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ALEX  BELINSKI - Editor

Maria runs her own blog, Koukas Kolumn. A TV 
presenter whose niche was entertainment before 
becoming a trained journalist, now focusing on politics 
and current affairs. She is a fitness enthusiast, lover of 
Disney and a selenophile
@missmariakouka

Having spent eight years working on private sailing 
yachts across the world from Israel to Tahiti, Rupert 
has a unique perception of global culture. Rupert is 
fascinated by the contrasting ways different countries 
report the same news, or ‘alternative news’ for that 
matter.
An aspiring foreign correspondent, Rupert is moving 
to Argentina once he finishes his studies - if he ever 
does!
@rupert_rowe

Agne is a freelance journalist and a third year journalism 
student at City, University of London. Agne specialises in 
political journalism - Eastern European issues, the Baltic 
states, Russia, and the current war in Ukraine. She started her 
career at a Lithuanian regional newspaper, and today she has 
been published by the Kiev Post. Agne is running her blog, 
Ode to the Eastern Front,  where you can follow her progress.
@AgneDovydaityte

HAPPY BIRTHDAY TWITTER!
Globally, we are at an ideological 
crossroads. The formerly 
prevalent Western mode of (il)
liberal thought has met a great 
challenger - nationalism. In this 
fight, we stand on the right, 
to challenge and critique the 
dominant status quo. What 
inspired us to do this was The 
Realist, a US magazine of “social-
political-religious criticism and 
satire,” that ran from 1958-2001. 
The dominant ideology of the 
time was republican consevatism, 
and that magazine was launched 
as an antidote to that, to critique 
and ridicule the politics of the 
time. 

Close to its death the struggling 
chimera that is liberalism is at its 
wildest and most unpredictable 
– from unpunished Antifa 
protests on American campuses, 
to censorship of opinion and 
thought police in the UK.

Make no mistake. In calling 
ourselves ‘right’, we do not refer 
to the fascist right. On the one 
dimensional line that is the 
political spectrum, the right we 
refer to is the diametric opposite 
of the so-called liberal left. 
Freedom. “Life, Liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness”, as the US 
Declaration of Independence 
states. 

Because the modern day realist 
– is a contrarian.

From the EditorThe Contrarians The social media platform has revolu-
tionised the way in which we receive 
news and indeed how fast news can travel 
around the world. It informs, educates 
and gives every individual a personal 
platform for expression. 

It’s sociable, entertaining and enables 
mere mortals to communicate and 
interact in real time conversations with 
celebrities and politicians too. 

Twitter turns 11 this month and to 
celebrate we’re sharing some of the most 
controversial and famous tweets we’ve 
found out there in the Twittersphere! 

RUPERT ROWE - Designer

               Rodney Lacroix – Author

  (7,325 followers)

 @moooooog35

 how high can mexicans climb 

 #DonaldTrumpsGoogleHistory

         Jack Dorsey - 
  Founder of Twitter. 
First ever tweet. 21/03/2006
@jack

 just setting up my twttr

President Trump - US President 
(2 2. 8m followers) 
@realDonaldTrump

Hillary Clinton has announced that she is 
letting her husband out to campaign but HE’S 
DEMONSTRATED A PENCHANT FOR SEX-
ISM, so inappropriate!

 Connie St Louis 

         University Lecturer

     @connie_stlouis

Nobel scientist Tim Hunt FRS 

@royalsociety says at Korean 

women lunch “I’m a chauvinist

 and  keep ‘girls’ single lab

thecontrarian.wordpress.com  

@contrarianmag

@contrarianmag

Milo Yiannopoulos - British 
Journalist
(Account suspended)
 @Nero

There’s a new feminist Barbie. 
When you pull the string it says 
“Math is hard, let’s lie about rape”

MARIA KOUKA - Sub-editor

AGNE DOVYDAITYTE - Picture Editor
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Whereas under the previous law (the 
Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000 
(RIPA)) the authorities were obliged to tell 

the journalist their data was being looked at. This is no 
longer the case. The concern to journalists is that their 
information will either be used as an extension to the 
intelligence of the agencies in question, or it will be used 
to track down so-called whistle-blowers.
 What have the press had to say about the new 
Investigatory Powers Act (IPA) and the threat it 
represents to their ability to protect their sources? 
Virtually nothing.

 A recent survey carried out by the Contrarian found 
that less than 10% of respondents thought there had 
been sufficient media coverage given to the IPA and 
its passing into law. Many journalists believe that 
post Leveson, (the inquiry set up to investigate phone 
hacking) the media and in particularly the printed press, 
are more reluctant to hold the powers that be to account.

Indeed the savaging that should have been given to 
this legislation, is not greatly different to that referred 
to in another context, as being equivalent to that which 
might “be dealt out by a dead sheep”.

Whereas RIPA remained subject to the Police and 
Criminal Evidence Act 1984 which allowed protections 
for journalists, this protection is now removed from 
the new legislation. Moreover, the misuse of these 
new powers by the executive, will itself be difficult to 
establish as it is up to the complainant (the journalist) to 
notice that something is amiss and subsequently prove it. 

A recent case at the Investigatory Powers Tribunal - 

the body holding the powers that be to account – found 
that Cleveland Police Force had misused the anti-terror 
legislation. In effect, they hacked a journalist’s phone 
to determine which member of their ranks had gone 
to the press with a discrimination story. He was later 
dismissed.

Julia Breene, one of the journalists working for 
the Northern Echo who broke the story relating to 
Cleveland Police, had her phone illegally tapped. She 
says: “You want to make it as easy as possible for sources 
to come forward; it’s hard enough already getting them 
to trust us. We should feel reassured that Cleveland 
Police were found to have exceeded their powers. 
However, the reality is that we know that potential 
sources are going to be more reluctant to come forward.”

Furthermore, such a case is an exception rather than a 
rule as very few cases have ruled against the authority. In 
fact this is the first of its kind.

The IPB was first published in 2015 but there has only 
been a smattering of disapproval in the mainstream 
press, despite the powers they stand to lose.

Dominic Ponsford, Editor of the Press Gazette, said 
despite the problems for journalists that the new laws 
present, “there is a reluctance for newspapers to write 
about themselves, especially after the phone hacking 
scandal” when the public lost interest in the rights of 
journalists.

Nick Davis, a freelance investigative journalist for the 
Guardian, has a different view as to why there has been

The end of the fourth 
estate as a check on 

executive power?
Will the next few years reveal that 2016 was the moment 

the great fourth estate allowed itself to be neutered by the 
executive and pushed over the precipice of irrelevance? 

Rupert Rowe investigates.

VARYING DEGREES OF PRESS REACTION
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The reaction from the press is pretty much reflected 
in the lack of political opposition. The Labour party, 
for the most part, chose to abstain on the final vote. 
The Liberal Democrats continued to fly the liberal 
anti-surveillance banner voting against; whilst Home 
Secretary Amber Rudd put over the Government’s 
view that the IPA is ‘‘world leading legislation that 
provides unprecedented transparency and substantial 
privacy protections.’’

 This so-called “world leading legislation” may 
be new but the powers it confers on the Executive 
are nothing new. Annie Machon was a former 
MI5 officer who resigned along with her partner 
David Shayler in order to reveal incompetence and 
criminality in the service. She says: “I think that there 
was a diabolical response to the IPA. Putting aside 
it’s against the press’ self-interest in terms of getting 
decent sources with good stories that they need to 
expose; just not informing the public is criminal.”

Not only are these powers going to obstruct 

the press fulfilling their role, but they will also 
be detrimental to national security according to 
Machon. “Useful, indeed crucial, intelligence on 
targets and their associates is lost in the tsunami 
of available information. Indeed this seems to have 
been the conclusion of every inquiry about the recent 
spate of ‘lone-wolf ’ and ISIS inspired attacks across 
the West; the targets were all vaguely known to the 

authorities but resources were spread too thinly.” 

The Guardian is the only organisation that clearly 
explains on its website how to contact them securely. 
Glen Greenwald famously nearly blew the Snowden 
scoop because he found it too tricky to download 
the PGP (pretty good privacy) encryption so that 
Snowden could send him the files. 

It has been suggested by the National Council for 
the Training of Journalists that more in depth courses 
in maintaining digital security should be provided 
to those who need it. Some media organisations 
such as Liberty are already offering surveillance and 
technology workshops and Annie Machon believes all 
of these organisations should provide their journalists 
with training in how to protect their sources.

Nick Davis said: “Ultimately the government’s desire 
to snoop is only matched by the media’s desire to do 
likewise, not only in relation to the activities of the 
executive but also into the stories of which sell their 
newspapers, i.e. the lives of celebrities.” 

As Jonathan Heawood, Director of the press 
regulatory body IMPRESS says: “It appears that 
the commercial interests of newspaper’s publishers 
are oddly aligned with the security interests of the 
government. Ideology undoubtedly plays a part in 
press positions on surveillance but is at least equalled 
by commercial considerations.”

