





Forum on Contemporary Europe
The Future of Memory and Reconciliation

BY ROLAND HSU

IN SPRING 2009, the Forum on Contemporary
Europe (FCE) delivered the first part of its two-year
research and public program on Memory and
Reconciliation in global conflict areas. This program
seeks to foster new thinking and strategy for conflict
mediation, with special emphasis on developing ways
for communities to live beyond atrocity.

The Memory and Reconciliation program is based
on the following key concepts. We live in a time for
seeking new horizons, but we must understand that
those who most need new direction are preoccupied
with revisiting the past. Post-Soviet-era republics revive
imperial autocracy in miniature. Post-Yugoslavia
plaintiffs demand that the International Criminal Court
adjudicate past war crimes. In post-communist Eastern
Europe, parties invested in purging communists alternate
in government with movements self-defined as reform-
Left, post-Cold War, and resurgent national front.
Domestic critics of the new U.S. foreign policy admonish
the administration to consider that the past eight years
were always “post-9/11” The new Obama administration
stated in January that restoring the country’s international
moral status requires closing Guantinamo, affirming
that the United States would continue to fight violence
and terrorism, but in a manner “consistent with our
values and ideals”

It is as if before the international community can
move forward and establish normative rights and
resources, we must decide what we leave behind.
Although historians rightly remind us that the past does
not determine the future, we seem invested in determining
guilt, commemorating loss, and remembering conflict.
Freeing creative and inventive energies of post-national
regional unions, international peace keeping, and
international courts may be possible only by defining
for the future what we will remember of the past.
Especially in communities where victims and perpetrators
live in close proximity, commemoration must precede

reconciliation, to enable reinvention.

PART 1:
CONTEMPORARY HISTORY AND THE
FUTURE OF MEMORY

In 2008-09, a multi-year project on History and
Memory at FCE was launched with two high-profile
conference and speaker series: Contemporary History
and the Future of Memory and Austria and Central
Europe Since 1989. For the first series on Contemporary
History, the FCE, along with five co-sponsors (the
Division of Literatures, Civilizations, and Languages,
principal co-sponsor; the Department of English; the
Center for African Studies; Modern Thought and
Literature; the Stanford Humanities Center), hosted
internationally distinguished senior scholars to deliver
lectures, student workshops, and the final symposium
with Stanford faculty respondents. The distinguished

visiting scholars included the following:
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B Istvan Rev (Central European
University; Open Society
Archives), author of Retroac-
tive Justice: Prehistory of
Post-Communism, who

spoke on “A History of the

Emergence and Phenomenal

Success of Memory as a

Discursive-Frame.”

B Francoise Lionnet (UCLA), editor of Post/Colonial
Conditions: Exiles, Migrations, Nomadisms, who
addressed “Literary History and Alterity.”

B Guari Viswanathan (Columbia University), editor of
Institutionalizing English Studies: The Postcolonial/
Postindependence Challenge, who spoke on “Secrecy,
Conversion, Historicity.”

The concluding symposium on contemporary history
and memory included Rev, Lionnet, and Bogumil Koss
Jewsiewicki (Université Laval, Québec) in discussion with
Stanford faculty James Ferguson (anthropology), Robert
Harrison (French and Italian), Andrea Lunsford (English),
Paula Moya (Committee for the Study of Race and
Ethnicity), and Hayden White (comparative literature).

This provocative series on

Contemporary History and
the Future of Memory added
insight into ongoing debates
over historical memory. For
example, a decision in Tallinn,
Estonia, to relocate a WWII-
era Soviet war memorial, and
thereby to shift emphasis in
post-war memories, sparked a devastating cyber-attack
—apparently of Russian origin— bringing down
Estonian state and commercial electronic operations. In
this case, the move to displace the memorial has widened
the political divide between communities reminded of
their competing collective memories of liberation and
occupation. Such examples of commemoration and
memory wielded as divisive tools make it particularly
intriguing for the next phase of study to find how
divided memories can be deployed and redressed to

lead to reconciliation.

