug Enforcement Administration, reversing years of bilateral 
cooperation that had sought to disrupt this country’s infamous reputation as an international route for 
cocaine-smuggling.24 
 
Conclusion 

The resignation of Paraguay’s Minister of the Supreme Court of 
Justice, Victor Manuel Núñez Rodriguez (in 2014), due to grave incidents of malpractice, including a case 
involving Vilmar “Neneco” Acosta, former-Mayor of Ypejhú, who was condemned in 2017 for being the 
mastermind of killing of Paraguayan journalist Pablo Medina and his assistant Antonia Almeda, are 
positive development that happened before the Abdo Benitez administration. Unfortunately, during the 
last six years the Paraguayan nation has experienced a significant deterioration of its institutional 
credibility, and has failed in its war against organized crime and corruption. Asuncion must undertake 
immediate actions to establish closer cooperation with prestigious public safety and intelligence 
organizations from the U.S. Government and be open to welcoming human intelligence resources from 
Washington, in order to effectively combat organized crime and international narcotics trafficking across 
South America. Furthermore, the Catholic Church has always joined the utter opposition to the drug 
trafficking industry, showing that there is a wide motivation in every sector of Paraguayan society that are 
protesting against such problems together with journalists and civil society. 

Paraguay’s high levels of corruption and its porous borders, juxtaposed with high levels of 
incompetence within the Armed Forces of Paraguay, makes the country very difficult to host large foreign 
direct investors and ensure the integrity of private property and maintenance of public order.  The current 
government of President Santiago Peña Palacios has decided to suspend its cooperation with the U.S. 
Department of Justice and the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA), a major blunder made by the 
Paraguayan head of state. Such a terrible, feckless decision, only benefits the Venezuelan 
Dictator Nicolás Maduro Moros, whose main source of income and financial resources in his country 
derive from drug and weapons trafficking.  This posture of Asuncion must change and 
President Peña Palacios must urgently put his house in order. 
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Asatru Extremism 
By George Kotlik, M.A. (Sul Ross State University, Texas) 

 
 
 
Abstract:  The media and watchdog organizations, like the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), have 
labeled the Asatru Folk Assembly (AFA) an extremist organization. The AFA is an organization committed 
to overt exclusionary identity politics. The AFA employs the term “Asafolk Nation” to conceptualize 
collective AFA member organization. The word, extremism, however, is a term fraught with 
misunderstood meaning and the media as well as watchdog organizations have not been rigorous enough 
in operationalizing that term. How exactly, then, is the AFA an extremist organization? This work unpacks 
the connection between extremism and the AFA. In brief, the AFA is a non-violent extremist organization. 
The AFA does not encourage or engage in politically motivated violence, but the organization does actively 
build community for the purposes of engaging in a private form of autocratic governance in privately held 
land holdings defined as an ethnically-oriented Asafolk nation. So far, no stand-alone work has considered 
how the AFA relates to extremism. 
 
 
 
Introduction:  

The media and watchdog organizations, like the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), have 
labeled the Asatru Folk Assembly (AFA) an extremist organization. The word, extremism, however, is a 
term fraught with misunderstood meaning and the media as well as watchdog organizations have not 
been rigorous enough in operationalizing that term. Scholars have criticized the SPLC for exaggerat ing 
“the power or influence of White separatist groups when they call attention to the threat of these 
groups” (Dobratz & Shanks-Meile, 2006, p. 53). Others have expressed concern about watchdog 
fundraising efforts and profiting from division and cautioned taking watchdog rhetoric at face value 
since watchdog groups cast right wing elite leaders “as their enemies” which presents a biased 
perspective (Dobratz & Shanks-Meile, 2006, p. 53). How exactly, then, is the AFA an extremist 
organization? This work unpacks the connection between extremism and the AFA. It is important to 
consider what type of extremism the AFA is/practices because an accurate classification of AFA 
extremism can allow for more accurate conversations about this phenomenon. So far, no stand-alone 
work has considered how the AFA relates to extremism. 

Founded in 1994, the AFA is an organization devoted to worshipping the Old Norse gods (Calico, 
2018, p. 97). AFA members practice an exclusionary form of identity politics and establish boundaries for 
organizational and community membership. Membership is open only to those with White, European 
ancestry. AFA efforts have been labelled “blood and soil” politics through the organizations’ “claims to 
ethnicity/race in terms of an Aryan and/or Germanic… ancestry, usually in tandem with nationalist claims 
to territory” (Alessio & Wallis, 2025, p. 86). AFA blood and soil claims in the United States lack meaningful 
connection to the American landscape since Native Americans already claim indigeneity in North America 
(Alessio & Wallis, 2025, p. 87-88). AFA blood and soil rhetoric and worldview is, at best, a form of settler 
colonialism (Snook et al., 2017). To date, the AFA has purchased several properties in the United States 
and especially in Florida, North Carolina, California, Tennessee, Ohio and Minnesota. AFA leadership 
continues to focus on ongoing property acquisition as a strategy and method to establish the AFA “as a 
legitimate and mainstream religious group” (Calico, 2024, p. 193-194). AFA properties have become 
“sacred land ritually consecrated and specifically designed as a location for enacting folkish Heathen 
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spirituality” (Calico, 2024, p.194). AFA leadership has referred to collective AFA organization efforts as an 
“Asafolk Nation” (McNallen, 1995).1 Below, this essay outlines the concept of extremism in general and 
then applies expert conceptualizations and operationalizations of extremism to the AFA. 
 
Extremism 

It is hard to define extremism in general. Extremism is sometimes classified as a “we know it when 
we see it [phenomenon]” (Berger, 2018, p.1). Extremism is often confused with terrorism or radicalism 
(Hassan et al., 2023, p.573). While terrorists can also certainly be extremists, not all extremists can be 
classified as terrorists (Hassan et al., 2023, p.575). According to Merriam-Webster dictionary, “extremism 
is ‘the quality or state of being extreme’ or ‘the advocacy of extreme measures or views’” (Berger, 2018, 
p.1). This definition acknowledges the fact that extremism can be political or non-political – non-politically, 
novel scientific observations and theories can be deemed extremist (Hassan et al., 2023, p.578). The 
Palgrave-Macmillan Dictionary of Political Thought has defined extremism as, 
 

“[t]aking a political idea to its limits, regardless of ‘unfortunate’ 
repercussions, impracticalities, arguments, and feelings to the contrary, and 
with the intention not only to confront, but also to eliminate, opposition. 2. 
Intolerance towards all views other than one’s own 3. Adoption of means to 
political ends which disregard accepted standards of conduct, in particular 
which show disregard for the life, liberty and human rights of others” 
(Meleagrou-Hitchens et al., 2021). 

 

Academic and policy specialists have employed various definitions (some simple and others very 
specialized) of extremism. Specialized definitions have focused on particular areas of focus such as right-
wing extremism (Berger, 2018, p. 1-2). J. M. Berger defines extremism as, 
 

“the belief that an in-group’s success or survival can never be separated 
from the need for hostile action against an out-group. The hostile action 
must be part of the in-group’s definition of success. Hostile acts can range 
from verbal attacks and diminishment to discriminatory behavior, violence, 
and even genocide… The need for harmful activity must be unconditional 
and inseparable from the in-group’s understanding of success in order to 
qualify as extremist” (Berger, 2018, p. 44-45).2 

 

Extremism is also “the violation, through action or advocacy, of the democratic political process” 
(Lipset & Raab, 1973, p. 428). Based on the above definitions of extremism, it would appear that 
extremism connotes a negative phenomenon. However, extremism can also have a positive 
aspect/element to the concept. For example, Martin Luther King Jr. was accused of extremism and, in 
response, he said “[t]he question is not whether we will be extremists, but what kind of extremists we will 
be” (Hassan et al., 2023, p.578). 

Extremism is a distinct phenomenon different from hate crimes “by its sweeping rationalization of 
why conflict exists and its insistence on the necessity of conflict” (Berger, 2018, p. 75). Contrary to popular 
belief, extremism in action is not restricted solely to “evil” people, but rather can take form among 
“ordinary people caught in certain kinds of stress” like financial stress or unsatisfactory personal life 
circumstances (Lipset & Raab, 1973, p.484). Building off the necessity of conflict as an inherent 

                                                           
1 Leadership has also employed the term “Eurofolk” to describe White people (McNallen, 2015, p. 182). 
2 It should be mentioned that war is not a form of extremism, but a conflict can become a form of extremism if the in-group 
determines that conflict must continue unconditionally. Genocide is a form of extremism (Berger, 2018, pp. 45-46). 
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characteristic of extremism, extremists rationalize violence due to extremist perceptions of an active out-
group opposed to the extremist in-group “because its fundamental identity is intrinsically harmful to the 
in-group” (Berger, 2018, p.75-76).  

Extremists construct crisis narratives that, when combined with “imagined or fabricated 
information” can problematize political disputes with the proportions of truth mixed with fiction varying 
“for each extremist movement” (Berger, 2018, p.80). Commonly employed extremist crisis narratives 
include:  (1) impurity; (2) conspiracy; (3) dystopia; (4) existential threat; and (5) apocalypse (Berger, 2018, 
p.82-83). Extremist individuals and/or groups employ a crisis-solution construct that claims the crisis 
afflicting the extremist individual or group is brought about “by an out-group or -groups, and that the 
crisis can only be resolved by taking hostile action against the out-group” (Berger, 2018, p.99). Hostile 
action can take the form of:  (1) harassment;  (2) discrimination;  (3) segregation;  (4) hate crimes;  (5) 
terrorism;  (6) oppression;  (7) war;  and (8) genocide (Berger, 2018, p.99-100). 

Extremism is often political, can emanate from both state and non-state actors, and can come from 
both the left and the right. J. M. Berger finds the possibility of extremist thinking/action that resonates 
even among those who believe their own identity group to be immune from extremist thinking/action is, 
in itself, a form of extremism in-line with how an extremist would interpret the world. Fundamentally, 
extremism is:  (1) complex; (2) can be employed by any race, religion or ideology; and (3) can meaningfully 
impact society (Berger, 2018, p.4, 23, 44). Extremism can also, and frequently is, lethal although “the mere 
act of violence – even horrific, evil violence – is not inherently extremist” (Cassam, 2022, p. 2; Berger, 
2018, p.28). In the United States, those with criminal backgrounds are more likely to engage in violent 
extremism after radicalizing than people without a criminal background (Jensen et al., 2020b). 
Furthermore, “early entry into crime is a risk factor for violent extremism” (Jensen et al., 2020b, p. 124, 
141). Moreover, “imprisonment and radicalization in prison increase the likelihood of violent political 
extremism post release” (LaFree et al., 2020, p. 493). At least regarding extremism in the United States, 
“extremists in the United States are overwhelmingly male (approximately 90%), [and] are typically around 
28-32 years of age at the time of their involvement in extremist activities” (Jensen et al., 2020a, p. 1075).  

