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The Intersectionality
Between Environment
Degradation and Ethnic
Inequalities
Julia Nicolls

2

Staff Writer

Courtesy of Pinterest.

As numerous environmentally-focused statistics increasingly demonstrate the damage inflicted on the
Earth, their effects are becoming
more widely known. Whether it is the
bleaching of coral reefs, the heightened number of natural disasters like
Hurricane Maria and super typhoons
in Southeast Asia, or wildfires displacing Koalas in Australia, these events
not only affect the wellbeing of the
Earth, but that of societies, communities, and individuals around the world.
There is a line frequently drawn
between environmentalism, human
rights, and national security, with most
assuming that they do not bleed into
one another. While climate change
does not discriminate based on skin
color, ethnic group, or economic
class, the leaders responsible for fixing these challenges do. When the
homeland of the indigenous Peruvians
burns, the world remains silent, yet as
the match is lit in Silicon Valley, California, it is put out without a blink.
There is a connection in the effects
of environmental degradation and racial and ethnic inequalities across the
globe. For instance, take Kenya. The
country has no legislation protecting
indigenous peoples and has not signed
onto the United Nations Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous People
(UNDRIP). It was only in 2010 that
minorities and indigenous peoples
were included in the new constitution
– despite this, the constitution passed
without specific protections, as stated by The International Work Group
on Indigenous Affairs (IWGIA).
At the same time, Kenya launched
its “National Climate Change Action
Plan” in 2017, developing a low carbon
plan for a more sustainable future. From
the outside, Kenya, despite its geographical disadvantages, has responded remarkably well. The Smithsonian
Magazine cites “How Climate Change
is Fueling Innovation in Kenya.” Additionally, according to Climate Change
Tracker, Kenya remains 2 degrees Cel-

sius compatible as it trends toward the
goals of the Paris Climate Accords.
At face value, little connection is
drawn between Kenya’s climate change
action and ethnic inequality. Yet, when
examining indigenous communities like
the Sengwer people, that is hardly the
case. As a group that has historically
protected and cared for the Embobut
Forest, the health of the forest and
the group are interlinked. In addition
to understanding the patterns of the
forest and having the skills to nurture
its growth, the Sengwer people also
possess historical and cultural claims
to the lands predating the existence
of Kenya as a state. The Embobut
Forest is the largest indigenous forest
in East Africa and its existence is critical to the biodiversity of the region.
However, in the name of environmental action, the Kenyan government
has forced evictions of this group to curb
illegal deforestation. Irungu Houghton,
Amnesty International’s Kenya Executive Director, said “The Sengwer people were never genuinely consulted nor
was their free and informed consent
ever obtained prior to their eviction.
This is a flagrant violation of Kenyan
and international law.” As illegal logging
and deforestation persisted, the Kenyan Forest Service eventually blamed
and persecuted the Sengwer Tribe
for actions the government executed.
These “green efforts” were funded
by the European Union and the International Monetary Fund until significant outcry grew over the evictions, according to Minority Rights. This type of
top-down decision by the Kenyan government is now discouraged, and the
United Nations rapporteur in the country has asked for evictions to stop. Despite this, actions that diminish indigenous and environmental rights continue.
A similar situation is present for indigenous peoples in Peru. While Peru
has ratified the UNDRIP, the country’s
55 indigenous groups still face significant disadvantages beyond the reach of
international law. In Peru the majority

Indigenous people around the world often
bear the brunt of environmental degradation.
Courtesy of Rapael Forestto (Mongabay).

Climate change is accelerating environmental
decay.
Courtesy of Pixabay.
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of the indigenous groups located in the
Peruvian Amazon, where 75 percent of
this area is rich in oil and gas reserves,
according to IWGIA. Extraction techniques disrupt geological stability and
territorial cohesion, resulting in increased and uncontrolled oil spills.
Yet a different issue faces the Shawi
people of the Amazon as erosion and
food insecurity threaten the existence
of this community. The Amazon rainforest is one of the most biodiverse
regions in the world, meaning its success is not only critical to this group,
but also for global wellbeing. As tourism and government-sponsored development projects flourish, so do the
problems that they cause. While these
projects increase the short-term economic benefit of the state, they further
malnutrition and food insecurity for the
indigenous peoples in the Amazon. As
the region becomes more globalized
with foreigners moving into the area,
new roads are built and soda machines
added to local stores, putting pressure
on indigenous groups to accommodate.
The Indigenous Peoples would travel to the surrounding land and forest to
hunt deer and collect crops before these
developments were built, but are now
left hungry as those crops are shipped
out to meet the growing population’s
demands. This food insecurity only
worsens the deforestation and lack of
biodiversity within the area. For many
Shawi people, the only way to afford and
access food is through illegal logging.
Another aspect of degradation to
the portion of the Amazon historically attributed to the Shawi people is
mineral mining, specifically for gold
and silver. Much of the localized mining efforts operated by the Peruvian
government are owned by the Canadian firm Royal Road Minerals Limited.
With the power wielded by the Canadian firm and the Peruvian government,
the economic odds are stacked against
the Shawi people. As a result, the Shawi indigenous group, among others,
have protested the contamination of
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their water sources, increased disease
potential, and health concerns that the
mining corporation has caused. These
protests have lasted over ten years,
having started in 2009 but with little to
no support from the Peruvian government or neighboring states, according
to the World Rainforest Movement.
The common thread between these
cases is how governments enable and
perpetuate the threats to environmental
and human rights. Most governments
turn a blind eye to ethnic minorities and/
or environmental concerns in favor of
the immediate economic benefit. When
the opportunity suits, the government
is on the side of monetary benefit rather than the indigenous peoples of their
country. Doing so hurts the global biodiversity in the long run, especially considering that deforestation costs $4.5
trillion each year through the loss of
biodiversity. At what point will the long
term become the inevitable short term?
A future in which indigenous communities are further oppressed and
these regenerative resources have
been near depleted is likely if governments do not change their methods.
Without large-scale change by state
governments through following international law recommended by the International Panel on Climate Change
and the United Nations Declaration

Indigenous people protest in Brazil.		

on the Rights of Indigenous People,
the status quo will be maintained.
Most large-scale environmental negotiations have not resulted in the necessary change required. Nevertheless,
years after the Montreal Protocol was
implemented, the recovered ozone
layer has slowed the effects of climate
change, according to National Geographic. Progress must be made to
continue the work of that treaty and
others; however, it does not look promising, as the United States withdrew
from the Paris Agreement in June 2017.
The connection between environmental and humanitarian issues
may cause similar disruption among
the public. For example, there was a
public outcry as a turtle choked on a
plastic straw in 2019 and the beginning of the Greta Thunberg movement, just like the movement for
human rights after the release of the
Kony 2012 video. The public is not
blinded by the immediate economic
gains that governments usually narrowly focuses on. Nevertheless, if the
public listens and acts for the sake of
threatened indigenous communities,
these threatened peoples could see a
progressive response by governments.
Contact Julia at julia.nicolls@student.shu.
edu
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COVID-19 Worsens Wounded
Sino-American Relations
Daniela Maquera

Staff Writer

Courtesy of University of Pennsylvania.
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When he first took office in 2017,
U.S. President Donald Trump feared that
the close-knit economic ties between
the United States and China would ultimately disadvantage America’s economy.
Now, in 2020, the novel coronavirus has
validated Trump’s theory and exacerbated the U.S.’s antagonistic view of the
Asian superpower. The pandemic and its
ripple effect on the global economy revealed the high dependence of the U.S.
and its companies on Chinese production.
While a few experts like Robert Zoellick, the U.S. Trade Representative at the
time China joined the World Trade Organization, consider cooperative policies
to be beneficial to U.S. interests, most
Trump administration advisors on China
argue otherwise. Although Trump’s initial trade policies with China incited criticism and even opposition, the outbreak of
COVID-19 overshadowed such voices. Recent developments further show that even
though U.S.-China relations were not the
root cause of the slow initial response to
the virus, Washington utilized the pandemic to vindicate Trump’s trade policy and
move further with his nationalist agenda.
Before China announced its first
COVID-19 cases in December 2019, the
Trump Administration was in the process
of drafting its first-ever Economic National Security Strategy, which aimed to
eliminate economic security threats to the
U.S. However, after assessing the pandemic’s unfolding, American officials followed
up on the strategy with increased urgency
since they considered the country’s survival at risk amidst the heath and economic
crisis, Foreign Policy reported. From technology in critical infrastructure to supply
chains for life-saving medical equipment,
the U.S. had to turn to its geopolitical rival.
Prior to the pandemic, the U.S. devised
a plan containing three strategies to hinder
China’s economy while strengthening its
own: a trade war, a technological blockade, and ideological attacks. However, the
U.S. failed to deleverage China from its
global power status, proven by the limited
impact of the trade war on China’s economy. According to The Diplomat, now
that COVID-19 has worn out resources on
both sides, some experts argue that adopt-
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ing restrictive and punitive policies are
bound to fail. On the other hand, some
scholars recall that historically peaceful
relations between states have faltered in
crises, which exacerbate global rivalries.
When Trump first introduced tariffs
on Chinese goods in 2018, the atmosphere between the two countries was icy,
the South China Morning Post reports.
Throughout trade negotiations, President
Xi Jinping and President Trump refrained
from directly criticizing their counterparts. However, once the pandemic hit,
each side took off its diplomatic mask. Instead of prompting cooperation, the pandemic deteriorated the already chronically
bad relations between the U.S. and China.

