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PAUL 
KNOECHEL

E very year about this time, 
the circus comes to campus. 
Colourful decorations litter the 

ground and cover the walls. People 
you’ve never heard of before explode 
into the limelight with troupes of  
supporters and performers. And 
from all corners of campus there are 
shouts for you to join the madness, get 
involved, fight apathy and so forth and 
so forth. Yes, Students’ Union elec-
tions are a magical time indeed.

Even more impressive than the mass-
ive hullabaloo of it all is the fact that so 
many people are able to ignore it com-
pletely. And for all of you out there 
that cared so little that you didn’t take 
the whole 20 or 30  minutes needed to 
become relatively informed and cast a 
ballot, this article is for you. I wish to 
extend my thanks to each and every 
one of you brave souls—keep up the 
good work.

I can hear the collective gasp right 
now of the one-fifth of the student 
body that actually did vote. This is  
followed by questions such as, “How 
can you support such apathy?” or, 
“Don’t you believe in democracy?” 
But I have good reasons for this: my 
ego and my opinionated nature.

If you were to get to know me, you’d 
realize that I have an enormous ego. In 
fact, in order to fall asleep every night, 

I listen to the soothing sound of my 
recorded voice while admiring the 
life-sized poster of me posing shirtless 
with a half-dozen beautiful women. 

Then, to get myself up in the morn-
ing, I tell myself how much darker 
the world would be if I were to stay 
in bed—that it’s no less than my civic, 
nay, moral responsibility to shed light 
into the lives of all those around me.

When I strut by the ladies, I can hear 
them swoon—and when I pass by the 
men, I taste their envy. The only prob-
lem with such an ego is that it needs 
constant stroking and reassuring. And 
while the life-sized poster helps, I find 
it difficult to carry around. So it’s a big 
treat for my ego to know that when I 
cast a ballot, I’m basically being told 
that my political opinion is worth that 
of five people. The bit of flirting done 
with the poll clerk after I vote is just 
the icing on the cake.

I’m also quite an opinionated indi-
vidual, and while in principle I believe 
in the right to free speech, deep down 
I only agree with it so far as the opin-
ions being expressed run parallel to 
my own. It’s just nice to know that 
when voicing a political opinion in 
SU elections, I don’t have to worry 
about “alternate viewpoints” because 
the misguided people that carry them 
generally don’t vote.

Either way, the circus is over this 
year. I have to find new ways of feed-
ing the ego and making my opinions 
matter more than others’. So I’ll simply 
reiterate my thanks to all those who, for 
whatever reason, have no problem with 
me expressing their views and speak-
ing on their behalf—I look forward to 
doing it all over again next year.

PATRICK 
ROSS

I n the time that it takes you to read 
this article, someone, somewhere 
in the world will likely be killed 

with an illegal weapon. Whether in 
the hands of a child soldier in Africa, 
a gunman in the Middle East or a 
common thug somewhere in North 
America, illicit weapons are used to 
take the lives of hundreds of thou-
sands of people every year.

The weapons black market has 
many different faces. Professional 
black-market arms merchants (also 
known as gunrunners), organized 
crime cartels and the clandestine 
espionage operations used by some of 
the world’s most powerful countries 
to supply weapons covertly to groups 
or states they are sympathetic to (often 
using gunrunners or organized crim-
inals as proxy agents), combine to 
form an international web of illegal 
weapons sales.

The top threat posed by black market 
weapons is their sustenance of various 
conflicts in developing nations—par-
ticularly those in Latin America and 
Africa. The weapons black market is 
also the chief weapons supplier to vari-
ous terrorist organizations. Cutting off 
the flow of weapons into these hands 
seems like the most logical solution to 
solving these particular problems.

While there have been numer-
ous attempts to crack down on illegal 
weapons sales—including the UN’s 
Small Arms Review Conference, as 
well as efforts by the International 
Campaign to Ban Landmines—the ille-
gal weapons trade continues to pose a 
serious threat to global human security. 
Year by year, it’s becoming clearer that 
the current approach isn’t working, and 
that it’s therefore time to try something 
more ambitious and direct.

Currently, the international comm-
unity relies on customs agencies, 
domestic police forces—often linked 
through co-operative organizations 
such as INTERPOL—and the afore-
mentioned weapons embargos to 
control the flow of weapons to trou-
ble-areas around the world. 

But such soft-power approaches, 
based on diplomacy, coalition-build-
ing and international good will, are 
meaningless without sufficient hard 
power—that is, actual operational 
capabilities—to back them up. This 
is where current international policy 
toward black market weapons trading 
falls short.

As unsavory as the idea may seem, the 
problem could best be solved through 
the creation of an international law 
enforcement organization, designed as 
a more autonomous and active version 
of INTERPOL and modeled along of 
the lines of a special operations strike 
force. In other words, an international 
SWAT team with a specific mandate 
to pursue and arrest those who deal 
in illegal weapons, and deliver them 
for prosecution—either in their home 
countries or at the Hague.

Intriguingly, when tallying the costs 
related to the black market weapons 
trade, one can’t help but realize that 
failure to deal adequately with the 
illegal sale of weapons has a negative 
impact on the UN’s peacekeeping ini-
tiatives. Terrorists, freedom fighters 
and militant factions the world over 
have to attain their weapons some-
how, and the black market serves as a 
convenient source for these arms.

It’s in this sense that the establish-
ment of any such force actually char-
acterizes a more proactive approach to 
UN peacekeeping, one built upon the 
foundation of simply enforcing inter-
national law.

Of course, the establishment of any 
new United Nations initiative, espe-
cially one this ambitious, raises the 
question of how it will be paid for. 
Perhaps the UN could take the advice 
of Satya Das, who suggested levying 
an international tax on defence spend-
ing in order to fit the bill. Mustering 
the necessary political will would, in 
the long run, prove more difficult. 
However, the lives saved would be 
well worth the effort.

Black market weapons at the 
root of global security threat

Thank you for not voting
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Global warming being the thorny 
issue that it is, perhaps  we shouldn’t 
be all that surprised that high-pro-
file activists like Al Gore and David 
Suzuki are going to take some heat 
about their respective campaigns—
especially when it comes to those 
who have the most to lose from a 
change in lifestyle. 

But as the evidence—and, more 
importantly, public support—for 
action on climate change increases, it 
seems that the coherence of the argu-
ments against it decreases propor-
tionally. Now that global warming is a 
fact, we no longer hear, “Come on, it’s 
just earth’s natural cycle”—it’s, “David 
Suzuki drives a big, gas-guzzling bus 
accross the country to get his mes-
sage out,” or “Al Gore’s house con-
sumes a huge amount of electricity” 
or “the producer of An Inconvenient 
Truth flies in a private jet.”

While the actual degree of hypoc-
risy found here could easily be dis-
puted, the point is, these character 
attacks don’t take away from the 
issue at hand. Just because Al Gore 
has a big house doesn’t mean that 
climate change isn’t happening—so 
don’t just scoff about it and leave it 
at that.

As these types of fallacies are 
somehow making front pages across 
the country, a sack-beating is defi-
nitely in order—both for those who 
suggest them and those who report 
them as  well.

ADAM GAUMONT

the burlap sack