 This pretty well summarises the reasons why the 
IPA has not been subject to more vigorous scrutiny 
and it remains to be seen whether such protections, 
as still avail journalists under article 10 of the 
Human Rights Act, will be sufficient to ensure their 
continuing relevance as scrutineers of the use of 
Executive power.

“It’s against the press’ 
self-interest in terms of 
getting decent sources with 
good stories” 

JOURNALIST’S SECURITY

a general lack of press interest. He believes that: 
“There was animosity shown towards the Guardian by 
other Fleet Street newspapers following the Snowden 
revelations.” 

Edward Snowden was the CIA officer who leaked 
documents to the Guardian in 2013 revealing the 
extent of the powers being used by the US and UK spy 
agencies.

Davis continued: “The right wing papers had 
to insist - in their Snowden reactions - that bulk 
surveillance of communications was essential and 
any attack on that kind of surveillance, treacherous”. 
In effect he suggests that the right-wing press of this 
opinion, found themselves trapped by their own 
rhetoric. 

Roger Alton, a former Executive Editor of the Times, 
quipped when considering this view, “this is bollocks”.

“It is largely down to the amount of attention paid 
to Brexit as well as the weakness of the current Labour 
party who have been completely useless for the past 
year and haven’t been an effective opposition.”

Alternatively Henry Porter, a front running 
Libertarian who has campaigned on the issue of 
privacy and press freedom since 2005 simply “couldn’t 
get anyone interested”.  

“The press has shifted to the right and fallen victim 
to the national security and Brexit rhetoric. Add to this 
the general lack of controversy about the IPA and you 
are simply not going to get significant press coverage. 
After all, newspapers need to sell and follow the stories 
that concern their readers.”

 The combination of Brexit and the recent European 
Court of Human Rights decision that certain aspects 
of IPA were illegal will see matters reconsidered. 
However, given the Brexit “take back control” 
argument, it remains to be seen whether this will make 
any substantial difference.

Considering the terrorist attacks that have been 
cropping up across Europe over the past few months 
and years, to scandalise surveillance is no easy task. 
It is an incredibly complex issue that few newspapers 
are reluctant to delve into; partly because readers 
are not engaged with long-running, legal pieces. The 
Guardian, through its expertise build-up in dealing 
with the Snowden leaks, were the best positioned. 
Whilst others appeared to be reluctant to get involved, 
especially as there has not yet been a scandal to come 
out of it.

Privacy International is a human rights organisation 
focused on privacy intrusions by government 
or business and Hermit Kambo, the Director of 
Campaigns and Development at PI, is concerned about 
the new act. His view, however, is that the IPA is yet 
to cause considerable controversy and “until it does 
people won’t care.” 

He goes on to say that during the Snowden leaks 
neither the US or UK government agencies provided 
“a shred of evidence as to how he, Snowden, had 
endangered anybody’s life”.

“Conversely Snowden has not demonstrated actual 
harm either. It is all generalities and does not have the 
visceral impact of how this person or that community 
is being targeted.”

 In short: “We need a story; it’s just like any other 
aspect of the media. There needs to be a victim. Until 
a scandal happens it will just drift on in the back pages 
of the interested broadsheets and tech media.”

“The press has 
shifted to the right and fallen 
victim to the national 
security and 
Brexit rhetoric”

HOW CONTROVERSIAL 
ARE THE NEW LAWS?

CCHQ located in Cornwal is the UK Government’s Communications Headquartres. It’s also known as the Listening Post.

WORLD LEADING LEGISLATION?
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Unless you’ve been living in a cave 
for the most part of the last centu-
ry, you would know that March 8th 

is the day that the world celebrates Interna-
tional Women’s Day (IWD). It’s a day where 
women like Oprah, Lena Dunham, Emma 
Watson, Beyonce and failed US presidential 
candidate Hilary Clinton will take to their 
twitter handles to come together in faux 
unanimity to preach about everything we 
as a gender are still fighting for and against; 
whilst self-congratulating each other on per-
sonal achievements and secretly promoting 
their own celebrity.

An army of fifteen thousand women 
marched the streets of New York City in 
1908, campaigning for voting rights, better 
pay and shorter working hours. In 1909 and 
in accordance with a declaration made by the 
Socialist Party of America, the first National 
Women’s Day was celebrated on February 
28th; and continued to be celebrated on 
every last Sunday in February until 1913. By 
1910, Leader of the Women’s Office for the 
Social Democratic Party in Germany, Clara 
Zetkin, proposed the idea of an international 
day for women to press for demands at the 
International Conference of Working Wom-
en. The result was a unanimous approval and 
thus IN 1911 International Women’s Day 
was born in 1911.

Please don’t misunderstand me: I am all 
for women’s rights and I believe in what 
our predecessors initially stood for and 
fought for, but it’s something very, very dif-
ferent to what our modern day sister is ad-
vocating. We gained the right to vote; we 
received better pay and our working hours 
were shortened. We won. We achieved what 
was intended back then. But the celebration 
of IWD every year now has become a day 
whereby all the feminist fanatics find elation 
in bashing men.

Last year in what was to be her last State 
of Women Summit appearance as the First 
Lady of the United Sates, Michelle Obama 
told Oprah that ‘men need to be better at 
everything when asked what they could be 
doing to help gender equality. Yet at no point 
did she mention that women are responsible 
for half of all the domestic violence cases in 
America or that women create the majority 

of child abuse cases.
How is IWD helping or contributing to 

the everyday life of your average westernised 
woman? And furthermore how can western-
ised women’s rights be compared to the rights 
of the women who live in countries such as 
Yemen, Peru or the Democratic of Congo 
where gender disparity is still profound? The 
answer is, it’s not. Glorifying IWD in western 
civilization does not help our fellow sisters in 
poorer nations. It simply adds to a seemingly 
unobtainable commercialised notion.

I would note that IWD aggressively 
promotes feminism amongst women of 
varying cultures. It encourages women to 
believe that men are responsible for the 
denial of education for 62 million girls 
worldwide; and it’s the men’s’ fault that 
girls account for 74 per cent of all new HIV 
infections among adolescents in Africa. 
It’s not their fault. This is where the gov-
ernment and world organisations need to 
step in and stop the stigma. I would urge 
feminists to understand that their feminist 
war including IWD plays no positive role 
in our society. In fact, it hurts our society.

This sisterhood that we all claim to be a 
part of is complete rubbish. The truth is that 

in reality we would tread all over each other 
if it meant a new promotion or getting the 
man that we want. As saintly as your atti-
tude appears to be on the exterior and how 
defiantly you will hashtag your empowering 
Twitter post, you know I’m right. In addition 
to all of this, what perplexes me even more is 
that we continue to fight so hard to have the 
same privileges as men, that we might as well 
become the men we want to be. The mod-
ern day woman fights to have more power in 
everything that she does, all whilst negating 
the very essence of womanhood; femininity 
and courtship.

What exactly has Beyonce done for me 
apart from ripping a chunk out my bank 
balance and all for wanting to see her live 
in concert? Nothing. How is Emma Wat-
son helping the young girls who go through 
female genital mutilation (FGM) in Africa 
and the Middle East? Does she address the 
vexing question on why it is in fact older 
women who carry out the procedures? No 
she isn’t. Furthermore, what kind of ex-
ample did Hilary Clinton set for women 
in being complicit to Bill Clinton’s sexual 
escapades whilst serving as the First Lady 
of the United States? She stood by a sexual 
predator who abused his political powers 
for his own gain and she allowed the wom-
en of America and the rest of the world to 
think that this was ok. She single-handedly 
supported the abuse of our gender whilst 
masquerading as a feminist. What is more 
is that Donald Trump got the women’s vote 
in last year’s historical US presidential elec-
tion and Hilary didn’t. My point is, IWD 
is absolutely useless in promoting women’s 
rights and is not needed! This illusion that 
it helps us, is simply that; an illusion. It 
does nothing for us apart from maybe 
get us a box of cholates and flowers from 
our husbands to congratulate us on well, 

INTERNATIONAL 
WOMEN’S DAY IS 

ABSOLUTELY USELESS

MARIA KOUKA

Women’s rights? Absolutely! International Women’s Day for soppy tweets, inspirational 
Instagram posts, open letters to the public? Bore off!

“The truth is that in 
reality we would 

tread all over each 
other if it meant a new 
promotion or getting 
the man that we want”

“I Would Urge  
Feminists To 
Understand 

That Their Feminist 
War Including 

Iwd Plays No Positive 
Role In Our Society”

A 59-year-old marriage 
between the United Kingdom 
and the European Union will 
come to an end this month 
as Prime Minister Theresa 
May is set to formally trigger 
Article 50 of the Treaty of 
Lisbon.  

The Treaty which is signed 
by heads of state, came into 
law in December 2009 and 
was designed to make the EU 
more transparent, efficient 
and democratic.

