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Brexit supporters holding banners in Central London.

HOW BREXIT COULD AFFECT NATO

seriously in 2016. A national referendum was
n June 23rd of 2016, cast on June 23rd of that
17.4 million Britsh year, with 52% of voters in
voters cast their bal- favor of leaving the EU.
lot in favor of leaving the However, a badly divided
European Union. In other government and opposing
terms, they cast their bal- parties led to three years
lot in favor of Brexit, an of debate with no coheridea that had been brew- ent
majority-supported
ing in the United King- plan. The only clear dedom ever since 1975.
cision Parliament made
The meaning of the since the 2016 referendum
word
‘Brexit,’—which was the formal notice in
comes from a combination 2017 to leave the EU and
of the words Britain and the divorce due date set to
exit—refers to the UK’s March 29th, 2019. Howdeparture from the Euro- ever, because of Parliapean Union. Discussion ment ’s disagreements, the
of the topic has reached due date had been pushed
a fever pitch this year as back to October 31st of
the October 31 deadline this year. Now, the UK
for the UK and the EU to may be pushing for anothreach a formal agreement er extension to delay the
draws near.
deadline even further to
Brexit had only first January 31st, 2020.
begun to be considered
One of the reasons why
By ELIZABETH CHOU

O

the issue of Brexit is still
ongoing is because of the
withdrawal
agreement.
The withdrawal agreements need to clearly state
the terms of separation between the UK and the EU,
and the matter has already
cost Theresa May her job
as former Prime Minister
of Britain. May resigned
on May 24th after being
unable to come up with a
withdrawal plan that satisfied her party. The task
of drafting the plan then
fell to Boris Johnson, her
successor, and the current
Prime Minister.
If Parliament and Johnson are unable to come up
with a clear withdrawal
plan that is accepted by
both the British government and the EU, their
only options are to extend
the deadline or leave the

EU without a separation
plan.
The term ‘no-deal Brexit ’ refers to the situation
if the UK immediately
leaves the EU without any
formal withdrawal agreement. A no-deal Brexit
could mean that the EU
will begin carrying out
checks on British goods,
which could lead to delays in ports, create traffic bottlenecks, and affect
the price and availability
of food. Essentially, a nodeal Brexit could result in
heavy economic damage to
the UK. The government
had projected that in 15
years, the country’s economy could be 4-9% smaller under Brexit depending
on how the UK leaves the
EU.
CONtINUED as
“BREXIT AND NATO” ON PAGE 6

ECONOMIC IMPLICATIONS HOW BREXIT IS AFFECTING
OF A NO-DEAL BREXIT
NATIONALISM IN THE UK
By ZOE CHOW

By CAROLINE EMPEY

A

s the October 31 decision date comes
closer, the UK must
decide on whether or not
they will choose to leave
the European Union (EU).
If the UK does decide to
leave, it will most likely be
on the terms of a No-Deal
exit, meaning that the UK
will immediately leave the
EU with no agreement on
the separation, causing an
array of negative impacts
on both the UK and the
global economy.
Following a No-Deal

Brexit plan, the UK would
be forced to leave the EU’s
single market and would
lose its current guaranteed
access to the EU’s financial and security databases. The trade system set
up by the EU allows for all
countries that participate
in the European Union to
trade more freely with one
another by eliminating
taxes on goods imported
from other European nations.
CONtINUED as “NO DEAL BREXIT”
ON PAGE 4

T

he plan to withdraw
the UK from the EU,
known as Brexit, has
factionalized politics in
the British Parliament.
Many members of parliament (MP) have started to
take sides and gather followers in order to try to
control the Brexit process.
Initially, the two major
parties involved in Brexit
were the Labour party and
the Conservative party.
The Labour party, which
evolved out of the Trade
Union movement in the

19th century, was in favor of the UK remaining
in the EU. The Conservative party, also informally
known as the Tories, was
in favor of the UK leaving
the EU.
When Brexit was first
downvoted by the government on December
13, 2017, the Labour party
and the Conservative party still dominated parliament.
CONtINUED as “BREXIT AND
FACTIONALISM” ON PAGE 3
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FRANCISCO FRANCO'S EXHUMATION:
REVIVING A DICTATOR

By MARC VIDAL

O

n Thursday, October 24th,
former Spanish dictator
Francisco Franco’s bodily remains were exhumed from
El Valle de Los Caídos, a monument he ordered to build for
when the time of his decease
came, to a small church located
near his residence in El Pardo,
Madrid. This continues to remain a controversial issue, as
polls of people for and against
the exhumation are incredibly
close. The side for exhumating
his corpse argues his essence
should be erased from the monument, while critics question
why such an unpleasant individual should be “revived” to the
Spanish public. Another controversy arose when the Spanish Supreme Court achieved
unanimity when voting for the
exhumation, raising speculation
over potential ties between Executive powers and the Judicial
system.
Franco’s legacy can be traced
back to the Spanish Civil War,
in which the Catholic and fascist Nationalists revolted against
the Republicans. Lasting from
1936 until 1939, the Nationalists side won, putting General Francisco Franco into power
as dictator, a position he would
hold for the rest of his lifetime.
The Nationals rose to power in
part due to the failure of the
Second Republic, constituted
of Socialists, Communists, and
Anarchists who tried to rule,
yet failed due to many of their
deeply rooted ideological differences. Even though the Second Republic received military
and nutritional aid from Soviet
Russia, the United States, and
over 50 other countries—a coalition known as the Internation-
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Abbey of the Holy Cross of the Valley of the Fallen, Madrid, Spain.

