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Due to worsening health conditions, Japanese PM Abe resigns.

By Nicholas Donnellan

O

n August 28, Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe announced his resignation.
In his speech, he somberly stated that a relapse of
severe ulcerative colitis in
July informed his judgement that he “should not
continue [his] job as a
prime minister” that he
would be seeking treatments for his illness. He
also listed the various

plans and policies that he
would be passing on to his
successor.
While Abe’s most recent
tenure as prime minister
began in 2012, it was not
his first time in the position. Abe’s previous term as
prime minister, from 2006
to 2007, ended abruptly due to a similar onset
of the severe ulcerative
colitis that forced him to
resign in August of that
year. Abe was no stranger
to the political world—his

THE ABRAHAM
ACCORDS:
EVOLVING DIPLOMATIC
RELATIONS WITH ISRAEL

By Amber Ting

O

n Tuesday, September 15th, US
President Donald
Trump presided over the
signing of agreements to
normalize diplomatic relations between Israel,
Bahrain, and the United
Arab Emirates. A White
House ceremony was attended by Israeli Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, Bahraini Foreign
Minister Abdullatif bin
Rashid Al Zayani, and
Emirati Foreign Minister
Abdullah bin Zayed Al
Nahyan.
The agreements jointly
called the Abraham Accords, saw the UAE and
Bahrain recognize Israel
as a sovereign state. The
UAE and Bahrain are

now the third and fourth
Middle Eastern countries
to have diplomatic relations with Israel; Israel
signed a peace treaty with
Egypt in 1979 and a peace
treaty with Jordan in
1994. Netanyahu pledged
to suspend annexation
plans of the West Bank, a
territory located near the
Jordan River that Palestinian Arabs self-rule but
Israeli Jews have settled
on. In 1948, territories
considered holy by Jews,
Christians, and Muslims,
were divided into the
State of Israel, the West
Bank, and the Gaza Strip.
Minor territorial shifts
have occurred, with Israel
and Palestine still fighting over land rights.
CONtINUED ON PAGE 2

family boasts an illustrious history in Japanese
politics. His grandfather,
Kishi Nobusuke, served as
a minister in Japanese-occupied Manchuria and
prime minister’s Hideki
Tojo’s cabinet, as well as
prime minister from 1957
to 1960. His grandfather’s
attempts to revise the
constitution in 1947 to
allow greater control over
Japanese diplomacy likely
influenced Abe’s attempts
to revise the constitution.

At the center of Abe’s
political
agenda
were
promises to revise the Japanese constitution with
aims to build up Japan’s
military presence in East
Asia. In the end, he was
unsuccessful because of
Article 9 that established
Japan as a pacifist state:
“Aspiring sincerely to an
international peace based
on justice and order, the
Japanese people forever
renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation
and the threat or use of
force as means of settling
international
disputes.
In order to accomplish
the aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea,
and air forces, as well as
other war potential, will
never be maintained. The
right of belligerency of
the state will not be recognized.” Abe’s proposal
for revision itself was fairly unpopular amongst the
Japanese people. Despite
this, Abe increased military funding by ten percent and allowed Japanese
troops to be active abroad,
justifying this by advocating for a change in the interpretation of Article 9.
CONtINUED as “Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe Resigns” ON PAGE 2

WHAT WOULD
JUSTICE BARRETT
MEAN FOR THE U.S.?
By Theo Baker

R

uth Bader Ginsburg was a legend.
She served 27 years
on the Supreme Court,
fighting
for
women’s
rights more fiercely than
others of her time and
overseeing the Affordable
Care Act (which provides
healthcare for millions of
low-income Americans),
the legalization of samesex marriage, defense of
reproductive rights, and
so, so much more. She was
a strong woman–surviving several bouts of cancer and serving for a time
as the only woman on our
country ’s highest court–
who left a distinct and
memorable impression on
everyone whose lives she

touched. Richard Primus,
a former clerk of hers and
now a professor at the
University of Michigan
law school spoke with me
over the phone only a few
days after driving back
from her funeral. He told
me that RBG and all of
her clerks were a family,
and emphasized that “every Supreme Court justice is a figure in American legal history, but
there are only a few who
would have been figures
of American legal history
even if they had never sat
on the Supreme Court…
Ruth Bader Ginsburg was
in that category.”
CONtINUED as “WHAT WOULD JUSTICE
BARRET MEAN FOR THE U.S.?” ON PAGE
8
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JAPANESE PRIME MINISTER SHINZO ABE RESIGNS

Continued From PAGE I
hile Abe leaves behind
an economy coping
with the effects of the
Covid-19 pandemic, his previous
forays into economic reform policy have had a far greater effect
on the Japanese economy. His
long term economic legacy will
likely be his policy of “Abenomics” ( Japanese: Abenomikusu),
which was announced in 2013
as part of an effort to stimulate
Japan’s economy and counter
previous economic stagnation.
The plan consisted of three
main points: “aggressive monetary policy, flexible fiscal policy
and growth strategy including
structural reform.” As described
in the 2017 Abenomics report,
the plan seeks to activate three
main “engines” of the economy.
The first is productivity. The
plan states that by changing the
workflow and increasing labor
participation, particularly from
women, the elderly, and immigrants, income and consumption
will increase. The second engine
is increasing innovation and
trade. It outlines strategies to

