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PROJECT 1: ANTI-HUMAN TRAFFICKING NGOSs AND THE US

Due by 11:59 PM on Monday, November 13, 2017

HUMAN TRAFFICKING IS A DIFFICULT AND UGLY GLOBAL POLICY

ISSUE. Since the signing and adoption of the 2000 Palermo Protocol to Prevent,

Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, the United States has taken the lead in . |
pushing for criminalization of trafficking around the world, primarily through the atmlpie\\lay]gi:\ém:lgl:p]ci\:ln.
State Department’s annual Trafficking in Persons (TIP) report, which ranks

countries according to how well they attempt to curtail trafficking.

The US has been able to wield
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Confront or Conform?
Rethinking U.S. Democracy Assist]

by Sarah Bush

SUMMARY

Over the past fow decades, there
have baen two clear shifis in U.S
government-fundad democracy
assistance programs: they have
become less likely 1o confront
autocratic governments and more
focused on measurabie outpuls.

This “aming” of U.S. democracy
assistance has been fueled In part
by two realities: an Increase in
competition for U.S. democracy
assistance funds and the increasing
professionalizaiion of the industry.

Itis not clear that such tame

espite leadership changes in Egype

pace of demecratic change has slo

setbacks abound. Forming a respo|
a fi foreign policy chall for Py
term, as will be setbacks to democracy in A
U.S. policymakers have a number of demof
their disposal to mitigate those risks, inclug
foreign aid conditionality, and economic saj
of the most frequently employed tools is dg
aid that is explicitly given to advance dem(
provided to more than cae hundred countri

Although the merits of democracy promotif
over the past decade, important aspects of
funds through democracy assistance progrd
well understood. As Thomas Carothers noty
the quiet, “day-in, day-out™ component of .
promotion—is far less likely to grab headlj

programs help bring about Unfostunately, misinformation and misund
democratization, and thay of d ionally leavd
can Instead play into the hands il o Py
of autocrats seaking a venaer i _"° fund e thay
of while i ds in the Middle East and beyond.
power.
U.S. policymakers should reorient democrd
Democracy of two new realities. First, the ||
shoukt evoive considerably 1o have mnkmg pmocss through which the Umu:d
@ more positive impact on genuine i rewards impl
democratic development. ‘mmc“ p(oyans—(hosc that are linked to
not ian regimes. Such g

This shoukt Include changing how
the succass of these programs is
defined, by involving local aciors

moare directly in the

win future grants and work in many country
no clear evidence that they bring about genum

in host countries. Sccond greater competition and professionalism in

of projects and by Increasing
collaborative efforts among various
donor insStutions o improve the

the d y

quality of program

that carry out eff

field have also encouraged implementing
organizations to pursuc tamer programs in an effort to survive. Effective
dcmou'acy assistance will require American policymakers to reward

i ., not simply tame, programs.
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ARE POLITICIANS PREJUDICED AGAINST TH

by John Holbein and Nicholas Carnes, Sanford School,

Government in the United States is more responsive to affl
working-class citizens. As rescarchers have shown, when
wide range of 1ssues, the outcomes tend to line up closely
constituents, and meet the preferences of the poor only by
little relationship to what poli do (unless the poor wa

Howmd\nhydomlhls qual political

Ives. Elected officeholders are often weall
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be more complicated. Pollucnans have to cope with enormol ‘
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not be because legislators dislike the poor or don't want to
much more important — such as the exigencies of winning g
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Could Politicians be Prejudiced?

It is not mnrcly farfuchcd to suppose that elected officials
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and Musl Prejudices are often not deliberate]
class biases work like racial prejudices.