al Brigades—they used those
resources to kill themselves internally. The war was one of the
deadliest in history, resulting in
around 280,000 casualties. After
his victory, Franco held power
until his death in 1975. The loss
of the face of the Nationalist
party soon launched Spain into
one of the world’s most radical
political changes in the world’s
history: from a dictatorship to a
democracy.
Recently, Spain’s right-wing
president was impeached by a
left-wing coalition led by Pedro Sanchez, which involved socialists, radical independentists,
and those whose views approach
some of the ideas of communism. The left-wing coalition,
which lost the war 80 years ago,
demanded recognition of the
past under Franco’s dictatorship.
While the Spanish population
might be trying to move past
the bitter memories, the new coalition continues to reintroduce
and reemphasize this subject.
One source of tension is over
Franco’s grave. Before Franco
died, he constructed “El Valle de
los Caídos”, a monument where
he wished to be buried alongside other relevant figures who
helped him during his rule. The
prisoners from the civil war built
this monument, with the conThe people who brought this issue
dition that if they did so then
together:
they would be freed without any
charges. The workers also got
Editor in Chief:
Publisher: paid and received food. Sanchez
Sophie Liu
Gwen Robinson was concerned over the glorification that entails being buried
in “El Valle de Los Caídos,” and
Managing Editor:
rallied for the exhumation and
Posie Millett
relocation of the dictator's remains.
Layout & Design: Copy Editor:
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Samantha Lee
Jack Palfrey
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of Franco’s Spain see moving his
Neil Shen
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body as a degradation of his re-

mains and disrespectful of his
legacy. However, there is also a
large population who wonders
why the exhumation is necessary
at all; people believed that Sanchez would be “reopening” bitter
wounds that were meant to heal
and that old conflicts would resurface. According to “El Español,” a Spanish newspaper,
42.1% were against the exhumation, and 41.9% in favor—clearly the population is divided, just
like it was during the civil war.
Franco’s family firmly said “no”
to the idea of moving his remains.
More important than the
opinion of the Spanish population was the Spanish Supreme
Court ’s final vote regarding the
subject. The voting resulted in
a unanimous and undisputed
“yes.” Many Spanish citizens
questioned the decision over the
highly controversial and divided
subject: “How, if we are to believe all votes were cast unbiasedly under such a controversial subject, are we to believe the
result was a unanimous yes?”
Spain operates under a separation of power between their Executive and Judicial systems, ensuring that the decisions of the
two are strictly independent of
one another. In these past days,
publications and citizens alike
have been speculating over the
fact that perhaps Executive and
Justice are working together,
and hence the Supreme Court is
biased by the interim coalition,
evidence being it is tremendously unusual to attain unanimity
on such a controversial subject.
The truth still needs to come
forward, yet this episode continues to be questioned.
Both sides continue to struggle with the problem of “reviving acrimonious memories a civilization is fighting to forget.”
As Spain moves forward in this
grey area, compromises will have
to be made to navigate conflicts
between the remaining Nationalists and the new Republicans,
especially as the country deals
with the possibility of corruption within their Executive and
Judicial branches.

what?
In Lebanon’s biggest demonstrations in 15 years, protesters are
demanding an end to political corruption. The protests were sparked
on October 17 by the Tax Intifada, a government proposal to introduce a tax on free social media
apps.

why?
Although triggered by the new
proposed tax, the causes of the
protests can also be traced to recent state negligence in Lebanon.
Within the past few years, the
country has suffered from a host
of public service problems such as
massive pollution and faulty electricity supply. In recent years, living costs have grown while many
salaries have not increased. Unemployment rates have also grown,
prompting many educated Lebanese to leave their country for a
better future.

where?
Protests have since taken place
in Beirut, Boston, New York, and
other cities across the globe. In
Lebanon, protests turned violent
after police used water cannons
and tear gas on protesters that
vandalized a business area. As of
now, 70 protestors have been arrested and over 50 security officers
have been injured.

who?
The protestors are from every class
and religious background. Lebanese Prime Minister Hariri has responded to the protests by saying
that the 2020 budget won’t raise
taxes but will allocate government
money to subsidized housing, underprivileged families, and power
plants.
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ELECTIONS IN ISRAEL PRODUCE
NO CLEAR WINNER

By QUINN Novick

W

ithin
Israel,
Benny
Gantz proves an entirely
legitimate threat to Benjamin Netanyahu’s monopoly on
Israeli politics. Since Netanyahu’s election and third presidential term as prime minister of
the Israeli state, his Likud party
has held a large presence in the
Israeli government. The election
in September 2019, however,
proved otherwise. Benny Gantz,
a former Israeli soldier, became
the face of the center-left “Blue
and White” party, opposed to the
Likud’s more traditional, rightwing policies. Gantz, as well
as other Blue and White party
members, secured 33 seats in the
recent election; the Likud won
32, indicating a near-even split
between Israel’s voting population. Some news outlets have
called the race in favor of the
Blue and White, stating that
Benny Gantz has been declared
the victor.
This Blue and White opposition towards the Likud not only
stems from their political differences but the Likud’s alleged
corruption as well. Netanyahu
has had numerous scandals, from
money laundering tax dollars
from the Israeli taxpayers to inside connections to Israel state
media in an attempt to silence
the left-wing opposition. Some
have said that this election is a
‘Yes or No’ response to Benjamin
Netanyahu’s corruption charges
rather than a competition between the Likud and Blue and
White parties.
After his failure to form a unified government under the Likud party, Netanyahu decided
to split the current government
apart. Breaking up the current
parliament allowed Netanyahu
to stall time, allowing possibly
another election for the Israeli

Prime Minister and party leader.
On the other hand, the Blue and
White pushed to use the original
vote to put Benny Gantz in the
seat of Prime Minister, as the
Blue and White party did receive
an overall larger amount of votes
than the Likud party, despite the
near split in votes.
Although there is blame around
both parties, Gantz’s Blue and
White party has effectively influenced a wider base. 32% of
Israelis believe that Gantz won
the election, while only 19% are
confident in Netanyahu. After
the two inconclusive elections,
many Israeli voters have ex-

pressed their weariness and desires for the Likud and the Blue
and White to join forces in a national unity government, as they
believe that it would be an effective and fair way to let both
parties gain a logical amount of
senate seats.
Despite the fact that the majority of Israelis would prefer
that Netanyahu stay in office
than go through another round
of voting to clear up the winner,
approximately half of the population would like to see him
step down from his role of prime
minister under charges of corruption. Whatever the outcome,
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Israeli PM Benjamin Netanyahu at the European Union headquarters in Brussels, Belgium in 2017.