war has been raging for two years, the
stakes are now at a new high. Aside
from creating high unemployment
levels, the pandemic has claimed over
100,000 lives in the U.S. Furthermore,
nationalist sentiment began surging
in both countries as the pandemic
unfolded. Yu Wanli, deputy director
at the Lian An Academy think tank
in Beijing, claimed that compared to
past events such as the Tiananmen
crackdown, there are no longer any
pro-China voices on the U.S. political spectrum. Public opinion has also
shifted. A recent Pew Research poll
found that 66 percent of Americans
held an unfavorable view of China, the highest percentage recorded
since the annual survey began in 2005.
State media and officials from both
sides helped foster antagonism and rivalry between the two powers. Even
diplomatic ties have suffered. As the
allegations of China’s failed initial
response to COVID-19 prevailed in
U.S. media, China sent diplomatic envoys abroad to defend its image. The
increasingly combative tone of some
Chinese diplomats fueled tensions
and sparked worldwide criticism, the
New York Times reports. The widespread hostile rhetoric toward the
The U.S. accuses China of mismanagement in the COVID-19 crisis.
Chinese government, however, has
Courtesy of Modern Diplomacy.
not been enough to defeat China. The
While the long-term damage is yet
Asian superpower’s latest responsto be seen, the immediate effects of
es to the pandemic prove the outCOVID-19 on Sino-American ties have
break has boosted its global influence.
been clear since mid-March. Conspiracy
According to CNBC, China is using
theories about the virus’s origins led to
the crisis to enhance its global image
finger-pointing. Chinese Foreign Ministry
through “mask diplomacy”. By prospokesman Zhao Lijian publicly promoted
viding medical supplies to countries
an unfounded conspiracy theory that the
hit hard by the pandemic, especially
virus was brought to China by the U.S. milin regions of Africa, Eastern Europe,
itary. According to the New York Times,
and Latin America, China has been atXinhua, a Chinese news outlet, referred
tempting to cement its presence in the
to the outbreak as the “Trump pandemworld. On the other hand, U.S. global
ic” on Twitter in March. Trump respondleadership remains nowhere to be seen.
ed by calling it the “Chinese virus.” The
Without any signs of future codispute escalated beyond words as Trump
operation, the virus has strengthened
threatened to tear up the phase one trade
the “America First” attitude among
deal and add new tariffs, CNN writes.
U.S. officials. However, scholars on
David Zweig, professor emeritus at the
Sino-American relations and the
Hong Kong University of Science and
global economy recommend otherTechnology,
explains
that
while
the
trade
wise, citing that a partnership is necCourtesy of Brian McGowan (Unsplash).

essary, especially due to the rising virus death toll and economic crash in
the U.S., Channel New Asia writes.
Reports of the handling of the virus are well documented, and despite
some scholars criticizing China’s draconian measures, they recognize that
China ultimately controlled the outbreak and stopped its rising death toll,
according to the New York Times.
However, for the presidents of both
countries, increasing national support
is more important than scaling down
the tension. According to Bloomberg,
Xi and Trump are in a similar crusade to retain power; Trump continues with his hostile rhetoric against
China as the November presidential
elections approach, while Xi prepares
for a 2022 conclave that will serve as a
leadership contest for China. Experts
on U.S.-China relations explain that
ties will remain stiff if Trump insists
on proving American superiority over
China to help his reelection campaign.
Worsened by measures ranging
from visa restrictions to cut trade ties,
U.S.-China relations are boiling to the
extent that nuclear war has become
a hotly debated topic in Beijing and
Washington. Experts from both countries, however, call a major war “suicidal” and refer to it as a worst-case scenario. Gao Zhikai, a former Chinese
diplomat and interpreter for ex-Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping, explained
that due to the dependency and interwovenness of the two countries, an
armed conflict would not be contained
in a conventional form for too long.
Moreover, while there has been a tendency to overestimate the advantages
of being “tough” on China, experts fear
that downplaying the costs could lead
to mutually destructive consequences.
As of now, besides trade talks, the
U.S. and China have not held formal
talks on issues such as military relations or cybersecurity. Without direct
contact and multifaceted ties, some
are beginning to allude to a “New
Cold War” between the U.S. and China. Experts fear the zero-sum mentality that once reigned in Washington
during the Cold War might be resurging. The stakes of calling the conflict
a New Cold War are high, as many

Foreign Ministries of both Nations at the negotiation table.

vividly remember the close instances of Mutually Assured Destruction
such as during the Cuban Missile Crisis.
According to The Hindu, although
the rising conflict between the U.S.
and China seems to resemble Cold
War-era U.S.-Soviet relations, there are
missing elements that prevent experts
from concluding on the inevitability
of war, including proxy wars and a bipolar world order. Nirupama Menon
Rao, who served as India’s Foreign
Secretary in both the U.S. and China, explained that tension could prevail as long as the international system
remains broken from the pandemic.
Additionally, the outbreak challenged
the global economy and disrupted international supply chains, demanding
a so-called “great decoupling”. Former
U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Robert
Zoellick described this as getting rid of
the distinctive characteristics that differentiate the relations between the U.S.
and China. According to Foreign Policy the struggle for the U.S. to function
and produce on its own amidst the pandemic reinforced the “American First”
protectionist agenda. While it remains
unclear how Washington will replace
China as the second-largest U.S. creditor, which holds more than $1 trillion in
U.S. debt, the country is moving towards
initiatives that are less reliant on China.
Shutting the economy for the initial months of 2020 due to COVID-19
created the perfect “clean slate’’ for the
U.S. to reshape its economy. According to Politico, the high costs of pulling away when the economy is healthy
and the supply-chain machine working

Courtesy of The Geopolitics.

discourages companies and governments from recreating the economic
system. In a bid to force suppliers to
relocate their factories, the Trump administration is using national security
arguments to levy tariffs on mainly Chinese goods. Many companies are starting to leave China, moving production
both to other Asian countries such as
Vietnam and back to the United States.
Decoupling, however, is also expected to create major losses that could lead
to companies initially resisting policies
that hurt their share price. Shehzad H.
Qazi, the managing director of the China Beige Book, forecasted that a push
to increase self-sufficiency in one country could cut off export opportunities
and hinder multilateral trade in the long
run. Tearing down the economic ballast
could bring about more daring challenges that could further hinder the U.S.
Contemporary scholars hope that the
failed triple strategy to counter China
and the challenges brought by the pandemic will persuade the Trump administration to concentrate on the post-pandemic recovery and readjust its China
policy. In order for Sino-American relations to improve, both must accept a
win-win scenario and fight against their
shared enemy: the coronavirus. The
current international order no longer
allows for absolute gains-global politics
and economics have evolved to function better under mutual cooperation.
Contact Daniela at daniela.maquera@
student.shu.edu
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Comparing How Nations Respond
to Civil Unrest
Mark Gorman
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Staff Writer

Courtesy of Clay Banks (Unsplash).