W

increase international trade and
decrease corporate regulation.
The final engine is corporate
activity. The plan states that it
would reduce corporate tax and
encourage transparency.
The success of these policies is
a topic of debate. Some contend
that initial increases in the national stock market attest to its
worth. Paired with strong trade
deals with countries such as the
United States and EU member
states, from 2012 to 2015, the
national GDP increased from
495 to 532 trillion yen. However, this initial boom merely
postponed large structural issues: wages were not adjusted to
the economic growth; corporate
taxes were raised twice after the
initial boom, which sparked a recession in the Japanese economy.
The debt was on the rise even
before the Covid-19 pandemic
struck the global economy. Abe
continually postponed largescale economic reforms, something his successor will have to
deal with.
The prime minister also tread
the narrow diplomatic path between China and the United

States. Abe was a central figure
in the Trans-Pacific partnership and maintained a balance
of competition and amiability
when dealing with Chinese foreign policy. Abe has maintained
his commitment to counter Chinese aggression in the region
and Chinese claims to the Senkaku-Diaoyu islands and Okinawawa island, as he sees Japan
as a counter to the Chinese system of governance. Nonetheless,
Abe acknowledged Chinese economic power and rising status on
the global stage. He met with Xi
Jinping on several occasions and,
before the Covid-19 pandemic,
Xi was going to visit Japan. Abe
also formed a strong relationship
with the United States president
Donald Trump which helped to
further Japanese-American economic ties.
Abe’s legacy will also be marred
by his failures. Although over 75
years have passed since the end
of World War Two, Russia and
Japan have yet to sign a formal
peace treaty. Abe hoped to resolve the ownership of disputed
territories and formalize an official peace deal with Putin. Abe’s

determination to resolve an abduction crisis with North Korea,
where over 17 Japanese citizens
were abducted in the 1970s and
1980s, appears to have been for
naught. Lastly, the effects of the
pandemic and what many see
as a poor government response
lowered Abe’s approval rating to
the 30s before his resignation.
The pandemic also prompted
the postponement of the Olympics, which Abe had fought to
secure in Japan.
On September 13, Yoshihide
Suga was named Abe’s successor.
Suga faces multiple challenges.
Some, such as the coronavirus
and economic recession, are internal. Others come from nations
such as North Korea and China.
It remains to be seen whether
Suga will follow in Abe’s path
or chart a new course for Japan.
One of Abe’s final disappointments as prime minister remains
the postponement of the 2020
Olympics. Much like the Olympics, Abe’s time in office began
with much joy, hope, and success
but ended with a whimper and
much-unfinished business.

EVOLVING DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH ISRAEL

Continued From PAGE I
sraeli checkpoints and settlements exist on multiple
Palestinian territories. Since
2019, the Trump administration
has refused to consider them illegal.
Israel, Bahrain, and the UAE
will also open embassies and increase international trade and
tourism, representing historical
steps that some are hopeful may
end the Arab-Israeli conflict.
In Israel-controlled sections of
the West Bank and Gaza Strip,
the Israeli government required
Palestinians to apply for home
permits, but rejected many of
them. Those who built anyway
found their homes demolished
by Israeli soldiers. Arab League
statements of support for Palestinian independence have been a
flashpoint for tension.
Palestine is an autonomous entity, not a state, and is officially
a non-member observer state in
the United Nations (UN). However, many countries support a
two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Indeed,
the Arab Peace Initiative, or the
Saudi Initiative, from the Arab
League called for Israel to fully
withdraw from Palestinian territories and establish a Palestinian
state.
While the Abraham Accords
required Israel to suspend plans
to declare sovereignty over the
West Bank and Gaza Strip, they
did nothing to prevent or reverse
illegal Israeli occupation. In re-

I

solving Arab-Israeli tension, the
Accords may very well worsen
conflicts between Israeli’s and
Palestinians.
Palestine has often asked members to refrain from normalizing
relations with Israel until they
resolve the Israel-Palestine conflic. Palestinian Foreign Minister Riyad al-Maliki, who was set
to chair the Arab League meetings for the next six months, has
already quit his chairmanship in
protest of the Accords. Government officials from both of Palestine’s political factions, Fatah
and Hamas, have also spoken
out.
The two factions have long
maintained that a Palestinian
state should be built from territories, including East Jerusalem,
the Gaza Strip, and the West
Bank, which Israel occupied in
1967. Fatah recognizes Israel,
while Hamas does not. The former controls the West Bank, the
latter controls the Gaza Strip
but is also a militant organization. When the Accords were
signed, offensive rockets were
fired into southern Israel from
Hamas-controlled land.
Iran has also criticized the
Abraham Accords. Analysts say
US brokering of the deal may
have been about creating a front
against Iran as much as it was
about defending Israel. US-Iranian relations have been strained
since 2018 when President
Trump withdrew the US from
the 2015 Joint Comprehensive

UAE and Bahrain jointly acknowledge Israel as sovereign state in historic agreement