BREXIT AND FACTIONALISM
CONTINUED FROM PAGE I

This was also around the time when
the parliament demanded a vote
among themselves to finalize the
decision to leave the EU. It wasn’t
until the Labour party and the Parliament itself defeated the motion
to commit the UK to the European
Economic Area (EEA) membership that political divides started
getting more complicated.
The EEA was an international agreement established in 1992,
that allowed all countries part of
the EU to extend their markets to
non EU countries. Having an EEA
membership meant that trading
and doing business with other foreign countries outside of the EU
was a lot easier and less costly, but
each member had to follow a set
of rules and tariffs set by the EU.
On June 13, 2018, the Labour party
helped in rejecting the commitment
to EEA membership. Though some
MPs in the party actually voted
against the motion, opposition was

the Israeli citizens are happy
that they can vote through a
democratic process, even if their
views are differentiating.
The competition from Benny
Gantz and the Blue and White
party symbolizes a shift in Israeli political beliefs and ideologies, as Netanyahu’s challengers
have been far and few between
in the past. Israel is currently struggling with choosing its
next prime minister, as well as
assuring that a fair election runs
smoothly and democratically in
the Jewish state.

outweighed by the majority. These
MPs and other MPs from the Conservative party ended up forming a
third major political party, the Soft
Brexit party, which supported Brexit while aimed to maintain close relationships with the EU.
The Soft Brexit party is generally
supported by people who voted to
stay in the 2016 referendum. Although the final outcome of achieving a Soft Brexit involves the UK
leaving the EU, the UK would still
be involved in the EU’s single market and customs union. This would
cut down the disruption to supply
chains and trade after the UK leaves
the EU, hence the overall cost of
Brexit. MPs in the Soft Brexit party are willing to oblige by EU regulations and tariffs even though the
UK would lose their say in making
them.
Some MPs have been considering the possibility of a No Deal
Brexit, meaning that there would
be no official agreement about the
separation process with the EU. A

No Deal Brexit would enable the
UK to leave immediately, simply by
not contributing to the EU annual
budget and by removing tariffs. This
scenario is widely opposed by most
of the MPs and parties in the parliament, for it would make it almost
impossible for the UK to rejoin the
EU if things went wrong. Another risk of leaving the EU would be
losing the agreements made in the
EU that governed most of the domestic economy, such as different
trade markets and stocks.
Theresa May, who was the prime
minister of the UK and the leader
of the Conservative party, proposed
a deal that would be put in place for
when Brexit happened. Her deal
was rejected by most and cost her
the position of Prime Minister. The
main component of her proposed
deal that sparked much controversy was having the Republic of Ireland be a “backstop” for the UK.
Keeping open borders with Ireland
would ensure that the UK was still
a part of the EU union, which many

people saw pointless since EU tariffs would still be imposed on trade,
defeating the purpose of leaving the
EU.
The rejection of May’s deal solidified the formation of a fourth major political group, the Hard Brexit
party. The goal of this party is to
leave the EU completely, without
maintaining any close relationships
and having members of parliament
decide the new laws. A Hard Brexit would also let the UK trade on
equal terms with the EU. However,
leaving the EU withdraws the UK
from the Free Movement of People,
a law that allows workers in an EU
country to seek work in another EU
country.
While these political parties are
still trying to get an upper hand on
each other, some MPs are actually
petitioning for another referendum
on Brexit. Although the possibility
of this happening is quite low, these
MPs still think the best solution to
Brexit is to get another fresh vote
on the situation.
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A SPARK OF HOPE: EXPOSITION OF
THE NEW US-JAPAN TRADE DEAL

BY Amber Ting

E

conomic trade underpins our
current system of globalization. In a hostile political atmosphere though, it has been suffering. A spark of hope emerged,
however, on September 23rd when
President Donald Trump and Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe
negotiated a new deal to lower tariffs on a series of agricultural, industrial, and digital products. The
deal has left critics wondering: was
it enough?
Through the newly negotiated
deal, over 90 percent of US food
and agricultural exports to Japan
will now be made free of duty or
given preferential access. The same
will be true for Japanese agricultural and industrial goods collectively
worth 40 million USD. In a joint
statement, the two governments
have agreed not to act “against the
spirit ” of negotiated agreements.
There are many reasons why the
negotiation of a deal would be beneficial for the US. Primarily, domestic products have not fared well
recently in the Japanese market.
In 2018, a 67.6 billion US trade
deficit emerged, in sharp contrast
to the elven other members of the
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP),
meant to lower competitive market
prices for members to counter rising Chinese economic dominance.

The TPP was a key Obama-era
policy that President Trump pulled
out of.
More generally, US trade has not
been doing well. The North American Free Trade Agreement was replaced by the United-States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA).
Since then, the USMCA has been
signed by all three countries but
failed to be ratified by Congress,
which has mostly seen a stalemate
with Nancy Pelosi and House Democrats wanting labor and environmental regulations. The US-China
trade war has continued to rage on
with trade barrier after trade barrier being erected by both sides.
With an election year coming
up, The Trump administration
has to be desperate for a successful trade-related policy. The same
can be said for Japan. In fact, the
US-China trade war also plays a
role in influencing Japanese policy. The seemingly endless waves of
tariffs and tariffs-to-be- considered
caused by this trade war seem to be
at the root of this influence. This
is because automobile regulations
against both the European Union
and Japan were reportedly under
consideration. And, due to the existence of prominent car manufacturers in Japan like Toyota, Honda,
and Nissan, a promise of no tariffs