The death of George Floyd and the
subsequent protests have sparked discussions over everything related to the police. One prominent topic is how police
respond to civil unrest, which comes amid
videos posted online showing police attacking protestors with little provocation.
The United States is not the only nation that has to deal with civil unrest.
Whether similar, like France and Britain,
or different, as with China, all countries
have their ways of ensuring that protests
do not get out of control. In some cases,
the role of the police is merely to ensure
that protests do not get out of hand while
negotiations happen. In others, their role
is to put down civil unrest entirely. Some
of the cases presented provide potential alternatives to police response in the
U.S., while others serve as a warning.
The UK has the most similar response
to civil unrest compared to the U.S. The
main difference with recent protests is
how the police have been used. For instance, Vice reports that the London
Metropolitan Police was deployed amid
recent protests, leading to accusations of
misconduct and unlawful behavior. There
were also multiple videos showing that attempts to arrest people would rile up the
crowd and often lead to more violence.
This is similar to what has been seen
in the U.S. The more interesting cases
to look at are Bristol and Manchester,
where the police chose to take a handsoff approach. Besides a statue being
toppled in Bristol, there were no reports
of violence and nobody was arrested
despite the crowds being in the thousands to tens of thousands.
Observing France, the biggest difference between it and the U.S., according to
Foreign Policy, is the Gendarmerie, the
French national police. They are a unique
force that is neither military nor regular
street police. While the Gendarmerie is
not a single organization, it is made up of
specific divisions of other forces. They
are trained specifically for protests and
civil unrest, and as such have a record
of being relatively competent at keeping
injuries and deaths to a minimum. This
is reportedly due to protestors and police developing an implied relationship

where protestors will go along specified
routes and the Gendarmerie will be there
but will not intervene unless necessary.
The major exception to this relationship in recent memory is the Yellow Vest
protests, wherein protestors and Gendarmerie repeatedly clashed. Protests were
started by people from rural areas who
could not afford the hike in fuel prices
in November of 2018. Protestors were
joined by members of the lower and middle classes upset at the declining standard
of living. These protests turned violent
in December 2018, when the Arc de Triomphe and the Tomb of the Unknown
Soldier were defaced, shops looted,
buildings vandalized, and police attacked.
French authorities placed the blame
for these actions largely on rioters from
the ultra-left and ultra-right, reports
NPR. A Harris Interactive poll conducted at the time found that 72% of French
people supported the protests even after
the violence, but that 85% of respondents were against the violence. This
was problematic for the Gendarmerie,
as they are not trained to de-escalate or
communicate with protesters. They reverted to tools and tactics seen in the
U.S., such as tear gas, rubber bullets, and
repeatedly charging and attacking the
protestors when protest etiquette was
broken. By 2019, tourists and passersby
increasingly became victims of collateral
damage due to Gendarmerie tactics, the
New Statesman notes. The Yellow Vest
protests are not the only example of the
Gendarmerie resorting to these tactics,
but they are the biggest example to date.
Other European nations also have
more extensive restrictions and regulations on police conduct. For instance,
Foreign Policy points out how police in
Germany do a much better job of communicating their actions to protesters.
The Atlantic also points out that police
in Germany and European nations are
trained for much longer, with police in
Germany requiring 2 ½ to 4 years of
training focusing on de-escalation and
limiting how police are allowed to engage with others. Chokeholds that are
commonly used by police in the U.S.
are banned in many European nations.

Yellow Vest protestors in Paris, France.
Courtesy of Pinterest.

A BLM Protest in Manchester, UK.
Courtesy of Stacy Harrison (Manchester Ink Link).

Protestors in Hong Kong.
Courtesy of The Heritage Foundation.
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China, on the other hand, generally has a very different approach to
protestors. Looking at how the country handles civil unrest, the most obvious example is Hong Kong. China, like
many other authoritarian nations when
it comes to policing unrest. According
to an additional article by The Atlantic,
China has at least 500 protests a day, and
how the police react to most of these
protests is radically different than how
they reacted to the Hong Kong protests.
The difference between those protests
and Hong Kong’s is in the messaging.
Most protests, riots, and demonstrations
in China are about local issues, and the
protestors are given free rein to protest while negotiations happen as long
as they remain supportive of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) and do
not try to spread the protests beyond
the local level. Protests in Hong Kong,
however, are specifically anti-Beijing
and pro-autonomy. The movement is a
larger threat than the disunited and local protests that happen elsewhere in
China, and which is why the response
by China is much more heavy-handed than with most other protests.
Meanwhile, Chile’s reaction to protests falls much more in line with what
many would expect from more authoritarian states. Protests began across
the country in 2019 over rising metro
fares. While protestors in the aforementioned countries have not had to
worry much about being killed, protestors in Chile are not so fortunate.
According to the North American

Congress on Latin America, between
October of 2019 and March of 2020,
around 36 protesters have been killed
and tens of thousands wounded, as well
as around 28,000 arrested. Hundreds
of those detained were reportedly tortured and/or sexually assaulted. The
response to these demonstrations was
brutal enough that the UN is seeking to
prosecute military and police officials
responsible, according to The Guardian. The Carabineros, Chile’s national
police force, has been largely responsible for these brutal acts. This is thanks
in part to Chile’s constitution, as well as
laws put in place by the government that
look to limit the legality of protesting.
The Philippines is another nation
that is becoming more draconian in its
move to suppress civil unrest. Most recently, a bill known as the Anti-Terror
Bill was passed by Philippine Congress
and sent to President Duterte to sign.
This bill intends to fight terrorism but
also contains provisions such as allowing detentions without warrants for up
to 24 days. It also empowers a government anti-terrorism council to label
people and organizations as suspected
terrorists and subjects them to arrests
and surveillance, according to AP News.
This has been one of many examples
of new laws being passed with the explicit or implicit goal of suppressing dissent, as well as one of the more blatant
legal attempts to suppress internationally
recognized human rights. These actions
have been met with protest, but demonstrators face arrest under the COVID-19

restrictions set in place by the government which bans mass gatherings. The
new Anti-Terror law would replace a
2007 statute that allowed detention for
up to 3 days but fined the police for each
day they wrongly detained a suspect.
When looking at all these cases, each
country shares a common goal of controlling civic unrest. The differences,
however, lay in how each goes about it.
Some nations try to limit themselves to
earn goodwill while also being present
to ensure that protests do not get out of
control. Others are more blatant about
their goals to put down civic unrest and
tend to be put in the spotlight as a result.
So, what can be learned from the look
at these cases? The first is that the presence of police is not always necessary to
keep the peace. In the recent case with
the UK, protestors in Manchester and
Bristol were largely peaceful and no arrests were needed. Meanwhile, in London, the Metropolitan police were deployed and there were clashes between
police and protestors. The second is
that training is important. A combination of training to de-escalate and having police units specifically trained for
protests can make a huge difference in
terms of injuries and deaths that can
result from police conduct. The Philippines and Chile serve as a warning if
the police are given too much leeway.
China’s model is harder to draw lessons from, as the point of protests on the
part of Chinese citizens is to get the CCP
to listen to their troubles; negotiations
on the part of the CCP are often held to
quiet citizens and make as few changes as
possible. However, a key takeaway from
the Chinese example is that many of the
protestors demonstrated because the
party does not listen to their complaints
unless they protest. As such, working
to make all levels of government more
responsive to the people they govern
would serve to limit the number of protests and keep civil unrest to a minimum.
Contact Mark at mark.gorman@student.shu.
edu

Protestors on the streets of Chile.
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RAISING AWARENESS AND
HIGHLIGHTING INJUSTICE
A Spotlight on the Black Community at Seton Hall

As the world continues to grapple with the worst pandemic in a
century, we are constantly reminded that uncertainty is the new norm.
Even in the face of COVID-19, millions took to the streets around
the world to protest the murder of George Floyd in Minneapolis, reminding us that injustice resides everywhere in our society. America
is experiencing a reckoning with current and historical systemic injustices against communities of color. As such, the Editorial Board
has dedicated a section of this magazine to serve as a platform and
to shine a spotlight on the Black community at Seton Hall University.
In these five pages, you will find voices from student leaders, organizations on campus, and faculty leaders all making a difference in the
fight for racial equity. We hope that this will ultimately facilitate the
crucial conversation surrounding the realities of race and inequality in
our country to ensure a more just and fair society.
- Jarrett Dang (Editor-in-Chief)

Courtesy of The Diplomatic Envoy.

Dear Black Man
Dear Black Man
Truth is, my father is a black man
And his father was a black man
And his father was black man
And his father was black man
That was torn from a black man the
day that the
colonizers came and made him a slave
A moment that his life would forever
be changed
Yet more than 400 years later we still
feel his pain
and must chant #sayhisname in
protests so that
the unjust death of a black man does
not go in
vain
Dear Black Man
Tears form in my eyes as I write that
I am sorry
for what this world has done to you

I am sorry you have been exploited
for your
servitude
I am sorry that every day you have
had to put up a
fight
to show that you matter yesterday,
today, and
tonight
I am sorry that you have been lynched
and killed,
dying a sad death while your killers
feel no guilt
I am sorry that we were not there to
protect you
because even if we were present the
system had
already failed to
Dear Black Man
I am not sorry that your skin radiates a melanin

glow that only you can have
I am not sorry that the world envies
your strength,
power and courage that has kept your
race from
extinction throughout the past
I am not sorry that in your veins flow
the blood of
your ancestors who escaped bondage
without
looking back
Hoping that you would be born into
freedom
with your basic human rights being
something you
would never lack
I am not sorry for the uprising to
come as many
black men have died at the unjust use
of a badge
and a gun

Dear Black Man
We ask God for guidance as we fight
for our
rights in these terrible dark times
because black man you are loved now
and forever
and even though they try, do not let
them take
your light
Because despite it all, We love you
black man
and I swear to do my best to show
that it is with
you that I stand
And to my beautiful black women
you matter too,
but right now in this very moment my
black men,
this message is for you.