Plan of Action. The 2015 Plan
of Action had seen the US freeze
sanctions on Iran and Iran, in
turn, stop stockpiling uranium.
The Shia-majority nation has
always had strained relations
with Bahrain, which it tried to
take over in the 1970s, and the
Sunni-majority UAE. If other
Sunni-majority nations follow
Bahrain and the UAE in normalizing relations with Israel,
Iran could very well find itself
isolated in the Middle East.
Trump spoke with Omani Sultan Haitham bin Tariq al-Said
in August. Jared Kushner and
Saudi crown prince Mohammad
bin Salman have reportedly talked, and the US and Saudi Arabia
are traditional allies. It is possible both countries will normalize relations with Israel.
The Accords have already
boosted
Trump’s
November
re-election chances, and will

surely continue to do so if they
lead to new deals.
However, new deals also have
the potential to drive Iran closer
to countries like Russia and China, in repudiation from the United States. If Iranian officials are
concerned about being regionally isolated, they will want to
make new allies. US-China relations have been strained recently, and Chinese discussion with
Iran surrounding an economic
partnership may further the two
countries’ connection while distancing the US.
The Abraham Accords have
created and will continue to create geopolitical alliances. As it is
still unclear as to how the Accords will impact Palestine and
Iran, it remains to be seen how
they will impact long-term stability in the Middle East.
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FOLLOWING SHARP ECONOMIC DECLINE, FRANCE
INTRODUCES NEW $118 BILLION STIMULUS PLAN TO GET
FRENCH ECONOMY BACK ON ITS FEET BY 2022

By Caroline Empey

F

ollowing the global pandemic, France’s GDP has
dropped 13.8% in the second quarter alone, the worst
3-month downturn the country
has experienced since records
began 70 years ago. The National Institute of Statistics and
Economic Studies (INSEE) reports that this sudden downturn
is due to the closure of ‘non-essential’ businesses and activities
between March and May of this
year. Additionally, French exports declined by 25.5% and imports declined by 17.3%. However, amidst the pain of the sharp
economic downturn, French
president Emmanuel Macron
has introduced a 118 billion dollar stimulus plan in hopes of returning the French economy to
its pre-COVID state by 2022.
France plans to source 40% of
the money needed to fund the
plan from Europe’s newly introduced €750 billion recovery
fund, intending to move away
from the emergency spending
required due to COVID-19 and
towards longer-term investments
in the country’s future. The
country will spend the money on
job programming, specifically in
green technologies and health
care, in an attempt to revive the
French economy. This focus includes a €6 billion investment in
the country ’s health care system
made shortly before the plan was
introduced. The French government has stated that it will be
investing €30 billion in hopes
of moving towards a greener
economy and €35 billion in an
attempt to make the economy
more competitive within the
Eurozone. Additionally, France
plans to spend €35 billion on job
training and encouraging unemployed youth to enter a career
field. They have also incentivized companies to move overseas
factories and plants to France,

offering both tax cuts and €1
billion in aid to businesses who
focus on at-home developments.
France’s “relaunch plan” makes
up almost 4% of the country’s
GDP and is one of the largest
relaunch plans in Europe compared to the size of the French
economy. Europe’s largest economy, Germany, has declined by
10% in the second quarter, while
Spain, Europe’s sixth-largest
economy, has declined by a staggering 18.2%. In comparison,
data from the French Statistics
Breau shows in relation to this
time last year, France’s GDP has
dropped 19%.
While a seemingly staggering
amount of resources are being
used to fulfill the stimulus plan,
many French officials believe the
use of these resources is necessary in order to bring the French
economy back to the forefront
of the Eurozone. Emergency
spending has pushed France’s
debt burden to 120%, a “level
that should not be exceeded” according to the Central Bank.
Not only is this deal expected
to benefit the French people and
businesses, but it will also have
the potential to greatly impact
the 2022 presidential elections
in France. Completion of the
plan by 2022 is no coincidence,
as French president Emmanuel
Macron is up for reelection in
April of that year. French Prime
Minister Jean Castex hopes that
within the next year 160,000
new jobs will have been created.
The new plan continues to push
Macron’s pro-business reforms
while including “greener” and
more environmentally conscious
aspects as well. With unemployment rates rising and the virus
continuing to spread, it is no
surprise that Macron is seeking
support and positive affirmation, making the stimulus plan
all the more important for his

Tourist landmarks shut in France due to COVID-19 have a detrimental effect on the countries
struggling economy.

administration.
While
the
plan supports the overall growth
of the economy, it shows little
acknowledgement to the traditional method of French development and expansion: consumer demand. Germany has
implemented a similar stimulus plan, spending €130 billion
in addition to cutting sales tax.
However, instead of focusing on
consumers more directly as Germany has, France is hoping that
by supporting businesses, consumers will be more inclined to
return to their usual spending
rates, putting money back into
the French economy.
Unfortunately, it is not entirely clear yet if this plan will work
to the degree that the government predicts it will. In a normal year, France sees about 79
million tourists, many of whom
will not be visiting this year and
will likely not be visiting in the
coming year due to the ongoing
effects of the coronavirus pandemic. This decline in tourism

has—and will continue to—
present a major challenge for the
French economy, as the industry
supports 2.9 million jobs and
makes up 9.8% of France’s total
GDP. There are very few plausible ways to regain France’s high
levels of tourism in only two
years, and finding a source of income as convenient and as high
as that produced by the tourism
industry is unlikely.
T h e
French Stimulus Plan, in comparison to the country ’s GDP,
is considerably larger than plans
implemented by other European countries. Not only does the
plan provide economic home and
growth, but it supports the Macron’s bid for reelection. While
only time can tell whether or
not France’s new stimulus plan
will benefit the country and its
economy, it seems to be a step in
the right direction, encouraging
people to reenter the workforce
and supporting French operated
companies.