As it currently stands, 
no other state has ever left 
the union before and so the 

rules for the exit are unclear. 
Negotiations between 
Britain’s 27 counterparts 
will take place shortly after 
the trigger and at this point, 
what will happen thereafter is 
unclear. 

However, speculation leads 
towards the United Kingdom 
either adapting their own 
set of EU laws to British 
Statute or indeed taking the 
opportunity to radicalize 
legislation.

The exit is expected to take 
two years, officially ending 
the relationship in May 

2019 but EU experts say the 
process could take as long as 
five years. 

If an independent Britain 
proves to be successful, 

EU leaders fear that a bloc 
without Britain could be less 
appealing to richer, northern 
states and could unravel the 
whole institution. 

CHELSEA MANNING TO 
LEAVE PRISON IN MAY

Activists marching for the release of Chelsea Manning

Chelsea Manning, an American 
transgender woman formerly 
known as Bradley Manning, 
will be released from prison. 
Two months from now, de-
mocracy advocates around the 
world will celebrate an event 
they have been waiting for 
since 2010. 

Private Manning was the first 
of the major online whistle-
blowers. In 2010, she leaked 
750,000 clas-sified documents to 
Wikileaks. Arguably the most 
famous of these was footage 
from a US attack helicopter, 
showing the targeted murder 
of several people in Baghdad, 
Iraq, among which were jour-
nalists and children.

Arrested in 2010, she was 
convicted with 20 offences, in-

cluding six violations of the Es-
pionage Act, and, while found 
to be not guilty of “Aiding 
the Enemy”, was nonetheless 
sentenced to 35 years in prison 
in August 2013.

On 22 August 2013, Manning 
announced that she wished to 
undergo hormone therapy in 
order to transition into a wom-
an, as well as being transferred 
from high security to a regular 
prison.

Spending three years in pre- 
trial confinement, Manning was 
reportedly faced with a number 
of harsh and possibly extraju-
dicial punishments, including 
spending the first ten months 
of the term in solitary confine-
ment, as well as other forms 
of physical and mental abuse. 

This sparked public out-rage, as 
pre- trial punishment is illegal 
in the US.

Shortly before leaving office, 
Barack Obama commuted 
Manning’s sentence to seven 
years - meaning that he will be 
released on May 17th 2017.

However, not all celebrated 

this development. President 
Trump tweeted “Ungrateful 
TRAITOR Chelsea Manning, 
who should never have been re-
leased from prison, is now call-
ing President Obama a weak 
leader. Terrible!”, following the 
publication of Manning’s op-ed 
piece in the Guardian.

BRITAIN VS THE EU BLOC
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What does a green cartoon frog have in com-
mon with the Swastika and SS runes? You 
may be surprised to discover that they are 

both included on the Anti-Defamation League’s (ADL) 
hate symbol database. The road there has been a long 
and arduous one. 

Pepe started out in 2005. Back then he wasn’t malicious. He 
was just a harmless character in a comic created by artist 
Matt Furie, titled Boy’s Club. The comic features Pepe and 
his gang of slacker roommates, Andy, Brett, and Landwolf, 
living out their post-college lifestyle, rife with fast-food, 
pranks, fun, and occasional drug taking. 

In 2008, the comic made its way onto 4chan’s (an in-
famous anonymous online imageboard) most notorious 
board, /b/ - ‘Random’. There, Pepe quickly caught the users’ 
eyes, in particular a panel in which he says “feels good man” 
- this was to become one of his famous catchphrases. 

Soon, various edits of Pepe started appearing across 
4chan, and gradually spread across the internet via Reddit, 
Tumblr, and eventually onto Facebook, where regular 
internet users started sharing and posting him. Pepe went 
so far as to end up in tweets by the likes of Katy Perry and 
Nicki Minaj. 

However, herein lay the crucial difference between Pepe 
and other memes that had originated on 4chan - in spite of 
his widespread popularity with regular internet users, he 
remained popular on 4chan too. This was not an issue until 
around 2015, when the US presidential campaigns were 
underway. 

Users on 4chan’s notorious and predominantly right-
wing /pol/ (Politically Incorrect) board, as well as other 
associated right-wing online communities, started creat-
ing and spreading extreme edits of Pepe, predominantly 
of an anti-semitic nature. Sometimes Pepe was depicted 
standing outside Auschwitz in an SS uniform with a smug 
look on his face, sometimes in Ku Klux Klan robes, some-
times with Hitler’s moustache and uniform.

Still, these variants of Pepe largely remained contained 
in the communities in which they were created. That was 
until the Trump campaign started gaining momentum 
in 2016, and Pepe became the mascot of the alt-right, 
Trump’s youthful and mischievous online support com-
munity. The alt-right was quick to get this version of Pepe 
onto Twitter - its preferred platform for discourse - and 
soon this new type of Pepe was in the eyes of the general 
public, in association with these users. 

David Hochauser, a young Jewish student from London 
who has been a victim of online anti-semitism, notices 
this development. 

“Actions by Trump including retweeting and/or replying 
to neo-nazi accounts on Twitter have completely embold-
ened American antisemitism online. Scrolling through 
replies to Trump’s tweets, one can immediately find 
accounts/tweets expressing antisemitism. Pepe the Frog 
is one of the most commonly used memes when dealing 
with such material,” he says. 

Perhaps the greatest exposure came after Hillary 
Clinton’s speech in which she referred to Donald Trump’s 
supporters as a “basket of deplorables”. Shortly after this, 
Trump’s son, Donald Trump Jr., posted a picture on his

What is Hate? 
(Pepe Don’t Hurt Me)

This month the world celebrates the annual Day Against Cyber 
Censorship. Alexander Belinski takes a look at the story of pepe the 
frog, one of the most beloved cartoons on the internet, so why did he 

become a symbol of hate?

HOW DID IT START?
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Instagram of Trump, himself, and an assembly of 
high-profile Trump staff and supporters in an edit of 
a film poster for The Expendables. Pepe was among 
these. 

Quickly an explanation of what Pepe is and what 
he represents appeared on Hillary’s official campaign 
site - it is there where he was first labelled a white 
supremacist symbol.

Two weeks later, the ADL made public their 
designation of Pepe as a right-wing hate symbol. 

Emma Balfour, author of the paper Memes as 
Participatory Politics, believes this to be a step in the 
right direction. 

“I think that the ADL’s listing of Pepe as a hate 
symbol has done something incredibly effective: it 
has alerted the wider community to the fact that the 
internet does not exist in a cultural vacuum, and that 
nationalism is on the rise. It has indicated where the 
battle ground of the cultural dichotomy exists. While 
we were making political activity memetic, the ADL 
has finally made memetic activity political,” she says.

While this decision is not a legal ban of Pepe as 
a meme, it does raise certain concerns regarding 
freedom of speech and online censorship. Jonathan 
Pageau, an icon artist, believes this to be the case. 

“The fact that the ADL classified Pepe as a “hate 
symbol” instead of ignoring the extremes of the meme 
is a sign that thoughtless and politically motivated 
censorship is on our very immediate horizon.  And 

sadly it will backfire, because most of the people who 
identified with Pepe were not doing it out of ‘right 
wing hatred’ but only out of a mischievous desire to 
break taboos,” says Pageau.

Dr Christopher Chesher, senior lecturer in Digital 
Cultures at Sydney University, however, disagrees: 
“There are limits to free speech. Hate speech can take 
many forms, including memes of frogs. In Australia it 
is an offence to offend, humiliate or intimidate people 
on the basis of race. The memes that the ADL has 
posted are examples of racism that does these things.”

Lukas Mikelionis, US reporter for HeatStreet, thinks 
that it is the ADL’s right to label Pepe the Frog a hate 
symbol, just as it is the internet’s right to continue 
using it, but consequences might follow. “I think 
organisations have the right to call out symbols they 
consider to be hateful. People still have a right to use 
them. However, the use of Pepe, even in an innocent 
way, now could spark accusations of racism,” he says.

Pepe’s creator, Matt Furie, has expressed great 
concern about his cartoon’s present reputation, and 
has teamed up with the ADL to spread more of the 
innocent kind of Pepe memes online. In an attempt 
to drown out unwelcome edits, they started the ‘Save 
Pepe’ campaign, which aims to encourage people to 
create and share “peaceful Pepes” on social media 
with the hashtag #SavePepe. 

A similar thing happened to the libertarian cartoonist Ben 
Garrison between 2010-2015. His works, which typically 
feature critique of ‘big government’, regardless of whether 
it’s run by Democrats or Republicans, was ‘discovered’ by 
4chan users, who proceeded to quickly make antisemitic 
and racist edits of it. They did not stop at that - they also 
began constructing a fake persona of Garrison,

painting him to be a white supremacist, a KKK 
member, etc. - all of which were subsequently 
investigated and proven to be falsehoods. Initially, 
Garrison tried to fight against them, filing copyright 
lawsuits, takedown notices, and libel charges against 
the counterfeit material and the offenders.

