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			From the Councillors









		Each week, some of our Councillors and interns share a selection of articles, analytical pieces, videos and podcasts about what is happening in the world of international affairs. This week, our Councillors explore Russia's use of force, internet regulation and regional media coverage.

Disclaimer: The views expressed below by Councillors and interns are their own. The Australian Institute of International Affairs New South Wales does not take policy positions.
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	Russia, Ukraine and the Use of Force
Understandings about the use of force have altered since the creation of the United Nations in 1946. According to the Charter there are only two legitimate uses of force in international relations: national self-defence; and support of actions sanctioned by the UN Security Council. Since then, definitions of what constitutes ‘self-defence’ have conceded that a state does not have to wait to be attacked before it can legitimately respond, provided that an attack on it is imminent. It has been less acceptable to use force if a state suspects that another might attack it. Pre-emption and the demonstration of imminence are in, but prevention is not. In the case of Ukraine, Russia has not demonstrated that there is an imminent threat from Kiev. Moscow’s attack looks more like prevention; for this among many reasons it has been viewed as illegitimate. Russia’s strategic interest is understandable, but great powers have a responsibility to deal with strategic vulnerability without violating fundamental norms of international behaviour.

The view that self-defence is no longer the only legitimate grounds for the use of force has developed to include “wars of national liberation” – conflicts between aspiring states and their former colonisers. A growing acceptance of “humanitarian intervention” led the UN in 2005 to adopt the doctrine of a Responsibility to Protect (R2P). But none of this lets Russia off the hook. Moscow argues that its “special military operation” was necessary to protect Russian speakers in Ukraine from oppression. But it has not provided convincing evidence that they were being oppressed, or followed the procedural requirements of the R2P doctrine. Subjecting the use of force to law is a noble and urgent challenge, and every departure from the relevant norms is a blow to our fragile international security architecture.
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			These articles were selected by Bob Howard. Bob researches aspects of the history of international relations in the twentieth century, with special reference to developments in international security. He is an honorary associate and former lecturer in the Department of Government and International Relations at the University of Sydney and has written extensively on international relations, international security and Australian politics.
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	Perspectives from Beyond Australia

It is useful to broaden our sources of information beyond the mainstream English-language media, which all too often just repeats and copies news and commentary from inside the group. David Armstrong is an experienced Australian journalist now retired and living in northern Thailand.  I knew him personally when he was Editor-in-Chief of the South China Morning Post in Hong Kong.  I always read his weekly summary of the Asian media in the current affairs blog Pearls and Irritations.  His latest post covered Prime Minister Albanese's visit to Jakarta, US-China relations, the Myanmar crisis, Thailand's legalisation of pot and Biden's Indo-Pacific Economic Framework.  Plenty of links to follow up for the interested reader.
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		This open letter was selected by Jocelyn Chey AM. Jocelyn is an Adjunct Professor at the Australia-China Relations Institute, University of Technology Sydney, Visiting Professor at the University of Sydney and an Adjunct Professor at the Australia-China Institute for Arts and Culture at Western Sydney University. She was previously a senior officer in the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade. Jocelyn is a Fellow of Australian Institute of International Affairs.
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	Social Media: Bringing Law to the Lawless

One of the biggest questions on many policymakers’ minds today is how, or even if, they can regulate the major social media companies. While these platforms are no longer novel inventions and their various negative effects are becoming clearer, they are still not well understood. They are often headquartered overseas and it's uncertain what, if anything, can be done to make them more accountable. Nicolas Suzor, Professor of Law at Queensland University of Technology, is one of the foremost thinkers about internet governance. In his (free to download) book Lawless he unpacks the murkier and less understood side of internet regulation - how the major platforms govern themselves. He looks at what the major platforms are doing now, where it is going wrong and how it can be improved in the future. Now a member of Meta’s Oversight Board, which hears appeals against decisions made by Facebook and Instagram’s moderators, it would be fair to say Suzor and his work is having a real effect on how these companies are regulated. His book deserves close attention. 
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		This article was contributed by Alex McManis. Alex holds a Bachelor of Arts with First Class Honours in Government and International Relations from the University of Sydney and was previously the Climate and Energy Security Fellow at Young Australians in International Affairs. Alex has served on the Council since 2019.






		






			From the Interns









		In addition to our Councillors, we invite our interns to share with you what they have found insightful or interesting in the world of international affairs over the past week. This week, our interns Emily Shelley and Victor Liang explore the future of Australian aid and conflict over Taiwan.