AUSTRIA AND CENTRAL EUROPE SINCE
1989 LEGACIES AND FUTURE PROSPECTS

Concurrent with the history and memory series, the
FCE sponsored an international conference addressing
problems of memory and security in Central Europe.
Panelists from Stanford and the forum, including Coit

Blacker (director, FSI/Olivier Nomellini Professor in

International Studies), Norman Naimark (history),

James Sheehan (history), and Helen Stacy (FSI/Stanford

Law School), presented and analyzed these concerns

with international scholars and policy leaders, including

Ambassador Emil Brix (Austria, Ministry of Foreign

Affairs), Arnold Suppan (history, Austrian Academy of

Sciences), John Boyer (history, University of Chicago),

Hanspeter Neuhold (political science, University of

Vienna), August Reinisch (law, University of Vienna),

Eva Brems (law, Human Rights Centre, Ghent University)

and Manfred Nowak (Ludwig Boltzmann Institute of

Human Rights/UN Special Rapporteur on Torture).
Continuing the focus on today’s preoccupation with

memory, the FCE hosted the following speakers:

B Istvan Déak (Columbia University), a pre-eminent
authority on communist and post-communist-era
Hungary, who delivered two lectures: “The Worst of
Friends: The Many Layered Struggles of Germany’s
Eastern and Southeastern European Allies for Local
Dominance and Ethnic Cleansing, 1938-1945” and
“Freedom Fighters or Terrorists? Collaboration,
Resistance, and Retribution as Illustrated by the
Incidents at Oradour in France, Via Rasella in Rome,

and Ujvidék/Novi Sad in Hungary/Yugoslavia.”

B Aivars Stranga (University of Latvia, Riga) who spoke
on “The Holocaust in Nazi-Occupied Latvia: New
Trends in Scholarship” and “Latvia and Russia:
Battles around History.”

B Dalia Marcinkeviciene (Vilnius University), pioneer
researcher in theories of Sovietology and Lithuanian
family history during the period 1795-1990, who
discussed her seminal book interviewing Lithuanian
women who were invited to recount their lives during
the Soviet era and after independence in 1990, asked
to reflect on what they had originally narrated.

B Milica Tomi¢ (visual artist based in Belgrade) who
delivered a multi-media work on the strategies of
reconstructing the suppressed memory of traumatic
events in Kosovo, Afghanistan, and Bosnia and
Herzegovina at the end of the 20th century.

B Charles Ingrao (Purdue University) who discussed his
landmark Confronting the Yugoslav Controversies:
Can Scholars Make a Difference? This publication
brings together teams of historians from across
national and interpretive divides on the break-up of

former Yugoslavia.

PART 2:
HISTORY, MEMORY, AND RECONCILIATION

In 2009-10, we will launch the second part of this
project, seeking ways to mediate conflict and foster
reconciliation. The series Contemporary History and
the Future of Memory will add “reconciliation” to its
mission. Cases will include post-genocide East Timor,
Rwanda, Mozambique, and Sri Lanka along with other
traumatized communities, where local and international
mediators struggle to walk the fine balance between
memory and truth, commemorative recompense and
reconciliation, justice and peace. In these communities,
U.N. and EU peace-keeping and development missions vie
with local initiatives, and the result is an open question
of how to support the variants “truth and friendship,’
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“truth and reconciliation,” “community healing,” and

“people’s courts” Many prominent international scholars
are invited, and the concluding symposium is scheduled
for spring 2010.

The FCE series History, Memory, and Reconciliation
will continue through 2010. Publications, speaker
details, and pod and video casts will be accessible via
the FSI/FCE website. B

(1) ISTVAN REV, PROFESSOR OF HISTORY AND POLITICAL SCIENCE AT
CENTRAL EUROPEAN UNIVERSITY, DISCUSSES “A HISTORY OF THE
EMERGENCE AND PHENOMENAL SUCCESS OF MEMORY AS A
DISCURSIVE-FRAME,” AS PART OF THE FCE SERIES ON CONTEMPORARY
HISTORY AND THE FUTURE OF MEMORY.

(2) THE STATUE OF A RED ARMY SOLDIER AT A MILITARY CEMETERY IN
ESTONIA, WHERE IT WAS CONTROVERSIALLY MOVED FROM DOWN-
TOWN TALLINN IN APRIL 2007. (CREDIT: FLICKR, CHARLIE DAVE)

(3) JUSTICES OF THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL COURT IN THE HAGUE,
NETHERLANDS, IN MAY 2009. (CREDIT: REUTERS)
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Building a
Low-Carbon
Electricity Supply
Industry

BY FRANK A. WOLAK

CONCERNS ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE have spurred efforts to accelerate

the development and introduction of low-carbon technologies into electricity supply
industries worldwide. At the same time, formal wholesale markets for electricity have
become the norm, having now been in place for more than 10 years in many regions
of the United States and for an even longer time in most industrialized countries
of the world. Integrating a substantial amount of low-carbon energy sources into
wholesale electricity markets presents a number of new challenges and opportunities.
Understanding these challenges is the subject of a new research platform for the
Program on Energy and Sustainable Development (PESD).

