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ES: So Margaret, I have some questions about think tanks, general and your perception about them, and then some about your personal perception about Brazil. In your view what’s the major role played by think tanks here in DC?

MH: Well, they inform and they amplify the understanding of issues that are on going. And they inform a community that is already interested in public policy, or interested in Brazil, or war, or China or whatever. But doesn’t do the academic research, so don’t understand the whole details and the think tanks bring together those academics or policy people that are really working on that issue, and they inform their community of interested citizens and indeed some government people. For instance at the Council on Foreign Relations we have interns from government, who are in junior positions in government but could use the exposure to add broader policy interests community.

ES: Do you think that the think tanks really affect the US foreign policy in specific issues or it’s more about bring things up and to stress some ideas or something like that?

MH: It might really depend on the issue. For instance in New York where the banking community is very strong and they belong to the Counselor of the Americas or the Council on Foreign Relations then they are thinking in forms, those leaders who attend those meetings and they in turn communicate with their people. 
The (?) I once was the director of the Washington office of the Council of Americas which is essentially a business organization. And we had a number of big businesses who were affected by 1980’s by that crisis and so forth. And we got them to respond to a survey of what was wrong with the economic environment in South America and what would they like to see changed and the results of that survey went to the World bank, IMF, US government and so forth and the world bank, in particular, was very grateful for that business insights into the economic policies that either frustrated or resulted in (?).

ES: Any connection with the Brady Plan?

MH: Could have. I don’t know for a fact and I think the Brady Plan was pretty much developed within the US government and responding not only to the latin american crisis but to that crisis within the US economic community and so they were looking to resolve both issues, but maybe particularly the US ones.

ES: In your view what has changed here in DC about the perception about Brazil since the beginning of the 21st century. People are thinking different about Brazil?

[bookmark: _GoBack]MH: You brazilians have the “Brasil é o país do futuro”. There was a feeling that Brazil had arrived, Brazil now was stepping into the circle of developed countries and would be a player on the world scene and so forth. So there is a great disappointment with the turn of events, the corruption scandal. Everybody knew there was corruption but such profound corruption in essentially the star (?) of Petrobras. The political incapacity to make the kind of political decisions and get them through Congress to address the, first of all inflation, the whole set of problems I think there is a recognition that the government is not as strong and sour as might have been, as  maybe Lula sold. Disappointment at the real failure to take advantage of the commodity boom and do the kinds of investment and different things that need, that for a long time have been recognised. And so the diminishment of that sense that Brazil is kind of on the last step before joining the developed world as a partner. And there is disappointment in the policy side and sadness because generally speaking the public has a positive, favorable view of brasil, brasileiros, futebol brasileiro. And so this sad story doesn’t fit that expectation, that emotion. And therefore you see, companies aren’t going to invest for a while in Brazil, it’s harder to get students to study about brazil in the university or portuguese, for example. And harder for the US government then, to devote time, energy, money in facilitating brazil’s re-emergence from this crisis .

ES: You said reemergence. If you check some articles at Foreign Affairs in late 70’s you saw about the same story, Brazil as a rising power and some deception over that crisis. Do you think…

MH: I remember sitting in a meeting, in this case with a visiting delegation from Argentina but, when I was working at the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and the members asked the visiting dignitaries “how can you live with inflation?” They couldn’t imagine inflation so high. And the poor argentines were “Well, it’s not easy”. So it’s hard for us to walk in the shoes because we have not experienced that, or to understand how could you be so doomed (dumb?) as to give in to this kind of trouble. Most people even in the think tanks, with the exception of the experts in Brazil, really know the details of what’s going on. But the community which is an informed foreign policy community probably reads the Financial Times and other newspapers that write a lot about Brazil. They are aware and interested in more of the details.

ES: I have some other questions on your personal profile and other about ideas. Do you have governmental experience?

MH: Yes. First of all I’ve worked in (?) in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. And then I worked for the government as the director of The Center for Hemispheric Defense Studies in the late 90’s and early 00’s. And that was a government position.

ES: You have a position at the GeorgeTown University and also in the private sector.

MH: I’ve worked in a number.. At The Council of the Americas, I worked in the American Development Bank and so forth. But the private company is one set up by my husband and when I was in between jobs I would work there...