He said: “A few years ago I was desperate to prove to 
the world that I was not a racist or ‘Nazi’ even though 
the trolls delighted in promulgating that foul meme. In 
order to stop the libel I helped out those who were also 
removing hate speech from social media. It was a huge 
mistake that I deeply regret.”

However, he came to realise that his approach was 
wrong, and that in some ways it was against his beliefs 
regarding free expression, so he ceased the fight. 

Today Garrison says: “I don’t care anymore if I’m 
libelled or if trolls change my work into gross racism. I 
lost that battle. I’d rather see them do that rather than 
hurt the cause of free speech. Besides, I now no longer 
care what names I’m called. Everyone needs to develop 
a thicker skin in this age of the Internet, but instead we 
are going the opposite direction.”

The Contrarian conducted a survey on 4chan’s /pol/ 
board in order to gauge the users’ feelings about Pepe’s 
fate. Throughout two hours of the survey’s life on the 

board (inactive discussions get deleted promptly) 31 
users conducted the qualitative survey. A quarter of 
them felt indifferent about the classification of Pepe 
as a hate symbol, with one user adding: “It’s dumbing 
down what actual hate symbols are just for short term 
political gain that didn’t even work out.” Almost half 
of respondents believed it to be a threat to free speech. 
However, one user wrote: “This alone doesn’t threaten 
it, but if this continues, and especially from a biased 
point, then it will.”

An interview with a 4chan user, who goes by the 
nickname of Freedumb on /pol/’s IRC (Internet Relay 
Chat) channel also revealed a number of interesting 
thoughts. 

Freedumb said: “They feel that the Alt-Right threaten 
them. The ADL and the Liberal left in general believe 
that people expressing conservative views heralds the 
return of National Socialism and therefore another 
Holocaust. Pepe has been in use by /pol/ and the Alt 
Right, though he is not an official mascot of either. The 
ADL were quick to denounce him regardless.” 

He also believes that /pol/ had played a crucial role in 
the polarisation of right-wing Pepes.

“/pol/ politicised Pepe and a lot of people on /pol/ 
are fascinated by hate symbols because hate symbols 
are subversive and using them is empowering. So a 
lot of the more striking images of a cartoon frog are 
obviously going to contain things like the Moonman 
[another popular /pol/ meme] or swastikas or 
whatever, because it’s subversive. It’s against the rules of 
society,” he said.

While there is seemingly no consensus on whether 
Pepe deserved to be labelled a right-wing hate symbol, 
and whether this challenged free speech, the extent to 
which the ADL’s action was effective is dubious: Pepe 

“While we were making 
political activity memetic, 
the ADL has finally 
made memetic activity
political”

SAME PROBLEM, DIFFERENT SOLUTION

Ben Garrison, a cartoonist who was targeted by Nazi trolls

Left: Ben Garrison’s original             Right: Unauthorised edit

A LOOK INSIDE

“Everyone needs to 
develop a thicker skin 
in this age of the Internet, 
but instead we are going the 
opposite direction”
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This year marks the 100th anniversary of the Russian 
Revolution. Significant events began unfolding in 

March 1917, starting with mutiny in St Petersburg and 
the abdication of the Tsar.

RUSSIAN 
REVOLUTION 

100 YEARS ON 

However, as the Spectator commentator Max Hastings writes, “the centenary of the Russian revolution 
should be mourned, not celebrated”, referring to the decades of repression and bloodshed.

Nonetheless, those who are interested in the historical and cultural side of the revolution should keep 

1. ROYAL ACADEMY OF ARTS. Revolution: Russian Art 1917–1932. 11 February - 17 April 2017. An exploration of 
the revolution through its art, featuring works by Kandinsky, Malevich, Chagall, and many others.

2. CALVERT 22. The Future Remains - Revisiting Revolution. February - Dececmber 2017. A series of talks, events, and 
exhibitions to “reflect on the nature of revolution and and of writing history itself ”

3. DESIGN MUSEUM. Imagine Moscow. March 15 - June 4 2017. An exhibiton bringing together rare architectural 
plans, art, and propaganda for Soviet-era Moscow.

 
4. PUSHKIN HOUSE. The Soviet Economy 1917-1991. 2 March 2017. An illustrated talk with Professor Mark Harrison 

on the failures and successes of the Soviet economy.

5. MARX MEMORIAL LIBRARY. 2017. A year of mixed events to mark the centenary of the Russian Revolution.

Isaak Brodsky: V.I.Lenin and Manifestation. 1919
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We are living in the days where what we call 
liberal non-democracy – in which we lived 
for the past 20 years – ends, and we can 

return to real democracy,” said Viktor Orban, Prime 
Minister of Hungary, when congratulating Donald 
Trump on his victory in the US presidential election. 
One hundred days have passed since the so-called “big 
bang”. While some are celebrating, the Left is mourning 
the defeat of liberalism and the countries that might 
be left without America’s support. However, it is the 
European Union (EU), not America, that faces the real 
crisis. 

Ukraine’s destiny as part of US relations with 
Russia was one of the major talking points of the US 
election last year. Ukraine, however, doesn’t look as 
far as America. More than three years ago, protesters 
in Maidan Square in Kiev were waving EU flags. 
Further integration into the Union still remains 
the government’s target, but many Ukrainians are 
disappointed and disillusioned by the European elites. 

This month the leaders of 27 EU countries meet in 
Rome to decide the further development and future 
vision of the EU. Although the unrest in Eastern 
Ukraine and Crimea continues, it might seem that 
Ukraine left the agenda of the EU long ago. The 
country whose name translates to ‘borderland’ or 

‘country on the edge’ keeps being pushed further and 
further away. But is it really just Russia that is to blame? 

“A strong Ukraine is wanted neither by the EU nor by 
Russia,” says Aleksei Tsimbalyuk. He is just one of the 
many who are disillusioned and disappointed by the 
post-revolutionary situation. A few years ago Aleksei 
was still a deacon in the Orthodox Church. Today he 
is wearing army fatigues. “When your country is in 
danger, everyone needs to defend what is given by 
God,” he says. 

Although Ukraine is being praised for its reforms in 
the judicial area, Aleksei does not believe that the 
government is making progress. “Reforms, as such, 
there are none. Everything is superficial. Everyone is 
stealing. The International Monetary Fund (IMF) and 
the EU allow that to happen by giving money to corrupt 
politicians. The only way the EU could help my country 
is by refusing to provide any credit to our government 
until real reforms actually begin,” he says.

Aleksei is from Odessa, a town famous for its trade 
port, eroding balconies and corruption. In front of the 
camera, Ukraine’s president Petro Poroshenko often talks 
about tackling corruption. However, Sergii Leshchenko 
who writes for OpenDomocracy says “50 metres later 
[he] discusses a new scheme for the Odessa Port Plant 
or Tsentrenergo [State energy generation company]. For 
whom ambition means becoming Ukraine’s number one 
oligarch, not a reformer president.”

The Decline and Fall of 
the European Empire

Just as the Roman Empire did, the European Union becomes 
weaker and weaker at its borders. Agne Dovydaityte writes 
the confusion in Europe reflects in domestic Ukrainian politics 

- rotten and forgotten 

“A strong Ukraine is 
wanted neither by the 
EU nor by Russia”

DISLILLUSIONED UKRAINE
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Mikheil Saakashvili, former president of Georgia, 
resigned as governor of Odessa last year, citing wide-
spread corruption within Poroshenko’s government.

Aivaras Abromavicius, the Ukrainian economy 
minister, also stepped down. The economic reformer left 
saying that he did not want to act as a “smoke screen” 
for corruption. In an interview with The Contrarian he 
said: “The reason for the slow reforms is political elites. 
Maidan has failed to change political elites who remain 
backward and unable to deal with the challenges that 
Ukraine faces.”

He said that the EU supported Ukraine greatly 
throughout these two years of reform, but “more support 
is needed.” And the support should be with “strict 
conditionality”, rather than just “blind investments” in a 

country with high levels of corruption.  
However, Alexander J. Motyl, a political scientist at 

Rutgers University, New Jersey, thinks that it is not the 
corruption itself but rather the “western corruption 
fetish” that stops the reforms from happening. “It’s a 
mistake to think that countries can advance only if 
corruption is completely eliminated, or that corruption 
can only be eliminated by arresting corrupt officials. 
The best way is by changing the structure of incentives. 
Unfortunately, it isn’t sensational and, thus, can be easily 
ignored by the press,” he says. 

Motyl suggests that the fact that Ukraine rarely 
appears in the Western press gives freedom to populists 
in the country to flourish. “They can now make 
outlandish demands without having to pay the price of 
bad press in the West,” he says. 
The situation was once different. Motyl says that many 
Ukrainians saw the war with Russia as a defence of 

Europe and their idea of being European. “In turn, 
Europe is dragging its feet, rejecting Ukraine, flirting 
with or appeasing Russia, and seemingly ignoring 
Ukraine’s good-faith efforts to ‘join’,” he says. 