EDITOR’S NOTE

We are delighted to share with you the first issue of Volume V of The Revere. Each year brings changes, and though this year’s circumstances are not ideal, we look forward with enthusiasm to the enriching possibilities and opportunities the situation brings. We
are living through a period that is unlike any other, and we have full faith in our newspaper’s ability to document, with accuracy and
energy, the breaking stories that are memorialized as change. Though our community may remain apart, our paper has the power to
unite, for the stories it gives voice to connect all corners of the world.
For now, due to the restrictions imposed by COVID-19, The Revere will be transitioning all operations online. New papers will be
published every other Monday on our website, the-revere.com. Please check the paper’s Instagram page, @theandoverrevere, to stay
up-to-date with the paper’s activities and coverage.
With gratitude for the team’s effort, we thank you for reading.
Sincerely,
Sophia Hlavaty & Lilly Yager
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UNDER THE REIGN OF KING MAHA VAJIRALONGKORN:
POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC INSTABILITY CATALYZES
PROTESTS ACROSS THE NATION
By Helen Phi
rotest movements have
spread across Thailand,
with thousands of students
gathering in Bangkok to demand
systemic democratic reforms.
Since the establishment of the
nation’s constitutional monarchy in 1932, the royal family has
wielded considerable power. Despite the long-standing 15 years
of imprisonment of individuals
voicing public criticism against
the monarchy, youth protesters
remain persistent in their fight
to usher in change.
Since the beginning of March
this year, these political movements have arisen on academic
campuses in response to the dissolution of the popular Future
Forward Party, a movement that
supports progressive politics.
Although brought to a halt by
the pandemic for several months,
the protests erupted once again
in July. Students and members
of labor unions continue to take
to the streets to demand democratic reforms. According to Dr.
Kanokrat Letchoosakil, a political science professor at Chulalongkorn University in Bangkok, Thailand, “this is the first
student mass movement since the
1970s.Though they collectively
form a movement, it is important to acknowledge the diversity
of the protests. Besides differing
in size and location, the protests
have “diverse agendas” that represent the multifaceted “ideas of
the younger generation” rather
than mainstream politics, according to Letchoosakil. These
agendas precisely call for new
elections, amendments to the
constitution, and an end to the
suppression of critics.

P

Following his ascension to the
throne in 2016, King Maha Vajiralongkorn introduced a new
charter to strengthen his constitutional powers and wealth.
He has taken several steps to
substantiate this power, including the amendment of the royal
property law by the military in
July 2017, granting himself full
control over the Crown Property Bureau, an investment firm
with an estimated net worth of
30 billion U.S dollars. Although
the bureau holds a large number
of shares in private enterprises
as well as real estate properties,
this unit does not have to publicize its holdings or profits.
In addition, Vajiralongkorn
seized personal control of two
key army units, validating his
power with military affairs. According to the World Politics
Review, King Vajiralongkorn’s
father had to coordinate with
generals and other juntas to execute his powers, which became
commonly referred to as a “network monarchy.” However, Vajiralongkorn has eliminated this
process, thereby minimizing the
power of both military and political parties and consolidating
his capacity for unilateral decision-making. On a potential
path toward absolute monarchy,
the nation is inevitably engulfed
in crisis and facing steep challenges in both political and economic spheres.
Regardless, it is still difficult
to challenge the King’s power and sustain the momentum
generated by the protests, as
daring resistance is usually seen
only among the younger generations. As stated in an article on
The Guardian, students “make

JUST THE FACTS

B M
s the global death count
rises, so does the number of companies joining the race to develop a working COVID-19 vaccine. Since
the United States hit 200,000
COVID-19 deaths on September 22, four companies (Moderna, Pfizer, AstraZeneca, and
Johnson & Johnson) announced
that their clinical trials are moving into or are already in their
final stages of testing, which involves tens of thousands of human subjects. The companies,
along with many health experts,
predict the earliest estimate for
a working vaccine would be towards the end of the year around
November and December, thus

A

H
contradicting President Trump’s
prediction for a vaccine made
public by October. Even when
the vaccines pass their companies’ evaluation, they will need
to be approved by the Food and
Drug Administration (FDA)
before made publicly available,
which could take months, delaying the release until mid-2021.
Once approved, the distribution of the vaccine presents logistical difficulties. Millions of
doses would need to be transported to hospitals, pharmacies,
and doctors’ offices, which in
turn would need to store, track,
and administer the vaccine to
people across the globe. Furthermore, the two frontrunners,

three-fingered salutes, wear
white ribbons, and hold pieces
of blank pieces” as a form of the
right to freedom of expression.
On the other hand, those over
30 are less likely to manifest or
profess their dissent of the state.
In addition to these circumstances, the King also holds
great control of the country’s
armed forces. Any political unrest and protest will yield devastating consequences and scenes
of bloodshed and violence.
Prayuth Chan-ocha, Thailand’s
Prime Minister, has discouraged
protesters by suggesting that
if they continue, the country
will be unable to progress forward. He appealed peacefully:
“I hear you have political grievances and that you have issues
with the constitution, I respect
your opinions…”. The Prime
Minister encouraged citizens to
avoid straying from mitigating
the problems that he considers
more pressing: “our country has
some very much more immedi-

ately painful issues that it must
address — that is the economic destruction brought about by
COVID-19…”.
Besides political change, labor
rights, gender equality, and educational reform are also matters
of concern. The nation is in dire
need of reevaluating their current political and social structures. They need to support new
systems and implement measures for the provision of necessary resources and services to
prepare knowledge workers for
the coming times. A reformed
economy will propel the nation
toward economic prosperity and
away from the labor-intensive
industries that have rendered it
poverty-stricken.
As these ongoing protests
continue and young activists remain resolute on their mission,
the results will play a significant
role in shaping the country’s future in the years to come.