Right-wing extremism is more likely to result in violence than Left-wing extremism (Jasko et al., 2022). 
Extremism can also be non-violent. While there are several different types of violence, this particular body 
of work is concerned with physical violence. Violent extremists can also employ threats that call for 
physical violence and can call for and rationalize violence as being “defensive, offensive, or preemptive” 
(Berger, 2018, p.46). Participation in violent extremism is more likely to take place in “the later stages of 
adolescence and into emerging adulthood”, while decreasing into and throughout adulthood (Carlsson et 
al., 2020, p.74). Depending on who one is talking to, violence against civilians can be considered a more 
extreme measure and form of extremism compared to targeted violence directed at military personnel or 
institutions. Cyber-terrorism can be considered a form of extremism that does not involve physical 
violence. Different forms of extremism can encompass “racial/ethnic, religious, nationalist, anti-
government, anarchist, classist [concerned here with socioeconomic class], single-issue movements, and 
gender, sexual orientation, and sexual identity” with each distinct form of extremism sometimes 
overlapping (Berger, 2018, p.30 & 38; Cassam, 2022, p.12). Political extremists use violence to “try to elicit 
the response they desire… in order to raise the costs of maintaining a status quo they wish changed” 
(Breton & Dalmazzone, 2002, p. 59). Extremist goals often seek to destabilize existing social orders through 
“a set of activities, which may range from subversive maneuvers to open warfare, aimed at creating the 
conditions for overthrowing and replacing the existing establishment” (Breton & Dalmazzone, 2002, p.63). 
Of course, “[w]hat might be ‘extreme’ to one person may appear the most sensible idea to another” 
(Martini et al., 2020, p. 3). Altogether, extremism is a subjective concept and “[i]t depends on who supplies 
the definition and why, and who has the authority to distinguish between violent and non-violent forms 
[of extremism]” (Tsui, 2020, p.34). 



 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 67 - 

Some scholars have found that extremism is driven by a motivational imbalance “where a given 
need dominates the others, and an extreme behavior is identified as the means of choice for satisfying 
that need” (Kruglanski et al., 2017, p. 221). Other scholars have identified relative deprivation being an 
element in some forms of extremism. For context, relative deprivation “involves the perception that 
oneself or one’s group does not receive valued resources, goals, ways or standards of living, which others 
possess and one feels rightfully entitled to” (Kunst & Obaidi, 2020, p. 55-56). Ronald Wintrobe finds four 
elements of extremism:  (1) an issue someone can be passionate about;  (2) leadership – allowing for the 
ability of organized response against an issue;  (3) conformity of in-group opinions; and  (4) a “social hole” 
between the in-group and out-group. For clarity’s sake, a social hole can be “a communications gap or a 
lack of trust between two persons or groups in society” (Wintrobe, 2002, p.26-31). Robert Nozick identifies 
eight features of extremism that to him form “an extremist syndrome” (Nozick, 1997, p.296). These 
features include:  (1) the advocation of fringe doctrines or goals;  (2) the identification of an evil out-group 
enemy;  (3) uncompromising nature;  (4) “a willingness to use extreme means for the achievement of 
one’s goals”; (5) a sense of immediacy with respect to how goals must be achieved – such goals should 
also be met in full;  (6) an organized movement;  (7) occupying far ends of psychological spectrums which 
is where the extremist or extremists “want consistently to be”; and  (8) a unique extremist personality 
(Nozick, 1997, p.296-299). It should be noted that Nozick’s findings were published in 1997 and that a host 
of new studies on extremism have hindered the generalizability ability of some of Nozick’s extremist 
features outlined above – notably number five and six. Quassim Cassam finds that extremists from a host 
of backgrounds all share preoccupations, namely preoccupations with purity (religious, ideological, or 
racial), victimhood, and the belief that they have been humiliated “by their enemies” (Cassam, 2022, p.5 
& 12). Cassam finds three different forms of extremism:  (1) ideological;  (2) methods; and (3) psychological 
(Cassam, 2022, p.6 & 13). Individuals and/or groups can exhibit one or more of the above forms of 
extremism (Cassam, 2022, p. 25).  
 Ideological extremists are individuals or groups who believe in “an extremist ideology” (Cassam, 
2022, p.13). Ideological extremism exists on the fringe of ideological space if an ideological dimension 
is considered with regards to a normal distribution. Ideological extremism can also be considered on a 
Left vs. Right political ideological dimension with extremism falling on the extreme Left or Right of the 
Left-Right political spectrum. Ideological extremism can also be considered on the Pro-Violence 
spectrum, which is a spectrum that considers a range of violence and classifies politically motivated 
violence depending on how strong advocacy for violence is among those extremist individuals or groups 
considered. According to the Pro-Violence spectrum, higher levels of advocacy for violence is 
accompanied by more extremist forms of ideology. At the lowest end of the Pro-Violence spectrum one 
can find pacifism, constituting one form of extremism in some dimensions and political spaces. 

The Pro-Violence spectrum considers the circumstances, goals and nature of the justification for 
violence. While the Pro-Violence spectrum offers a means of measuring extremism, the Pro-Violence 
spectrum does not specify why violence is carried out nor does it consider the legitimacy (whether or not 
the violent acts considered are legitimate or not) of the violent acts themselves. To this last point, it is 
difficult to determine what is a justified or unjustified use of violence and anyone attempting to make 
this distinction must do so on a case-by-case basis. Altogether, (1) extremism is dimension-relative; 
(2) extremist positions in one dimension may not be extremist in another; and (3) the types of ideological 
extremists/extremism outlined above are not the only cases whereby extremism can take place (Cassam, 
2022, p.14-16, 54-55 & 58; Lipset & Raab, 1973, p.4; Breton et al., 2002, p.XIII). While the above account 
of ideological extremism is rather complex, experts have identified what is called “a limitationist 
conception of extremism” whereby “all forms of political extremism, regardless of their specifics, are 
distinguished by their penchant for taking political ideas to their limits” (Cassam, 2022, p.59). 
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 Methods extremists can be “an individual or group that uses extreme methods (however exactly 
these are defined) in pursuit of its objectives” (Cassam, 2022, p. 12). Extreme methods are pursued by 
extremist individuals or groups because such methods can be effective and/or because there is “no viable 
alternative” to violence (Cassam, 2022, p. 13). While extreme methods can be violent, they can also be 
non-violent (Cassam, 2022, p. 62). Violent extremists often use violence: (1) “for unjust causes”; (2) in the 
face of non-violent alternatives; (3) in the employment of disproportionate violence; and (4) against 
innocents (Cassam, 2022, p. 64). Extremist methods can also be used for just causes in pursuit of human 
rights, for example (Cassam, 2022, p. 66). On balance, employing politically motivated violence does not, 
in every case, make someone an extremist. Determining whether or not politically motivated violence 
makes someone an extremist or nor can be discovered by asking the following questions, 
 

“1. Was violence employed in a just cause? 
2. What was the nature of the violence employed? 
3. Was violence necessary to attain the objective for which it was employed? 
4. If it was necessary, what made it necessary? 
5. Was the violence proportionate? 
6. Was violence likely to be an effective means of achieving its objective? 
7. Were those against whom violence was directed legitimate targets?” 

       (Cassam, 2022, p. 79-80). 
 

In sum, methods extremism has moral dilemmas, especially concerning just and unjust forms of 
politically motivated extremist violence, that must be considered when defining real-world phenomenon 
(Cassam, 2022, p. 80-81). 
 Psychological extremism is concerned with how extremists believe what they believe, taking 
particular note of extremist psychology. Feelings like anger and humiliation, but also sometimes 
resentment and self-pity, are an important component of psychological extremists and the intensity of 
extremist feelings can motivate extremist individuals or groups to engage in violence. Uncompromising 
beliefs are another component of psychological extremists. In this light, extremists are “unwilling to revise 
their beliefs or consider the possibility that they might be wrong” (Cassam, 2022, p.17-19, 84-85 & 97-98). 
This makes some extremists who adhere to such thought processes the subject of closed-mindedness or 
dogmatic forms of thinking which take on an altogether new level of further consideration given to the 
extremist individual or group in question (Cassam, 2022, p. 19). Sometimes, “[e]xtremists fail to recognize 
the extent to which their emotions are inappropriate and fail to modify their emotions whose 
inappropriateness” can force members of mainstream society into uncomfortability in the face of a unique 
and sometimes misunderstood individual or group.  

However, just because someone has intense feelings or are dogmatic and/or closed minded does 
not make someone an extremist further complicating the extremist phenomenon in general. In situations 
where a radicalized or radicalizing individual or group become recalcitrant, combining the extremists’ 
recalcitrance with violent passions can produce complicated situations whereby law enforcement 
personnel will need to get involved to ensure the safety and security of members of regular mainstream 
society who may not have the capacity or resources to take the time to understand the extremist point of 
view/perspective. This could be why for some extremists it is important for them to engage in extremist 
spaces with other extremists whereby radicalized and/or radicalizing extremist individuals (now a group, 
collective, or community) can express themselves according to whatever subcultural rituals they have 
adopted into their lives and/or subcultural world (Cassam, 2022, p.20 & 98). Emotions are a fine aspect of 
a person to have and positive emotions should be cultivated and nurtured wherever appropriate (taking 
shape in whatever capacity is accepted by the customs of the people in question wherever and with 



 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 69 - 

whoever), but exaggerated, irrational, unfriendly, or even hostile emotions and beliefs “about the nature 
of reality” can become problematic for the obvious reasons. 

Preoccupations, attitudes, emotions and thinking patterns make up an extremist mindset. 
According to Quassim Cassam, the four aforementioned elements of the extremist mindset are “the most 
striking characteristics of the extremist mindset” and that a complete list of elements that also make up 
an extremist mindset should also be considered on a case-by-case basis (Cassam, 2022, p.91). It should 
also be mentioned that, “[a] person’s mindset will count as extremist as long as it has a sufficient number 
of these characteristics but what counts as a sufficient number cannot be precisely stated. When a person 
has some of the relevant characteristics but not others it is a matter of judgement whether to classify their 
mindset as extremist” (Cassam, 2022, p.91). What’s more, Cassam notes that there could also exist specific 
cases where it is difficult to classify the mental acumen of a regular non-extremist person or a potential 
extremist mind in sheep’s clothing. The degree to which an extremist mind has been radicalized is also not 
clear-cut and “a matter of degree” (Cassam, 2022, p.91). Regarding extremist preoccupations such as 
victimhood and humiliation, one noteworthy extremist preoccupation is purity which can be manifest in 
either “racial, religious, or ideological” form or forms of purity. Cassam notes that the pursuit of purity can 
take form, in certain cases as, in either “[e]thnic, ideological or religious ‘cleansing’ [genocide]” (Cassam, 
2022, p.91-92 & 95). 

