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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 consider semiconductors and self-sufficiency, the US role in Australian defence policy and Brazil's election.

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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	Chip Wars
The United States has tightened its restrictions on export of AI and semiconductor technology to China on the grounds that it could have military applications.  Gregory Allen of the US Center for Strategic and International Studies explains the scope and intention of President Biden's new policy, clearly designed to thwart the development of AI in China and keep the US strategic advantage.  There is an excellent survey of the global distribution of the chip manufacturing industry by American researcher Samuel Goodman, with a cogent argument that decoupling and on-shoring is impossible.  This is a really tricky situation and Australia will not be immune to the outcomes, whatever they are.  Chips are essential components of a huge variety of household, industrial and recreational manufactured goods and the manufacturing supply chains are complex and involve multiple sources so that costs will rise as well as delays due to re-routing once the US embargo takes effect. James Laurenceson discusses some of the implications in an article published in the Lowy Interpreter. 
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		These articles were 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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	US dominance in Australian defence decisions
 
The AUKUS agreement, under which Australia plans (among other defence arrangements) to acquire a new, probably American, submarine fleet with first deliveries in the 2030s, was accompanied by Australian agreement to immediate increases in the US defence presence in Australia. John Menadue in Pearls and Irritations sets out the extent of these increases, which have now received some mainstream media coverage (Four Corners, Sydney Morning Herald) focussed on the stationing of nuclear-capable B52H Stratofortress bombers in northern Australia. (For more detail see here.) 

A closely-documented report in the Washington Post in mid-October, now covered in a Sydney Daily Telegraph item by Charles Miranda on 31 October, revealed the role played by senior US military personnel – six former US admirals, three US navy civilian chiefs and three US ship building executives – in advising the Australian government on defence purchases. Miranda reports that former US Navy Secretary Donald Wilson had recommended that the Morrison government abrogate the Turnbull government’s submarine contract with France. Defence officials have dismissed any concerns about security or conflict of interest. 

The incoming Albanese government has reaffirmed AUKUS and the submarine (and other defence capability) plans, with Defence Minister Richard Marles making repeated references to inter-operability between the Australian and US defence forces. If the submarine deal is finalised, the US will in effect have acquired additions to its submarine capability paid for (and staffed) by Australia. 
 
Concern about Australia’s defence decisions being too closely enmeshed with those of the US was evidenced in commentary by veteran intelligence and defence analyst Hugh White at the AIIA national conference last week: he predicted that the US will almost certainly go to war with China over Taiwan, that Australia will almost certainly join any US action, and that the conflict will almost certainly become nuclear - with grim consequences for Australia given China's likely targeting of US facilities here.
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		These articles were selected by Ian Lincoln, President of AIIA NSW since 2017. Ian was in the Department of Foreign Affairs for 33 years including postings in Asia, Africa, Europe and the Pacific. He was later an appellate member of the Refugee Review Tribunal and has worked in a number of community organisations.
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	The Real Winner of Brazil's Election
 
Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva's defeat over Jair Bolsonaro in Brazil’s presidential election on Sunday has given renewed hope for environmentalists, according to Denise Chow. Da Sila, commonly known as Lula, previously led the country from 2003 to 2010. In his victory speech, Lula emphasised the need for Brazil to retake leadership in the fight against climate change. Analysis by Josh Gabbatiss for Carbon Brief found that this could lead to Amazon deforestation in Brazil falling by 89% over the next decade if Lula holds to his election pledge to address illegal deforestation. This prediction may not be overly ambitious, as during his previous presidency deforestation fell by around 70%. Chow explains that these changes are necessary for the ‘lungs of the planet’, after Bolsonaro expanded beef and soy production through accelerated deforestation and dismantled environmental protection. Lula’s presidency may be the turning point in restoring balance in the Amazon after a record high level of clearing in the first six months of 2022. Chow highlights that the election results have allowed supporters of climate action a temporary sigh of relief. The actual impact of the election is yet to be seen: Lula won by the narrowest of majorities on the second round, and is already facing Trump-type obstruction from Bolsonaro supporters. But Lula’s promises to return as a key diplomatic partner in climate negotiations look to be a promising sign for the environment and for climate action. 
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		These articles were selected by Isabel Freudenstein. Isabel graduated from a Bachelor of Art and Bachelor of Advanced Studies at the University of Sydney with a First Class Honours in International Relations. Her thesis examined the changing nature of humanitarian intervention in a multipolar international system. Isabel is currently studying a Juris Doctor at the University of Sydney.