NO-DEAL BREXIT
CONTINUED FROM PAGE I

However, leaving the single trade
market and customs union would
force the UK to default to terms
set by the World Trade Organization ( WTO), which would force
tariffs to reappear on the majority
of goods from the UK being sent to
the EU. The tariffs in turn would
make the goods from the UK less
desirable to other countries, especially those involved in the EU,
thus the UK would become a less
valuable and competitive trade
partner. According to CNBC, under a No-Deal Brexit, the UK’s in-

come per capita is predicted to be
reduced between 3.7% and 8.7%
over the next 10 years.
The terms set by the WTO could
also cause bottlenecks at ports, such
as Dover, because of border checks.
These bottleneck issues would affect the availability of many foods,
the supply of fuel, and shortages of
medicine. A No-Deal Brexit will
also significantly decrease the value of the Brittish pound, making
goods coming from other countries
more expensive for people in the
UK to buy. US companies operating in the UK will also feel the

elizabeth chou

June 12, 2017: The ultra-large Maersk container ship.
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from the US was expected to be negotiated from a lot of the Japanese
business community.
In that sense, the new trade deal
fell flat. Japanese industrial products like bikes were included. Automobiles were not. Their exclusion and previously mentioned US
motivations explain this failure.
Negotiations, or lack thereof, in
2018 meant a trade deficit for a
TTP-absent US; this trade deal
was in part about getting on even
ground with other countries in the
Japanese market as opposed to rising above them. The scope of this
deal may have been intentionally
limited. After all, its limited scope
was what it allowed to pass without
Congressional involvement. The

USMCA not passing means this
new trade deal could have sparked
administrative fears this new deal,
too, would have been unapproved
by the House.
While this new deal is a good
first step toward trans-regional cooperation and closer US-Japan ties,
it is just that not a second or third
step. Both international and domestic issues with economic trade
may mean prohibited auto tariffs
and Congressional approval never
come from the US, so that second
or third step may never arrive. So,
in terms of repairing a hostile trade
environment, all that can be said of
the US and Japan’s new trade deal
is that it has had little effect.

effects of Brexit, as it will become
much harder to supply the companies with the necessary goods, and
therefore will slow production and
income significantly.
Furthermore, the Brexit financial
settlement, or “divorce bill,” that
the UK must pay to the EU for separation is estimated to be between
33 and 39 billion Euros. If the UK
refuses to pay the bill, they will
most likely end up in an international tribunal. Even if legal implications do not follow the tribunal,
refusal to pay the settlement could
cause a political fallout between the
UK and the rest of the EU, decreasing the chance of a UK-EU trade
deal in the future.
The Eurozone is the groupation
of the members of the EU who have
adopted the euro as their common
currency. As the euro is not the sole
legal tender of the UK, they do not
fall into this group. However, while
the majority of the impact of Brexit
would fall on the UK itself, private
sector businesses operating in the
Eurozone would still be affected by
Brexit. According to Claus Vistesen,
chief Eurozone economist at Pantheon Macroeconomics, a no-deal
Brexit would “cost the Eurozone
0.1% to 0.2% in quarterly gross domestic product solely based on the
initial hit to the real economy for
the seizure in real trade flows, and
hit to sentiment.” Though this percentage seems small, the increase
in GDP each quarter will quickly
snowball into enormous losses for
private businesses operating within

the Eurozone, those that are both
native to the region and international.
More specifically, a No-Deal
Brexit has the potential to crush
the German economy. Germany
currently operates an export-based
economy, and is Europe’s “powerhouse economy.” A No-Deal Brexit would seriously hinder German
ability to effectively trade with the
UK, which would push them further along in the brewing global
recession. The UN has warned that
“weaker growth in both advanced
and developing countries means the
possibility of a global recession in
2020 is a clear and present danger,”
and the possibility of a depletion of
German economy has largely contributed to this global concern. For
many countries, the effect Brexit
has on Germany ’s economy is more
consequential than Brexit's effect
on the UK, which is one of the reasons the outcome of Brexit will be
so impactful.
In an interview with NBC News,
Kirkegaard said, “A no-deal Brexit will basically signal that politics has trumped economics, and
you’re willing to accept significant
economic losses to pursue a policy
that ’s nationalist and anti-globalization.” A No-Deal Brexit will slow
trade between the UK and the rest
of the world, as well as hindering
the trading ability of other Euro-

pean countries, thus diminishing
economic opportunity and pushing the global economy closer to
an international recession.
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REGIONAL FOCUS
BY NEIL SHEN

I

WHEN DID POPULISM
GET SO POPULAR?

f a time traveler from 1998 were
to find themselves in Europe
today, would they recognize it?
Democracy has long been a definer
of the advancement of the European
continent. Europe is—and has been
for the most part perceived as—a bastion of democracy, an advocate for increased globalisation and cooperation.
At least, that’s how it seemed at the
end of the 20th century. Everything
was pictured with a rose-tinted glow;
as memories of the Soviet Union faded into the distance, globalisation
and diplomacy were increasing at an
ever-faster rate. European politics
seemed destined to continue as a vibrant, informed nexus of democracy.
Twenty years on and this future
seems less certain. In Hungary, Prime
Minister Victor Orban rose to power
on a fundamentally anti-immigration,
anti-semitic platform (despite being
Jewish himself ) reminiscent of a certain German. Poland, one of the most
successful Eastern European countries, attempted to pass laws backing
the creation of “LGBT Free Zones.”
Even France flirted with its own share
of populism; the far-right National
Party led first-round opinion polls
before the 2017 presidential election.
Across Europe, a myriad of politicians
have sprung up, united by their antagonism towards the elite and hostility towards immigration. This piece
hopes to examine some of the causes
contributing to this alarming trend.
Before all else, it is crucial to identify what populism is. As a part of the
political sciences, it is both subjective
and sensitive, making it hard to define.
Social scientist Cas Mudde, however,
tried to do so in a 2004 paper. He explains that populism, at its core, is an
ideology that considers society as a
constant struggle between the “pure
people” and the “corrupt elite.” As a
whole, populism argues that the political process should be an unequivocal
expression of the will of the people—
if the populace wishes even the most
extremist policies, adherents of populism argue that it should be passed.
The people that populist politicians
target, however, vary widely. Generally, boundaries are vague and amorphous so that they can shift in response to the public’s opinion. In this
sense, populism is less a strict political
ideology than a general principle. By
exploiting and stoking their core voter
group, populists often target a fringe
population of minorities, attacking
their difference in ethnicity, race, or
religion. Recent right-wing populism
in Europe, for instance, focused primarily on the purported “refugee crisis” by highlighting the demographic
and cultural change the issue created.
The existence of populism, then, is
an indicator of general dissatisfaction