In its essence, Cassam says that purity constitutes “pureness, cleanness and freedom from physical 
contamination or moral pollution” (Cassam, 2022, p.92). Enaction of purification policy (both religious and 
secular) could constitute and define purity in exclusionary terms thereby denying access to complete 
acceptance of members of the out-group. The opposite of purity, Cassam points out, is “dirty or soiled” 
and just unclean and when such lines of thinking are applied in the real world among radicalizing or 
radicalized individuals or groups, the results take shape in the form of violence with reported attacks on 
the news more likely to come from the civilian population as opposed to the military population 
considering the fact that humanity has entered into the age and is currently comfortably couched in the 
world of lone wolf terrorism. Irrespective of how inhumane extremist ideology can get, become, and/or 
be, a noteworthy amount of people were killed in contemporary times from extremism in general 
(Cassam, 2022, p.92). It is also possible, Cassam points out, that a preoccupation with purity can just be a 
form of preoccupation with impurity (Cassam, 2022, p.94). 
 Extremist attitudes can be classified as uncompromising. Challenging uncompromising opinions or 
worldviews can result in the radicalized individual or group claiming they cannot compromise on account 
of matters pertaining to a principle or, perhaps, a set of principles. Combining an uncompromising 
personality, mentality, and worldview with principles such as indifference, intolerance, and anti-pluralism 
can result in negative outcomes for members of regular society depending on the context of the 
phenomenon considered. Extremist intolerance can sometimes be about issues an individual or group 
views in black and white terms. Furthermore, the combination of an extremist worldview with conspiracy 
thinking can complicate extremist cases and diplomatic resolution of extremist solutions to problems even 
further (Cassam, 2022, p.100-101, 104-105 & 109-111). Extremists utilize conspiracies “to advance their 
ideologies, identify scapegoats and legitimize use of (indiscriminate) violence” (Basit, 2021). On balance, 
unchallenged conspiracy theories “represent a threat to democracy” (Sutton & Douglas, 2020, p. 119). To 
this last point, “one can be an extremist without being a fanatic but not a fanatic without being an 
extremist” (Cassam, 2022, p. 8). 
 Today:  (1) extremism is becoming more common;  (2) it is gaining popularity; and  (3) it is serving as 
a substitute for politics (Cassam, 2022, p.222). J. M. Berger believes, “we are probably facing at least decades 
of increased extremist activity and associated violence” (Berger, 2018, p.53). Rising levels of Right-wing 
violence, in response to heightened and heightening levels of globalization, may also usher in rising levels of 
reactionary Left-wing violence “leading to a back-and-forth cycle of violence” (Stankov, 2021). 



 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 70 - 

 

Asatru and Extremism 
 So far, this work has outlined the concept of extremism in general. This work will now apply the 
lessons learned to the Asatru Folk Assembly (AFA). For context, the AFA is an organization committed to 
overt exclusionary identity politics. The term "Asafolk Nation" has been used to conceptualize collective 
AFA member organization. First, it is important to draw attention to Mattias Gardell’s observations made 
from his fieldwork to showcase what sort of extremism the AFA is not. For Gardell, the AFA is not a White 
supremacist hate group (Gardell, 2003, p.275). During his fieldwork, Gardell did not observe discussions 
about the Zionist Occupation Government, the Jew World Order, preparations for an underground 
resistance movement, a coming race war, or the need for robberies and criminality for a war chest among 
the AFA gatherings he observed (Gardell, 2003, p.275). Such observations can be found among politically 
motivated Odinists and Wotanists. Odinism is a form of Norse Heathen worship that venerates “Old Norse 
and Germanic warrior gods” like Odin (Berger et al., 2003, p.16). Some neo-Nazis self-define themselves 
as Odinists (Berger et al., 2003, p.16).1  

Wotanism is also a religion that worships Odin, or Wotan. Wotanists stand against globalization 
and believe that doing so will help preserve the collective cultural identity of White Aryan people 
(Alessio & Wallis, 2025, p. 82). If the AFA is not that type of extremist organization, then what sort of 
extremism characterizes the AFA? This paper argues that the AFA is a non-violent extremist 
organization. It is quite clear that the AFA practices a form of exclusionary identity politics that departs 
from public-facing inclusivity practiced by people living in civil society, or at the very least, something 
people living in civil society pay lip service to. To this last point, contemporary forms of racism, sexism, 
and homophobia have been found to manifest in covert displays of opinion as opposed to older forms 
of racism, sexism and homophobia which were characterized by more overt displays of personal opinion 
(Gaertner & Dovidio, 2005). The AFA has overtly drawn a line in the sand with the organization’s 
exclusionary rhetoric. AFA commitment to overt exclusionary identity politics is not a wholly regular 
phenomenon in 2024 practiced by the United States general public. For the majority of people, to whom 
this phenomenon applies, exclusionary identity politics is often practiced behind closed doors and in 
private (Gaertner & Dovidio, 2005). 

While such identity politics is technically just racism, the AFA departs from racism and enters 
extremist politics through the AFA’s nation-building efforts. Some AFA members utilizes Norse history and 
mythology to unite like-minded individuals into an ethnically-oriented, Whites-only, nationalistic 
community organization that members refer to as an “Asafolk nation” (McNallen, 1995). Furthermore, 
AFA leadership admits the AFA operates as a theocratic autocracy (Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023b). On 
balance, the AFA is an extremist organization because the AFA engages in overt exclusionary identity 
politics for the purposes of community- and nation-building in the construction of an autocratic form of 
private governance through private land holdings. Overt exclusionary identity politics for the purposes of 
separatist community- and nation-building is an extreme position to have/maintain/advocate in today’s 
increasingly globalized world and especially when coupled with autocratic forms of private governance 
(Lipset & Raab, 1973, p.428). 

Attention now should be paid to addressing the AFA’s non-violent character. It must be mentioned 
here that when talking about extremism and the AFA, the AFA practices a form of non-violent extremism. 
This point is worth mentioning because extremism is often considered and the term evoked to signal 
and/or characterize violence and especially politically motivated violence (Cassam, 2022; Berger, 2018). 
Seeing as how the AFA exists in a politically polarized climate, especially in the United States, and how the 
organization practices overt forms of exclusionary identity politics, the recipe for violence is certainly 

                                                           
1 Not all Odinists are neo-Nazis, however (Berger et al., 2003, p. 16). 



 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 71 - 

present in the environmental backdrop in which the AFA exists and operates. However, no substantial 
amount of evidence can speak to defining, characterizing, and/or even classifying the AFA as a violent 
organization/group. Some could argue that the AFA’s exclusionary rhetoric and worldview is itself a form 
of violence. Although the author of this essay is more concerned here with the physical manifestation of 
violence rather than verbal forms of violence, an argument can be made to a possible connection between 
exclusionary identity politics rhetoric and violence. However, such a perspective/worldview/opinion exists 
in the realm of activism and activist opinions since AFA rhetoric is protected in the United States by the 
First Amendment’s freedom of speech. Given the law-abiding aspect of AFA rhetoric, regular mainstream 
people will not consider AFA rhetoric violent, but rather just racist. 
 
Discussion 

Considering the interplay between Paganism and security dynamics, Kaarina Aitamurto and Ross 
Downing find that "the existence of extremists who do not present a risk of terrorism or physical violence 
is still a threat to the social order and cohesion, democratic values” and poses a risk of "promoting hate 
crimes" (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p. 17). Applying Aitamurto and Downing’s assertions about security 
and Folkish Heathenry, it seems rather unlikely the AFA poses a security risk to United States citizens.  

First, AFA properties and events are in rural places. When they congregate, AFA members are 
literally physically separated from most Americans when they meet up for events at organizational 
properties/spaces. How, then, can AFA members upset the social order and cohesion of non-AFA member 
people, groups, and events if in-group members congregate far away from others? The physical separation 
and barriers between the AFA and large swaths of the United States populations renders any immediate 
impact AFA members could otherwise have on non-AFA individuals, groups, and events a non-concern. 
Second, the AFA is too much of a minority group to meaningfully influence politics – even in the event 
that the AFA becomes a “formidable” voting bloc, with sufficient numbers of members moving to and 
congregating in specific locales, the group will not have much influence beyond a local level and local 
politics and even then, such an influence is likely marginal.  

The AFA will likely never realize any meaningful level or amount of political influence at the 
national level where politics impacts the largest amounts of United States citizens. This renders the AFA 
risk to democracy quite limited or altogether absent. Take into further consideration the fact that the AFA 
is a fringe/minority religion that enjoys a very limited number of members, there is no way the AFA, at 
present, can meaningfully influence politics in the United States. What is the answer here? Just don’t go 
to AFA spaces if one is not interested in being around AFA folk or whatever local level politics the group 
has managed to influence. The United States is a big country, and whatever activities relevant parties are 
interested in pursuing on AFA land or around the vicinity of AFA properties can be done somewhere else 
– i.e. hiking, fishing, etc. 

To the extent that the AFA poses a risk to promoting hate crimes, the U.S. Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) investigated the Asatru Folk Assembly and in 2003, FBI investigators determined that 
the AFA “promotes family oriented European culture” and that organizational members do not engage in 
criminal activity (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2003). AFA member observance of existing United States 
laws, determined by the FBI, casts doubt on assertions made about the interplay between security 
dynamics and Folkish Heathenry.  

Opinions about societal response to the AFA’s brand of Heathenry here becomes a matter of 
perspective. To some, AFA practice and worldview:  (1) does not harm society;  (2) does not directly and 
meaningfully impact politics to any level that influences large swaths of the United States population – 
the AFA is not an influential organization with the ability to sway popular opinions to the same degree as 
more mainstream religions such as Christianity; and  (3) does not promote hate crimes. According to this 
perspective, the AFA’s religious worship on privately-owned AFA land in largely rural spaces away from 



 Florida  Political  Chronicle vol.32, n.2 (2025) 
 

- 72 - 

the eyes of others hurts no one and a live and let-live policy may be preferrable to government surveillance 
which can infringe on individual civil liberties and call into question United States governmental 
observance of freedom of speech and freedom of religion. On the other side of the coin, some may think 
otherwise and believe security forces should take interest in Folkish Paganisms. According to this logic, 
racist AFA speech can hurt someone’s feelings which can, in extreme circumstances, inspire politically 
motivated Left-wing violence (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p.21).1 

If a sufficient number of people’s feeling are impacted by racist speech at a collective group level, 
those same sentiments of discontent can “catalyse civil disruption” and “motivate revolutions, wars and 
even” voting behavior (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p. 21). To this point, “[e]motional and psychological 
harm at the group level is therefore a form of social violence” which means “certain kinds and levels of 
non-physical violence” can qualify as “very real societal security threats” (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, 
p.21). Taken together, Folkish Paganism(s) can be a security threat since Heathenry has shown “a 
heightened potential to associate with warrior spirituality and align with readiness for violence, either by 
speech or action” (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p.23). 