Just before the New Year, Ukrainians had hope that 
the EU will finally reward them with visa-free travel. 
Although Ukraine met all the requirements more than 
a year ago, the final decision is still pending. Mykola 
Tochytskyi, a Ukrainian representative to the EU, says 
that a prompt decision on visas is crucial to restore the 
faith in the Union, and stop the growing Euroscepticism. 
“We have met all the benchmarks. Now it’s time for the 
EU to deliver on its own commitments,” he says. 

Arnoldas Pranckevicius, a Lithuanian-born former 
adviser to the president of the European Parliament and 
head of the Representation of the European Commission 
in Vilnius, agrees that the EU is desperate for change, 
and needs to be reminded of its promises. 

“I wouldn’t call this the period of reforms or challenges 
for the EU, but rather the period of definitions. The EU 
project needs to restore the trust in its institutions and 
define its goals,” he says. 

A couple of years ago Ukraine was the main area of 
disagreement between Russia and the EU. Although 
the West maintains its economic sanctions towards the 
Kremlin, the EU is holding back from Ukrainian domestic 
politics. “We need to change our strategies in transitional 
countries. Strong institutions that can’t be corrupted 
by single individuals, rather than individual politicians 
that disappointed us a number of times, will be our new 
target,” says Pranckevicius. 

This stands out as a very important statement and 
change in political mood that came after the recent 
resignations (see Table 1). Before the wave of departures, 
foreign politicians in Ukraine were openly welcomed by 
EU officials. 

Among those foreigners were quite a few Georgians 
and Lithuanians, as their countries experienced a similar 
transitional period in the early 2000s and late 1990s, 
respectively. “Fifty years of Sovietisation cannot be 
undone overnight and few here realise what a challenge 
meeting the EU acquis will be. The least progress has been 
made in the battle against organised and economic crime 
and corruption. This is a crucial area, without which many 
other reforms will mean little.” This might sound like 
something commentators today would say when referring 
to Ukraine. However, it is what Tom Macan, the British 
Ambassador to Lithuania, wrote in his Annual Review in 
1997, acquired by a Freedom of Information request. 

Today Donald Trump’s presidency poses a new kind 
of threat to stability in Ukraine and the EU. However, 
Robert Brinkley, a former British Ambassador to the 
Ukraine from 2002 to 2006, says that Donald Trump 
“should be judged on his actions in office, rather than 
speculation about what he may or may not do.” He 
also doesn’t reject the positive scenario of Trump’s 
presidency. According to Brinkley, Vladimir Putin might 
be more likely to negotiate issues to do with Ukraine 
with Mr. Trump than he would have with former 
President Obama. 

Finally, there is a broader picture. The same 
disappointment that some of the Ukrainians feel is 
coming out in the form of radicalism and apathy in other 
countries of the ‘European Empire’.

Peter Pomerantsev, a Soviet-born British journalist and 
an expert on Russian propaganda, blames the wave of 
nationalism and disappointment in Eastern and Central 
Europe not on populism but on the feeling of nostalgia. 
“They are nostalgic of the time when they knew what was 
happening. When they had goals: to become independent, 
to join the EU, to join NATO. Now they are in. What’s 
their goal now?” he says. 

Edward Lucas, journalist and author of The New 
Cold War writes, “Timid, deluded and divided, Europe’s 
different entities are facing disaster. Yet the European 
ruling elites have missed countless chances to avert it. And 
they are so convinced of their own rightness, and of their 
right to rule, that they show no sign of changing course – 
or of listening to the rumble of the approaching tumbrils.”

This loss of hope and stamina described by Pomerantsev 
and Lucas is what Aleksei Tsimbalyuk was talking about. 
Poroshenko might stick to his plans to apply for EU 
membership in 2020, but halfway through his first term as 
president he lost the trust of his nation. Very symbolic, as 
the EU itself seems to be losing its most loyal members. 

However, as the eastern European proverb goes: “Smoke 
in your own country is more important than fire in a 
foreign land”. Maybe that is why the EU’s eyes are on 
the top players of the Union in times of unrest. The EU 
leaders will discuss the future of its member states this 
month, but countries such as Ukraine might remain in 
the past. Ukraine is patiently waiting between the borders 
of two powers that are rapidly becoming more vulnerable 
than ever before. Tsimbalyuk draws the conclusion: “The 
idea of the European Union that is united is dead. And 
it’s not nationalists or separatists that killed it, but the 
European leaders who were never leading by example.” 
Maybe just another crisis can unite the Union.

RE-THINKING THE EU AND THE WEST
Aleksei Tsimbalyuk used to be a deacon. Now he is fighting for Ukrainian sovereignty. 

NOSTALGIC EUROPE

IS THIS THE END?

“THE EU PROJECT NEEDS TO RESTORE 
THE TRUST IN ITS INSTITUTIONS AND 
DEFINE ITS GOALS”

*He is still in the office but under high pressure. In 2016 he almost lost his Ukrainian citizenship at the 
request of the presidential administration. 
** National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine
*** Not foreign official, but crucial to mention amongst other resignations.

Natalie 
Jaresko

American-born Finance minister

Aivaras 
Abromavicius

Lithuanian-born Ecinimy minister

Mikheil Saakash-
vili

Georgian-born Governor of 
Odessa

David Sakvare-
lidze

Georgian-born Deputy Prosecutor 
General

Gizo 
Uglava*

Georgian-born The first deputy 
head of NABU**

Arseniy 
Yatsenyuk***

Ukrainian Prime minister 
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AMUSING 
OURSELVES 

T0 DEATH, AGAIN

ALEXANDER BELINSKI

With the entertainment industry’s awards season upon us, it is time to reflect on what we are 
exposing ourselves to, why we do this, and how it affects us

It’s that time of year again. The Gold-
en Globes and Oscars just behind us, 
TV BAFTAs and countless others just 

ahead. It’s time to introspect and realise 
once more:

The entertainment industry is tearing 
apart the intellectual fabric of our civili-
sation. First at the individual, then subse-
quently at the societal level.

Even I, as a journalist and aspiring film-
maker, occasionally find myself trapped in 
its grasp.

Entertainment, particularly of the tel-
evised kind, is an absolute poison for the 
mind. Millions of people are sitting at any 
given time in front of their screens, watch-
ing some senseless garbage. Duck Dynas-
ty, Strictly Come Dancing, X Factor, Pawn 
Stars, and so on. The list is insanely long. 
And that is just for an English-speaking 
country. Globally, there are around 15,000 
television channels, each showing hun-
dreds of TV programmes. That’s millions 
of programs worldwide. Millions of hours 
of content, every single one of which has 
been watched by someone. And for many 
not just someone, but by a vast number of 
people. 

That is not even going into the scourge 
that is televised advertising which an equal 
amount of people are exposed to. Both in 
its most overt form of commercial breaks, 
and more subversive ones such as product 
placement and sponsorships. 

What is the problem that arises from 
this?

Waste. Human waste. Intellectual deg-
radation on a massive scale. Instead of 
doing something worthwhile, people are 
killing their precious time, of which there 
is so little, on an activity that is ultimately 
equal parts useless and meaningless. Not to 
mention the health risks of lying lumped 
in front of the television for hours on end, 
with barely any cognitive effort to process 
what is being seen. 

Two reasons are behind this. One is es-
capism, or ‘zoning-out’, as it has come to 
be called in casual use. People come home 
from work or from their studies; they want 
to relax, switch off their brain, and drift into 
this careless sea of irreverence. They zone 

out alone. They zone out with their signifi-
cant other. They zone out with friends. This 
begs the question, when actually are they 
in the ‘zone’? What use is it all? A horde of 
glassy eyed husks, glued to their screens, 
revelling in blissful ignorance of everything 
around them. 

This escape from reality of course is an 
escape from the problems and challenges 
of daily life, be it on the international or on 
the interpersonal scale. Problems of poli-
tics, economics, environment, society - all 
is gone. Is this not frighteningly reminis-

cent of the scenario presented to us almost 
100 years ago now by Aldous Huxley in his 
cautionary tale, Brave New World? 

Blaise Pascal came to this realisation 
some 350 years ago. He recognised that 
people sought out so-called divertisse-
ment (distraction) in whatever banal form 
of entertainment they could find in order 
to hide from themselves and from others 
the existential dread that would otherwise 
manifest itself within them. If we did not 
have these distractions, we would be all too 
aware of the painful realities surrounding 
us, including the ultimate truth that every-
one knows yet chooses to ignore: our mor-
tality.