with national policies and politics.
Populists are intrinsically an adversarial political group; for politicians to
criticize the political and ruling elite,
they need first to delineate themselves
from this group and present themselves as an outsider working for the
people. When considered from this
angle, the rise of radical ideology and
populist platforms amongst parties
across Europe seems more reasonable.
Partly perhaps because voters have
taken liberal democracy for granted,
they are more likely to vote for increasingly extremist candidates when
fed up with the state of their country.
And in this regard, there is certainly
a plethora of issues that these voters
feel plagued by. The European economy has been particularly slow to recover from the 2008 financial crisis—a
decade later, half of all European governments still have negative yields on
10-year bonds. Meanwhile, countries
with healthier economies often feel
that their contributions to the EU are
disproportionate to the benefits they
receive, spawning a wave of anti-EU
sentiment. While Eastern European
countries find themselves grappling
with Russia’s attempts to undermine
stability in the region, their Western
counterparts gripe about an influx of
refugees.
Many of the perceived issues do,
however, have a silver lining. The European Union greatly enhances ease of
travel and of business, the Eurozone
enabling trade on a greater scale. Immigration, long denounced for wasting taxpayer money, has been proven
to contribute more than it costs (UK

migrants contribute £2,300 more per
year than the average adult). Although
populists make claims that incite anger and fear at first glance, they’re often filled with little more than fiery
rhetoric and faulty assertions. When
something they value is at stake, it
becomes easy to sway gullible grandmas that their countries are, say, being
destroyed by illegal immigrants or by
corrupt politicians.
Here, the internet plays a crucial
role as a medium to enable and enhance the spread of sensationalistic
news. Populism relies on its ability to
manipulate the emotions of its voters
so that it could exploit this emotion
for political gain. Whereas a print
medium relies on subscriptions for
the bulk of its revenue, incentivizing it to protect its reputation, online
news sources depend solely on clicks;
since they depend on short news bytes
with alluring visuals to keep viewers
interested, news items are often entertaining rather than factual. Articles
with more shocking headlines—those
often promoted by populist leaders—
are more attention-grabbing, making
it more likely to be shared more often.
The advent of the web additionally makes controversial news easier to
manufacture. Whereas publishing a
tabloid newspaper is costly to maintain and circulate, posting about how
immigration must be stopped is free;
lower costs make it easy for individuals to mass-produce yellow journalism. Consumers, moreover, are
unlikely to fact check the verity of
claims; articles are often shared without anything beyond the title ever

having been read. Because search engine algorithms show results based on
a person’s past viewing history, users
gradually lose exposure to opposing
viewpoints and become isolated in a
filter bubble where they become ever
more convinced of their beliefs.
All this makes the surge in populism
the result of a series of complex issues coming together at an opportune
time. Without the host of real-world
problems, voters would not have had
any reason to complain about politics.
Without the internet, the sensationalistic news that enables populism
would not have gotten nearly as far.
And, perhaps most importantly, without politicians seeking to benefit from
this public anger, Europe today might
not have been so polarized.

Editor's note

Over the past few months, the world
has watched with much anticipation
and curiosity as the United Kingdom
has approached its deadline to settle
its final withdrawal from the European Union. In anticipation of the
October 31st deadline to vote 'deal'
or no 'deal' in the British Parliament,
we decided to prepare a special edition of The Revere. After years of
slow-moving talks and three delays,
'Brexit' was finally expected to advance to the next step in negotiations
— and so our hope was to use this
edition to dissect the implications of
the result of Parliament's vote. However, as has often been the case since
the original referendum in June 2016,
'Brexit' again failed to secure the necessary votes to advance in the legislative process. While the exact fate of
'Brexit' remains unknown as we go to
print, we hope that this issue will still
be thought-provoking and help to
continue to spark discussion moving
forward.
Best,

Gwen Robinson and Sophie Liu

FRANK ZHOU
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People from various demographics protest President Moreno’s removal of fuel subsidies.

MORENO LOSES, INDIGENOUS PEOPLE WIN: WHERE DOES
ECUADOR GO FROM HERE?

BY SOPHIA HLAVATY

A

s riot police officers attempted to use tear gas and armored
cars to quell the thousands of
angry demonstrators setting fires and
closing down streets in Ecuador, President Lenín Moreno declared a 60-day
state of emergency and moved the seat
of his administration from capital Quito to Guayaquil, a city over 150 miles
away.
T hese protests began on October 1
when Moreno announced that the government planned on terminating the
subsidies on fuel prices, an act that
would increase the financial strain on
the populace. Over seven people were
killed and more than 1000 have been
arrested. On October 13, Moreno gave
in to the demonstrators' request to reduce the fuel prices, thus returning the
situation to the status quo.
M oreno’s decision to repeal the fuel
subsidies for vehicles, which cost the
government $1.3 billion annually and
have been in place for 40 years, was
part of the country’s $4.2 billion International Monetary Fund (IMF)
austerity agreement to help Ecuador
ameliorate its economy and reduce
its fiscal deficit. The fact that the cut

would effectively double the consumer
price of diesel and cause a 30% price
increase for gasoline frustrated the Ecuadorian population already suffering
from rising unemployment rates, economic slowdown, and widening wealth
inequality.
A lthough the reactions of transportation unions catalyzed the acts of civil
disobedience by calling for a national
strike, the nascent movement quickly
gained support from students, workers,
teachers, women’s groups, religious organizations, and indigenous tribes. The
removal of the fuel subsidy and the
consequent rise in living costs would
disproportionately compromise the
economic outlook of already-impoverished indigenous communities, as 64%
of indigenous people live in poverty,
according to 2014 data.
E ver since indigenous people in Ecuador marched to Quito in 1990 to demand that the government recognize
their ancestral lands, they have spearheaded both ephemeral and prolonged
acts of political dissent; most notably,
protests driven by their mobilization
efforts have removed the past three Ecuadorian presidents from their position