- Akaysha Palmer
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A Discussion on Race and Inequality
with Rev. Dr. Forrest Pritchett
Just over 60 years ago, four Black students sat at a whites-only lunch counter in Greensboro, North Carolina, and
sparked a national sit-in campaign against
racial discrimination. The event, which we
now know as the Greensboro sit-in, was a
pivotal moment in the life of Rev. Forrest
Pritchett, Ph.D., a veteran professor and
activist at Seton Hall, and where he first
embarked on his lifelong commitment to
fighting racial injustice in America. In his
41 years at Seton Hall, Rev. Pritchett has
worked to raise awareness of racial issues
and promote Black scholarship.
Rev. Pritchett grew up in a post-WWII
America mired in racial strife. He recalls
numerous now-famous events while he
was growing up, including the lynching of Emmett Till, Rosa Park’s refusal
to give up her seat in Montgomery, and
the beginnings of the sit-in movement in
segregated public spaces. These served
as a rallying call to a young Rev. Pritchett, who was a senior in high school in
New Jersey about to head off to college.
He recalls, “I would probably elect to go
to college in the South because of the
Movement…I’d been thinking about it all
summer and if I don’t go, it’s like saying
I’m giving in to the fear and I’m going to
let somebody else fight that battle.” Rev.
Pritchett would end up at Delaware State
University, where his lifetime of activism
began. In college, he participated in the
sit-in movement, was thrown in jail, and
worked with civil rights icons like John

Lewis. Rev. Pritchett calls this time his
‘crucible’ and credits it with forming who
he is today.

Rev. Dr. Pritchett, Director of Special Projects and MLKSA.
Courtesy of Rev. Dr. Pritchett.

Rev. Pritchett explains that systemic
racism can trace to the earliest beginnings of our country. He recounts how
laws have been used to keep Black people
down since the colonial period, saying,
“There were thousands of laws written
during the colonial period that said all
kinds of evil things, like if a white person
and a Negro were talking toward each
other on a sidewalk; if the sidewalk was
not large enough to accommodate two of
them, the Negro is the one who must step
into the road to allow the white person to
pass. If a Negro spits on the ground, it’s
against the law. If a Negro looks a white
person in the eye, it’s against the law.
During the colonial period, even if you
were free, we know that 90 percent of the
Negro population had a criminal record

because of codes like that...We know that
these codes and laws were written to really see to it that even the freed Negros
– particularly men – would be caught up
in the criminal justice system.”
According to Rev. Pritchett, while the
Civil Rights Movement and its modern
counterpart differ in several ways, we are
largely still fighting over the same issues
that started hundreds of years ago. Rev.
Pritchett says of today’s protests, “They
are simply the 21st-century rollout of
the civil rights struggle…people around
the world were touched by the fact that
that officer’s knee was Mr. Floyd’s neck
for eight minutes and 46 seconds. Now
I don’t care what your views may be like
on race relations, but I think that most
people can see the immorality of that action.”
For people wanting to be anti-racist
and contribute to the movement, Rev.
Pritchett outlines a few key steps. First,
people need to acknowledge that racism
exists and is present in our lives. Second,
people need to learn how to become effective anti-racists by speaking out against
racism wherever they find it. For example,
Rev. Pritchett poses a hypothetical situation where a friend tells a racist joke. He
says, “If you don’t speak up, your silence
is complicitous in that person becoming
more of a racist.” Third, people need to
learn how to stand up against racism. Rev.
Pritchett emphasizes that while it is heartening to see such a large number of people come out against racism around the
world, we must continue the fight in our
communities if we ever want to bring an
end to centuries of injustice and inequity.

An Interview with Dr. Shawna Cooper-Gibson
Vice-President of Student Services
Tell me a bit about yourself and
your role at Seton Hall.
At Seton Hall I manage seventeen areas of responsibility. Some of these areas are the exact skill set I bring with me
from my previous positions, and a few,
like Public Safety and Security, are new
experiences for me.
What is the administration doing
to promote racial equity?
In the Spring of 2019, The Office
of the Provost secured a commitment
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from the deans of all colleges and the executive committee of the Faculty Senate to
include student input in all full-time faculty searches. Additionally, our Inclusion
Speaker Series was launched in the 2018-19
academic year and continued through the
Spring 2020 semester. In curriculum, a new
diversity core component is now required
of all students in the College of Arts and
Sciences.
Has the administration’s approach
changed in light of recent events?

There have been more voices added to
the discussion, which we are happy about.
There has been a sense of awareness where
there wasn’t before, and a larger community of those who want to learn and contribute. It has pushed the agendas we had
already been working on, quite frankly, and
showed the necessity and timeliness of all
the initiatives we had already been working on. It also forced us to go deeper, look
harder at where we can further the goals
we had set for ourselves.

All interviews were conducted by Jarrett Dang on behalf of the Editorial Board.

Dr. Cooper-Gibson,VP of Student Services.
Courtesy of Dr. Gibson.

Has the University taken steps
to address the issues from the Concerned 44 protests in 2018/19?
We took and still take their concerns
very seriously. We want to shift the culture of the university to be obviously inclusive and diverse, so the conversation
changes from what can we do, to what
else needs to be added. Diversity needs to
show up as an essential and fundamental
part of who we are as a university, and I
am committed to doing my part in seeing
that play out.
How can students help with the
University’s efforts to promote diversity and inclusion?
Students should be an integral part
of the diversity, equity, and inclusion experience at Seton Hall. This is their uni-

Tell me a bit more about your organization and its mission.
In 1969, the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Scholarship Association was established
at Seton Hall University to increase minority enrollment through regular admissions. This was the result of the efforts
of a dedicated and impassioned coalition
of students campaigning for the need for
full financial assistance for minority students in order to give them the opportunity to attend a college/university. This
was the first substantial attempt to ensure
more diversity and appreciation for other cultures within Seton Hall’s campus.
These distinguished scholars would have
to prove themselves by maintaining a 3.0
cumulative G.P.A. for their four years at
Seton Hall University.
As a member of the Black Caucus,
what efforts have been made to address Seton Hall’s response to recent
events?

versity and their input is vital. We have
numerous student organizations, as well
as programming and events for students
to participate in at their level of involvement. In addition, we are seeking students
to serve as Inclusion Alliance Participants.
This program engages rising sophomore,
juniors, and seniors to participate in DEI
facilitation and peer-to-peer training for
first-year students in University-Life.
Students are encouraged to share their
thoughts with the Diversity, Equity and
Inclusion Committee through me directly
or their student representatives.
What advice would you have for
young people of color?
I think there are three important things
to remember as a young person of color.
First, think about what you see lacking on
campus in terms of diversity, equity and
inclusion and then figure out how you
want to personally contribute to fill that
void. Second, are you using your education, your skillset and your passions to
not only positively change the campus but
also the community? Our impact needs
to be felt locally and globally. We need to
be thinking short term and long term, always. Lastly, and most importantly, know
your worth. Be confident in your abilities. There is always more we can learn

or do, but young women of color are
fully equipped to make a positive impact
in their world now. Sometimes a fresh
perspective or innovative idea is exactly
what is needed. Have both the confidence, the willingness and the boldness
to take your place in history. When the
door is not quite open, build a new door
or climb in a window. We belong in the
rooms where the decisions are being
made, just as much as anyone else.

In 2018-19, the Concerned 44, representing the 44 percent
of racial and ethnic minorities at Seton Hall, carried out a
sustained effort of direct actions aimed at implementing
five demands to address institutional racism and inequality
at SHU. This included a nine day occupation of President’s
Hall in October - November, 2018.
Courtesy of Concerned 44.

Martin Luther King Jr. Scholarship
Association
As an appointee within the Black
Caucus, I was able to help aid the Black
Caucus in drafting a letter to the school
addressing each concern we have with
Seton Hall University as a whole when
it came to systemic racism within the education system, curriculum, etc. By doing so, we have been able to work with
administration to get these concerns addressed. I hope next generations will get
to enjoy the perks of our works now, instead of having to repeat the discussion
we continue to have on these topics.
What can we do to promote racial
equity both on and off campus?
I feel as if education is the most important thing. Spreading education in
rooms that many marginalized individuals are still not allowed access in to,
even in 2020. Discussing systemic rac-

ism within the health fields, education
fields, etc.
What would you say is the most
important thing that people trying
to be allies should know and do?
I feel that allies should understand
that they should be vocal. Agreeing
with me behind closed doors does not
help me. As an ally, I do not believe
there is such thing as getting burnt out
or overwhelmed from supporting me.
Individuals like me wake up everyday
with this skin color, gender, etc., so if
we can remain powerful in our image
even with the disrespect that comes
towards us, your allyship should be unwavering.