Protests demanding monarchical change raise their characteristic three-fingered salute.

Moderna and Pfizer, would need
to have their vaccines transported in freezers kept at 94 degrees
Fahrenheit below zero, after
which the vaccine can last only
24 hours at refrigerated temperatures (Pfizer claims their
sample can last 48 hours). However, Johnson & Johnson’s potential vaccine would not need to be
stored in a freezer, and patients
would only need one shot (instead of the two shots required
by Moderna).
Finally, building trust with the
public is a critical aspect of the
effectiveness of a vaccine. In a
poll conducted by USA TODAY
in early September, two-thirds
of the voters stated they would
not take the vaccine right away.
Many of the voters feel uncertain about the vaccine’s efficacy,
fearing that there is not enough

information about COVID-19
to create a functioning vaccine.
The distribution to the public
would be another method of trial-and-error. As such, the FDA
will be working carefully for the
foreseeable future towards the
approval process.

Elizabeth CHou
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BURGEONING “TECHNOLOGY
COLD WAR” BETWEENTHE U.S. AND
CHINA
T

By Emma Jing

ikTok, a popular short
video-sharing
app,
and WeChat, China’s
largest messaging app, are
at the center of an ongoing,
tense standoff between the
United States and China,
as President Trump, in the
interest of national security, moves to curb Chinese
technological and commercial influence in the United
States.
On Sunday, United States
district judge Carl Nichols
granted TikTok’s request
for a preliminary injunction
against its ban from U.S.
app stores. Nichols’ ruling
blocked Trump’s executive
order that barred TikTok
from U.S. app stores, citing
national security concerns
in user data collections,
starting
September
20.
However, the injunction
only applies to TikTok’s
September ban, which allows the November 12 ban
to move forward. Notably,
this date comes after the November election, which addresses how the app may hurt Trump’s
chances with younger voters. It
also gives TikTok more time to
finalize a deal with a U.S. based
company.
Another setback in Trump’s
China foreign policy agenda occurred last weekend when a federal magistrate ruled in favor of
blocking Trump’s WeChat ban.
The decision came after U.S. advocates for the multimedia tech
giant claimed the ban infringed
on their First Amendment right
for freedom of speech.
Trump’s ultimatum that TikTok and its algorithm be fully
transferred to a U.S. entity left
TikTok scrambling to close a
deal. Trump threatened to block
any deal that left the service in
Chinese hands: “If we find that
they don’t have total control,
then we’re not going to approve
the deal.” However, a tentative
deal between ByteDance (TikTok’s parent company), Oracle, and Walmart seemed to get
Trump’s stamp of approval. The
proposed arrangement will create
a new, separate company called
TikTok Global, which will be
owned by majority U.S. investors like Oracle and Walmart. It
also gives Oracle full control of
technological operations in the
U.S., soothing concerns from
the U.S. that Chinese-based ByteDance was sourcing information and user data to the Chinese government.
However, tension remains
about the ownership structure

ZOE CHOW

of TikTok Global. ByteDance
claims that they will have majority ownership (80%) of the company until it goes public within
the next year. Oracle said last
week that once TikTok Global
is launched, U.S. stakeholders
would take over, and ByteDance
would lose its ownership stake
in the company. Ken Gleuck,
an executive at Oracle, said in a
statement: “the creation of TikTok Global, Oracle/Walmart
will make their investment and
the TikTok Global shares will
be distributed to their owners,
Americans will be the majority and ByteDance will have no
ownership in TikTok Global.”
Because of this conflict, the
transaction remains tentative
and could fail to meet the U.S.’s
national security guidelines.
Doubts from the U.S. have also
emerged because of how the
deal was characterized online
in China; ByteDance reportedly claimed that the algorithm, a
major selling point of TikTok
because of the national security risk it poses, would not be
transferred over to Oracle and
Walmart. The deal is also unlikely to gain approval from the
Chinese government, as it would
likely hurt China’s national security interests and dignity.
WeChat and TikTok first
came under attack because of
their rumored connection and
cooperation with the Chinese
government. There has been
strong evidence of censorship
from the Chinese government
on WeChat.

Chinese censors comb through will have to walk a fine line bechats and posts on the app daily tween both Chinese censorship
to monitor or take down content and American regulations. For
that violates the Chinese govern- tech giants like TikTok’s foundment’s digital restrictions. Even er Zhang Yiming and major tech
American users are susceptible companies based out of China,
to censorship. TikTok’s his- the option of globalization is
tory of censorship is much less severely limited by these newconclusive, boiling down to one ly imposed regulations. These
concrete incident where a user, companies’ legitimacy is consisraising awareness for the hu- tently undermined by American
man rights violations occurring suspicion of their susceptibility
in the Uighur Muslim reeduca- to coercion from the Chinese
tion camps, had her video taken government.
down and account deleted. Beyond that incident, there is some
speculation of Chinese meddling
in politics through TikTok by
promoting anti-Trump sentiment on the platform and supThe people who brought this issue
pressing right-wing users.
together:
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foreign policy plan that he in- Editor in Chief:
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REGIONAL FOCUS
SUMMARY: since the turn of the 21st century, russia has been seen as the primary rival of many democratic countries around the world. despite the rapid rise of china in recent years, much attention remains
focused on authoritarianism and democratic backsliding in russia and other ex-soviet countries. ironically, however, it is at the moment when we pay the least attention to foreign affairs that these countries
see the most opportunity for change—as protests consume countries like belarus and russia, we take a look
at whether they stand a chance of reforming the government. we’ll first analyze the protests in belarus and then go on to look at russia’s protests. finally, for the last issue, we’ll discuss how these protests
might impact their country leader’s grip on power and what it might mean for the world at large.