The second is, of course, pleasure. The in-
stant but short-lasting dopamine kick. It is 
this chemical satisfaction that populations 
crave, like junkies chasing a high. It’s never 
enough of course. More is always needed. 
Much like with any other drug, we get de-

sensitised to this, and we demand more. 
Bigger, better, flashier; more exhilarating. 
One has to only take a look at the program-
ming at the time of the infancy of televi-
sion in the 1950s and what is on offer now 
to see how profound the change has been, 
particularly with the rise of the borderline 
sadistic (and often scripted) reality shows. 

All this is exacerbated of course by the 
rapid technological advancements of the 
post WWII era. This technology then made 
its way into our lives cheaply thanks to the 
outsourcing and globalisation of the for-
merly domestic production process. 

Now, more than ever before, that en-
tertainment high is available more readily 

than ever before. You can choose to get 
your high on the move, thanks to smart-
phones, tablets, and the internet. And you 
can choose your own programming now. 
You will never be bored. You will always be 
entertained. 

21st February would have been David 
Foster Wallace’s 55th birthday. He was 
acutely aware of the problems and pitfalls 
of the entertainment centred and addicted 
civilisation we had become. He warned of 
the developments and consequences in his 
writing. Despite this awareness, he too was 
a victim to it. He acknowledged how he too 
would get sucked in for hours by the non-
sense on the TV. 

This suggests what is perhaps the en-
tertainment system’s neatest trick: pretty 
much everyone is aware of the danger, but 
hardly anyone does anything against it. 
Everyone is aware of bread and circus. In 
spite of this, most everyone still indulges 
in it. Surely this article sounds clichéd and 
somehow, its warnings familiar.

Is this a call to arms? No.It is just a plea. 
Before you turn on that fiendish machine 
and zone-out with the TV BAFTAs, be-
fore the sensory overload of glitz and glam 
fries your brain - introspect and realise 
once more.

“IF WE DID NOT HAVE 
THESE DISTRACTIONS, WE 

WOULD BE ALL TOO AWARE 
OF THE PAINFUL REALITIES 

SURROUNDING US”

Milo Yiannopoulos’ new 
book Dangerous will hit 
bookstores this month - 
the autobiography of the 
controversial right-wing 
journalist and technology 
editor of Breitbart News 
became a number one 
best-seller on Amazon 
within 24 hours of its 
announcement. Accord-
ing to the Hollywood 
Reporter, Milo was paid a 
$250,000 advance.

However, controversies 
and disagreements over-
shined the success of the 
book. American publisher 
Simon & Schuster (S&S) 
was shamed and attacked 
for publishing a so-called 
“alt-right” author. Earlier 
this year The Chicago 
Review of Books an-
nounced the boycott of 
publications by S&S, and 
described Milo’s book 
deal as a “disgusting vali-
dation of hate”.

The author’s book-tour 
of American universities 
also triggered protests 

and boycotts from left-
wing students. His talk at 
the University of Cali-
fornia, Davis, was shut 
down before it even start-
ed due to violent clashes 
among participants in 
January. The talk at the 
University of Washington 
in Seattle was disrupted 
when a man was shot.

Wendy Kaminer, writer 
and lawyer wrote for the 
news website Spiked: 
“Milo is not dangerous, 
but censorship is.” The 
book deal triggered a 
long-running debate on 
freedom of speech and 
independence of Ameri-
can publishers. In Janu-
ary, 160 children’s book 
authors and illustrators 
published a letter, crit-
icising S&S’ decision to 
publish the book. 

Simon & Schuster 
published many notable 
authors including Donald 
Tump, Hillary Clinton, 
Hunter S. Thompson and 
Ernest Hemingway. 

Traditional Lithuanian costume for the celebration of Pancake Day

While the British mark 
Pancake Day by fillinf 
their tummies, Lithuania 
has an altogether 
different way of 
celebrating - dressing up 
as Jews.

The carnival, called 
“Walking as Jews”, is a 
typical celebration each 
year on the day before 
the start of Lent at the 
end of February or early 
March. 

Participants wearing 
masks depicting devils, 
witches, animals, gypsies 
and Jews, walk around 
the streets of the capital 
Vilnius.

Schoolchildren make 
masks themselves and 
walk from house to house 
singing a traditional 
song: “We’re the little 
Lithuanian Jews/ We want 
pancakes and coffee/ If 
you don’t have pancakes/ 
Give us some of your 
money.”

In 2008 the celebration 
drew the attention of the 

US Jewish community, 
after the news website 
Forward published an 
article calling the parade 
“a mockery of Jews”.     

However, 
representatives of 

the Lithuanian Jewish 
community assured 
that they don’t find the 
celebration offensive, 
and encouraged people to 
fight “real anti-Semitism 
instead”, writes Egle 

Digryte for Delfi.lt. 
The carnival still 

takes place every year, 
and is celebrated by 
the President Dalia 
Grybauskaite and other 
government officials. 

Is walking as Jews, against Jews?

Taboo book becomes bestseller
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Trump has revolutionised the game. He has 
revolutionised politics and his electoral victory 
has altered the longstanding relationship between 

the government and the Fourth Estate.  He has delivered 
a new wave of thinking as well as Twitter feeds we can’t 
stop reading. In his inaugural presidential speech he said 
“we will bring back our jobs ... our borders ... our wealth 
... our dreams.” Trump’s message is clear, ‘America First!’ 
However, Trump’s future relationship with the media, and 
predominantly the media in America, is one that is still to 
be defined.  

America now has its 45th president in place following 
President Trump’s inauguration in January. Whatever your 
feelings may be towards the new Leader of the Free World, 
one thing that undoubtedly should be accredited to him, is 
his ability to control the media. 

According to a study by the media analytics company 
MediaQuant, Trump generated a staggering $5 billion 
worth of free media in the 12 months preceding the 
election meaning that he earned 53% of the overall media 
value against Clinton. Trump’s biggest source of free media 
was Twitter. 

The journalist and broadcaster Piers Morgan , who is 
a close associate of Trump’s told me that Trump believes 
Twitter helped him win. In a recent survey, 70% of people 
felt that if we lived in a pre-social media age without Twitter 
or Facebook, Trump would have lost the election.

The question brings about the argument of whether, the 
media, created President Trump; or whether he created 

the type of media which won him the presidency. 
To say he was entertaining throughout the electoral 
campaign is an understatement. He was TV gold.

Fox show host, Charlie Wolfe says: “It’s always 
about ratings. Media nowadays are more interested in 
getting an audience rather that delivering the news.” 

Although it may have seemed as though mainstream 
media wholly latched on to Trump’s sensationalist 
comments in pursuit of audience share or ‘clickbait’, 
The New York Times and The Washington Post lead 
the way in thorough research. However, that research 
was trumped by sensationalism and true journalism 
lost the fight.

Although he said he wouldn’t have voted for 
Trump nor Clinton, but rather an animal society, 
Piers Morgan is a huge fan of the President; and 
subsequently defended him to his 5 million followers 
on Twitter, tweeting that mourners of the election 
should ‘get on with it’. He explains,

“The media were incredibly complicit in turning 
him into an exciting story because he was delivering 
big ratings for them. I personally never thought 
Trump was a monster. I think he’s a smart guy but 
he’s very bombastic. He’s very out there. He’s a big 
showman. 

The rise of 
Donald Trump

From real estate mogul to President of the United States. Were the media and fake 
news responsible? Furthermore, what will Donald Trump’s future relationship with 

the media be like? Maria Kouka investigates.

“The media were incredibly 
complicit in turning him into an 
exciting story because he was 
delivering big ratings for them”

SO HOW DID HE DO IT?
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Once the media realised that he actually might win, 
they turned on him. And so, I think the media in 
America were very hypocritical because they used him for 
circulation and ratings.”

According to Trump, quoted back in the 90s ‘any 
publicity is good publicity’. Too much credit is being 
given to the media and not enough credit is being given 
to Trump for the sheer magnitude of brilliance upon 
media capitalization on his part. Trump glass-jawed the 
media. He royally flushed them. He played them at a game 
of roulette where he had all the winning numbers. His 
relationship with the media spans over a period of thirty-
five years from when he made his tabloid debut in New 
York. 

As a real estate mogul, socialite, owner of Miss USA 
and Miss Universe and as the face and co-producer of 
US hit TV show The Apprentice, he readily made himself 
available for any given media or tabloid opportunity. 
Whether it was staged photographs, speaking with any 
reporter who would listen, appearing in films such as the 
iconic Home Alone or dating the world’s most beautiful 
famous models; Trump most definitely cashed in on 
decades of media exposure. 

When it came to the 2016 presidential election, he 
bypassed the mainstream media completely. With almost 

30 million combined supporters across his social media 
platforms, Trump spoke to his followers directly. When 
asking the public what their main source was for receiving 
the news, 52% of them said that they relied on social 
media. But are they able to tell the difference between real 
and fake news? 90% of the public are aware of fake news 
only 72% believe they can tell the difference.