		






			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 Teague Mirabelle and Ashrika Paruthi discuss overcoming American tribalism and the way the Vietnamese Communist Party (VCP) utilises its morality campaign to create ethical legitimacy for itself. 

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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	Tribalism and the USA
Reuben E Brigety II discusses in his article, published by Foreign Affairs magazine, the current growing political division occurring in the USA and the attempts made to constrain it. The US is a foreign policy powerhouse with an arsenal of tools and agencies to assess levels of growing conflict within nation-states and between them. One such tool is the US Agency for International Development’s Conflict Assessment Framework (CAF), capable of highlighting underlying dynamics within countries that feed into internal strife. When these same tools are used to assess America, however, a disturbing picture is formed.

In 2019 it was reported by the Pew Research Centre that 60% of the US population is reporting growing levels of distrust towards their government and the same year saw a spike in racially and ideologically motivated hate crimes in over 20 years. These are but a few statistics that paint a picture of growing tribalism with the US. As this trend grows so does the polarisation of the different factions and a resulting decrease is seen in the cooperative dealing with ‘non-members’. With a population of over 330 million there is an array of different factions contributing to this tribalism but the most significant contribution comes from the divide between Republicans and Democrats. A healthy government requires balanced and critical voice to critique the current administration but the fractured relationship between the two sides has begun eroding that health. How can the USA heal from this? Strong leadership is key and with the primary elections approaching, will play an integral part in either the healing or continued fracturing of the state.
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		This article was selected by Teague Mirabelle. Teague is currently undertaking a Masters in Cyber-Security Analysis and International Affairs at Macquarie university. 
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	The Vietnamese Communist Party’s Moral Vanguardism

In this Diplomat article, David Hutt explains that the Vietnamese Communist Party (VCP), through its “morality campaign”, not only pursues a highly-visible anti-graft effort but seeks wider influence. Graft crackdowns are undertaken by the party to enhance Vietnam’s global image in order to attract more foreign investment, to assert the Party’s power over the growing private sector, and to help purge rivals to the Party’s general secretary, Nguyen Phu Trong, by labelling them corrupt. But Hutt claims that the campaign goes beyond that: through its morality campaign, the VCP essentially aims to create a new ethical legitimacy for itself, by presenting the Party as the “moral vanguard” of Vietnam, similar to its role in the decades of armed struggle. 

By the late 1990s, the Party no longer really spoke about socialism. By the middle of the 2000s, the Party apparatus was losing power to the government apparatus, filled largely with bureaucrats, not ideologues, and people were joining the communist ranks mainly for patronage and social advancement: if you wanted a decent loan, a good job or a start in business, it was best to be a Party member. As socialism and nationalism faded, the Party was left claiming its legitimacy from economic growth. That’s fine when growth is good, as it is today. But Hutt suggests that the VCP is aware of the fact that in the years ahead, owing to Vietnam’s ageing population and an impending middle-income trap, the Party will not be able to maintain its political dominance through economic growth alone. It hopes that a moral stance as a vanguard against corruption will ensure its political future.
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		This article was selected by Ashrika Paruthi, a third-year Dalyell Scholar and Vice Chancellor’s International Scholar, undertaking a Bachelor of Arts/Advanced Studies, majoring in International Relations and Politics, at the University of Sydney. Presently, she is the Ethnocultural and International Students’ Officer on the University of Sydney Students’ Representative Council and a Young Leader at the Australia-India Business Council. 






		






			What else we're reading









		· Edward Snowden writes about his life in his book Permanent Record discussing the changing world being driven by technology and lack of government restraint when it comes to respecting our digital privacy.
· Emma Ashford writes for Foreign Affairs discussing the imperative of negotiations when it comes to de-escalating the Russo-Ukraine war and the role the US plays in laying its foundation. 
· David Horner writes about Australian war leadership in his book, 'The War Game'. The analysis ranges from leadership in Gallipoli all the way to the Iraq war.
· Lucian Kim in Foreign Policy explores why Russia is not a democracy, while explaining how it was not doomed to dictatorship or conflict with the West.
· Mallory Knodel in Observer Research Foundation (ORF) ExpertSpeak illustrates the need for demystifying and clarifying the significance of nation states in governing the internet. 
· In The Conversation, Ben Wellings of Monash University examines the difficulties facing new British Prime Minister Rishi Sunak as the next election approaches.






		






			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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