- Dia Bolton
President of MLKSA
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H.A.I.R. (Having Appreciation in Realness)
Tell me a bit more about
your organization and its
mission.
H.A.I.R. (Having Appreciation in Realness), serves
to create a natural hair community within the Seton Hall
University campus in which
we would provide a safe space
for people to come together and feel comfortable with
who they are. This would promote individual self-care and
overall wellness of individuals. With programs and fundraisers promoting diversity
and inclusion, we would focus
on the empowerment of individuals through the promotion of natural hair care.
The mission of HAIR is
to create a safe space within
the natural hair community,
where one can learn more

about, care for and appreciate
their natural hair.
How has your organization uplifted/empowered
students of color?
Although we are a fairly
new organization I believe
that we have provided representation on campus and
given students the ability to
be comfortable with all aspects of who they are. We
hope to continue to have different events that uplift both
male and female students with
natural hair in the Seton Hall
Community this fall as our
Spring semester was cut short
on campus.
Have recent events
changed your perspective
on the problems we face as
a nation?
Personally I have always

been an activist so seeing the
protests in the media have just
amplified the way I have felt
about the institutional racism
that we face in the United
States. I believe that although
this has been an ongoing issue
many people are becoming
more aware of the injustice
that is occurring and it gives
me more hope for the future
as people are advocating for
change. Seeing all of the protestors around America of
different backgrounds and
cultures protest really brought
tears to me eyes. We should
all spread love not hate and
when we say black lives matter
we do not mean that others
don’t but just that we have to
constantly fight for our lives
to matter as we have been oppressed in society, dating back

to over 400 years ago.
What can we do to promote racial equity?
I believe students can just
try to be educated on the injustices that students face
within the black community
so that they’re more aware of
their implicit bias. It’s important to just constantly be aware
of how you approach and
interact with different types
of people to avoid any messages coming across wrong. I
believe education is the first
step and essential to getting
involved in any movement.

- Akaysha Palmer
President of H.A.I.R.

Black Excellence
This is excellence.
Black excellence.
This excellence is ever prevalent,
always relevant
Pure effervescence, a glowing sentiment
Of God’s gift from above, it’s heaven
sent
I could be a lawyer, judge, even
President.
This is excellence.
An excellence that makes cops kill
just for the hell of it
Creates for us a world of pestilence
Turns my sleep into restlessness
Makes me wonder, is this heaven
sent?
And they say the present is a gift, if
it’s a present then
Why do I feel like I’ve been to hell
and back again?
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Why does this excellence make me
feel like a peasant?
Why am I being followed around
this seven-eleven?
Why am I being thrown into this
figurative lion’s den?
Why am I forced to constantly
wonder when…
At times I question the benefits of
this sentiment
What about this can be benevolent?
This cycle seems endless
But can you can never end this
Black excellence.
And that’s why I’ll continue to pen
this,
And send this, extend this message
Of deep depression and of my
people
Who’ve been enslaved since their first
impression.

I’m forced to question everyday
Will I become another lesson?
To young boys in this country to
comply and shut your mouth when
talking to the police
If you want to avoid any transgressions.
No.
It’s time we start addressing this
problem
Or we’ll continue digressing as
a people, when we need to start
progressing.
And no we can’t control our circumstance
But we control what we create
We control the food we put on our
plate
We control how long we chose to wait
A mind is a terrible thing to waste

they say
So can we please take haste in our
hate for each other
And learn to appreciate our brothers
and sisters
It’s the only way we’ll be great.
This is excellence.
And soon our queens and kings will
sing let freedom ring
As hope brings light to every living
thing
This is excellence.
Black excellence.

- Justin Morris
Student

Ralph Bunche (19031971): A Life Against All
Odds, A Model of Self
Determination
Dr. Ralph Bunche: a diplomacy hero. Courtesy of Wikipedia.

Most Americans, beyond many scholars, have very little knowledge of how
much the issue and paradigm of racial
subjugation has been part of the American narrative from the beginning. Every
territorial decision, major policy, every
“inch of progress,” and every aspect of
the discussion for freedom for an enslaved labor force is influenced by an emphasis on the suppression of the Negro
people. Hitler thought America made a
big mistake by allowing the minorities,
that built the nation, to survive after the
emergence of the empire. The challenge
of physical survival, in a genocidal atmosphere, is real for the Negro in America,
just as it was for the indigenous nations
of North America.
Ralph Bunche grew up in an America where life and the odds of succeeding were stacked tremendously against
anyone of African American descent. No
non-African American would voluntarily
want to walk in the shoes of a Negro for
a day. Many Whites thought they had a
moral responsibility to always “put Negroes in their place”. The laws of the land
and the attitudes of the those favoring racial domination, from the 19th century,
followed African Americans into the 20th
century.
What was life like for Negroes in the
early twentieth century? According to
Thomas N. Maloney, University of Utah,
writing for the Economic History Association, “African Americans in the Twentieth Century, “The nineteenth century was
a time of radical transformation in the
political and legal status of African Americans. Blacks were freed from slavery and

began to enjoy greater rights as citizens...
Despite these dramatic developments,
many economic and demographic characteristics of African Americans at the end
of the nineteenth century were not that
different from what they had been in the
mid-1800’s. Only about one-fifth of African American household heads owned
their own homes (less than half the percentage among whites). Outside of farm
work, African American men and women
were greatly concentrated in unskilled labor and service jobs. Most black children
had not attended school in the year before the Census, and white children were
much more likely to have attended.”
Early twentieth century themes for
African Americans were a “continuation
of nineteenth-century patterns” of discrimination and hatred, followed by the
themes of migration and urbanization
toward the middle portion of that century. More formalized patterns of racial
violence were institutionalized by the Ku
Klux Klan, or KKK, an American white
supremacist hate group who targeted
African Americans, Jews, immigrants,
leftists, homosexuals, and Catholics with
terrorism and death.
Against this historical wall blockade
of racism, Bunche was determined to become an “envoy of peace.” He emerged
as an early scholar of colonialism and researched the subject in the field in Togo,
French Cameroon, South Africa, Uganda
and Kenya. In his 1936 A World View of
Race, he drew a striking parallel between
colonialism in the world at large and racial discrimination in the United States.
He was the founding director of the
Political Science Department at Howard
University in Washington. He served in
the OSS during the war and had a major
influence on the treatment of racial problems in the US army, as well as writing

manuals for the troops on how to behave
in Africa and how to deal with different
perceptions of race in foreign countries.”
After World War II, Bunche was an adviser to the U.S. delegation for the 1945
"Charter Conference" of the United Nations. In his most notable achievement,
Dr. Ralph Bunche became involved in
the Arab-Israeli conflict in 1947 and received the Noble Peace Prize in 1950 for
that and additional peace treaties in the
region. He was the first African American
and person of color to receive the award.
Bunch was also awarded the "Medal of
Freedom" from President John F. Kennedy in 1963.
Today his name is seldom mentioned,
but his legacy lives on wherever we see
the emissaries of peace do their work.
His words provide an enduring legacy
for the international relations community
and his people:
“To make his way, the Negro must
have firm resolve, persistence, tenacity.
He must gear himself to hard work all the
way. He can never let up. He can never
have too much preparation and training.
He must be a strong competitor. He must
adhere staunchly to the basic principle
that anything less than full equality is not
enough. If he compromises on that principle his soul is dead.”
“There should be no room for bigotry
in the house of democracy.”
“In a world where democracy is gravely besieged, the United States must consider seriously the implication of its own
failure to extend the democratic process
in full to some thirteen million of its citizens whose present status tends to make
a mockery of the Constitution.” ― Ralph

- Rev. Dr. Forrest Pritchett
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Winds of Change: 28 Years of
Post-Soviet Independence
Natalie Sherman

Staff Writer

The 1990s were a time of radical
change in Russia that saw a failed coup, a
brutal war, and economic despair. In the
greater former Soviet sphere, however,
change has been much slower. Many of
these states stayed under the same Soviet-era leadership for decades after its
collapse. As of 2020, many Central Asian
and Eastern European states are still led
by demagogues and united by the common threads of conflict, cronyism, and
dubious elections.
The three states of Kazakhstan, Belarus, and Ukraine are in various stages of
change. While Nursultan Nazarbayev of
Kazakhstan has done his best to ensure
as little changes in his country as possible,
Aleksandr Lukashenko of Belarus is currently attempting to hold onto his power
and hinder change within the country but
is facing massive backlash and resistance
from his people. Meanwhile, Ukraine
has gone through political upheaval and
come out on the other side, but now faces
the challenge of rooting out corruption
and maintaining stability in the face of
external threats.
Dubious election results and demagogues are a constant across much of
Central Asia. The resignation of Kazakhstan’s former President Nursultan
Nazarbayev in 2019, who was reelected
with 97 percent of the vote in the 2015
presidential election, was unprecedented
for the region, according to Reuters.
Nazarbayev was the political leader of
Kazakhstan for thirty years, having transitioned from Party Boss of the Kazakh
SSR to the President of an independent
Kazakhstan. Such a long political tenure is normal in Central Asia. Many of
Nazarbayev’s contemporaries, including
Islam Karimov of Uzbekistan, have died
in power.
Nazarbayev’s resignation allowed him
to name his successor and avoid political
uncertainty if he were to die unexpectedly. This was a forward-thinking decision,
especially in light of Nazarbayev’s recent
COVID-19 diagnosis – he retains much
of his political power, including remaining the leader of his political party, Nur
Otan, and his title as “father of the na-