Fake news is modern propaganda. It is designed to 

weaken the foundation of a democracy. It is raw opinion 
which is passed on for real news, which leaves the reader 
doubting the real news itself. A BuzzFeed analysis 
reported that during the election, Facebook aided the rise 
of fake news. It found that the social media site which 
has 1.79 billion monthly users, generated more fake news 
stories than 19 major mediums combined. 

However, a report released in early January by the 
US Intelligence community, it states that Russia’s 
government had ordered an influencial campaign to help 
Donald Trump win the election. It also states that the 
campaign involved state funded propaganda, cyber trolls 
and hacking and leaking of the Clinton camps’ emails. 

Surprisingly, the US intelligence refused to endorse 
their findings and what is more is that the report fails to
state in its key findings whether the impact of Russian 

activities had won it for Trump. So, with the rise of fake 
news, particularly prevalent in the US election, is true 
journalism losing the war? An alarming 67% of the public 
believe it is. 

According to Piers Morgan, journalists will have to 
revert to double checking their stories before they publish 
them. However, this could be tricky with the advent of 
citizen journalism spreading news more and more quickly 
across social media platforms.

A recent poll suggests that 100% of Republicans and an 

overall 80% of Americans do not trust the media. Piers 
Morgan does not believe that the rise of fake news will out 
run true journalism.

“Old journalism done the right way will not be duked 
by fake news. We as the media must stop being so fast 
and immediate, impatient and desperate to be first with 
everything. It’s better to be right first.” 

Christine Almeida is a 30-year-old American who has 
been living in London for 6 months. Throughout her 
life, she has been a passionate supporter of the Democrat 

Party. Since Trump’s win, she feels embarrassed to be an 
American living across the pond. 

“I don’t trust the media at all especially CNN and 
NBC. When it comes to big issues like politics and race 
relations, I think the media is very bias. They always have 
their own agenda. You kind of have to pick through what 
you’re reading and be careful not to take that as the whole 
story”.

CNN reported a $1 billion-dollar profit following the 
run up to the elections and a strategy, according to CNN 
anchor Soledad O’Brien, that the public ‘shouldn’t expect 
to go away’. 

What relationship will Trump have with the media?
David Webb, contributor for far-right website Breitbart 

said,
“I think he will have a good relationship with them. 

What does the media want? They want access. You have a 
guy who doesn’t mind coming out and talking to you. We 
saw that in the campaign. Even too much sometimes.”

Rachel Oldroyd, editor of the Bureau of Investigative 
Journalism in London seems to think otherwise. 

“I have no idea what the relationship will be like. But 
clearly the signs are not good. The US media is certainly 
adjusting to the fact that President Trump may not work 
through the usual protocols”. 

Trump has proven that he does not need mainstream 
media; they need him. A single tweet by Trump 
manages to set the news agenda for the day, dominating 
every single form of medium. Unlike previous media 
entitlement where journalists set the agenda and political 
leaders were entitled to comment and address the 
situation, Trump is the news. We come to Trump for the 
news. It leads to the question on whether the reputation of 
the press has been tarnished, profoundly?

Piers Morgan concluded,
“You either do business with him or you continue to 

mock, score and ridicule and abuse him, in which case 
he’ll have nothing to do with you.”

Ultimately Trump has re-written the book.

Piers Morgan won season seven of the US version of The Apprentice. He is a good friend of Donald Trump.

“WITH ALMOST 30 MILLIOIN 
COMBINED SUPPORTERS 
ACROSS ALL PLATFORMS, 
TRUMP SPOKE TO HIS 
FOLLOWERS DIRECTLY”

“WE AS THE MEDIA MUST 
STOP BEING SO FAST AND 
IMMEDIATE, IMPATIENT AND 
DESPERATE TO BE FIRST 
WITH EVERYTHING”

WHAT IS FAKE NEWS?

HOW CAN THIS BE TACKLED?

Buzzfeed analysis shows the link between facebook and the rise fake news

The media was eager to report on the alledged Russian hacking.
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Women have been fighting to be 
accepted into the British infantry 
and armoured corps for the last 

decade. Currently the barriers to the appli-
cation process are being lifted, however this 
is going to have a highly damaging impact 
on the capabilities and effectiveness of these 
regiments.

The government said plans to incorporate 
women into infantry and armoured corps 
regiments would be put into place “as soon 
as possible” – the classic political avoidance 
tactic to escape committing to a specific peri-
od of time. It was planned that by November 
2016 changes would be made to the applica-
tion process, and by March 2017 every regi-
ment would be open to anyone’s application, 
regardless of gender. 

Tests have proven that women have great-
er endurance, are better multi-taskers, take 
better shots and in some cases are as strong 
as men. However, the masculinity and sheer 
grittiness of infantry regiments make them 
institutions that should not have to comply 
with the equality rulebook.

For the last several years women have been 
operating on the front-line in various differ-
ent supporting roles. Subsequently they are 
often exposed to the same danger as those 
in the forward operating regiments. Wars no 
longer involve the World War II style of face-
to-face trench warfare. Modern warfare is 
said to be “asymmetric” as enemies no longer 
simply target the most exposed. Therefore, in 
a sense, women are already operating on the 
front line. However, it is the chance to serve 
in the same ranks as men that they want and 
this could be devastating.

A former Captain who spent ten years in 
the infantry and wished to remain anony-
mous, explained to me some issues involved 
in integrating women into these regiments. 
When he was training in the jungles of Belize, 
one of the most important parts of everyone’s 
day was checking one another for ticks. This 
included spreading the buttocks of another 
member of the section and inspecting what 

most would consider a fairly intimate area. 
When asked why women could not do this, 
he shrugged and said they could. However 
many would not feel comfortable and the 
moment that discomfort creeps into the head 
of an infantryman, their own, and the safety 
of their team is compromised. He said: 

“The risk is not worth the reward as within 
a band of brothers this awkwardness and ex-
posure does not exist.” 

The armed forces have evolved significant-
ly, however one aspect has remained fairly 
consistent and that is the recruits themselves. 
In the case of infantry regiments, officers 
come from a variety of backgrounds and are 
generally well educated. Regulars are pre-
dominantly made up of 18 to 25-year-olds 
from the north of England. They have a lack 
of education, no qualifications and according 
to a former Major of an elite Special Forces 
regiment, “the only time they meet women is 
in nightclubs or brothels where the women 
are treated as targets rather than equals.” He 
too wanted to remain off the record. 

One of the more mainstream arguments 
on the issue is that most boys naturally want 
to sleep with girls; or talk about sleeping with 
girls; or compare numbers, or whatever it 
might be. This camaraderie, machismo and 
often aggressive mentality is what gels these 
groups of people together; and this is utilised 
by their commanders to mould them into 
the elite group they become. I am not saying 
they use women as a means to control their 
troops, but simply that it puts everyone on a 
level playing field. This would be entirely un-
dermined if women entered the mix.

Additionally the potential for one of the 
section to be romantically involved with a 
woman in the same ranks is high. Add to 
this that it could cause jealousy from oth-
ers; you can quickly see how training and 
efficiency would unravel. Look at any other 

industry that exists and how sex scandals 
cause fractures within them. The infantry 
and armoured corps are no place to risk this 
happening.

One shocking aspect of this change in pol-
icy is that the government has already agreed 
a quota. In July, Justine Greening said in the 
House of Commons “there is a target for 
15% of all recruitments [into the front-line 
regiments] to be female by 2020.” Positive 
discrimination over the ability to do a job in 
close quarter combat scenarios are not two 
things that should be put together. 

What would the public or government 
think if a number of women serving in these 
regiments were killed whilst at war? It would 
be a PR disaster. It would be very hard to con-
tain and could cause public opinion to turn 
against an operation and therefore under-
mine its effectiveness. Don’t get me wrong, 
any losses are bad and would change public 
opinion, but from a PR perspective – which 
the army is already fighting on all fronts – 
women dying would be more damaging than 
men and subsequently it is not worth the 
risk. It was widely reported that the infantry 
had the most casualties during the Afghan-
istan war; imagine if large numbers of these 
casualties were women. It would be more of a 
scandal than it already was.

Equality and equal opportunities are fun-
damental to Western society across all as-
pects of life. Whether it is work, sport, educa-
tion or anything else, the best person should 
get the job regardless of gender, sexuality, 
race or religion.  However, when it comes to 
infantry regiments the expectations that are 
put upon a group of people to perform in a 
variety of scenarios under varying, often ex-
treme conditions, transcends the gender and 
equality dispute.

Interestingly, besides the top echelons of 
the military and politicians, most others, in-
cluding females serving in the armed forces 
generally agree that these close quarter com-
bat regiments are no place for women. It is 
women’s rights activists who are the driving 
force behind this “inequality in our forc-
es”. That being said there is now at least one 
member of the infantry who is a woman. 
Guardsman Ben Allen joined 1st Battalion of 
the Scots Guards in 2012. However, in 2016 
he changed his name to Chloe. This opens 
up a new argument which we will address 
another day.