WHAT PUTIN FEARS:

By Neil Shen

O

ver the past summer, Russian and ex-Soviet politics
have been a major story
on many news networks. While
most governments were preoccupied with the medical crisis
COVID-19 posed, countries in
the Eastern bloc have seen political unrest and demonstrations that threaten their government’s security. And while
many people are familiar with
Alex Navalny’s poisoning or the
demonstrations in Belarus, these
events illustrate a broader theme
of underlying unrest and popular discontent that may force
the Kremlin and the leaders of
post-Soviet states to rethink the
way they rule. This piece focuses
specifically on the protests surrounding allegations of a rigged
election in Belarus and its implications for Belarusian leader
Alexander Lukashenko.
Frequently nicknamed “Europe’s last dictator,” Alexander
Lukashenko has served as Belarus’ president for 26 of the 29
years since it became independent from the Soviet Union in
1991. A politician from the Soviet Era, he won his first presidential campaign in what outsiders deemed a fair election but
has proceeded to win the next
five with increasingly dubious
majorities. Although accurate
predictions and vote-counting
have never been possible in Belarus because independent polling in the country was outlawed,
independent observers believed
that the majority of citizens in
Belarus were dissatisfied with a
slowing economy but unwilling
to speak out for fear of retribution.
The election this summer,
however, cast a very different
light on Belarusian politics.
When the coronavirus pandemic spread to Belarus, Lukashenko brushed it off as a conspiracy theory. “There are no viruses
here,” he told reporters. “Do you
see any of them flying around?
I don’t.” Then, as the medical
crisis became harder to ignore,
he prescribed hockey matches,
vodka, and traditional saunas as
cures for the virus. When opposition leaders stepped up to
protest against his policies, they

UNREST AND POPULAR PROTEST IN EXSOVIET STATES
were promptly exiled or imprisoned.
Although it seemed as if there
would be no competent election rivals for Lukashenko in
the run-up to the presidential
election on August 9th, Svetlana Tikhanovskaya rose as an
unlikely rival. A stay-at-home
mother, she ran on an explicitly anti-Lukashenko platform
after her husband, a prominent
opposition candidate, was imprisoned. By promising to release political prisoners and to
hold independently verified and
monitored elections, she quickly
gained a multitude of supporters.
In a country with little record of
public protest, tens of thousands
of citizens turned out at election
rallies to support Tikhanovskaya’s campaign. On election day,
voters reported widespread voter
intimidation and an allegedly intentional national internet outage. Even so, when Lukashenko
again declared himself the victor
with 80 percent of the popular
vote on August 9th, the citizens were outraged. Protests
broke out almost immediately
in many parts of the country, to
which the police responded with
gratuitous violence. More than
12,000 protesters have been arrested in ongoing demonstrations since the election, and several unarmed men were shot and
killed by the police. The list of
egregious violations of human
rights goes on—reports abound
of sexual abuse, rape, and torture in the detention centres
where journalists and civilians
alike where held. Detainees report brutal beatings that left the
corridors “covered with blood”
and likened the scene to “something from a movie about the
Gestapo.”
Given these horrific descriptions and the impunity with
which the Belarusian government has acted in ignoring
proper judicial procedure, there
ought to have been a massive
international outcry. Yet, the
international response in the
wake of the protests has been
curiously muted. Despite such
prolific human rights violations
the likes of which have scarcely been seen in Europe
since the dissolution of

the Soviet Union, European and
international leaders have been
depressingly slow to take action
against Belarus. Although many
have paid lip service by criticizing Lukashenko’s behaviour, it
ought to be obvious that despotic rulers like Lukashenko are not
children for whom a stern word
from their parents causes them
to change course. The European
Union has proposed sanctions
against Belarusian officials responsible for crimes, but these
sanctions have been halted by
the Cyprus delegation, who sees
the event as a bargaining opportunity to place more sanctions
on Turkey. Although technically sanctions could already be
placed because the motion only
requires a qualified majority to
pass, EU officials have not done
so—it is uncertain whether they
simply do not want to send the
wrong message to Belarus by not
coming to a unanimous agreement or simply because they feel
little need to act. The UN Security Council is at a similar deadlock; two of its five permanent
members, China and Russia, are
supportive of the Lukashenko
administration and are therefore
unlikely to agree to any substantive steps addressing human
rights violations.
		