However, when we talk about “prejudice™ and “discriminaty

does not Ily mean that prejudice is at
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they feel no 11l will toward other groups. In our research, w
out the differences between strategic choices and prejudice |
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oN DOUBLE TAXATION AGREEMENTS:
THE CASE OF ZIMBABWE

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Since their endorsement in 2000, there has been a f{
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have been un|
has been due to their transition from being a distant 3
driven by finding out what does and doesn't work for
experience in implementing the MDGs, a clear set of

2015 has emerged.
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is at the
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forms of double twation; 4) how certain profits are to be

5) providing certainty of treatment; and 6)

he eimiration of double toxation of income and
I capital imvobing cross border ions i
forefront

the need for cooperation on economic, financial and fiscal

taxation, which

matters. Double tmation arises when two or more tax
jurisdictions overlap, such that the same item of income or
profie is subject to tax in each. Double Taxation Agreements

g i jonal tax jance and i
exchange.

The effectiveness of DTAs on FDL despite the contestation is
on the basis that they provide certainty to investors on the
faxing rights of contracting parties. On that basis.investors will
be able to assess their tax liabilities that accrue by invesing in

sme tGaxpayer in the same period in two jurk

avoiding double taxation of the same income or capital to the

for the source country. However, a cocksail of political, economic,
socal and technological factors determines FDI, and DTAs

ax and i
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Knpngzthmmn Report of the UN Secretary-General, 2010

Pursing the human development priorities
reflected in the MDGs depends upon i

sharing. However, in recent years, there has been increasing
P global debate regarding the effectiveness of double ation
agreements in relation to 1) determining investor decisions: 2)

@xation agreements, especially those signed between
developed and developing countries. In essence, when the
contracting states are at diffrent economic levels the flow of

growth but perhaps our most important
collective bearning is that the size and quality of
that growth & dependent upon and shaped by
investments in human development. The UN
Secretary-General
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an impeetant global chalenge. Ful and decent  failure to deliver cn commitments to proide gender equsity and

employment for all remairs unfuflled. There  the necessary financial resources, an important  WoMeN's empowerment

has been good progress on univeral primary 36t O reasons why MDG performance is = Tackling iecuality

ducation but the goal remains urmet. There imes less than szellar has to do with exciurion and

has been insufficient progress on gcnd« wnkm-m n mu-y p.ffnm There are discrimination

equality Ukilz there has been sigs  capacity i} :

progress on heskthereloted MDGs there has that have seemed intractable. But in many e il

been least progress in reducing maternal countries and sectors such weasknesses have = -.u.b e

mortality. Finall, the Secretary-General's

been successfully addressed.

105 IN FOCUS POLICY BRIEFING PRIORITIES FOR ACCELERATING PROGRESS ON THE MDGS SEFTEMBER 2000
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New Marriage Rate by Education
Number of newly married adults per 1,000 marriage eligible adults
61.5
"N 56.7

‘08 '09 10 "11 12

41.4 42.5
36.7 350
30.1
26.8
234
All Less than High Some Bachelor's
high school college degree or
school graduate more

Note: Marriage eligible includes the newly married plus those widowed, divorced,

or never married at interview
Source: U.S. Census
Adapted from PEW RESEARCH CENTER
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New marriage rate by education

Number of newly married adults per 1,000 marriage eligible adults
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Note: Marriage eligible includes the newly marned plus those widowed, divorced,
or never married at interview,

Source: U.S. Census

Adapted from PEW RESEARCH CENTER
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Peak Break-up Times
According to Facebook status updates

Spring Break — Summer holiday
Spring clean? Want to be young, free
~——— April Fool's Day and single this holiday?
Some kind of
terrible joke
N | Two weeks before ———
) Christmas holidays ’
Clear your conscience?
Boyfriend forgot People coming out of
to book the terrible weekends,
restaurant? posting their bad
news | . Ch Dy

S I im A Too Cruel?

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
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Please approve the hire of 2 FTEs

to backfill those who quit in the past year

Ticket volume over time

300 -

250 -

200 -

Number of tickets

1

150

100

1

50 A

2 employees quit in May. We nearly kept up with incoming
volume in the following two months, but fell behind with the
increase in Aug and haven't been able to catch up since.

202

177 _
Received

Processed
140

124

104

0

Jan Feb Mar
2014

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Data source: XYZ Dashboard, as of 12/31/2014 | A detailed analysis on tickets processed per person
and time to resolve issues was undertaken to inform this request and can be provided if needed.
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