BREXIT AND NATO
continued from page 1

pean alliance. It brings up doubt
concerning Western cohesion
Moreover, although the results and highlights the question of
of Brexit may seem to be con- whether the Atlantic communitained within the United King- ty can remain united. If Brexit
dom, they will in fact affect leads to the EU splitting, then
much of the Western world.
that raises the question, what if
Britain works as a facilitator be- the North Atlantic Treaty Ortween the United States and the ganization (NATO) decides to
rest of Europe. Without Brit- split as well?
ain’s EU membership, the UnitNATO was founded in 1949
ed States will have to engage di- and as of now, it includes over
rectly with European countries. 29 countries, including the U.S.,
Because of Britain’s absence, the U.K., Portugal, France, and
other countries, such as Italy or Canada. NATO works to manage
the Netherlands will be quick to crises, fight terrorism, maintain
jump for the opportunity to take order, and support any members
London’s place as a transatlantic in need through the alliance’s
link.
collective resources. The alliance
Additionally, Britain’s depar- is founded on the principle of
ture from the EU may be seen as collective defense — that is, that
a symbol of a fracturing Euro- if one NATO ally is attacked, all

of power. This time, the demographic
used the protests as an opportunity to
voice concerns about broader issues
hampering the vitality of traditional
native customs and way of life, such as
the mining and oil drilling industries,
inequitable division of resources, and
the decline of the agrarian culture.
S tudents nationwide were mandatedto stay indoors, and shops and stores
closed out of the fear of lootings and
vandalism. The increasingly violent
clashes between the police and the protestors have halted the functioning of
the government to a virtual standstill.
At the peak of the protests, fires ravaged buildings and spaces, and smoke
continuously wafted above the silhouette of the skyline. Graffiti bearing the
slogan “Queremos tu cabezo, Moreno”
( We want your head, Moreno) was
plastered to city walls. Leaving the oil
fields inoperative, thousands of demonstrators, including indigenous people
from Andean and Amazonian provinces, streamed into Quito wearing black
face paint and waved handmade posters. Beginning on October 8, a curfew
from 8 p.m. to 5 a.m. was imposed. The
Red Cross suspended any operations in

areas affected by revolution because the
organization could not confirm that
their volunteers would be safe.
O n October 14, in a talk mediated by
the U.N. and the Catholic Church, the
government and the indigenous leaders
brokered an agreement where Moreno
consented to restore the fuel subsidies
and develop more sustainable policies
to lessen the debt in exchange for peace
in the city. Moreno tweeted that “ We
have opted for peace.” Once the news
was released, protestors celebrated in
the streets of Quito with fireworks.
I ndigenous tribe leader Jaime Vargas said, “ We have freed the country.
Enough of the pillaging of the Ecuadorian people.”
I nti Killa, an indigenous protester said that the indigenous people are
“going back to our territories. We’ve
shown that unity and conviction of the
people is a volcano that nobody can
stop.”
Y et despite the excitement, when the
announcement was made in a press release, Moreno and government officials
could be seen silent as the indigenous
leaders heartily cheered.

NATO allies are attacked.
Additionally, there are Brexit
supporters across Europe that
have the ultimate goal of destroying the EU. The trends of
nationalism and populism that
came about in the aftermath of
the 2008 financial crisis have
given rise to parties such as the
French National Front and the
People’s Party Our Slovakia,
which both operate on xenophobic, anti-European, and anti-American values. If Brexit ’s
effect on the EU allows these
parties to come into power or at
the very least gain momentum,
they could swing the politics of
France, the Netherlands, Denmark, and even the UK against
NATO.
On the other hand, Brexit may

work to the advantage of NATO.
The UK’s involvement with the
EU cemented London to its position of being a global financial
center, but Brexit will likely lead
to the UK being unable to access their former connections. In
turn, NATO will likely become
a platform on which the UK will
take a bigger role in order to
maintain international relations
and to project its power. As a result, the UK will be able to keep
some of its influence from back
in the EU. At the same time,
this will lead to more interest
and attention directed towards
NATO.
Hence, NATO may become the
primary platform in the Western
World to establish international
relations and alliances.
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JUST THE
FACTS
U.S. MILITARY
WITHDRAWS
FROM
NORTHERN
SYRIA
DEVELOPMENTS
On October 6, President Donald
Trump approved the withdrawal
of U.S. military from northeastern Syria, thereby eliminating future American clout in the region.
Shortly after, Turkey launched an
invasion into the territory, hoping
to establish a “safe zone” for Syrian
refugees extending around 20 miles
into the border. Turkey also aimed
to drive out the Kurdish-backed
Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF),
who have tightened control over
the region with the support of a
US-led coalition against Islamic State. While American troops
withdrew to Iraq, the House of
Representatives condemned President Trump for abandoning a crucial ally.

BACKGROUND
Turkey has long considered the
SDF a terrorist threat, as it is
primarily constituted of YPG, a
Syrian militia involved in a centuries-long Kurdish insurgency movement. Over the past five
years, American-backed operations against ISIS in northern
Syria allowed SDF to exert control near the border. Until Trump’s
withdrawal of troops, U.S. alliances with both groups had curtailed
any escalation of conflict between
Turkey and the SDF.