As would be apparent to
most onlookers, however, this
silent condonement of Belarusian brutality sends a message
to Russia and other oppressive
regimes that democratic lead-

ers preoccupied with internal
affairs are scarcely willing to
concern themselves with external policy. This is welcoming
news for leaders like Vladimir
Putin who has seen support for
his presidency gradually start to
falter, but not for activists and
ordinary civilians who wish to
see more accountability in their
governments. World leaders
need to take more action—it is
unacceptable to laud the merits
of the democratic process but
then shy away from confronting
transgressors to protect their
national interests and preserve
their diplomatic ties.
More than fifty days after the
election, the protests in Belarus are continuing with no end
in sight. On September 27,
more than 100,000 protestors
gathered once again around the
country to call for Lukashenko’s
resignation. Although the international community has been
shamefully silent, the ongoing
demonstrations have shown that
violent crackdown on dissenters risks further inflaming the
populace. The outcome of the
protests in Belarus will have
widespread implications; should
they succeed, other activists and
dissidents in countries like Russia will feel emboldened in their
cause. As threats of coronavirus start to fade, governments
around the world ought to turn
their attention to this pivotal
movement in Belarus.

Protests erupt in Belarus after allegations of a rigged presidential election.
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OPINION
CAN’T WAIT FOR CHINA’S
ADMIRABLE CLEAN PLATE
CAMPAIGN

As restaurants in China are opening, the government has enacted a food waste program.

By Frank Zhou

“

Shocking and distressing”
is an apt description for the
entirety of 2020, but on August 11 Chinese President Xi
Jinping used the phrase to describe China’s staggering levels
of food waste. In a national call
for Chinese citizens to finish
every meal with a “clean plate,”
Xi’s announcement launched a
bold campaign against a Chinese culture of food consumption that has long preferred
excess. Despite short-term economic and social drawbacks, the
Clean Plate Campaign reaffirms
a series of commitments that attest to the strength and scope of
the country’s commitments to a
more sustainable future.
The Chinese love to over-order. Public outings often feature
dozens of dishes and spirited
conversation, but much food remains untouched by the end of
each meal. China’s first attempts
to curb its food waste came in
2013 when annual food waste
topped 50 million tons: enough
to feed 200 million people for an
entire year. Rather than targeting the general public, the 2013
“Operation Empty Plate” campaign focused on reducing food
waste at banquets and receptions
held by government agencies.

In subsequent years, decreasing
food waste numbers accompanied lulls in government-sponsored messaging, but food
consumption habits remained
unsustainable—the country’s 17
million tons of food waste in
2015 could have still fed an additional 30-50 million. Such staggering wastage begets economic
and ethical detriments. Though
comfortable food and drink are
Chinese cultural symbols of success, excessive food-wasting deserves to be trashed.
Xi seems to agree. The 2020
Clean Plate Campaign comes as
the COVID-19 pandemic tests
global food supplies and stir-crazy civilians flock to restaurants
after months in quarantine. According to the Chinese government, China is over the pandemic and, for many, the Clean
Plate Campaign signals a new
beginning. Restaurants feature
smaller takeout portions, encourage diners to pack leftovers
for home, and promote mindful
dining practices through signage and verbal reminders. Select cities have adopted an “N-1”
policy that recommends diners
subtract one from their party to determine the number of

dishes to order. The campaign
targets small sacrifices that encourage sustainability and discourage excess. Both are sensible
requests in light of a pandemic that has taught the world a
heavy lesson in sustainable consumption.
The Clean Plate Campaign,
however, is not without its
short-term ramifications. August saw select commodity prices
climb as some took to social media to protest smaller portions
with unchanged prices. Most
now criticize eating vloggers
who record and indulge in lavish shows of food consumption;
on August 12, Douyin, Tiktok’s
Chinese counterpart, announced
its decision to censor videos that
feature food-wasting. Only time
will betray the evolution of these
short-term effects. Nonetheless,
the vast majority of the Chinese
population have taken the Clean
Plate Campaign in stride.
Most importantly, the Clean
Plate Campaign signals China’s
renewed commitment to sustainable development. On the heels
of his August 13 announcement
of the Clean Plate campaign,
Xi declared that China would
“achieve carbon neutrality be-

fore 2060” in a September 22
speech to the United Nations
General Assembly. Such an unprecedented commitment to
global sustainability (China’s
current carbon emissions match
the combined total of the United States, European Union, and
India) echoes the same boldness
required to institute the Clean
Plate Campaign. China’s impressive strides in sustainability
warrant great international attention—the Clean Plate Campaign is just one facet of China’s efforts to pioneer a more
sustainable future.
As Chinese people doff
their masks and ease back into
long-overdue public outings,
they have found ubiquitous
“Clean Plate” messaging and
slight alterations to everyday
food consumption. At a time
when “crisis” evokes COVID-19
and “numbers” mean cases and
deaths for much of the world,
the Chinese find themselves
flattening another curve: the
food waste of its some 1.3 billion citizens. It’s an admirable
undertaking. And so far, it’s
working.
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WHAT WOULD JUSTICE BARRETT MEAN FOR THE US?
Continued From PAGE I