ES: And could you talk about your experience in Brazil? You have visited Brazil many times, you worked in Brazil, you spent a longer time in Brazil in some…

MH: I wrote my dissertation about brazil and spent a year and some months in Brasilia and Rio where I worked at Fundação Getúlio Vargas. I had space there and I did my dissertation research. Dona Margarete Hanson Costa at the time was the head of the section on National accounts ?. So she worked very much with me and helped me to understand the documents and so forth. Then I went to Brasilia because I wanted to interview Congressman on what they did what they... federal budget and for their states.

ES: Oh, that time it was a mess our federal budget system. Now it’s not easy but at that time before the new legislation. Used to call it a piece of fiction.

MH: What struck me in those interviews were that Congressman spent most of their time trying to get a post office designated for their district. And that was the brazilian way of (?) politics. That hasn’t changed much.

ES: So, I would like to come back to our second question about the sad view about Brazil now. It’s really spread the view? Do you think it’s now a consensus view at this time?

MH: I would be careful with the word view. It’s a feeling. It’s a feeling of disappointment, a feeling of potential that has not been worked properly. And therefore not achieved, and I think right now there’s a real concern that the system may not be capable of reforming itself and that’s the most serious concern. I don’t think anybody is thinking about a military government as it might have been the case in the past, but about a country that continues to spin its wheel but fails to get traction out of… and go forward. I think that’s the real concern. And that’s reinforced, I think I commented too that Judge Lewandowski of the Supremo Tribunal spoke at the Inter American dialogue, he was very clear about the need for political reforms, and party reforms and so forth. Now, which members of Congress are going to vote for reforms that are going to change the way their system works? This is why the mexicans are doing, because they are working with the NGO’s, working with the legislation to change the law, transparency, corruption and so forth.. 

ES: Do you believe that people now have a more informed view about Brazil then 10, 20 years ago? People that work at think tanks and at the Foreign Policy community in DC... Or it’s about the same thing?

MH: There’s a small group, that would include key people in different think tanks, that are better informed. But the world community is not necessarily more informed because.. for lots of issues. You look at, for instance, the number of times and the subject that Brazil appears in Washington Post or the New York Times. Long ago I began subscribing to the Wall Street Journal and the Financial Times because they tend to have cover Brazil and Latin America better than the regularly daily papers. And again that’s the financial interests. Because they are talking to the business community, to the international economic community. I would say you can be more informed if you want to be because there is material available produced by the think tanks but unless you have a reason, in your work, in your studies. You know, uncle Joaquim is brazilian or something, you don’t necessarily seek that more information. So that’s why I think the think tanks address a community. They make their material available so that others who the think tank itself might not know but you might be looking for information can find it, students for example.

ES: You have options that you hadn’t 10 years ago. Well, do you consider yourself as a conservative, a centrist or a liberal? In the US ideological and political spectrum.

MH: It may depend on the day. I would put myself in the middle, a centrist. That doesn’t mean that I like what is going on in our political process right now.

ES: And do you think Brazil is more a latin american country, a BRICS country or a global one?

MH: First of all, I think the whole notion of the BRICS is (?). All of the countries go in different ways for a variety of reasons. So, I’m not sure that’s a useful concept. I think then Brazil is much more latin america country than a… But also an emergent one. Because I don’t think Brazil has begun to think globally. Perhaps except at Itamaraty. [...] Brazil continues to hold to protectionists policies that are making it difficult to get new ideas and so forth. When I was leaving there, working on my dissertation, there was a big discussion about whether brazil should develop its own computer technology industry as opposed to allow Microsoft to sell and so forth. And their opinion was very strongly in favour to “We’ll do our own”. But after a while it became obvious that was not competitive. So slowly but surely that market opened up. But that willingness to compete, to not necessarily protect domestic champions and so forth from becoming competitive I think persist. And one of the reasons that I often ask my brazilian friends “What’s the business community in Brazil now saying about the political and economic… What they would like from government? And is the government listening?”

ES: And do you believe we are in a transition to a multipolar international order?

MH: I think it depends on what capacity is. If you are looking at economic I think the world is much more varied than it was when Europe and then all the rest. And militarily I think there is much more of a competition again promoted especially by Russia (?) these days

ES: Yes, but the asymmetry between the United States and Russia and China it’s still very large.