FUTURE
Despite American attempts in diplomatic reconciliation, the Turkish offensive has intensified. On
October 24, Turkish and Kurdish
forces appeared to have clashed
again, violating the cease-fire
Trump announced the day before.
Meanwhile, Russian President
Vladimir Putin and Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan negotiated to split control of northern
Syria, effectively replacing American influence and reintroducing
the Russian-backed Syrian government into the region. The instability risks a revival of the Islamic State, as Kurdish forces may
be forced to release around 6,000
militants linked to the IS.
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NORTHERN IRELAND'S
BORDER WOES

BY QUINN NOVICK

I

n the days when Ireland was
ruled by solely the Irish, British arrival seemed like an
invasion on Irish people’s land.
Ever since permanent British
occupation in Northern Ireland,
the Irish British divide has severed the Emerald Isle, with both
the Catholic Irish and Protestant
British seeing the other party as
a threat to the peace.
The history of the Ireland-UK
Border conflict goes back to when
the British first occupied the island of Ireland in 1169. After
nearly 800 years of English rule,
the Irish people strove for independence from the United Kingdom. The Republic of Ireland was
formally created on December
29th, 1937 after it gained independence from the United Kingdom, a primarily Protestant nation, while Ireland was and still is
a primarily Catholic nation. This
is one of the many problems that
have splintered these two nations
apart, as their conflicting denominations have collided rather
abruptly in the last two centuries.
Since the 1960s, Irish forces have attempted to take back
Northern Ireland from the British, believing they deserved control of the entire island and that
they were not being treated fairly by the British Monarchy. The
Irish Republican Army (IRA) led
a campaign against the Unionists and the primarily-Protestant
British. This struggle later led
to “The Troubles”, a three-decade
conflict between Nationalists and
Unionists characterized by political instability and violence.
From the 1960s to the 1990s,
Northern Ireland’s border was
heavily guarded, and trade was
limited, as traffic from Ireland
to British Northern Ireland was
heavily controlled. “The Troubles”
saw a large rise in ethnic and religious tension, as those referred to
as Nationalists were often looked
down upon by the British Unionists. The two religiously-polarized parties led a multitude of
skirmishes against each other,
resulting in the deaths of nearly 4,000 people. Taking claim to
these deaths would be the Irish
defense force, standing against
the British defense Force, as well
as many Northern Irish defense
and volunteer forces competing
for both sides. During the 1960s
and 1970s, riots and the fraction
of the IRA splintered Irish politics. The Provision IRA as well as
the Official IRA both claimed to
be the ‘legitimate IRA’, and while
both served to defend their promised land and unite Northern Ireland, each carried out doing so in
different ways. As the Irish began
fighting an internal power-struggle amongst themselves, the British were not perfect either.
On January 30th, 1972, British
forces at a pro-Irish rally in Nationalist-controlled Derry fired
in a crowd of unarmed protestors,

GRACE WANG

killing 13 individuals at sight. and revolt have occurred throughThis only promoted more tension out the early to mid-2000s, even
and warfare: as the British govern- with the signing of the Good Friment investigated the details of day Agreement.
the scene, the IRA grew in stagRecently, the Good Friday
gering numbers as many National- Agreement has come under fire.
ists, weary of British rule, took up With talks of Brexit in the air and
arms. The Irish conflict was sup- the United Kingdom attempting
posed to end with the Good Fri- to gain leave from the European
day Agreement, signed on April Union, Boris Johnson’s Conserva10, 1998. Despite its mixed recep- tive party has not made clear what
tion by the public, the agreement they plan to do with Northern Iregave power to the people through land. Northern Ireland’s potential
vote and compromise. The North- removal from the EU could elimiern Irish people voted on whether nate the Good Friday Agreement,
to stay in the United Kingdom or which may give rise to new probjoin Ireland. This decision, which lems.
has the ability to work in either
The Irish-United Kingdom borparty’s favor, ultimately gave pow- der conflict, primarily stemming
er to the voters. The Good Friday from different beliefs between the
agreement opened up the border, Irish Nationalists and the British
and the flow of people and prod- Unionists, is an ever-changing isucts between the two countries sue. Paired with complex politics
has promoted trade throughout and close votes for and against
the region.
Northern Ireland’s independence,
The 1990s gave birth to the this tension seems unlikely to sub“Celtic Tiger”, a period of expo- due any time soon.
nential growth for Ireland’s economy, fuelled
by
foreign
direct
inTown Livery
vestment
through the
_________
open Northern borders. Town Livery has provided its clients with the highest level of
and reliability since 2013. Our professional staff of
Yet the IRA expertise
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OPINION

STRONGER TOGETHER: WHY THE UK SHOULD
REMAIN IN THE EUROPEAN UNION

By FRANK ZHOU

F

or over three years, the British public has been swept up
in the political and diplomatic
disaster that is Brexit. We all know
the headlines: a suspension of Parliament until mid-October and Prime
Minister Boris Johnson rebuked by
Britain’s top court. Adding insult to
injury, after Parliament shot down
Johnson’s new Brexit deal on October
19, the Prime Minister was forced to
pen a letter to the European Union
requesting an extension of Brexit until January 2020—an extension he
vowed to never pursue. In short, the
United Kingdom finds itself stuck
again in the Brexit saga. As progress
grinds to a halt, we must consider
if Brexit is a worthwhile pursuit in
the first place, as it has increasingly
proven otherwise.
The numbers behind staying in the
E.U. are distinct and convincing—a
simple Google search will do the
trick. Leaving the European Union
portends an inevitable rise in prices,
devaluing of the British Pound, hindrances to trade, and inconvenient
border and security ramifications.
The misconception that Brexit opens
new opportunities for trade is defeated when one sees that it would take
2-10 years of negotiations and an inevitable economic recession before
any measure of stability is achieved.
Rising prices in everything from groceries to vacations in Europe would
be a sure hit to British families—and
their paychecks are not exempt. One
out of every ten jobs in the United
Kingdom, or over three million, according to the HM Treasury,depend
on trade with the European Union
and would be at risk even with a formal Brexit deal. In the face of such