T

he woman whose gearing to replace Justice
Ginsburg begins in one
week–Amy
Coney
Barrett–
comes from a drastically different point of view. Barrett is
strictly anti-abortion, against
the ACA, pro-gun to the point
that she wants to pull back on
already-existing gun laws, anti-gay-marriage, and a member
of a ‘covenant community,’ a
sect of Catholicism with a highly authoritarian structure and
worrying implications about her
view on female subservience.
Even besides that, of course, is
the pure and simple fact that she
should not be anywhere near the
Supreme Court. Republicans, in
the most hypocritical fashion,
have gone ahead with pushing
to replace Ginsburg, despite
their own precedent, which they
set in 2016, that says a President
cannot nominate a new Supreme
Court Justice in an election year.
They’ve brazenly ignored that–
including the fact that Merrick
Garland was put forward by
President Obama in February of
2016, whereas Barrett’s nomination was only 37 days out from
the election–going back on their
own words. In 2016, Lindsey
Graham made this memorable
proclamation: “I want you to use
my words against me. If there’s
a Republican president in 2016
and a vacancy occurs in the last
year of the first term, you can say
Lindsey Graham said let’s let the
next president, whoever it might
be, make that nomination.” In
2020 he says: “We move forward

on this nomination knowing
that the President has picked a
highly qualified individual who
will serve our nation well on the
highest court in the land.” Not
quite the same thing, then.
Despite the total reversal of
Republican logic–with the only
justification essentially being
that ‘Republicans now have control, so we can do it’–it seems
likely the Supreme Court will
soon be a 6-3 conservative majority, to the dismay of many.
What does this mean? Unfortunately, it means quite a lot.
As Professor Primus said in our
call, “the court with Judge Barrett on it will be the most conservative court in our lifetimes.
And the court before her was
already the most conservative
court in our lifetimes. In fact,
the court hasn’t had a majority
of Democratic-appointed Justices since 1970. It’s dangerous
for the court to have a long, unbroken run of being controlled
by appointees of only one party
in a two-party system.” Journalist Joan Biskupic, renowned for
writing highly influential Supreme Court biographies, said
to me that “Amy Coney Barrett’s
appointment would likely secure
conservative Republicans’ longsought goal of reversing (or at
least seriously undercutting) Roe
v. Wade, which made abortion
legal in 1973. She would become
the sixth conservative, and a
bulwark of sorts against further
hedging by Chief Justice Roberts
on abortion.” It’s also extremely
important to stress that Barrett
is only 48 and would be expected
to serve at least 3 decades, im-

parting her own agenda on cases
that will shape America in unforeseeable and grim ways for
years and years to come.
The new strain of American
conservatism, at least in relation to the courts, is like nothing we’ve ever seen before. As
Professor Primus said, “the
generation that Justice Kennedy belonged to–the generation
of elite Republican lawyers–was
internally diverse on a lot of
social issues, including abortion. Including affirmative action. When Roe was decided, it
was decided by a majority-Republican court,” but nowadays,
views on the Supreme Court
have shifted radically. Republicans helped approve RBG in a
96-3 vote, but since then, the
idea of cooperating on the court
has been replaced by increasingly partisan acting. Professor
Primus backed this up, saying
“there have been an increasing number of cases where it is
hard for me to think that the
court is deciding cases in ways
that don’t track strong partisan
feelings that are not justified by
the law.” And a 6-3 majority,
dominated by Trump’s radically conservative appointees, will
enable that in a new and dangerous way which all but guarantees
that marginalized minorities
will be overlooked and that the
US government will do even less
for its citizens. Barrett’s People of Praise religious group has
routinely insisted that women
should submit to their husbands
and called all their female members “handmaids” until recently.
Barrett herself has ruled against

Ruth Bader Ginsburg, the second woman appointed to the Supreme Court, died on September 18, 2020. She was 87.

victims of sexual assault a number of times. She also signed a
letter arguing against contraceptive coverage in the ACA, and
said, in a talk to Notre Dame
Law School graduates, that a
“legal career is but a means to an
end … and that end is building
the kingdom of God,” clearly
implying that she intends to use
her access to power to enact her
own, deeply anti-feminist agenda.
With RBG’s death, the Supreme Court seems set to fully
succumb to its hostile takeover.
As Biskupic says, “Judge Barrett’s appointment stems from a
deep GOP agenda for the bench,
beginning with Richard Nixon,
intensifying with Ronald Reagan and reaching a new focus
and effectiveness with Donald
Trump,” and will result in the
total slanted politicization that
we’ve already seen sweep circuit
courts in the 200 appointments
Trump has made in the past
four years (mostly white, altright men, filling vacancies that
Senate Majority Leader Mitch
McConnell stonewalled President Obama’s attempts to fill).
This overreach is almost certain
to succeed, given the startling
degree to which the Republican
Party has cast aside its principles in favor of following Trump
(and the power he wields). It astonishes me every day how many
politicians continue to ardently
support the reality TV phony.
Take Ted Cruz, for example,
whose wife Trump called ugly,
whose father Trump linked to
the JFK assassination, and who
himself Trump called a liar. He
still endorses our current President. The Republican Party has
folded, and with it goes the last
semblance of faith we can maintain in our judicial system.
We already know from her
time on the appellate courts
that Barrett is a conservative extremist who stands against every
freedom RBG sought to protect
and will allow a biased Supreme
Court to rule with absolute impunity in whatever partisan way
it chooses; can Democrats do
anything? Should they pack the
court with more Justices as some
now propose? Well, Vice President Biden has already rejected that idea, and it seems that
Democratic resources are limited. In other words, if, and likely when, Barrett is confirmed,
it is over. RBG dictated from
her deathbed a final message:
“My most fervent wish,” said
the Justice, “is that I will not be
replaced until a new president
is installed.” Republicans have
ignored that. The legitimacy
of the Supreme Court is on trial next week, and with nobody
willing to stray from the GOP
position, the battle for Justice
seems lost.