tion,” reports Eurasianet. He may no longer be President, but he has by no means
relinquished control.
Nazarbayev’s successor, the career
politician Jomart Tokayev, has eased
laws criminalizing protesting and slander. During Nazarbayev’s tenure, it was
illegal to speak against the president and
protests were illegal unless approved by
a difficult-to-obtain permit. Tokayev has
decriminalized slander and changed the
law to grant greater freedom of speech,
but the changes are not as drastic as many
expected from Tokayev.
In contrast to the relatively minuscule
changes in Kazakhstan, political tensions
in Belarus have reached a critical point,
driven by President Aleksandr Lukashenko’s political clashes with Russian President Vladimir Putin and his unparalleled
mismanagement of the COVID-19 pandemic. Lukashenko has been the leader
of Belarus for over 25 years, but his political dominance is being challenged both
internally and externally.
Belarus has the highest rate of
COVID-19 infections per capita in Europe. Belarus has a population of nine
million and, according to Radio Free
Europe, over 65,000 cases. Despite these
alarming statistics, Lukashenko has spent
much of this year publicly dismissing the
virus as “psychosis” and saying that it
could be prevented with, “a tractor ride,
vodka, or a visit to a sauna.” He has not
closed Belarus’ borders or imposed any
social distancing regulations.
This rhetoric has drawn heavy criticism in Belarus, where the idea of an
invisible enemy is not new. Yaraslav Ramanchuk, a former Belarussian presidential candidate, told Radio Free Europe,
“Quite rightly, many are comparing the
situation today with the situation in 1986,
when Chernobyl exploded, when we really don’t know now how many were sick,
how many died, what the real situation in
the country is.”
The crisis also comes on the heels of
rising political tension between Belarus
and Russia. Aleksandr Lukashenko and
Vladimir Putin have what Al Jazeera describes as a “love-hate relationship.” They

Jomart Tokayev, successor of Nursultan Nazarbayev. Courtesy of WikimediaCommons.

President Aleksandr Lukashenko of Belarus.
Courtesy of WikimediaCommons.

President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine at his inauguration.
Courtesy of WikimediaCommons.
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have often had political disagreements
about oil and gas pipelines that run from
Russia through Belarus, and the former
has retaliated against the latter on more
than one occasion when they failed to
come to an agreement. On January 3,
2020, Russia shut off Belarus’ natural gas
during the New Year’s holiday, the most
important holiday in the Russian-speaking world.
May 29, Syarhey Tsikhanouski, a vocal critic and political opponent of Lukashenko, was arrested and barred from
running in Belarus’ presidential election.
According to Amnesty International, he
is facing up to three years in jail for the
“organization and preparation for a grave
breach of public order.”
On July 30th, approximately 60,000
people gathered in Minsk to show their
support for Svyatlana Tsikhanouskaya,
the wife of Syarhey Tsikhanouski. NPR
reports that after her husband’s arrest,
she decided to become a candidate herself. In a rousing speech, she said, “I don’t
need power, but my husband is behind
bars. I’ve had to hide my children. I’m
tired of putting up with it. I’m tired of
being silent. I’m tired of being afraid.”
As many predicted, Belarus’ election
was neither free nor fair. The Guardian

President Vladimir Putin gives a speech.
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reports that Lukashenko claims he received 80.23% of the vote while Syatlana Tsikhanouskaya received only 9.9%.
Tsikhanouskaya claims to have received
around 70% of the vote. Following the
results of the elections, increasingly large
protests occur each day throughout the
country. The protest in Minsk on August
16 was the largest political gathering in independent Belarus’ history, replacing the
prior record set by Svyatlana Tsikhanouskaya’s campaign on July 30th.
Lukashenko has cracked down on
protesters and many have been brutally
beaten or tortured while in police custody. As the protests have carried on during
the past few weeks, protesters have begun calling for the release of all protestors and political prisoners in addition
to Lukashenko’s removal. Radio Free
Europe reports that since the August
9th election, more than 7,000 protesters
have been detained and three people have
been killed in clashes with police. Svyatlana Tsikhanouskaya fled to Lithuania after
the results of the election, fearing for her
personal safety.
The EU does not recognize the results
of the election and are considering imposing sanctions. Angela Merkel said in a
statement, “The election was neither free

Courtesy of WikimediaCommons.

nor fair. And that’s why the result of
the election cannot be recognized.”
Belarus’ borders are currently under
tight control, supposedly to prevent the entry of foreign insurgents,
weapons, and money. The situation
continues to develop, and it remains
to be seen whether Lukashenko will
be able to hold onto power.
In contrast to Belarus, Ukraine
reached a critical mass for discontent six years ago and overthrew
its pro-Russia leader, Viktor Yanukovych. Ever since, uncertainty and
instability hang over the country.
In the past year alone, Ukraine has
gained a fresh-faced new president
while potentially losing its greatest
ally.
In 2013, the citizens of Ukraine’s
capital, Kiev, took to the streets
demanding that the country join
the European Union in a series of
protests that would later be dubbed
Euromaidan and the Revolution of
Dignity. Euromaidan ended with the
ousting of Viktor Yanukovych, the
massively unpopular pro-Russian
president.
Ukrainians then put their faith in
their new president, Petro Poroshenko, a man who Forbes once dubbed
“The Willy Wonka of Ukraine”
in reference to the fortune he has
amassed from his chocolate company, Roshen. The excitement many
Ukrainians felt about this new chapter for their country disappeared almost as quickly as it came when civil
war broke out and Poroshenko was
caught up in a corruption scandal.
Tension between Ukraine and
Russia reached a breaking point on
February 20, 2014, when Russia annexed Crimea. Since then, Ukraine
has been at war against Russian
soldiers – who officially do not exist – and rebels contesting regions
that do not wish to remain part of
the country. This event stirred both
Ukrainian and Russian nationalism
in Ukraine, ultimately resulting in
the appearance of the soldiers who

have been called “little green men.”
According to the Brookings Institute,
these mercenaries wearing nondescript
green uniforms are recognized by most
as Russian insurgents attempting to claim
both the Donetsk and Luhansk regions
for Russia. Much like Crimea, these two
regions have a majority Russian-speaking
population, many of whom feel more
loyalty towards Russia than Ukraine and
believe their rights will be infringed on by
an anti-Russian government. This conflict is still ongoing and has claimed approximately 13,000 lives, according to the
United Nations. The BBC reports that
Ukraine currently ranks third for landmine related casualties, the first and second rankings being held by Afghanistan
and Syria, respectively.
Current Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky was an actor and comedian
by trade who previously played a fictional teacher-turned-President of Ukraine
on the popular Ukrainian Netflix series
Servant of the People, which his political party is named after. He won the 2019
election against incumbent President Poroshenko by a startling 73.22% despite
the ongoing conflict in Luhansk and Donetsk and Zelensky’s lack of experience.
The Atlantic Council reports that Zelensky’s victory has largely been attributed to
Poroshenko’s perpetuation of cronyism
viewed by many in Ukraine as more of
the same. Zelensky’s status as an outsider
was perhaps his greatest political strength
while running for office in a country that
has grown disillusioned of politics, according to the European Council on Foreign Relations.
Zelensky’s first year in office has been
anything but uneventful. On July 21, 2019,
U.S. President Donald Trump requested the halting of $141 million in aid to
Ukraine. The Center for Public Integrity
characterizes this decision as punishment
for Ukraine’s unwillingness to investigate
Hunter Biden, the son of Democratic rival Joe Biden, and his business ties to a
Ukrainian company. This back-and-forth
carried on for months until Ukraine finally received the State Department aid
in September. Zelensky has also had to

Russia, Kazakhstan, Belarus, and Ukraine are all part of the former Soviet Union.

lead his country through the COVID-19
pandemic, during which his wife tested
positive for the virus according to TIME.
Even so, Zelensky has retained his image of being a man at war against systemic corruption – his politics have drawn
comparisons to France’s Emmanuel Macron. He has brought much change to
Ukraine’s governance in just one short
year and helped pass many pieces of legislation in the Ukrainian parliament, leading some, including the Brookings Institute, to dub the administration a “turbo
regime.”
Change did not come quickly for former Soviet states when the Berlin Wall
fell or even when the Clintons drank Coca-Cola in Moscow. In the nearly three
decades since the dissolution of the Soviet Union, some Post-Soviet States have
preserved the status quo while others
have fought for their country to emulate
western democracies. Recently, however,
some states are struggling to hold onto
the old ways while others try and adapt to
sweeping changes and reform. Only one
thing is certain; change is not easy, and
it does not happen from one day to the
next.
The past thirty years have seen many

Courtesy of Neftegaz.

former Soviet states struggle to
carve out their place on the world
stage. Illiberalism is a deep-seated issue in these regions. Dissent is often
suppressed, and elections are rarely fair. Still, in a region where most
have lived through uncertain times,
stability may seem attractive even if
it involves some sacrifice.
Contact Natalie at natalie.sherman@
student.shu.edu
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U.S. Presidential Election: An
Analysis of the Candidates’
Foreign Policies
Mark Stachowski
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Staff Writer

Courtesy of The Coutts.