WOMEN ON
THE FRONTLINE 

RUPERT ROWE

FROM MARCH WOMEN WILL BE ABLE TO APPLY TO ALL 
REGIMENTS IN THE BRITISH ARMY. THIS NEEDS TO BE RE-THOUGHT.

“THE ONLY TIME THEY 
SEEM WOMEN IS IN 

NIGHTCLUBS OR 
BROTHELS WHERE 

THE WOMEN ARE 
TREATED AS TARGETS, 

NOT EQUALS”

The world will turn green 
for the annual celebration 
of St Patrick; the most 
fêted of all the patron 
saints, on the 17th March.
    The question remains 
however as to the 
legitimacy of many of 
these celebrations. Modern 
festivities have been 
accused of hijacking the 
day and replacing what 
should be a celebration 
of Irish heritage with a 
day of orange wigs, green 
top hats and copious 
amounts of the black stuff. 
According to the Guinness 
website 13 million pints 
of the so-called Irish 
Champagne were sold 
globally on St Patrick’s Day 
in 2016, 70% more than a 
normal day.

Organisers of St Patrick’s 
Day Festival in Dublin are 
concerned the meaning 
of the day is lost amongst 
stereotypes such as 
leprechauns. They wish 
to provide people of “Irish 
descent, and those who 
sometime wish they were 
Irish” a celebration 
of their heritage that 
“projects an accurate 
image of Ireland as a 
creative, professional and 
sophisticated country”. 
    Sean Heffernan, 34, an 
Irish publican in London 
thinks although the 
dressing up and poorly 
mimicked accents is 
all done in good spirit, 
“sometimes the way people 
behave is quite insulting, 
occasionally racist”.

“He ordered nine turtles to swim to his stone
And, using these turtles, he built a new throne.
He made each turtle stand on another one’s back
And he piled them all up in a nine-turtle 

BETWEEN THE LINES
The 2nd April will mark the 
fiftieth anniversary of the 
International Children’s Book 
Day.

Having sold more than 600 
million copies worldwide, one 
author, whose characters can 
be found on the shelves in 
most children’s bedrooms, 
is none other than Theodor 
Seuss Geisel, better known as 
Dr. Seuss.

His surrealist tales, famous 
for their underlying messages, 
have entertained and educated 
children and parents alike 

for decades. However, some 
have caused a little more 
controversy than others.

The Lorax was one such 
book.

The tale highlights 
environmental issues. Put 
simply, The Lorax is the voice 
of the trees and opposes 
the evil Once-ler who, driven 

by greed, cuts down trees 
to sustain his business. 
Eventually Once-ler obliterates 
the environment irreversibly.

It is a direct attack on 
the corporate greed and 
deforestation. Almost 
twenty years after the book 
was released in 1971, it 
was banned in certain 

Californian districts owing to 
it “criminalising the foresting 
industry”.

Seuss’s Yurtle the Turtle 
is another heavily loaded 
children’s story. It was not 
until long after publishing that 
Dr. Seuss revealed the tale was 
based around the rise of Hitler.

These catchy couplets have 
earned Theodor Seuss Geisel 
his distinguished reputation; 
and his timeless stories 
continue to provoke debate 
and critical analysis amongst 
the young today.

ERIN GO BRAGH
(IRELAND FOREVER)
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It’s finally March! A month when we give 
extra attention for female members of 
our society raising problems such as not 

giving them enough attention during oth-
er months of the year. But who could have 
foreseen a better time for gender equali-
ty than it is now? We finished last year by 
almost… Almost electing the first woman 
president in the US; almost having a wom-
an as the UN Secretary General; and almost 
witnessing Caitlin Moran running for Par-
liament. But what a shame in the hospitality 
industry! I still have to serve rich City boys 
wearing my flirty smile! But let’s all try to 
find a modern feminist spirit in ourselves 
at least for one day this month and imagine 
how different the hospitality industry would 
be without sexism. Sexism of smiling.

You enter a Michelin starred restaurant 
in an old warehouse in central London and 
get greeted by a straight-faced fuzzy sweater 
wearing hostess. You spend £100 per head 
and happily pay 12,5% extra for an average 
service. You also leave a few brand new fiv-
ers for your waitress, even though she made 
a few mistakes with the order, said cliched 
jokes and reeked of red Chesterfields. You 
come back home and write a five-star Trip 
Advisor review, so everyone knows - this 
place doesn’t practice sexism on their em-
ployees.

It’s fine that you didn’t question why the 

only female chef in the kitchen was in the 
pastry section, how a restaurant that opened 
just last week already got a Michelin star; or 
why a Brazilian kitchen porter was taken to 
hospital by a manager after passing out in 
the middle of a 20 hour long shift.

Congratulations, you have just chosen to 
ignore the real issues and focused on those 
that do not matter or do not exist. Now you 
can call yourself a real third-wave feminist, 
a.k.a. a social justice warrior. But dear sir/
madam (who obviously never worked in 
hospitality), don’t come to the restaurant 

where I work, as sexism pays my bills.
Hilary Clinton’s performance in the pres-

idential debates where she smiled “like she’s 
at her granddaughter’s birthday party” trig-
gered long running discussions about the 
pressure women feel when they are asked to 
smile. The Atlantic ran a series of women’s 
letters expressing their views on the sexism 
of smiling or encouraging women to look 
attractive at the workplace. Most of the ‘vic-
tims’ of this medieval crime are said to be 
women in the hospitality industry; the term 
hospitable comes from medieval Latin; 

coincidence? As one of them, I put a wide 
smile saying the opposite.

As much as modern feminists want to 
defend women who don’t necessarily need 
their help, including me, sexism in the hos-
pitality industry benefits female workers, 
rather than harming them. Lower expec-
tations and surprised faces when you meet 
them, makes it so much easier for women to 
be promoted in the industry. Basic knowl-
edge about history, spirits, food and wine 
is something essential for every barman, 
whereas for the ladies it signals a pay rise. 
Make a decent Manhattan, give a fancy gin 
suggestion for a Gin Martini, drop a few 
jokes or tell your guests that your favourite 
whiskey is Lagavulin 16yr, and you’ve just 
earned yourself a five course tasting dinner. 
Any male behind the bar would probably be 
accused of flirting or showing off if he did 
that.

All you need to do is smile - and a bottle 

of Barolo worth at least a couple of hundred 
ends up on the table of old businessman. 
Straight from the top shelf! “Such a beau-
tiful smile! From Eastern Europe she said,” 
you hear them talking. And if you find it 
disturbing, maybe you shouldn’t work as 
a part-time barmaid while you are doing 
your Gender Studies Degree.

Let’s be honest, the hospitality industry is 
driven by profits, quick money and enter-
tainment. Therefore, maintaining a repre-
sentable look and a happy face is not a mat-
ter of sex - it’s a strict requirement for both 
- males and females. My colleague proved it 
perfectly when smiling non-stop through-
out a 9 hour long shift behind the bar. “Oh, 
darling, I would do everything for money!” 
he laughed.

Therefore, a new goal for third wave 
feminists should be: prove yourself to be 

useful and stop blaming your failures on 
sexism. Women such as Angela Hartnett, 
Kim Woodward, Andrea Montague or oth-
er successful females in the industry always 
concentrated on their work and achieve-
ments rather than gender and so-called so-
cial injustice. Unfortunately, a generation of 
special snowflakes constantly tries to com-
pensate their privileged upbringing with a 
couple of leftist banners. Therefore they will 
always need someone to defend them. And 
they will always be unhappy and not smiley, 
as they understand the need to be defended 
from themselves.

Just imagine again - the Oktoberfest 
without the bavarian Dirndl, ‘Coyote Ugly’ 
without dances on the bar top and hospital-
ity porn without a cute barmaid struggling 
to open a bottle of Champagne. And just a 
small reminder to the feminazis that com-
pare it to prostitution - we are nots sucking 
cocks, we are serving food and drinks. We 
do so with a wide, sometimes fake smile 
and opened top button. If that is sexism, 
embrace it, use it and spread it.

WHY SEXISM 
IN HOSPITALITY 

IS OKAY

AGNÉ DONVYDAITYTÉ

IN THE SPIRIT OF THE INTERNATIONAL WOMAN’S DAY 
I WOULD LIKE TO SEE ALL THE WOMEN AROUND THE WORLD (NOT?) SMILING.

“MOST OF THE ‘VICTIMS’ 
OF THIS MEDIEVAL 
CRIME ARE SAID TO 
BE WOMEN IN THE 

HOSPITALITY INDUSTRY”

“SEXISM IN THE 
HOSPITALITY INDUSTRY 

BENEFITS FEMALE 
WORKERS RATHER THAN 

HARMING THEM”

Be 
CONTRAЯIAИ 

wherever you are!

Get The Contrarian to your house or work just for 
£30/year

Free one month trial when ordering from 
www.thecontrarian.wordpress.com 

Find us on Instagram and Twitter @contrarianmag 

Next month...
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