The direct response to this approach to understanding security concerns results in government 
intervention against hate speech and racism. The United Kingdom (U.K.) Crown Prosecution Service allows 
for the prosecution of hate crimes if offenders, “demonstrated hostility based on race, religion, disability, 
sexual orientation or transgender identity” (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p.21). Hostility, according to U.K. 
Crown Prosecution Service, is defined as “ill-will, spite, contempt, prejudice, unfriendliness, antagonism, 
resentment and dislike” (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p.21). In contrast to the United Kingdom, the United 
States does not have such restrictions on speech. Americans enjoy freedom of speech which provides a 
legally sanctioned space for AFA rhetoric and politics. Instead of asking should the United States 
government intervene against the AFA, the better question to ask is can the United States government 
intervene against the AFA? Unless the entire Bill of Rights is re-made to accommodate and incorporate 
sanctions against hate speech and racism, there does not appear to be a legal basis for policing AFA 
rhetoric in the United States. It is unlikely that that will change in the foreseeable future. 
 
Ex-Convicts, Non-Violence and the AFA 

This article argues that the AFA is a non-violent extremist organization, although the group does accept 
ex-convicts into their ranks (Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). Concerning prisoners, one AFA member states: 
 

“they’re still our folk. Not all of them are wonderful people, not all of them 
are going to be awesome when they come out… but they’re still our folk, 
and they still deserve a chance to learn more about our folk… it makes sense 
to educate them, to help them grow” (Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). 

 

Ex-convicts are even represented among AFA leadership ranks and for who “Asatru has changed 
their life, made them better people, and given them something to hold on to instead of re-offending” 
(Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). The AFA’s prison ministry outreach aims to make members of ex-convicts, 
providing them the opportunity to improve their circumstances in life. AFA leadership acknowledges and 
recognizes that they are taking a chance on people with a criminal record (Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). 
For clarification, the AFA does not allow incarcerated people to join the organization, but instead provides 
ex-convicts an opportunity to join the organization, provided they are capable of maintaining a law-
abiding status in society (Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). According to the AFA’s Allsherjargoði, or spiritual 
leader, “prison is a place where a lot of our people can find their path home [to the AFA and] to our gods” 

                                                           
1 Politically motivated right-wing violence has also been observed to be an expression of hurt emotions and “an extremist’s 
unhappiness with society” (Aitamurto & Downing, 2025, p. 21). 
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(Asatru Folk Assembly, 2023a). So, as the AFA accepts ex-convicts into their ranks, this phenomenon opens 
the organization up to potential episodes where members fall back into criminality. 

For example, in 2024, a New Mexico man, and then AFA apprentice Folkbuilder, or lower-level AFA 
leader, administrator and White organizer, fatally shot an 83-year-old man in a carjacking (Dodd, 2024). 
This individual also has “1488” tattooed “across the fingers of his right hand” (Dodd, 2024). For context, 
the number 14 represents White Supremacist, David Lane’s “14 Words” slogan and the number 88 “being 
a code for ‘Heil Hitler,’ as H is the eighth letter of the alphabet” (Dodd, 2024; Kaplan, 2000, p.167-169 & 
492). Critics of this phenomenon can/could say that such an instance is evidence that the AFA is a violent 
extremist organization. It is worth pointing out that such an instance is not evidence that the AFA is a 
violent extremist organization and that the individual in question acted independently from the AFA and 
whose actions had no affiliation with the AFA. The criminality in question is an isolated incident and cannot 
serve as evidence to generalize the AFA as a whole. According to a March 2025 video posted to YouTube 
that captures an interview with AFA Allsherjargoði, Matthew Flavel, the AFA, as of March 2025, boasts 
736 members (TRT World, 2025). One member of that 736 AFA membership number that commits an act 
of criminality cannot and does not represent the broader population of AFA members. Thus, it is 
methodologically unsound to make a broad generalization about the AFA and their relationship to violence 
and criminality based on one member’s actions. Should future incidents of violence emanating from AFA 
members take place, they will almost definitely be isolated incidents and not efforts promoted by the AFA 
organization proper. 
 
Conclusion 

In effect, this essay considers extremism in general and applies the lessons learned from existing 
literature to the Asatru Folk Assembly (AFA) to argue that the AFA is a non-violent extremist organization.  

The AFA is an extremist organization because organizational members practice an overt form of 
exclusionary identity politics for the purposes of building community and creating a private form of 
autocratic governance within an Asafolk nation in a world that rejects autocratic governance models and 
more commonly evokes exclusionary identity politics opinions and rhetoric, to those to whom such 
opinions apply, in private and behind closed doors, and not in public for the purposes of building 
community. This departure from mainstream tendencies to covertly express exclusionary identity politics 
opinions/worldview and preference for democratic norms contributes to characterizing the AFA as an 
extremist organization with an extremist ideology. The majority of Westerners, especially in the United 
States, simply do not buy-in or support autocratic forms of governance nor do they overtly express 
exclusionary forms of identity politics for the purposes of separatist community building efforts.  

This works also finds that the AFA is non-violent. The media do not report AFA members accused of 
committing/engaging in politically motivated violence against minority groups or anyone for that matter. If 
the AFA was a violent organization and its members committed to inciting a race war, the media and 
watchdog organizations would document and report such incidents for general public consumption. Today, 
there are no incidents of politically-motivated violence tied to the AFA. This evidence speaks to the distinct 
difference between violent neo-Nazi extremists and AFA extremists – one engages in politically motivated 
violence, while the other does not. This perspective shares similarities with Gardell’s distinction between 
the AFA and the radical and militant Odinists/Wotanists (Gardell, 2003, p.275). 
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Yoan G. Hermida, University of South Florida, ygh@usf.edu  

   

Power and Authority: A Social and Technological Analysis of U.S. and China Competition           

Glory Okereke, Florida International University, goker003@fiu.edu  

   

Effects of the Paris Peace Conference on the Democratic Stability of Interwar Turkey, Austria and 

Hungary   Balazs Barany, Florida Atlantic University, bbarany2022@fau.edu   
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Comparative Politics: Disputes, Politics, and Political Violence, LPH 222  

Chair and Discussant: Daniel Pedreira, Florida International University, dpedreir@fiu.edu   

  

Privatizing Military Businesses: Military’s Economic Exit & Persistence under Democracies           

Prajakta Gupte, University of Florida, prajakta.gupte@ufl.edu   

  

Explaining Divergent Outcomes in African Territorial Disputes: A Comparative Study of Burkina-Faso-

Niger & Nigeria-Cameroon  

          Dennis Mpere, University of Central Florida, dennis.mpere@ucf.edu   

  

Complexities of Pol Violence through the Cyber Domain  

          Kassadi Smith, University of Central Florida, kassadi.smith@ucf.edu    

  

  

American National Politics: Institutional Politics and Media Strategies,           LPH 215  

Chair and Discussant: Austin Trantham, Saint Leo University, austin.trantham@saintleo.edu   

  

Executive Orders and the Rise of Personalist Politics  

          Ernest Asamoa, Florida International University, easam002@fiu.edu   

   

Congress Befriends the Supreme Court: Congressional Participation as Amicus Curiae                                     

during the Roberts Court  

          Judithanne Scourfield McLauchlan, University of South Florida St. Petersburg, jsm2@usf.edu    

  

Shaping the Narrative: Tone and Perception of Democratic Presidential Candidates in Local Media  

          Bethany Bowra, Florida Atlantic University, bbowra2014@fau.edu  

          Annabelle Caraway, Florida Atlantic University, 

acaraway2023@fau.edu    

International Relations:  Undergraduate Panel, LPH 128  

Chair and Discussant: Kelly McHugh, Florida Southern College, kmchugh@flsouthern.edu   

  

The Issue of Expatriate Workers in Qatar:  Balancing Economic Stability and Human Rights in Qatar           

Galila Ibrahim, University of Miami, gmi15@miami.edu   

  

Women, Power, and Diplomacy: Gender Dynamics in International Relations  

         Perla J. Pérez, Keiser University Flagship Campus, p.perez15@student.keiseruniversity.edu  

  

Military Spending: A Correlation Between Russia, NATO, and Bordering Nations           

Erin Johnson, Saint Leo University, erin.johnson@saintleo.edu    

  

Understanding Cultural Genocide in Current Political Contexts: Three Errors in 

Scholarship           Hanna Kobs, Eckerd College, hckobs@eckerd.edu   
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Comparative Politics: Culture, Politics, and Developing Muslim States,             LPH 229  

Chair and Discussant: Houman Sadri, University of Central Florida, houman.sadri@ucf.edu   

   

Women's Rights in Turkey: A Guide to Femicide   

          Elif Alper, University of Central Florida, el831117@ucf.edu   

   

Political Iconography of Atatürk: Shaping Turkish National Identity  

          Veronika Khvan, UM, University of Miami, vxk276@miami.edu   

  

Afghanistan: a state of gender apartheid   

         Maya Marucci, University of Central Florida, ma164961@ucf.edu   

  

  

_____________________________________________________________________________________

__  

  

     Lunch and Business Meeting  

11:30 AM to 1:00 PM  

Location: University Student Center Ballrooms  

FPSA Business Meeting  

Kelly McHugh, President  

Florida Southern College, kmchugh@flsouthern.edu  

  

  

Roundtable on Florida Politics: Trump, The Sunshine State, and Beyond  

Chair and Moderator: Aubrey Jewett, University of Central Florida, aubrey.jewett@ucf.edu  

Panelists:   

Sean Foreman, Barry University, sforeman@barry.edu   

Susan MacManus, University of South Florida (Emerita), samacmanus@aol.com   

Judithanne Scourfield McLauchlan, USF St. Petersburg, jsm2@usf.edu   

Dan Smith, University of Florida, dasmith@ufl.edu   

  

_____________________________________________________________________________________

__  
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SESSION 3: 1:10 PM to 2:30 PM  

Roundtable: Student Professional Development, LPH 123  

Moderator: Houman Sadri, University of Central Florida, houman.sadri@ucf.edu   

  

Panelists:  

Annabelle Conroy, University of Central Florida, annabelle.conroy@ucf.edu   

Aubrey Jewett, University of Central Florida, Aubrey.Jewett@ucf.edu  

Houman Sadri, University of Central Florida, houman.sadri@ucf.edu  

Austin Trantham, Saint Leo University, austin.trantham@saintleo.edu  

  

  

Comparative Politics: Democracy, Politics, and Domestic System, LPH 214  

Chair and Discussant: Dilara Hekimci, University of Miami, dxh1982@miami.edu   

  

Judicial Reforms & Democratic Backsliding: The Case of Bolivia's Constitutional Tribunal and Public 

Trust           Francisco Jimenez, Florida International University, fjime036@fiu.edu   

  

Riot Traps in India: The Roles of State Capacity, Democracy, & Past Events  

          Md Maniruzzman Mamun, University of Florida, md.mamun@ufl.edu   

  

Attributes of Victory: Analyzing the Relationship Between Candidate Characteristics and Electoral 

Success in India  

          Anna Verma, University of Florida, annaverma@ufl.edu   

   
  

Political Theory: The State, Society, and Conflict, LPH 127  

Chair: Brian Kupfer, Tallahassee State College. brian.kupfer@tsc.fl.edu  

Discussant: Edward Duggan, Tallahassee State College, edward.duggan@tsc.fl.edu  

  

MAGA in the Sunshine: The Unveiling of Oligarchy  

          M. Zoe Fryer, Florida Gulf Coast University, mfryer@fgcu.edu   

  

Soft Withdrawal: A Mechanism for Democratic Accountability and Revoking Consent  

          Patrick Villalonga, St. Johns River State College, patrickvillalonga@sjrstate.edu  

  

The American Conquest of the State by the Nation  

          Richard W Coughlin, Florida Gulf Coast University. rcoughli@fgcu.edu  

  

Complexities of Political Violence through the Cyber Domain  

         Kassadi Smith, University of Central Florida, kassadi.smith@ucf.edu  

  

Christianity in the Shadow of Therapeutic Culture: A Laschian Analysis of Culture.           