Trump’s “America first” mentality has
As Americans go about their summer,
affected relations with other countries,
the looming shadow of the COVID-19
as he has time and time again vowed to
pandemic continues to linger as the Unitnot let other countries play with Amered States sees an increase in the number
ica and its interests. President Trump’s
of cases. With less than 100 days now
rhetoric has greatly affected his relations
until the U.S. Presidential election, it is
with China and its President, Xi Jinping.
vital for Americans to be informed on
He has mentioned many times how Chithe candidates and where they stand on
na has “taken advantage” of the U.S. for
different policies. Foreign policy, which
years, reports the Independent. Trump
is often overlooked, must be carefully
has imposed multiple rounds of tariffs
regarded by Americans to know what
on China in recent years intended to
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coming from Iran, Libya, Somalia, Syria, and Yemen, citing terrorist threats
and deficiencies in identity-management
and information sharing, reports BBC
News. Trump also signed two other executive orders concerning immigration
soon after taking office, one allowing
for federal funds to be allotted to the
construction of a border wall on the
U.S.-Mexico border and the other
barring “sanctuary cities” from receiving federal grants. Building a border wall
across the United States-Mexico border
to combat illegal immigration was one
of Trump’s major campaigning points
and continues to be a large point of discussion for critics and supporters alike.
ABC News reports that as of June
2020, the Trump administration
has replaced 45.2 miles of outdated and ineffective barriers. Construction on the wall continues as
Trump nears the election season.
Trump has also impacted relations with Iran and North Korea,
two countries that have historically
had rocky relations with the United States. Donald Trump became
the first U.S. President to visit
North Korea when he crossed the
Demilitarized Zone for a meeting with Kim Jong Un, Supreme
Leader of North Korea. Trump
and Kim’s relationship began with
back-and-forth exchanges of threats
over North Korean nuclear tests,
with Trump even threatening to “totally destroy” North Korea if the United States is “forced to defend itself or
its allies”, as reported by the Council
on Foreign Relations. Discussions with
North Korea about denuclearization
have been many, but actual results are
difficult to see. North Korea has continued missile tests even after both leaders
attended a 2018 denuclearization summit
in Singapore. Despite the talks, tensions
between the two countries are still high.
With Iran, relations have been rough in
a different way. President Trump’s first
interaction with Iran was withdrawing
the U.S. from the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action (JCPOA), known as the
2015 Iran Nuclear Deal, brokered by
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former President Obama. Trump’s withdrawal came with new sanctions on Iran
ranging from aircraft imports to oil and
more. In June 2019, Iran downed a U.S.
drone, causing Trump to plan military
action in retaliation before calling it off
at the last minute. In early 2020, Trump
ordered a drone strike on Iranian general
Qasem Soleimani. The Council on Foreign Relations stated that the Pentagon
linked Soleimani to violent demonstrations at the U.S. embassy in Baghdad,
along with the deaths of hundreds of
American troops in the Middle East.
A second-term Trump presidency
would see many of Trump’s previous
foreign policies continue. Namely, his
idea of “America First” would be at the
forefront of his foreign policy agenda.
He would focus on America and American interests before foreign interests. He
would support trade deals and negotiations which benefit the United States the
most. As we have seen throughout his
Presidency thus far, Trump puts American ideals and interests over all others
and will withdraw from and refuse deals
that he doesn’t like. As for countries like
China, Iran, North Korea, and others,
one could expect a Trump second term
to continue in his ways of playing hardball and remaining steadfast in negotiations. The world could expect to see
the same independent, “America first”
mentality that Trump has consistently
shown were he to win a second term.
Joe Biden, the Democratic Party nominee challenging President Trump, has
his own list of foreign policy priorities.
Biden conducted a very distinct form of
diplomacy as Vice President for Barack
Obama. The New York Times covered
Biden’s “informal diplomacy” tactics,
showing that Biden likes to establish a
personal connection with world leaders
to better connect with them. Former senior State Department official Brett McGurk describes Biden’s practice as “strategic empathy”, while a former Biden
aide talks about how important it is to
Biden not only to understand a world
leader’s nation but also what they want
and need. However, it is hard to determine whether Biden’s methods will translate into success as President. Biden has
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not created any milestone foreign policy
legislation or doctrines as a Senator. As
Vice President, he was largely an advisor
who made the personal connections with
world leaders while figures like then-Secretaries of State Hillary Clinton and John
Kerry made real foreign policy change.
Joe Biden would agree with President
Trump that China is a threat in terms
of breaking international rules and discriminating against U.S. firms, as per the
Council on Foreign Relations. However,
he calls Trump’s tariff strategy “erratic”
and “self-defeating”, wishing instead to
employ an allied front with other countries and to utilize current trade laws to
confront China. He frequently mentions
China’s robust hold on technology and
the potential dangers of its increasing
power in this area, calling for the “free
world” to unite to face China’s “hightech authoritarianism” in the fight to
better monitor new technological advancements such as artificial intelligence.
His relationship with Xi Jinping may
prove helpful with negotiations and in
dealing with an issue Biden wants to address: China’s abuse of human rights. In
an interview with the New York Times,
Biden vowed to put human rights at the
core of U.S. foreign policy should he
become president. He mentions how
he supports those in Hong Kong as
they fight for civil liberties and autonomy while calling the detention of the
Uighurs in China “unconscionable”.
When it comes to immigration, Biden
continues to back the basics of Barack
Obama’s 2013 immigration plan. He
wants a path to citizenship for illegal
immigrants along with stronger borders.
However, Biden calls for more border
security at legal points of entry and has
many times chastised Trump’s border
wall, calling the President’s immigration
policies “morally bankrupt” and “racist”.
As a Senator, however, Biden voted for a
1996 law that hardened penalties for illegal immigration and allowed for the government to execute more deportations.
He also voted for the 2006 Secure Fence
Act, which allowed for seven hundred
miles of fencing to be put up along the
United States-Mexico border. In 2008, he
proposed jailing employers who hire ille-