First, appropriate regulatory mechanisms must support the construction of a
transmission infrastructure that facilitates competition among electricity suppliers.
A potentially large source of economic benefits from a more pro-active transmission
planning process lies in fostering inter-regional electricity transactions, particularly
in renewable energy. Second, renewable energy sources such as wind and solar are
intermittent (they only produce electricity when the renewable resource is available).
If combined with interval metering infrastructure and an appropriate retail pricing
regime, active participation of final consumers in the wholesale market can help to
manage the intermittent nature of renewable energy technologies. Third, financing
the construction of a substantial amount of low-carbon generation capacity—such
as nuclear energy or coal-fired capacity with carbon capture and sequestration
(CCS)—in a wholesale market environment may require the introduction of additional
regulated revenue streams because of longer construction times, higher fixed costs,
and liability costs associated with these technologies.

Through a combination of quantitative modeling and case-based analysis of
instructive jurisdictions in the United States and around the world, PESD researchers
will identify the most cost-effective policy levers for adapting wholesale electricity
markets to support low-carbon energy and ensure the long-term viability of wholesale

electricity markets. Three specific areas of investigation are summarized below.

ASSESSMENT AND REGULATORY FRAMEWORKS FOR DETERMINING
TRANSMISSION EXPANSION

In the wholesale market regime, the transmission network is operated by an

independent entity that is most commonly organized as a non-profit public benefit

corporation, often called an independent system operator (ISO). Profit-maximizing
suppliers in a wholesale market regime have a strong incentive to take actions to
exploit their location in the transmission network to increase the revenues they
receive from selling electricity. Because more transmission capacity increases
the number of suppliers able to sell to every electricity consumer, transmission
expansions increase the competitiveness of the wholesale market. Although the
market efficiency benefits of transmission expansions are increasingly recognized
by wholesale market operators in their planning processes, there has been very little
systematic analysis of how to account for these sources of consumer benefits in
regulatory processes for planning and approving transmission expansions.

The first goal of this research is to devise valuation methodologies that take into
account the sources of economic benefits from transmission expansions that are
unique to wholesale market environments. Consequently, a significant component of
this research will be quantitative modeling of actual market outcomes under a variety
of system conditions and transmission network configurations. A second part of
this research will focus on how regulatory frameworks governing transmission
expansions can address the special challenges created by renewable energy. PESD
researchers will perform comparative case studies of how the transmission planning
and construction processes in different electricity markets around the world operate
to facilitate wholesale electricity competition and lower the barriers to interconnections

by renewable energy sources.

MANAGING INTERMITTENCY BY INVOLVING FINAL DEMAND AS
AN ACTIVE MARKET PARTICIPANT

The integration of substantial amounts of wind and other renewable energy sources
will create significant reliability challenges for system operators because they will
have to deal with intermittency from a larger fraction of their generation resources.
A larger share of renewable energy in the United States will require a significant
increase in both the amount and types of energy storage technologies used in the
transmission network and protocols to operate the transmission network.

An increased share of intermittent resources can be more easily managed through
active involvement of final demand in the wholesale electricity market. With appropriate
real-time tariffs, final consumers can in theory benefit from providing both negawatts
(demand reductions) and operating reserves to manage the intermittency caused by
a greater reliance on renewable energy. A major shortcoming of all wholesale markets
in the United States and in much of the world is that final demand participates as a
passive purchaser that does not respond to changes in hourly prices. Until recently,
this could be attributed to the lack of the necessary interval metering infrastructure.
However, there is considerable uncertainty about how to use these meters to provide
the greatest net benefits to electricity consumers.

A larger share of intermittent energy will increase the need for energy storage in
the transmission network. In order for investments in energy storage technologies
to be economic, wholesale electricity prices will have to show predictable fluctuations
within the day and across days and weeks in order to justify the expense of investing
in these technologies. For example, in order to manage a greater share of wind energy,
which typically comes in the early morning and late evening, wholesale electricity
prices must be sufficiently high during the day and sufficiently low during the early
morning and late evening to pay for the cost of storing energy during these periods
so that it can be consumed during the peak periods of the day.

This research will study the experience in managing intermittency in other countries
that are further along than the United States in their pursuit of renewable energy
goals. It will also undertake mathematical modeling of the operation of electricity

networks under a range of possible scenarios.

INCENTIVES FOR APPROPRIATE INVESTMENT IN GENERATION

One of the major challenges facing re-structured markets in the United States is how
to ensure that adequate generation capacity is available to meet future demand at a
reasonable price. New entrants typically would like a guaranteed revenue stream for
years into the future because new generation units take many years to plan, construct,
and bring on line. Conversely, consumers are typically willing to make commitments
to electricity suppliers of one to two years ahead. This mismatch between the revenue
streams that producers need and the payment commitments that consumers are
willing to make has given rise to a number of regulations to create payment streams
to attract new entrants.