Disclaimer: The views expressed below by Councillors and interns are their own. The Australian Institute of International Affairs New South Wales does not take policy positions.
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	Where Now for Australian Aid?
Writing for Devpolicy Blog, Research Fellow at the ANU's Development Policy Centre Terence Wood provides a critical analysis of the future of Australia's foreign aid budget under the Albanese government.  Despite labelling it as a 'pro-aid government', the author is unsure whether Labor's pre-election promises will signal an actual, material increase to the Australian aid budget, which has been subject to numerous cuts and transformations over the past decade. Wood also explores the potential challenge that China's aid in the Pacific poses for the new government, ultimately warning that ‘the more Australian aid is focused on countering China and shoring up allegiances with political elites in Pacific countries, the less likely it is to actually help people in need.’ Lastly, the author calls into question DFAT's capacity to effectively deliver aid, arguing that development experts are 'spread too thin' throughout the organisation and that urgent structural changes are needed to counter this. This is ultimately a thought-provoking argument that raises important questions for any future Australian aid projects.
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		Emily Shelley is a fourth year student at the University of New South Wales, studying a Bachelor of International Studies and a Bachelor of Media (Communications & Journalism). She has a particular passion for using digital and social media to educate youth about diplomacy and international affairs. Currently, Emily is a Digital Communications Officer at Young Australian in International Affairs and an Editor with the AEAN-Australian Strategic Youth Partnership. 
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	As China Rattles Sabers, Taiwan Asks: Are We Ready for War?
In an article for The New York Times, journalists Amy Qin and Amy Chang Chien discuss the debate surrounding the newfound, increased desire for militarisation and self-defence within the island of Taiwan, as cross-strait relations deteriorate and the possibilities of war heighten. This marks a fundamental shift within the Taiwanese discourse. Politicians in previous decades have cut military and defence spending on a bipartisan basis, and have sought to slowly phase out conscription, under the assumption of a sustainable peace in the Asia-Pacific. But China's increasing assertiveness has undermined this, with the debate now focussing not on whether a need exists to defend the island against an invading force, but on the strategies the government should employ to defend the island. To this end, and further catalysed by the Russian invasion of Ukraine, preparations have begun to improve the island's defence capacities. Taiwan has already begun amassing weapons with the goal of facilitating asymmetric warfare as deterrence against mainland China. It has also increased the intensity of volunteer and conscript training. It has adopted a Porcupine Strategy, hoping to establish adequate defences and to buy time to allow allies to come to its assistance. While these preparations are indeed a step in the right direction, the fundamental question still remains unanswered: whether the United States would come to Taiwan's assistance in case of an invasion. The answer to this would determine the island's fate.
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		This article was selected by Victor Ruifeng Liang. Victor is currently a fourth-year student studying a Bachelor of Arts and Bachelor of Advanced Studies (Politics and International Relations, International Business) at the University of Sydney. He is currently a Project Officer at the Australia China Business Council, an Editorial Assistant at the Journal of Chinese Tax and Policy, and a Programme Coordinator for the 2022 GIR Symposium. 






		






			What else we're reading









		· On the ABC's Saturday Extra Kerry Brown, Professor of Chinese Studies and Director of the Lau China Institute at King's College London, discusses his new book on Chinese political leadership. 
· Ngor Luong and Husanjot Chahal analyse the future of the Quad’s technological balance for The Council on Foreign Relations, in the light of rising concerns around artificial intelligence. 
· In an interview with the Melbourne Asia Review, Professor Robert Hefner offers insights into the successes of Indonesian democracy in an age of democratic regression.
· Daniel Hurst in the Guardian explores Australian’s reasons for distancing itself from a US-led statement critical of a UN enquiry into Israeli practices in the occupied Palestinian territories.
· In Pearls and Irritations, Dr Jocelyn Chey raises concern over escalatory responses by Australia and the US to Chinese air and naval activity in the South China Sea.
· “A Regrettable Necessity”: in a lengthy paper for the National Security College at ANU, William A. Stolz makes the case for gathering secret intelligence. 






		






			Letters to the Editor









		






		Get involved!

We're committed to keeping conversations about international affairs going, so get involved in our Letters to the Editor section!

Each week, we publish letters from our subscribers about what they think of the issues we’re discussing.

You can take part in the conversation by emailing us with your comments on each edition's articles. There are just a few simple guidelines: letters should be no more than 100 words in length, and should only be about the previous edition's articles. Please include your name and affiliation, and a mobile number (which won't be published). If you are a university student, please include your university and current degree.

Send all letters to the editors at aiianswletters@gmail.com by Wednesday at 5pm Sydney time for the chance to be published in the following fortnight's newsletter.
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