gal immigrants, restricting sanctuary cities,
and more fencing along the U.S.-Mexico
border to stop drug dealers from Mexico.
In an investigation by The Atlantic of
Biden’s past foreign policy decisions, they
find that after serving more than thirty years on the Foreign Relations Committee in the Senate, Biden contributed
little to American foreign and defense
policy. Biden has also consistently found
himself on the wrong side of many important international affairs and dealings. During the Bush administration,
he voted against deals negotiated with
Singapore, Chile, the Dominican Republic, and Oman. He also voted in favor
of the 2003 Iraq War, voted against increasing troops which brought stability to
Iraq and Afghanistan, and even went on
record to say “the Taliban per se is not
our enemy”. He argued for dividing Iraq
based on religious sects even as the Iraqi
people voted for integration. Biden also
opposed the raid that killed Osama Bin
Laden. Overall, Biden has been more passive with foreign policy decisions, evident
through his history of opposing escalating situations and violence in general.
Should Joe Biden win the 2020 Presidential election, we could expect to see
much more of his “informal diplomacy” tactics. He would visit world leaders
more, and try to discuss peace, negotiate
deals, etc. through words and forming
connections with others. We could expect him to employ his “strategic empathy” methods to get on the good side of
world leaders across the globe to facilitate
global communication. As opposed to
Trump, one could foresee a Biden Presidency approaching relations with the
likes of China, Iran, and other adversaries differently. Cordial conversations and
meetings seem to be Biden’s forte in international affairs, so a Biden presidency
would more than likely incorporate these
types of “informal diplomacy” tactics as
Biden has used in the past. As Biden’s
foreign policy campaign focuses heavily
on human rights, he would crack down
on human rights violations across the
world, something Trump has yet to do.
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Since Brazil’s President, Jair Bolsonaro, first took office on January 1,
2019, his presidency has reflected Brazil’s history of military rule. His approach to several issues ranging from the
COVID-19 pandemic to protests shows
aggressive leadership based on oppression and the use of force. Bolsonaro’s
aim to revert Brazil back to a military
dictatorship started with the employment of military personnel within the
government. Furthermore, his aggressive praise and participation in pro-dictatorship rallies prove his allegiance to
a former, more authoritarian, means of
governing. While the Brazilian armed
forces claim to respect the Brazilian
Constitution, interactions with protesters
and citizens show their lack of abidance
to it. Bolsonaro’s response to national
issues, including but not limited to the
COVID-19 crisis and political demonstrations, demonstrates radical leadership
focused on control and the use of force.
In Brazil, the inclusion of military officers in the government and the President’s cabinet is not a new development.
On April 1, 1964, what was once a Republic became a military dictatorship,
sparking a 21-year-period of tyranny,
suppression of rights, torture, and suffering. During this period, the State restricted civil, political, and individual freedoms. President Bolsonaro’s inadequate
response to the COVID-19 pandemic
indicates that the Federative Republic of
Brazil is heading down the same road.
For the past year, President Bolsonaro
has led Brazil towards a military dictatorship, most obviously by appointing military personnel to the government. Bolsonaro has reportedly carefully chosen
his government personnel based on their
military experience. Brasil de Fato reports that “nearly 130 representatives of
the Armed Forces are currently serving
in the federal executive branch under the
government of Jair Bolsonaro.” Meanwhile, the newspaper Folha de São Paulo states that there are “military leaders
present in 21 government departments
within Bolsonaro Administration.” As
for administrative positions, Mr. Bolsonaro has designated approximately
“2,900 other active-duty members of the
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military,” reports The New York Times.
BBC Brasil has also drawn attention to
the number of military personnel within the Bolsonaro administration, stating,
“Jair Bolsonaro’s Brazil already has, proportionally, more soldiers as ministers
than neighboring Venezuela, where the
Armed Forces long ago abdicated neutrality and became guarantors of Nicolás
Maduro’s stay in power.” When further
comparing the military presence within
the Governments of Brazil and Venezuela, BBC Brasil states that the latter has
“ten of the 34 ministries” run by military
staff, which corresponds to 29.4 percent.
In Brazil, out of 22 ministries, eight are
run by military staff—which comes out to
be around 36.36 percent of all ministers.
Bolsonaro’s government is structured
similarly to those of Brazil’s five presidents who served during the military dictatorship. While Bolsonaro’s government
has fewer military staff than Humberto
Castello Branco, the first military personnel to become president, it levels with
that of the second military President,
Marechal Costa e Silvaand. Notably, it
has more military staff than the last three
military presidents during the dictatorship — Emílio Garrastazu Médici, General Ernesto Geisel, and General João
Figueiredo — according to BBC Brasil.
Stacking his government with like-minded military officials leaves no room
for democracy and builds towards the
comeback of the military dictatorship.
In the current setting of the COVID-19
pandemic, Bolsonaro continues to insert
military personnel into the government
while also threatening their positions
should they have policy disagreements.
On April 16, 2020, Bolsonaro fired the
Health Minister of Brazil, Luiz Henrique
Mandetta, due to disagreements on the
policy of social isolation, according to
BBC and The Washington Post. As The
New York Times and The Guardian report, the President of Brazil has moved
away from science and facts and towards
“empirical ideas without any scientific or
clinical basis,” while Mandetta — a physician who specialized in pediatric orthopedics — stood his ground with scientific facts. The President then did what
was usually done during the dictator-
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ship and fired Mandetta to eliminate the
root of the contradictions to his beliefs.
Nelson Teich, who according to Brazil’s Ministry of Health is a physician
specialized in Internal Medicine and
Clinical Oncology, was hired as the new
health minister the same day Mandetta
was fired. Teich lasted less than a month,
as he resigned on May 15, 2020. According to The New York Times, as Teich attempted to formulate a cohesive strategy
to respond to the pandemic, the President went ahead and declared gyms and
beauty salons essential businesses, causing Teich’s initiative to fall short. Soon after that, Teich resigned and showed deep
disappointment in the President. Teich
and Mandetta ‘s reluctance to support
the widespread use of hydroxychloroquine and their strong support of social
distancing unnerved Bolsonaro, “who
has no medical expertise” whatsoever.
As President, Bolsonaro holds power
over the people with threats of consequences should they protest his leadership. Just like in the 1960s, people are
suffering consequences for expressing any thoughts and opinions that go
against those of the President. Currently, two months after Teich’s resignation, Eduardo Pazuello serves as the
interim Health Minister of Brazil while
also continuing to serve in the military.
As Reuters reports, since Pazuello took
office two months ago, there have been
no further disagreements between the
Health Ministry and the President. In
an interview reported on by UOL Notícias, Mandetta — who once served in
the military — stated, “The military per-
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sonnel’s leadership made the Ministry
of Health lose credibility.” Bolsonaro
fired Mandetta and he will do the same
to whoever does not agree with him.
The termination of two health ministers has escalated the chaos of the
pandemic, leaving Brazilians distrustful of their government. As The New
York Times points out, “The national
confusion has helped fuel the spread
of the disease and contributed to making Brazil an emerging center of the
pandemic, with a daily death rate second only to that of the United States.”
Besides the fact that Bolsonaro has
more military personnel within his government compared to many of the military leaders from over 35 years ago,
Bolsonaro has also aggressively promoted pro-dictatorship rallies, according to
The Guardian. Numerous citizens have
protested alongside Bolsonaro, with
many of their banners and flyers brandishing pro-military slogans like, “Out
with Congress,” “I fight for the end of
democracy. Military intervention immediately,” “Military intervention: close the
Supreme Court of Justice,” “Military intervention: change the Constitution urgently! We are against Communism,” and
“Military intervention with Bolsonaro.”
Bolsonaro has openly given credit to
the Brazilian military dictatorship where
he thinks it is due. According to Reuters,
Bolsonaro claims that he will always defend his country’s constitution. However, threatening to and incentivizing the
people to support another military coup
is to ultimately break Brazil’s Constitution, which serves to protect and en-

sure democracy to the Brazilian people.
Former president Fernando Henrique
Cardoso, who was in office from 1995
until 2003, tweeted: ‘Deplorable for the
president to join anti-democratic protests. It’s time to unite around the constitution against all threats to democracy.’
Bolsonaro’s son, Eduardo Bolsonaro,
who currently serves as a São Paulo State
Representative, said that “It is no longer
an opinion of whether, but when [the
rupture of democratic institutions] will
occur,” The New York Times reports.
The words and actions of the government speak to their true intention of
converting the country to a military dictatorship. Historically, the armed forces
have claimed to honor the constitution,
which protects the citizens’ right to democracy, but they utterly contradicted
it by implementing a military dictatorship that lasted over 20 years. So, what
would stop them from doing it again?
This is the question many Brazilians
— and all of us — should be asking.
The New York Times reported on
the thoughts of Carlo Fico — a historian at the Federal University of Rio de
Janeiro (UFRJ) — saying that, “[Bolsonaro’s Government is] running the risk of
being blamed by society for what happens next.” Nonetheless, it seems that
to the President of the Federative Republic of Brazil, rather than this being a
“risk,” as Mr. Fico says, it is an opportunity to “restore order,” as Bolsonaro
has proclaimed on numerous occasions.
Since he was elected, Bolsonaro has
spawned much protest across the country and the armed forces have not responded lightly. On May 31, 2020, the
police dispersed anti- and pro-democracy protesters with gas bombs, according to El País Brasil. More recently, on
June 7, 2020, anti-Bolsonaro protesters
were once more struck and kicked by
policemen after a routing agreement
was broken, G1 reports. According to
The Washington Post, Bolsonaro has requested an emergency decree from the
National Congress that will give him the
authority to stop all protests. Based on
how the armed forces has been dealing
with protesters, one could expect the
violence and oppression to intensify if
Bolsonaro is granted his request. While

in a democracy the right to protest is
guaranteed, the fulfillment of Bolsonaro’s request would remove this fundamental constitutional right from Brazilian citizens, thereby leaning the country
further towards a military dictatorship.
Many have considered the possibility
of Bolsonaro being impeached. However, it is important to consider that
his successor, Vice-President Hamilton
Mourão, could make it all much worse
if such a thing were to happen. Having
lived through the military dictatorship as
a member of the armed forces, Mourão
glorifies the military dictatorship more
often and more intensely than Bolsonaro. He even seemed to encourage making the day of the military coup, March
31, 1964, into a national holiday and
made a post on Twitter about it using
the hashtag “#March31stBelongsToHistory,” according to Correio Brasiliense.
Brazil is between a rock and a hard
place. Even if the President is impeached, there are still chances that Brazil could sink back into an undemocratic
reality under the leadership of Mourão.
The Brazilian population has blindly
trusted and believed in a man who has
shown to be an incompetent leader. The
way Bolsonaro has administrated a number of events, extending from the pandemic to protests, shows his favorable
outlook on militaristic leadership. The
beginning of the end was when Bolsonaro employed several military staff to
the government and continued with his
vigorous encouragement and participation in pro-dictatorship rallies. Unless
Brazilians begin to understand what they
are getting themselves into, a slow demise of democracy will occur and fade
into a permanent military dictatorship.
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