economic hardship, one must realize
that the UK pays just €5.7 billion annually in exchange for the €91 billion
in financial returns that comes with
their EU membership. The numbers
point irrevocably to the rational path:
remain.
A Brexiteer’s strongest argument
is the public popularity of Brexit in
the UK’s 2016 referendum. To that
end, he is undoubtedly correct; 52%
of votes indeed fell in favor of leaving
the EU, despite an ill-defined Brexit that lacked a clear path of execution. Nonetheless, the proponents of
Brexit in 2016 surely understood the
ominous consequences of leaving—in
fact, their (assumed, and now unattainable) provisions for Brexit sought
to prevent them. It is paramount to
understand that the 2016 rationale
for Brexit was constructed on the
basis of retaining a close relationship with Europe. Such ties would
minimize economic ramifications,
ensure peace in Ireland, and respect
the Scottish vote to “remain”— all
integral to preserving the unity of
the United Kingdom and its economic wellbeing and security. In essence,
such prerequisites would afford the
UK additional freedom while reaping the benefits that it enjoys with its
current EU membership.
Yet, three years down the line, none
of these prerequisites have withstood
negotiations. Aside from the economic ramifications that are more
imposing than ever, Johnson’s newest
proposal puts the UK at risk of losing
Northern Ireland to unification with
the Republic of Ireland because of the
Prime Minister’s hasty dismissal of
Ireland’s border issue. While shirking responsibility is a way around
the controversial “backstop”—an assurance of no hard borders between

Northern Ireland and the Republic
of Ireland—that led Parliament to
reject former Prime Minister Theresa May ’s Brexit proposal in 2018, it
is a cure that is worse than the disease. At its best, Johnson’s proposal
would enable a customs border between the two nations and a return
to the customs officers, delays, and
inconvenience that Brits remember
all too well. Furthermore, even if
Brexit were, against all odds, mildly successful, it would elicit jealousy from other European nations and
potentially spell dissolution for the
European Union. In effect, the 2016
British public that hoped for a winwin Brexit has been handed, after a
series of political fiascos, a Brexit
deal that would hurt both themselves
and the European Union. It is fitting
to say that the original intentions of
the British public have been distorted to serve as blind justification for a
politician’s Brexit—a Brexit that, regardless of political rhetoric, is now
not representative of the “will of the
people.”
The thousands
that marched in
protest of Brexit
on October 19
are the clearest
testament to a
growing
shift
in public opinion. According
to the combined
results of 132
UK polls, 46% of
pollsters believe
the outcome of
the 2016 referendum
was
misguided as of
October 2019,
while 42% still

stand in defense. Perhaps, then, the
next course of action would be a second referendum on whether Britain
should leave or remain—this time,
with a much clearer understanding of
how logistics may play out. Not surprisingly, 49% of pollsters would now
vote “remain” compared to 47% in
support of “leave,” according to the
combined results of 80 UK polls as of
October 2019.
The United Kingdom’s EU membership brings benefits to not just all
parties within the United Kingdom,
but also to the European Union itself. Its attempt to exit, however,
has exposed a myriad of issues that,
beyond dividing the nation, could
bring diplomatic and economic catastrophe. Now, Johnson’s Brexit plan
hangs in limbo as the British public
hangs their heads. The events of the
past months and weeks have proven,
if anything, that remaining in the
European Union is the best course of
action for everyone.

encourage much-needed change
within the EU that could improve
the union to better serve its nation-states.
The European Union can seem
like a huge bureaucratic organization that is not held accountable by
anyone. To simplify, there are four
main legislative bodies of the EU:
the European Council, the Council
of the European Union, the European Commission, and the European Parliament. However, only two
of them— the European Council,
composed of the heads of the member states, and the European Parliament—are directly elected by the
people. Officials in the European
Commission, the main executive
branch, are appointed by the other
legislative bodies. Hence, the European Commission is able to pass
laws that directly affect the UK
without going through the British
Parliament. This leads to a huge
lack of accountability and sovereignty. To put that into perspective,
in the United States, the Executive
and Legislative Branches are held
accountable to the people because
they are directly elected. However,
the European Commission has no
incentive to represent the views of
European citizens as they are indirectly elected and therefore have no

accountability toward any group of
Europeans.
Although the Euro was seen as a
symbol of European prosperity when
it was first implemented, the subjection of 19 vastly different countries — all with different interests
and economies — to one currency is
increasingly problematic today. Take
Greece and Germany for example:
while Greece’s economy is in terrible shape, with a huge debt and an
unemployment rate of about 25% ,
Germany’s economy is thriving. If
they were to have their individual
currencies, they would employ different methods of regulating the
price of the currency to stimulate
their respective economies; however, as they are both under the same
currency, it is impossible to have the
price of the Euro help either country’s economy. To make it easier to
understand, imagine you’re hosting
a large dinner party for a variety of
guests that have their own specific food accommodations and allergies. However, if you are only able
to choose one dish to serve, it will
be almost impossible to accommodate everyone. Similarly, it is almost
impossible for the Euro to accommodate all nineteen countries’ needs
and economies. Brexit could set a
precedent for other EU nations to

leave the union, especially for those
whose economies are not faring
well as a result of the Euro, such as
Greece.
Some have raised the point that
leaving the European Union would
be terrible for the United Kingdom’s
economy. As Britain’s main trading
partner is the EU, Brexit can leave
the UK’s economy in a potential recession. And yes, I agree that the UK
will suffer economically. However, I
believe that its economy along with
the Pound will be able to rebound
stronger than before as they are not
tied to a huge union and are able to
trade more freely with other nations,
such as the United States. Furthermore, in anticipation of the October
31 Brexit deadline, the value of the
British Pound rose sharply, indicating that investors are willing to
bet on a more optimistic outcome
of Brexit. As it currently stands, the
European Union is a huge bureaucracy that cannot be held accountable and whose currency is unable
to serve the member states and their
economies in their best interests.
Brexit, besides giving more autonomy to the UK, can be a catalyst for
reform within the EU with regards
to transparency and the Euro.

THE CASE IN FAVOR OF BREXIT
By Tyler Wei

S

ince the 2016 Brexit referendum, many people have been
fearing that Brexit could be
disastrous for the UK and its economy. However, I argue that it would
be better in the long term if the UK
were to leave the EU and possibly
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Pro-Brexit protestors campaigning in London
as Britain nears the Brexit deadline, January
2019.
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