Anthony Ruse, University of West Florida, jar150@students.uwf.edu  
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American National Politics: Undergraduate Panel I: Competitive Congressional Elections in the 2024 

Election Cycle, LPH 215  

Chair and Discussant: Michael McDonald, University of Florida, michael.mcdonald@ufl.edu   

  

Crossroads of Change: The Competitive Race for Ohio's 13th District in 2024  

        Alisia Francisco, Florida Southern College, afrancisco2@mocs.flsouthern.edu         

Brandi Oliver, Florida Southern College, boliver@mocs.flsouthern.edu  

  

Another One Bites the Dust: The Race for Arizona’s First Congressional District  

          Henry Gemroth, Florida Southern College, hgermroth@mocs.flsouthern.edu           

Mary Kissane, Florida Southern College, mkissane@mocs.flsouthern.edu  

  

Who Will Prevail: The Fight for Washington’s Third District  

          Sunny Hunt, Florida Southern College, shunt2@mocs.flsouthern.edu  

          Olivia Mitchell, Florida Southern College, omitchell@mocs.flsouthern.edu  
  

Thriller Night: The Race for New York 17th Congressional District  

          Angel Potter, Florida Southern College, apotter3@mocs.flsouthern.edu  

          Gracie Wakefield, Florida Southern College, gwakefield@mocs.flsouthern.edu  

  

  

Comparative Politics: African Institutions, Politics, and Systems, LPH 222  

Chair and Discussant: Peter Tase, Eurasia Review Journal, pmtase@gmail.com   

   

Intersectional Barriers to Electoral Success in African Legislatures: Insights from Nigeria           

Marcelline Amouzou, University of Florida, m.amouzou@ufl.edu      

  

Comparative Analysis of the Institutional Factors Accounting for the Success of Independent Candidates 

in Benin and Two- Parties in Ghana  

          Ernest Asamoa, Florida International University, easam002@fiu.edu   

   

Does State Power Determine Allegiance to National Identification? Ethnicity, National Identity & the 

State in Nigeria’s Fourth Republic  

          David Olusanjo, Florida International University, dolus001@fiu.edu     

  

  

American National Politics: Social Influences and Political Identity, LPH 215  

Chair and Discussant: R. Bruce Anderson, Florida Southern College, randerson2@flsouthern.edu   

  

House Party: Patterns of Intergenerational Party Transmission  

          Daniel A. Smith, University of Florida, dasmith@ufl.edu   

          Olivia Zhang, University of Florida, oliviazhang@ufl.edu  

          Joselie Charles, University of Florida, joseliecharles@ufl.edu  
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          Lara Adams, University of Florida, laraadams@ufl.edu  

          Samantha Cuenot, University of Florida, s.cuenot@ufl.edu           

Yuguo Wang, University of Florida, yuguowang@ufl.edu Hidden 

Figures, Instrumental Women: The Trump Administration’s 

Conflicted Promotion of Women            in STEM  

          Liv Coleman, University of Tampa, lcoleman@ut.edu   

          Aaliyah Cornello, University of Tampa, aaliyah.cornello@spartans.ut.edu            

Shyler Oras, University of Tampa, shyler.oras@spartans.ut.edu   

  

The Superimposition of Religion in Political Campaigns”  

          Norah Sackett, University of Central Florida, no524326@ucf.edu  

  

Political Efficacy and Affective Polarization in the U.S.  

          Abida Sultana, University of Florida, sultana.a@ufl.edu   

  

  

Comparative Politics: European Politics: Past & Present, LPH 229  

Chair and Discussant: Danny Krikorian, University of Central Florida, dannykrikorian@gmail.com  

  

The Role & Significance of the European Union: From Past to Present  

           Jordan Martchev, University of Central Florida, JO300143@ ucf.edu    

  

Socioeconomic Drivers of Crime in France: Relationship Between Immigration, Poverty, & Criminality.           

Imadeddine Zmarou, Nova Southeastern University, IZ76@mynsu.nova.edu   

  
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

  

SESSION 4: 2:40 PM to 4:00 PM  

Regional Security: Diplomacy, Democracy, and Global Competition, LPH 127  

Chair and Discussant: Marco Rimanelli, Saint Leo University, marco.rimanelli@saintleo.edu   

  

Russia vs. Ukraine:  U.S./NATO/E.U./Western Support of Ukraine in Two Russo-Ukrainian Wars (2013-

21  

& 2022-25) vs. Russia-China-Iran-N. Korea Anti-West ‘Axis of Evil’ Strategy  

          Marco Rimanelli, Saint Leo University, marco.rimanelli@saintleo.edu  

   

E.U’s influence in Kosovo and the Balkans  

          David Felsen, Georgia Gwinnett College, dfelsen@ggc.edu  

   

Reality, Perception and Attention: Power as Spectacle  

          Ioannis Pantzalis, Saint Leo University, 19shibumi79@gmail.com   
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Comparative Politics: Politics, Systems, and Latin America, LPH 214  

Chair and Discussant: Annabelle Conroy, University of Central Florida, annabelle.conroy@ucf.edu  

   

Politics & Corruption in Nicaragua  

          Nick Colon, University of Central Florida, ncolonn71@gmail.com   

   

 The Catholic Church & Left-Wing Revolutionary Movements in Latin America          Manuel Guerrero, 

University of Central Florida, ma411747@ucf.edu   

  

Democracy in Honduras: The Impact of State Capacity on Political Participation           

Isaac Jimenez, University of Miami, ixj112@miami.edu   

   

Populism and Authoritarianism in Venezuela  Juliette Andrea Rodriguez, University of Central Florida, 

u144730@ucf.edu    

International Relations:  Policy Perspectives, LPH 128  

Chair & Discussant: Douglas Rivero, St. Petersburg College, rivero.douglas@spcollege.edu  

  

Great Powers, Religion, and International Recognition: Evidence from Bangladesh            

Nikola Mirilovic, University of Central Florida, nikola.mirilovic@ucf.edu   

  

When Good Policy is Bad Politics: Examining the Political Debate Over the 2021 Withdrawal from 

Afghanistan        Kelly McHugh, Florida Southern College, kmchugh@flsouthern.edu    

  

Engendering Peace? Using Q Methodology to Evaluate the United Nations' Gender-Based  

Rationale for UNSCR 1325 on Women, Peace and Security  

          Megan Lounsbury, Keiser University Flagship Campus, mlounsbury@keiseruniversity.edu   

  

Xenophobia, the global war on terror, and refugee policy in the United States, Canada, and Western 

Europe           Chloe J. Lopez, University of Florida, chloe.lopez@ufl.edu  

  

State and Local Government: Managing Local Governments, LPH 223  
Chair: Austin Trantham, Saint Leo University, austin.trantham@saintleo.edu   

  

A Comparative Study of Tribal Elections: Estimation and determinants of turnout across tribal nations  

 Lucca Carlson, University of Florida, l.carlson@ufl.edu  

  

Understanding Women’s Underrepresentation in City Management: The Impact of job Perceptions and 

Caregiving Responsibilities   

            Jennifer M. Connolly, University of Miami, jmconnolly@miami.edu   

Laura E. Connolly, Michigan Technological University, leconn@mtu.edu  

Cali Curley, University of Miami, jmc185@miami.edu  

  

Climate Change and Resilience Measures in U. S. and Canadian Local Government: Implementing the  

United Nations Sustainable Development Goals  

Robert Robertson, University College of the Cayman Islands, rroberts905@gmail.com   
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Comparative Politics: Comparative Politics and Systems, LPH 222  

(sponsored by IPAC)   

  

Chair and Discussant: Dilara Hekimci, University of Miami, dxh1982@miami.edu   

Co-Chair: Senator Lilian Graciela Samaniego González, Senate, Republic of Paraguay  

  

Conflict as Motion: A Physics Perspective on Power  

          Greg McDowall, IPAC, gregdmcdowall@gmail.com   

  

Appealing for Democracy: Challenging Cuba’s 1952 Coup in Court  

          Daniel Pedreira,, Florida International University, dpedreir@fiu.edu   

   

Armenian Relations in a Regional Perspective  

          Houman Sadri,, University of Central Florida, houman.sadri@ucf.edu   

  

Paraguay Under the Presidency of Mario Abdo Benítez:2018-2023  

          Peter Tase, Freelance Writer, pmtase@gmail.com   

  

Comparative Politics: Theories, Ideologies, & Politics, LPH 229  
Chair and Discussant: Douglas Namur, Rollins College, dnamur@rollins.edu   

  

Ideology & Personality: Polarization & Conformity in Today's World  

          Lucas Berglund, Eckerd College, lberglund@eckerd.edu   

  

Structuralist Ideology vs. the Test of Time: Is it still relevant?   