MH: It’s still very large and I think the chinese and russians, they are the ones who are kind of making it competitive as opposed to “let’s all work together for peace and collaborate and so forth”. I think it’s probably not, it’s not fair to say the world as one way or another way because it’s many things at the same time. That’s the nature of the globalization that we are living through.

ES: But in the political level do you believe we have a more... I wouldn’t say multipolar but with more actors, more state actors, more vocal and...

MH: Yeah, and I think we always had a non aligned movement (?) by the North Atlantic Community, China, Russia, etc. I think those become certain issues, those issues become sharpened on others. Not so much because there is so much integration in economics and trade and so forth. Depending on the issue, one may be important and other...

ES: In your opinion what is and what could be the role played by Brazil in issues of governance in South America, for example?

MH: I think if Brazil can resolve this Petrobras, lava jato scandal and demonstrate that justice has been pursued. I think that would be an important example for other countries. Brazil has, and this is an experience when I worked at the Center for brazilian studies at Johns Hopkins, we held meetings in which people from various countries of South America would present their view, or their option about brazil’s role in South America.

ES: They were scholars?

MH: They were scholars, yes. And I wish the papers were archived, I wish they were available. The clear sense that one took from this was that other latin american countries viewed brazil as a hegemonic power and using much the same language that Brazil and South America would use for the United States so no love lost. And I think that has been demonstrated in the kind of weakness of Mercosur and some of the efforts to form either a political, or security, or economic partnership. They were a bit concerned of being under this huge country. But I think on specific things I think Brazil, again, if it can demonstrate ability to solve its own problems, can be, if not a leader, a catalyst for important things, the environment, dealing with drug traffic, which clearly Brazil plays a role in the borders and so forth. Although I have a student who just did a paper on trafficking and “there’s a lot of trafficking, drugs and arms and so forth”… 

ES: Yes, the reinforcement is very hard. 

MH: Through the rest of South America too. Particularly in... I’ll say peacekeeping has been one of the important activities where Brazil and the other countries in the region have set up their peace keeping academies, there’s a movement of personnel amongst them. There’s collaboration in, more and more collaboration in disaster response and so forth. So in that one area, but I think the environment would be another, poverty alleviation is another that were being a generator of ideas, a catalyst for sharing…

ES: And what do you think about the brazilian voice in the pressure for the reformation of Bretton Woods institutions? You can speak on IMF, or World Bank, or UN.

MH: Again I think here is one where Brazil needs to demonstrate its political capacity to implement the policies of its excellent economists. As long as Brazil itself is adapting policies that in the most of the economists in World Bank or IMF are “This is not smart”. It’s gonna be hard for brazil to be a voice within the leadership. Just take the case of Joaquim Levy. He’s been successful in implementing the policies, I think that would have been a good sign following Pedro Malan and others who have played important roles in these institutions. But other countries have to believe that Brazil has got a good idea before Brazil is going to be able to be a leader in these institutions.

ES: Brazil’s foreign policy has some core values like sovereignty, non intervention, quest for autonomy, whose understanding is very often quite different from the United States. Do you think these differences make relations, bilateral relations more difficult to flow?

MH: I think in many cases there is kind of a mythology about the differences that in many ways was perpetrated by the left but continues to be widely credited that tells a story about substantial differences and I don’t believe that story is accurate. The sovereignty, both countries believe in nation sovereignty within their own borders that doesn’t mean that, in my help or etc that that’s a violation of sovereignty. The non intervention, I think the best of all possibles worlds that is a value that we... But again if an action that the US government believes is either benign or trying to be helpful and etc is taken as intervention in Europe affairs, then dialogue becomes difficult. So I think it’s more this kind of mythology of differences. An over interpretation of relations that may have been very unequal in 1950’s but that are no longer. In the best of all possible worlds the United States would like Brazil to be a partner. As England is, or Spain is, etc. But Brazil needs to have maybe the faith in itself in order to be that partner and here we need to clearly know each other better. We have student exchanges, we have military officer exchanges in various schools and so forth. But how do we take advantage of that deeper knowledge. That having lived in Brazil I have a marine friend who is in Argentina now, going to the War College and learning all about Argentina. Are we going to take advantage of that? There are many brazilians at the Inter American defense college, the rumour is or the story often is that these officers are sent to the school and then they retire when they go home. This country really takes these exchanges seriously and use the people for their contacts around the world.