This phase of our research will consider alternative mechanisms for financing
the construction and operation of low-carbon energy sources in a wholesale market
regime. Questions to be explored include the following. Can a greenhouse gas
emissions permit trading scheme provide the necessary price certainty to allow
generation technologies with CCS to compete in formal wholesale markets? Would
a low-carbon energy portfolio standard be a superior approach to financing CCS
investments in a wholesale market regime? What legal and regulatory mechanisms
are necessary to manage the liability risk of long-term carbon storage? We will
address these and related questions using case studies including the development

of CCS technology and mathematical and economic modeling techniques. B
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FSI Director’s
Discretionary Fund

FSI serves as the hub of the Stanford International
Initiative and the institute’s director plays a central
role in this effort. At FSI, Stanford scholars take
an interdisciplinary approach to contemporary
issues such as how nations can work together more
effectively and on their own to prevent terrorism,
overcome barriers to nuclear disarmament, curtail
global warming, alleviate poverty and injustice,
institute democratic and accountable government,
promote economic development, improve the delivery
of global health care, and support global stability.
The FSI Director’s Discretionary Fund enables the
director to encourage new research projects to
further the study of these critically important areas
of international policy.

Gifts to the Director’s Discretionary Fund also
allow the director to make necessary investments
in the infrastructure that sustains the institute. The
Director’s Discretionary Fund also underwrites the
high-quality publications that communicate the work
of the institute’s faculty and researchers to policy-
makers, other scholars, supporters, and influential
publics around the world.

For more information about making a gift to
FSI in support of the Director’s Discretionary Fund
or other opportunities, please contact Neil Penick,
associate director, development, at 650-723-8681
or npenick@stanford.edu.

FREEMAN SPOGLI INSTITUTE
FOR INTERNATIONAL STUDIES

Stanford University
Encina Hall
Stanford, CA 94305-6055

Phone: 650-723-4581

Fax: 650-725-2592

E-mail: fsi-information@stanford.edu
http://fsi.stanford.edu
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WELCOME TO Challenged by a complex set of economic, security, governance,

0 and health issues, the global community is moving forward to
W CO LU M NS tackle them decisively. FSI scholars are again at the forefront,
engaged in new research, scholarship, and policy initiatives.

Serving in the Obama administration are former FSI Advisory

Board member Susan Rice, who is United States Ambassador to the United Nations, and Ambassador Richard Morningstar, named

Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s special envoy for Eurasian energy. Former FSI Deputy Director Michael McFaul is senior

director for Russia and Eurasia on the National Security Council, and as a senior advisor on democracy he played a major role in

President Obama’s June Cairo speech on U.S. relations with Muslims around the world. CISAC’s Liz Sherwood-Randall is senior

director for Europe on the NSC, Paul Stockton is assistant secretary of defense, and Tino Cuéllar is special assistant to the president
for justice and regulatory policy on the White House Domestic Policy Council.

Here at FSI, Larry Diamond was named CDDRL director succeeding Mike McFaul, economist Frank Wolak will lead FSI’s Program
on Energy and Sustainable Development, and renowned expert on democracy and development Francis Fukuyama joins FSI in July
2010 as the Olivier Nomellini Senior Fellow, resident in CDDRL.

Efforts to move toward a world free of nuclear weapons—the Getting to Zero initiative, led by William Perry, George Shultz,
Henry Kissinger, and Sam Nunn—have received global attention and been solidly embraced by President Obama and Russian
President Dmitri Medvedev. CISAC Co-Director Sig Hecker continues his work to denuclearize the Korean peninsula and prevent
dangerous dissemination of nuclear technologies. In honor of Michel Oksenberg, Shorenstein APARC held a half-day workshop on
China’s Role in a Turbulent World with noted scholars and policymakers.

Alan Garber’s Stanford Health Policy group held a conference for the FRESH-Thinking Project on Health Care Reform, examining
needs and prospects for national health care reform. Alan is shaping national “comparative effectiveness research,” examining the
money-saving potential of a system in which decisions about the use of medical products and services are based on evaluation of
benefits and costs of new and existing technologies. Roz Naylor continues her remarkable work on food security and the environment,
with the potential to affect millions of lives globally.

On these and so many other fronts, we do know how to make it a safer and more secure world. Getting there will require
unprecedented collaboration and cooperation. We are profoundly grateful for your continued support—moral and financial. We

couldn’t do it without you.
Sincerely, d% COIT D. BLACKER, DIRECTOR