          Vincent Louis Cafiero, University of Central Florida, vi869932@ucf.edu   

   

A Structuralist Analysis of Neo-Liberalism  

          Matthew Hochfelder, University of Central Florida, ma341783@ucf.edu   

  

American National Politics: Undergraduate Panel II: Competitive Congressional Elections in the 2024 
Election Cycle, LPH 315  
Chair and Discussant: Dan Smith, University of Florida, dasmith@ufl.edu   

  

The Silver Tsunami and the Seventh District  

          Matthew Behrle, Florida Southern College, mbehrle@mocs.flsouthern.edu            

Leon Titow, Florida Southern College, ltitow@mocs.flsouthern.edu   

  

NM-02: Shifting Implications of Incumbency  

          Alexander Harts, Florida Southern College, aharts@mocs.flsouthern.edu            

Lucas Perez, Florida Southern College, lperez@mocs.flsouthern.edu   

  

Let's Try This Again  

          Christopher Metzler, Florida Southern College, cmetzler@mocs.flsouthern.edu  
          Amy Walker, Florida Southern College, awalker4@mocs.flsouthern.edu   
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Institutions and Organizations Participating in the 2025 FPSA Conference  

  

Barry University  

Bethune-Cookman University  

Carnegie Mellon University  

Eckerd College  

Eurasia Review Journal  

Florida Atlantic University  

Florida Gulf Coast University  

Florida International University  

Florida Southern College  

Georgia Gwinnett College  

International Policy and Analysis Center (IPAC)  

Jacksonville University  

John Jay College, City University of New York  

Keiser University  

Michigan Technological University  

Nova Southeastern University  

Oklahoma State University  

Republic of Paraguay  

Rollins College  

St. Johns River State College  

St. Petersburg College  

Saint Leo University  

Syracuse University  

Tallahassee State College  

University College of the Cayman Islands  

University of Central Florida  

University of Florida  

University of Miami  

University of South Florida Tampa  

University of South Florida St. Petersburg  

University of Tampa  

University of West Florida  
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2026 FPSA Annual Conference  

To Be Held at Saint Leo University on 18 April 2026.  

Look for the Call for Papers in October 2025.  

Please check the FPSA website (www.fpsanet.com)                                

for the latest information.   

http://www.fpsanet.com/
http://www.fpsanet.com/
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FPSA Awards  

● Manning J. Dauer Award  

● Best Graduate Paper Award  

● Best Undergraduate Paper Award  
  

Manning J. Dauer Award  

Manning J. Dauer was a distinguished professor in the Department of Political Science at the University 

of Florida for over half a century. When he passed away in 1986, he left a legacy that is unparalleled 

in the State of Florida. He had served as both a formal and an informal advisor to scores of governors, 

the state legislature, mayors, county commissioners, and city councilpersons. Indeed, it is said that he 

left his imprint on many public policies at both the state and local level. He is perhaps best known for 

leading a team of scholars and public officials that devised a reapportionment scheme for the State in 

the aftermath of the famous Baker v. Carr and Reynolds v. Sims cases. As an academic, he wrote 

numerous articles and books on state and local government and politics, and his work was frequently 

cited by other scholars. He also edited a well-received book on government and politics in Florida. 

Professor Dauer was a well-known figure within and outside of academia including both the political 

science and public administration communities, local and state government, and the media. But his 

heart and loyalty were perhaps tied closest to the organization that helped to co-found—the Florida 

Political Science Association (FPSA).  

  

In the late 1990s, the FPSA decided that it was time to establish a lasting and fitting tribute to the person 

who had breathed life into our Association and devoted so much of his time and energy to the FPSA 

and the state he loved. To that end, the Association’s officers, Executive Council, and membership in 

2000 created the Manning J. Dauer Award that would be given every three years to a faculty member 

at a Florida institution.  

  

Recipients of the Manning Dauer Award should have a sustained exemplary record of research, 

teaching, mentoring, and service related to Florida politics and policy and supportive involvement with 

the Florida Political Science Association. Like Manning Dauer himself, recipients of the award should 

be recognized experts on Sunshine State politics and have impact and recognition beyond the discipline 

of political science reaching out to their local community, the state, nation and/or internationally.  

  

FPSA Manning J. Dauer Award Winners:  

  

Sean Foreman (Barry University), 2025  

Aubrey Jewett (University of Central Florida), 2020  

Jonathan West (University of Miami), 2016  

J. Edwin Benton (University of South Florida), 2009  

Joan Carver (Jacksonville University), 2006  

Susan A. MacManus (University of South Florida), 2003  

Thomas R. Dye (Florida State University), 2000  
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Best Graduate Paper Award & Best Undergraduate Paper Award  
  

  

  

The FPSA recognizes the best graduate and undergraduate paper presented at the 

annual conference.  

The recipient of the Best Graduate Student Paper Award is recognized at the following conference with 

a plaque and a $250 check from the Association. In addition, the paper is considered for inclusion in 

the next volume of the Association’s peer-reviewed journal, The Florida Political Chronicle.  

The recipient of the Best Undergraduate Student Paper Award is recognized at the following 

conference with a plaque and a $200 check from the Association. In addition, the paper is considered 

for inclusion in the next volume of the Association’s peer-reviewed journal, The Florida Political 

Chronicle.  

Graduate students who present a paper at the annual conference are encouraged to submit their 

paper for the Best Graduate Student Paper Award by April 15. Please email your paper as an 

attachment (MS Word or PDF) to Dr. Sean Foreman (sforeman@barry.edu), Chair of the Best 

Graduate Student Paper Award Selection Committee.  

Undergraduate students who present a paper at the annual conference are encouraged to submit their 

paper for the Best Undergraduate Student Paper Award by April 15. Please email your paper as 

an attachment (MS Word or PDF) to Dr. Austin Trantham (austin.trantham@saintleo.edu), Chair of 

the Best Undergraduate Student Paper Award Selection Committee.  
  

  

  

   A Special Thanks to Arrangements Chair  

Judithanne Scourfield McLauchlan  

and the USF College of Arts and Sciences, USF School of   

  

Interdisciplinary Global Studies and the Duckwall Foundation.  
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Publications of the Florida Political Science Association 

Florida Political Chronicle  

https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html  

The Florida Political Chronicle is an annual publication of the Florida Political  

Science Association and encourages submissions from all disciplinary subfields. 

Please contact Marco Rimanelli, editor, at marco.rimanelli@saintleo.edu for more 

information about submission guidelines.  

  

 

The Political Scientist:  

Newsletter of the Florida Political Science Association 

  

https://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html  

  

The Political Scientist is a semi-annual publication of the Florida Political Science 

Association. Please contact Austin Trantham, editor, at 

austin.trantham@saintleo.edu for more information about submission guidelines.  

  

 

Website: www.fpsanet.com  
  

 
 
 

https://www.fpsanet.com/florida-political-chronicle.html
https://www.fpsanet.com/the-political-scientist.html
http://www.fpsanet.org/
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                –  BOOK REVIEW – 

 

                                   Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt,  
                  Tyranny of the Minority: Why American Democracy 

                 Reached the Breaking Point (New York: Crown/Penguin, 

2023/2024, p.384), review by Michael A. DeMoran 
(Florida SouthWestern State College) 

 
 

 

There has been much attention given to the subject of creeping authoritarianism and the rise of 

more repressive and autocratic governments on the global stage in recent years. Steven Levitsky and Daniel 
Ziblatt’s book, Tyranny of the Minority, is a new addition to this existing body of literature in recent years on 
the topic of creeping authoritarianism and the rise of more repressive and autocratic governments on the 
global stage. This can be seen in highly acclaimed and publicized works by Historians and Political Scientists 
like: Timothy Snyder, On Tyranny, Anne Applebaum, Autocracy, Inc., and Ruth Ben-Ghiat, Strongmen1.  
Steven Levitsky and Daniel Ziblatt’s book Tyranny of the Minority is a recent addition to this existing body of 
literature. It is both an examination of the U.S. political system and a work of comparative politics. In many 
respects, the authors pick up where they left off in their previous book How Democracies Die, which 
concerned itself with how democratic political systems succumb to authoritarianism.2 

Instead, in Tyranny of the Minority, the authors turn their attention to the risks that the United States 
(U.S.) currently faces in this respect, and also how such risks had been a feature of the governmental structure 
and society of the U.S. throughout its history. Thus, historically cherished as the “Beacon of Democracy” world-
wide, in recent years, the U.S.has been declining in the Global Freedom Index from Freedom House. Yet, such 
democratic backslide should be unlikely in the U.S. as it is both a rich democracy (as measured in its high Gross 
Domestic Product) and has been in existence for 250 years (over the standanrd 50 years threshhold in the 
book), both of which are common features of countries that are less prone to authoritarianism. Levitsky and 
Ziblatt seek to explain why this has occurred in the U.S., as opposed to other established democracies, looking 
at international comparisons (Argentina, France, Russia, Hungary, Turkey, Thailand, Bolivia, Ecuador) along 
with how the history and institutions of the U.S. make it more conducive to an anti-democratic backlash in the 
present day. The authors argue that despite longstanding concerns expressed in political theory about a 
“tyranny of the majority,” the U.S. presently faces a far greater problem of minority, or counter-majoritarian 
rule. Levitsky and Ziblatt open the book by noting how taking steps toward meaningful democracy within 
a given country is often met with authoritarian backlash. 

 The authors note that xenophobia has been rising in other Western democracies in recent 
decades, serving as a backlash to growing diversity within these countries. However, it has taken on a 
more authoritarian form in the U.S. with extremist elements actually taking power in the government. 
Levitsky and Ziblatt seek to explain why this has occurred in the U.S., as opposed to other established 
democracies, looking at international comparisons along with how the history and institutions of the U.S. 
make it more conducive to an anti-democratic backlash in the present day.   
                                                           
1 Timothy Snyder, On Tyranny: Twenty Lessons from the Twentieth Century (New York: Penguin, 2017); Anne Applebaum, 
Autocracy, Inc.: the Dictators Who Want to Rule the World (New York: Doubleday, 2024); Ruth Ben-Ghiat, Strongmen (New 
York: W.W. Norton, 2020). 
2 Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt, How Democracies Die (New York: Crown, 2018); Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt, Tyranny of 
the Minority: Why American Democracy Reached the Breaking Point (New York: Crown/Penguin, 2023/2024, p.384). 
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Levitsky and Ziblatt argue that despite longstanding concerns expressed in political theory about a 
“tyranny of the majority,” the U.S. presently faces a far greater problem of minority, or counter-
majoritarian, rule. In Chapter 1, they provide the case study of Argentina’s 1983 election in which the 
Peronists lost after alienating much of the electorate. Although there were some allegations of fraud and 
election rigging, the party’s leadership ultimately accepted defeat, and the party reorganized itself to go 
on to achieve victories in subsequent elections. This and other examples, such as the pivotal U.S. 
presidential election in 1800, serve as examples of how a democracy should function in order to prevent 
a constitutional crisis and maintain the peaceful transfer of power. Levitsky and Ziblatt point out that there 
are certain conditions that make it more likely that a losing party will accept defeat in a given election. 
These include the belief on the part of the losing party that they could realistically win in future elections 
and not feeling as though the stakes are so high that the loss they have suffered will be catastrophic. 
Conversely, the fear of losing social status among some segments of a population can motivate political 
attitudes in such a way that they are willing to undermine democracy. Levitsky and Ziblatt use the case of 
Thailand in the 2000s to illustrate this point. Yet, subsequent chapters of the book go on to underscore 
how this also applies to the U.S. in recent decades.  