ES: They are very senior, the brazilian officers that came here.

MH: They are quite senior but many are also Coronels (?). Not all countries take good advantages of these personnel. And that’s a research question to ask in Brazil.

ES: Yeah, I tried to make a research with one student on brazilian military (?) but he couldn’t go forward, it’s very hard to break the wall and get in touch with people and get interviews, then he changed the subject. And I have some good friends on the military service, it’s hard. They do have a culture of secrecy.

MH: Exactly. And it’s like having worked in government here. There are things you don’t talk about outside but when you retired and you can help people think about this... It’s unfortunate if there is a “You can’t talk about it”.

ES: So, do you believe that brazilian close relations with China would be a problem to the US?

MH: There would be. Not so much because Brazil has close relations with China, but because of a concern about China’s use of those relations. And we saw this as China became more and more involved. Are you familiar with Evan Ellis? And he writes a lot. But I think sometimes covers that feeling. China’s relations with Brazil and other countries in Latin America was very beneficial to China, not necessarily beneficial to the countries.

ES: For a country like Brazil it’s a serious issue to our industry.

MH: Absolutely. I remember the last time I was in São Paulo and my friends were saying “All of the cars in the street are chinese”. Not built in Brazil. The way Fiat, and Ford and then volkswagen and others often work. And that again was a question, that auto-industry which grew up a long time ago increasingly found that the brazilian workers were not trained to continuously adapt to the automated assembly line, increase in corporation technology... And as another issue the whole question of basic education and primary and secondary education, along with infrastructure, and other issues... I think brazil got drunk on the commodity boom and failed to use those resources and invest them for the long term. And that’s true for a number of other countries as well, not just Brazil. But that level of political decision making is one of the things that prevent (?) Brazil joining the club of developed countries.

ES: So, in the defense field Brazil is or was enhancing its military capabilities, there are several modernizations programs and development programs. One second fleet for the navy, one nuclear powered striking submarine, frigates, space program, fighter jets, some of them with foreign powers like France and Sweden, some of them are domestic. How does it affects the United States?

MH: Again, on one hand the US would like Brazil to be a partner in a global security community. On the other hand the US business community, probably the US government because of the ties that goes with the commonality of equipment means that the US was very disappointed that the aircraft decision was made. I think there is a counter to what the United States was (?). I think there is a question about the investment on the nuclear powered submarine in a real world, Is that really making a difference in terms of Brazil’s naval capability or is it absorbing a lot of money that could otherwise be spent on a more far reaching naval capability. Generally very (?) respect for brazilian officers, for brazil’s effort in peacekeeping and so forth. But yes, there’s disappointments and it could be the effort to consciously not choose US equipment even though it might be more capable, maybe has better packages of life cycle costing.

ES: Despite the Congress limitations on technology transferences?

MH: That again is a question that.. I appreciate Brazil’s concern there and frankly I think we need to change our policy. But it’s going to be difficult to change that policy if we don’t have tighter kind of relationship. Changing that policy, which is long standing and so forth, it’s a bit like eliminating the embargo on trade with Cuba. It will take a lot of salesmanship. But I think it has worked against us in a number of cases and that we need to discuss.

ES: And do you believe on issues like the creation space program, there is room to move forward in this issue or it’s also blocked? 

MH: Here is one where it depends on people and personalities. No, I think there’s certainly room to go forward but it does take a building of trust that takes a long time.

ES: So, this issue of trust is coming up in many of the interviews. In your view what’s the point, why so much distrust?

MH: Well, part of it goes back to that kind of language, that kind of leftist attitude that whatever the US was…

ES: You mean in the Lula’s years?