In Chapter 2, Levistsky and Ziblatt examine the case of France’s 6 February 1934, insurrection. 
Although not explicitly stated, the parallels to January 6, 2021, in the United States are clear. The 
authors introduce the concept of “semi-loyal democrats,” those who will participate in and frequently 
play by the rules of the existing institutions yet will also act as collaborators with authoritarians. Thus, 
their loyalties to democracy can be ambiguous, as they will often turn a blind eye to moves toward 
authoritarianism. As such, they often serve to normalize the rhetoric and actions of aspiring 
authoritarian leaders. Semi-loyal democrats can be distinguished from what are described as “loyal 
democrats,” those who wholeheartedly reject authoritarianism and political violence. Accordingly, loyal 
democrats will actively expel authoritarians from their ranks and will even work with members of the 
opposition party in order to preserve democracy. Levitsky and Ziblatt also describe the various forms of 
constitutional hardball, undermining the spirit of the laws and the constitutional order while also 
following the letter of the law in a literal sense. These are often employed by aspiring authoritarians. 
The first of these is taking advantage of gaps and loopholes in the laws. The second is an excessive use 
of powers, such as pardons or impeachment. Third is selective enforcement of the laws, as in Vladimir 
Putin’s nationalist authoritarian Russia. Finally, they mention lawfare, the crafting of laws in a specific 
manner to target political opponents. These laws may be passed under the auspices of fighting 
corruption, or restoring law and order, as can be seen in Victor Orban’s Hungary. 

In Chapter 3, Levistsky and Ziblatt turn their attention to the 1865-1878 Reconstruction-era in the 
United States as a case-study of democracy being undermined by legal means in our own country. They 
highlight the brief hope for a multiracial democracy that existed in the years immediately following the 
Civil War, with the passage of the Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments to the Constitution 
and federal Reconstruction efforts, which were rooted in Radical Republican and black abolitionist 
thought. This led to greater Black abolitionist thought. This led to greater African-American participation 
in voting and other aspects of public life in the South for a brief span of time. Yet, it was quickly met with 
a White supremacist backlash including terror campaigns and intimidation from groups like the Ku Klux 
Klan, followed by Jim Crow-era voting restrictions. While Federal military enforcement against White 
supremacist terror groups was initially successful, it was soon followed by a pullback in such efforts related 
to shifting public opinion and the return of the White supremacist order in the South by the years 1875 
and 1876. Populist and Fusion parties, along with other multiracial working class and farmer’s movements, 
represented a further threat to White supremacist, and the U.S. Constitution now nominally upheld racial 
equality under the law. As a result, Southern states devised legalistic means to undermine the prospect 
of a burgeoning multiracial democracy by passing laws mandating poll taxes, literacy tests and other Jim 
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Crow-era restrictions to voting. These were bolstered by selective enforcement of such laws, such as 
through “understanding clauses” and grandfather clauses. Meanwhile, the U.S. Supreme Court refused to 
get involved with challenging Southern voting laws, as seen in the Giles v. Harris case which allowed such 
racially-motivated disenfranchisement to stay in place. Thus, Southern states were given wide discretion 
in undermining any hopes for true democracy at the time. In other words, the legalistic means toward 
authoritarianism that were described in Chapter 2 have not just existed in other countries, but had already 
been used during this period of U.S. history, indeed serving as a precursor to our current moment in time. 

Chapter 4 continues to look at threats to American democracy through the lens of racial politics, 
this time focusing on the Republican party’s shift on these matters from the middle of the Twentieth 
Century to the present day. Levitsky and Ziblatt note the passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, both of which had broad bipartisan support, as steps toward achieving a multiracial 
democracy in the U.S. Yet, in the decades since then, they assert that the Republican Party moved clearly 
away from support for democratic norms. They cite the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) Institute’s scoring 
of the Republican Party as being high in “illiberalism” in recent years, reaching levels similar to that of the 
Fidesz party in Hungary and the AKP in Turkey.1 The Republican Party had been a party with considerable 
support from economic elites that lost ground during the Great Depression to the rise of Democratic U.S. 
President Franklin Roosevelt (1933-45) and the New Deal. Thus, as a way to court new voters into their 
coalition, Republicans looked to White Southerners, particularly as the Democratic Party started to 
gradually embrace civil rights for African-Americans. Republican U.S. President Richard Nixon (1969-74) 
Southern Strategy and the “emerging Republican majority” used phrases like “law and order” and 
emphasized opposition to policies like affirmative action and busing. Republican U.S. President Ronald 
Reagan (1981-89) added a Christian Evangelical component to the larger Southern strategy. Accordingly, 
the “Great White Switch” occurred, with Republican voters on average scoring higher in attitudes of racial 
resentment, as measured by Political Scientists.2  

This increasingly led to the GOP becoming the “de facto White party” in the U.S. during this era, 
especially in the South, as described by Republican strategist Stuart Stevens.3 Racial and religious diversity 
grew in the U.S. from the mid-Twentieth Century to the present, as did support for racial and ethnic 
equality among the population. This made it more difficult for the GOP to keep winning elections by relying 
on support from what the authors refer to as “racially Conservative” White voters. By the mid-2000s, there 
was some recognition among Republican strategists that they had relied too heavily on White voters. 
However, much of the party’s state-level activists, politicians and voting base remained committed to the 
direction that the party had taken. White racial resentment scores in the Republican Party had risen from 
44% in 1980 to 64% by the time Democratic President Barack Obama was in office (2009-2017).4 Instead 
of appealing to broader swaths of voters, Republican state governments passed voter ID laws and other 
restrictions on voting in the 2000s, which disproportionately affected African-Americans and other 
minority communities. Donald Trump entered the Presidential Race in 2016 embracing grievance politics 
and opposing more moderate and reformist candidates like former-Governor of Florida Republican “Jeb” 
Bush (1999-2007). Research showed that voters with greater feelings of White resentment were more 
likely to support the Trump campaign. Other Republicans followed Trump’s lead, and polls showed more 
willingness among Republican voters to use force to maintain “traditional” ways of life.5  

It is also in Chapter 4 that Levitsky and Ziblatt assess whether the present day Republican Party 
has met the criteria of being loyal to democracy, as outlined in Chapter 2. Republican U.S. President 

                                                           
1 Steven Levitsky & Daniel Ziblatt, Tyranny of the Minority: Why American Democracy Reached the Breaking Point (New York: 
Crown, 2023), p.94. 
2 Ibid, p.101-102 
3 Ibid, p.98.  
4 Ibid, p.115. 
5 Levitsky & Ziblatt, Tyranny of the Minority, p.119.  
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Donald Trump (2017-2020 & 2025-2029) refused to accept defeat in 2020, along with the complicity of 
other Republican officials in efforts to overturn the election results at the state and Federal level are one 
such point of concern. They similarly identify the willingness to use violent rhetoric and attempts to 
downplay the severity of the January 6 insurrection as other examples of the party’s failure to uphold 
democracy. Rather than attempting to purge Trump from the Republican Party, the Republican National 
Committee leadership worked to keep him within the Republican fold, as opposed to starting a new party 
of his own, while Trump quickly reestablished control over the party against his internal rivals and sailed 
to victory in the 2024 Presidential Elections. Levitsky and Ziblatt note that such leadership that is only 
semi-loyal to democracy represents the “banality of authoritarianism,” placing career aims over any true 
dedication to democracy as a form of government.1 

Chapter 5 discusses the balance that must be attained between majority rule and minority rights 
within a functioning democracy. Majority rule may rightfully be constrained in order to prevent elected 
officials from tilting the rules in their favor for future elections. Furthermore, some matters like basic civil 
rights and civil liberties, should not be subject to majority rule. Nevertheless, there may be valid concerns 
about what Robert Dahl described as a tyranny of the minority. Levitsky and Ziblatt observe that “just as 
it is essential that some domains be placed beyond the reach of majorities, so too is it essential that other 
domains remain within the reach of majorities.”2 One problem that they identify is super-majority rules 
for governing, which effectively undermine majority rule in the legislative process and have historically 
been used to protect the interests of privileged minorities (such as with slavery and segregation in the 
U.S.). They argue that so long as civil liberties and the democratic process are being respected, then 
legislative majorities should be able to govern without an effective veto from a partisan minority 
opposition, such as in the case of the Senate filibuster.  

Another issue raised in Chapter 5 is the “problem of the dead hand,” the idea that previous 
generations can restrict current and future generations through laws and constitutions that are difficult to 
change. This can be considered counter-majoritarian in its own right. Some framers of the U.S. Constitution, 
like U.S. President Thomas Jefferson (1801-09), believed that constitutions should have an “expiration 
date.”3 Indeed, Levitsky and Ziblatt observe that there are countries in the present day, like Bolivia and 
Ecuador, whose constitutions change frequently but nevertheless have stable democracies. While they hold 
that there are undoubtedly parts of the U.S. Constitution that should continue past any expiration date, 
constitutional framers themselves should not be treated as infallible or have an undue amount of power 
over future generations. Another form of “intergenerational counter-majoritarianism,” as Levitsky and 
Ziblatt call it, exists in the form of lifetime judicial appointments. While some counter-majoritarian 
institutions are needed, within reason, they argue that they have been excessive in the U.S. political system. 

For instance, most countries’ constitutions are easier to amend than the U.S. Constitution. It’s 
important to keep in mind why the U.S. system is as counter-majoritarian as it is. The Constitution was 
drafted at a time when democracy and popular sovereignty were basically untried on a large scale in most 
of the world. The Constitution was also assembled through a series of compromises meant to promote 
unity among the states at that time. Southern slave interests worked to maintain counter-majoritarianism 
because the Northern voting public was larger than that of the South. Southern delegates at the 
Constitutional Convention opposed efforts to have the president elected either by direct popular vote or 
by Congress. Thus, the Electoral College was devised partly based on a medieval method used in the Holy 
Roman Empire and was simply the proposal for selecting the U.S. President that had the least number of 
objections.4 Similarly, other counter-majoritarian institutions in the U.S. were devised within a distinct 

                                                           
1 Ibid, p.127 
2 Ibid, p.142. 
3 Ibid, p.145.  
4 Levitsky & Ziblatt, Tyranny of the Minority, p.157-158.  
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historical context that has since greatly changed. For instance, lifetime court appointments were 
implemented during a time when lifespans were far shorter than they are now. Thus, they make the point 
that many of these features to the system are now anachronistic.  