MH: No, way back. Much further. Lula’s government in some ways was less cautious than it might have been in things like Iran nuclear and so forth. Interestingly Brazil was one of the most open providers of information about where Iranian facilities were and so forth when the US was doing, the US hostage crisis. There have been ups and downs but beneath this is kind of a chip on the shoulder, which on the part of Brazil.. That “because we are not regarded as a superpower, etc than we are not going to reveal everything we know”. That turns off the US negotiators who in some cases may not know Brazil as well as brasilianistas do and who don’t have a lot of patience. So both sides need to engage in serious diplomacy across a number of issues. And I think serious diplomacy would have positive results but it’s not something that’s gonna happen in two months or even two years. But we have to be able to prop it… For instance, the student exchange and things like that, science exchange, I think it’s a very positive initiative. My friend Tomas Costa says unfortunately there aren’t enough scientist with english language capability to come abroad. So that’s an issue that the education needs to work on, and that’s something Brazil has to do internally. Maybe what I’m saying is that Brazil needs to take a closer look at how is the rest of the world working and how do I adjust, how does Brazil adjust to adapt to that new way, that current way of working as opposed to the old way. Certainly on trade issues, and local (?) and things like that. That’s where there’s a lot of comment on Brazil needs to open its market more so that it can begin to adapt to innovations and sell abroad rather than just in a local market. And maybe what’s going on in Argentina will kind of shift the center of gravity in economic policies in South America. We’ll see what happens in Venezuela, but I think we are kind in a tipping point between what was kind of an anti american, anti developed work hold attitude lead by the chavistas and one that is “let’s go back to being cheap competitors in the global market”.

ES: Do you believe that Brazil really adopt this perception of anti american, gringo hater or something like that in the 21st century?

MH: My sense is that there’s an undercurrent that is strong and my american students see it in the writings of brazilian academics and they are like “why they are so…”. And I think there is a theme that has persisted over time without many much scrutiny and analysis and so forth that colors the language with which we are talked about and that's the challenge. (?) Both the languages of our diplomats, your diplomats, the academic community, probably is really strong within the military, more the army than maybe the navy and the air force and so forth. There’s a need for atualização and you are in the university and the universities have an important role to play in which I wonder if they are really playing that role. I participated in the International Relations Conference at the San Tiago Dantas and I was surprised at the presentations of the brazilian scholars. They were really colored with this language of the big bad United States and one girl was talking about George W. Bush acceptance of torture and waterboarding and so forth and presenting it as if that was a current policy and I interrupted and said “this stuff has been rejected. You know, lock, stock and barrel”. It was regarded as wrong, it’s not legal and you can hear many people pointing it.


ES: Yes, Obama pronounced against it. 

MH: Yes, and the legal system including the CIA and others have adopted a position that torture is not acceptable. Donald Trump now (?). God help us.

ES: I believe that the Bush years put again these views on the Cold War on the front line. I wrote a paper that I called “Points of Contact and Friction” analysing defense documents both in Brazil and United States. And the brazilian national defense strategy had a… between the lines you saw that the document was oriented towards the United States and it was George W. Bush United States. It was 2008, it was the beginning of the Obama years but we were…

MH: Looking back.

ES: Yeah, that’s the point.

MH: I would love to read that.

ES: I can send to you. It’s in portuguese but I can send you.

MH: It’s ok. I have students read the national security documents and compare that so that would be an interesting observation on that. The policy documents are all too often written for this point in time, where this short time...

ES: this audience. There is a rationality, an specific rationality in these kind of documents

MH: That’s why academics are supposed to… 

ES: So Margaret, what think tanks do you think are most important to think about issues on Brazil here in DC?

MH: Obviously the most important is probably the Wilson Center of Paulo Sotero, just because of the range of issues that it covers. The second is probably the Interamerican Dialogue because of, specially Peter Hanking, but the dialogue is kind of decided that it will look closely at Brazil, the Council on Foreign Relations personally does Brazil in New York so there’s less visibility there but the Council does very good works so I would put it down there. I’m trying to think, usually you don’t get inside of the more security oriented, Center for American Progress, you don’t get much coverage of latin american issues. I think those 3 are the most important.

ES: And probably you are aware of the program that brazilian embassy has with CSIS…

MH: Yes..

ES: And what do you think about that?

MH: I found the CSIS program to be sort of (?) weak. It was not consistent enough, it was not high powered enough to really compete with these others which are really established. And as a consequence I paid less attention to what CSIS is doing today. I have gone to some of the programs that the Brazilian embassy has run at the Embassy and those were interesting, I think that’s a useful initiative. It’s governed by diplomatic rules of discourse. But it’s useful and it’s a good idea to expose this community to visiting dignitaries and so forth.

ES: I believe that’s it. Margaret, thank you.

MH: No, my pleasure. And I look forward to reading your conclusions at the end.
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