Levitsky and Ziblatt begin Chapter 6 with a case study of Germany. They note how predominantly 
rural, aristocratic interests gained more power in the early 1900s due to a demographic shift in the 
population from rural to urban areas. In a similar vein, counter-majoritarianism based on geographic 
differences has long existed in the U.S. However, it has come to benefit one party decidedly over another 
in recent decades. For instance, today a Wyoming citizen’s voting power is almost seventy times greater 
than that of a voter in California in U.S. senatorial elections. Much of the shift has been due to a more 
urbanized U.S. population in the last century, accompanied more recently by the intensifying rural-urban 
political divide. Thus, a bias toward small states ingrained in the Constitution has become a rural bias that 
has favored Republican candidates. Rural state bias in the Electoral College gives Republicans a 20-votes 
advantage overall (out of 538 total electoral votes). The Senate has an even larger partisan discrepancy, 
with Republicans having won Senate majorities in most elections since the 1990s even though Democratic 
candidates have won popular vote majorities far more frequently. In effect, states representing twenty 
percent of the population can produce a majority in Congress, with even fewer Senators needed for a 
successful filibuster.1 This discrepancy in the Electoral College and U.S. Senate give Republicans an 
advantage in the Supreme Court as well, with four out of the nine current Supreme Court justices having 
been confirmed by a Senate majority representing a minority of the population. As a result, there has 
been a growing gap between Supreme Court rulings and majority public opinion on many issues.  

When it comes to state legislatures, Democratic voters are more concentrated in urban areas, often 
giving their candidates strong majority victories. However, Republicans often win more narrow victories 
(and, thus, more seats) in suburban and rural areas, giving them a disproportionate advantage in state 
legislatures. In addition, there continue to be examples of intentional gerrymandering, such as through the 
so-called “Redmap” strategy in 2010. As a result, there have been multiple states in which Republicans have 
won or maintained control of state legislatures despite losing the overall popular vote in their respective 
states. This, in turn, has led to “manufactured majorities” which today overwhelmingly benefit Republicans.2 
Due to this form of minority rule, policies tend to go against the wishes of the majority when it comes to 
public opinion. The overturning of Roe v. Wade is one such example of this on the Federal level, but it also 
applies to the state level as many gerrymandered state legislatures have passed unpopular laws further 
restricting abortion access. Normally, elections can help restore balance in the political system if one party 
is becoming more authoritarian. However, counter-majoritarian institutions can have the opposite effect. If 
a party sees that it can win elections without an elected majority, then it has little incentive to change itself 
from the inside. This in turn, reinforces existing counter-majoritarian institutions. 

Chapter 7 discusses comparative cases of countries that have had counter-majoritarian institutions 
in the past but have reformed their political systems. Throughout the Nineteenth Century, undemocratic 
institutions had been the norm, even for representative governments. Often, governments would restrict 
access to voting, give elites disproportionately greater power through legislative upper houses and other 
privileges, and hold indirect elections for various offices. Yet, reforms like universal male suffrage, direct 
elections for more offices and proportional representation, among other measures, made the systems of 
these countries more democratic and responsive to majority wishes. While many of these countries 
expanded judicial review, which can contribute to counter-majoritarianism, several of them have also 
adopted age limits or term limits to check the power of judges. There have been attempts at reform in the 
U.S. over time, for instance with the Seventeenth Amendment’s requirement for the direct election of 
U.S. Senators and Supreme Court rulings mandating the “one person, one vote” principle in U.S. States 

                                                           
1 Ibid, p.175-177. 
2 Ibid, p.181.  
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and Federal legislative elections. However, they have not gone as far as many other countries that have 
undertaken democratic reforms. This can be seen in the examples of the Electoral College, first-past-the-
post elections, and the apportionment structure of the U.S. Senate, for instance. As to why the U.S. has 
lagged behind other countries when it comes to democratic reforms, Levitsky and Ziblatt point to the fact 
that the U.S. Constitution is extremely hard to amend, with research showing that among world 
democracies the U.S. tops the Index of Difficulty in the Constitutional Amendment process.1  

Chapter 8 addresses the challenge of achieving a multiracial democracy and the ways in which 
countries have defeated authoritarianism and anti-democratic threats. One such method is through Left-
Right alliances and cross-party coalitions that unite against anti-democratic threats, although these are only 
a temporary measure and long-term can make a population feel disillusioned by contributing to perceptions 
about “establishment” power. Levitsky and Ziblatt also describe what is called “militant democracy,” 
government measures to prevent undemocratic or insurrectionary movements, which are often used in 
Europe. A downside to these, however, is that they can appear heavy-handed and become subject to abuse. 
Ultimately, Levitsky and Ziblatt argue that electoral competition is the best long-term solution. Crucially, it 
must involve competition that respects majority rule and the preferences of voters. This means that voting 
would be easy and the right to vote protected. They list a series of reforms to accomplish this in the U.S., 
including, among other proposals, a right to vote amendment to the Constitution and making Election Day 
a national holiday. Other reforms are abolishing the Electoral College and the Senate filibuster, introducing 
term limits for various offices and making constitutional amendments easier to pass. They assert that the 
odds against such changes may seem insurmountable, but are always possible, if history is any indication. 
Despite the notion that the U.S. Constitution is a “sacred” document, it was not actually meant to be 
unchanging, nor should it be given the changes in society over time. Research shows that institutions that 
function well within one historical context can fail or be harmful in another context. Political reform 
movements are critical in effecting change and swaying politicians who ordinarily might not have supported 
such reforms. Such changes take time and are often the result of long struggles, but, as Levitsky and Ziblatt 
show, there are numerous examples in U.S. history in which they have succeeded.  

Tyranny of the Minority situates itself within a burgeoning literature within political science on 
democratic erosion and rising authoritarianism.2 It also builds upon the ideas Levitsky and Ziblatt raised in 
How Democracies Die.3 Yet, whereas How Democracies Die focused more on the hallmark patterns of 
democratic decay in a comparative context, Tyranny of the Minority focuses the bulk of its attention on 
features of the U.S. political system, providing an anatomy of democratic erosion in the present day United 
States. Their primary explanation for democratic backslide in the U.S. is essentially twofold. They view the 
current challenges to democracy as being baked into the constitutional system alongside the historical 
resistance to multiracial democracy and attempts to maintain a racial hierarchy in America. While it is 
important to note the features that are unique in U.S. politics and society and how these may contribute 
to problems that the country faces today, the narrative that the authors provide may not be sufficient in 
explaining democratic decay. For instance, the book does not seem to deal with income inequality and its 
relationship to the rise of authoritarianism, even though there is a growing literature demonstrating the 
relationship between them, particularly the connection between higher levels of inequality and increased 
political polarization.4 

                                                           
1 Ibid, p.218.  
2 See as example, Tom Gerald Daly, "Democratic Decay: Conceptualising an Emerging Research Field" in Hague Journal on the 
Rule of Law, Vol.11, n.1 (2019): p.9-36, https://doi.org/10.1007/s40803-019-00086-2; Eliza Vas, “Understanding the Global 
Democratic Decline. Case-Study: the United States of America” in Annals of University of Oradea, Series: International Relations 
& European Studies, n.13 (January 2021): p.37–56, EBSCOhost. 
3 Levitsky & Ziblatt, How Democracies Die, idem. 
4 See, for example: Eli G. Rau & Susan Stokes, “Income Inequality and the Erosion of Democracy in the Twenty-First Century,” 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences U.S.A., Vol.122, n.1 (2025), https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2422543121 
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There is now research pointing to other social factors as well, such as how misogyny corresponds to 
rising authoritarian tendencies in democratic nations.1 Levitsky and Ziblatt rightly point to the undemocratic 
features of the U.S. government, such as the Electoral College and gerrymandering. However, simply viewing 
the Constitution as one of the main causes of the present trend toward authoritarianism and political 
reforms as a major solution to them, is somewhat short-sighted and limited without also addressing other 
larger economic and societal factors that helped give rise to the current moment in history. That said, 
Tyranny of the Minority is a richly informative book. The comparative case studies employed throughout the 
book provide great insight and perspective that many works that focus solely on the U.S. political system 
would tend to lack. Moreover, tracing the demagoguery and appeals to White racial resentment that exist 
in politics today to the country’s history and connecting them to democratic erosion is a vital insight that 
Levitsky and Ziblatt provide. Altogether, Tyranny of the Minority is a welcome contribution to the literature 
on democratic decay in the present day and a worthy read for Political Scientists.  
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The Florida Political Science Association supports academic freedom.  

As defined by the American Association of University Professors:  

Academic freedom is the freedom of a teacher or researcher in higher education to 

investigate and discuss the issues in his or her academic field, and to teach or publish 

findings without interference from political figures, boards of trustees, donors, or other 

entities. Academic freedom also protects the right of a faculty member to speak freely when 

participating in institutional governance, as well as to speak freely as a citizen.  

Academic freedom includes the right of faculty members acting as private citizens to serve 

as objective expert witnesses in cases where their scholarly expertise helps the legal 

system reach an informed decision.  

As such, the Florida Political Science Association supports the right of University of Florida 

Political Scientists Daniel Smith, Michael McDonald and Sharon Wright Austin to serve as 

expert witnesses in a Florida voting-rights lawsuit.  

The Florida Political Science Association is a non-partisan scholarly organization of faculty, 

students and community members committed to promoting Political Science research, 

education and service throughout the State of Florida. 
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President Dr. Leah Blumenfeld of Florida Political Sciences Association 
 

 
 Left to Right:  IPAC President Dr. Sadri, IPAC PR Director Ms. Malisci meeting 

with Mr. Stewart, International Business Manager of Enterprise Florida 

About Us   
The Information and Policy Analysis Center, Inc. (IPAC) has built a foundation of broad and deep knowledge to 
impact and make a difference in the most important and pertinent areas of opportunity in today’s world. Our 
interdisciplinary expertise in policy, communication, education, socio‐economic development, defense, energy, 
homeland security and environmental protection combines theory with real‐world experience.  
 

Mission Statement  
IPAC is dedicated to producing exacting research and unbiased analysis through quality education.  Our mission is 
to stimulate and support relevant social science research that addresses major domestic and international issues 
and to disseminate those findings widely to professionals, scholars, policy‐makers and the public at large.  
 

Education  
As a non-partisan, non-profit educational foundation, IPAC seeks to promote constructive dialogues among diverse cultures 
and civilizations. While our educational efforts extend to the general public, we acknowledge that today’s students need to 
develop an understanding of communication, international relations and cultures to compete in the global environment. 
Whether pursuing careers in business, public service, education, or non-governmental organizations, IPAC promotes such 
goals by providing funding for student awards to organizations such as the Florida Political Science Association.  
 

Quality Research Standards  
IPAC provides high caliber and realistic research on significant national and international issues. At IPAC, we are proud of 
the ways by which we ensure that our training sessions, research products and consulting services reflect our core values 
of dedication to excellence d objectivity in a complex world.   


