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Funeral of Qasem Soleimani on Jan 7th, 2020

POTENTIAL OUTCOMES OF U.S. KILLING OF GENERAL
SOLEIMANI AND TENSIONS WITH IRAN

By ELIZABETH CHOU

O

n January 3rd, 2020,
President Trump ordered airstrikes to
the Baghdad International Airport and successfully killed Iranian general
Qasem Soleimani.
Soleimani, loved by
the Iranian people and
hailed as a national hero,
was the head of the Revolutionary Guards’ Quds
Force, an elite unit that
handled Iran’s overseas
operations. In April of
2019, the Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps was
determined as a Foreign
Terrorist Organization by
the U.S, as trump sought
to place pressure on the
Iranian regime.
In defense of the neces-

sity of the airstrike, the
United States Defense
Department stated that
Soleimani was “actively
developing plans to attack American diplomats
and service members in
Iraq,” accused Soleimani
of orchestrating attacks
on American-Iraqi bases,
and previously providing Iraqi insurgents with
bombs which led to the
deaths of many American
soldiers.
The death of Iran’s beloved general led to public outrage towards the
United States and President Trump. In retaliation over their loss, Iran
launched a missile attack
at Iraqi military bases
housing U.S. troops on
January 8th, 2020. How-

ever, Iraq was warned
by Iran about the attack
in advance, and the incident held no casualties.
Despite this, Iran’s supreme leader, Ayatollah
Ali Khamenei told cheering crowds in Tehran that
the attack was a crushing
blow to American forces.
In reality, Iran had most
likely sent these missiles
intending to create an
impression of a fearsome
front more than anything.
The two bases Iran had
chosen to attack were
vast and remote and, had
Iran’s intention been to
kill American soldiers,
there were other bases
with more soldiers that
were easier targets.
However, a recent tweet
from President Trump im-

plies that the retaliatory
attack was expected, and
rather than fight back,
open hostilities between
Iran and the U.S. are subsiding for now. Regional
officials have stated that
the Trump administration
intends to continue pressuring Iran without pushing the region into a new
volatile
confrontation.
Instead of retaliation, senior officers urge Trump
to stand firm, continue
imposing economic sanctions, and wait to see if
European leaders move
to impose United Nations
sanctions for Iran violating a nuclear containment deal.
CONTINUED AS
“U.S. TENSIONS WITH IRAN” ON
PAGE 6

TAIWAN RE-ELECTS TSAI ING-WEN FOR
PRESIDENT, IN DEFIANCE OF BEIJING

By TYLER WEI

O

n January 11, Taiwan
held its presidential
elections in which
the incumbent president,
Tsai Ing-wen, a member
of the nationalist Democratic Progressive Party,
was re-elected. Tsai’s win
against her opponent
Han Kuo-yu, a member
of the opposition Kuomintang (KMT ) party was
predicted, given the circumstances of Beijing’s
pressure campaign and

the stakes involving the
one-China
unification
policy. What was not expected, however, was the
magnitude of her landslide victory: with about
8.2 million votes behind
her, Ms. Tsai received the
most significant number
of votes for a candidate
since 1996. As China is
attempting to widen its
influence abroad, this
election
showed
the
world that the Taiwanese

people reject the idea of
reunification with their
mainland counterparts.
Up until recently, it
was predicted that Ms.
Tsai would not have had
an easy time securing
the presidency after her
party suffered many humiliating defeats in local
elections in 2018. However, focusing her campaign
on defending Taiwan’s
democracy from China’s
authoritarian rule, she

seems to have bounced
back stronger than ever.
Many say that the ongoing Hong Kong protests
may have had a hand in
helping her campaign as
the protests show another city trying to untangle
itself from Chinese jurisdiction.
CONtINUED as “THE TAIWANESE
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS” ON
PAGE 4
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THE TAIWANESE PRESIDENTIAL
ELECTIONS
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FACTS
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BREXIT BILL
UK Due to
Leave EU on
January 31st
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In an unsurprising rebuke of Beijing’s increasing power, Taiwan re-elects Tsai Ing-wen, a politician who is known for standing up
against China.
CONTINUED FROM PAGE I

O

n the other side of the
election was Mr. Han, the
recently elected mayor of
Kaohsiung who based his campaign on the message of opening Taiwanese relations with
China. Widely known for his
fiery rhetoric, appeal to nostalgia, and ability to electrify
crowds, he was once seen as a
formidable opponent for Ms.
Tsai. However, his campaign
faltered as he backed himself
into a corner defending China’s increasingly authoritarian
rule. Furthermore, he lacked
support from a divided Kuomintang party: while the Democratic Progressive Party has
been wholeheartedly behind
Ms. Tsai, the KMT party was not
fully unified as there were di-

vides between the elites and
supporters of Mr. Han.
The United States’ souring relationship with Beijing also affected this election. For one,
the trade war between the
two nations encouraged many
businesses to relocate from
China, increasing the reshoring
of investment in Taiwan. In addition, the rivalry between the
two superpowers has pushed
the US to increasingly favor
Taiwan, exemplified when the
US promised Taiwan $2 billion
of US arms. The United States’
favoritism with Taiwan has
shown them that they have a
real opportunity to distance
themselves from China by embracing the US. Secretary of
State Mike Pompeo even publicly congratulated Ms. Tsai on
her election, stating, “ Taiwan
once again demonstrates the
strength of its robust democratic system.”
Leading up to the election,
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country, two systems” policy. In
an interview with the New York
Times, Allen Hsu, a Taiwanese student studying in Hong
Kong, said that “the so-called
one country, two systems is a
Communist lie… I hope Taiwan
doesn’t share the same fate [as
Hong Kong].”

BUT IN THE
MEANTIME,
TAIWAN HAS
TOLD CHINA VERY
PUBLICLY WHAT
THEY THINK:

STAY
AWAY

Although China has repeatedly offered their hand to Taiwan with the promise of a “one
country, two systems” policy,
this election shows that the
Taiwanese people have soundly rejected such a proposal,
preferring to stay independent. Yet, the results of this
election do not guarantee a
smooth-sailing future for Taiwan. China is expected to step
up its pressure campaign and
will not give up on having Taiwan under its direct influence
— President Xi Jinping has
even said that Chinese unification with Taiwan is “inevitable.”
But in the meantime, Taiwan
has told China very publicly
what they think: stay away.

By LUIS MEDINA
After an official vote from the
British House of Commons, the
United Kingdom will officially
leave the European Union on January 31, 2020. However, Britain
will technically stay in the E.U.
until December 1, 2020. During
this transition period, European
Union rules and purposes will
apply to the UK, and the UK will
have no say in decisions, conventions, or events held by the European Union.
British withdrawal from the European Union, commonly known
as “Brexit,” is a proposal that the
United Kingdom has attempted
to put in place since the people
of Britain voted for it roughly
three and a half years ago. These
efforts were shared by former
Prime Minister of the United
Kingdom, Theresa May, and present Prime Minister of the United
Kingdom, Boris Johnson.
The inability to negotiate an
immense deal that satisfies both
the UK and the European Union
has proven quite difficult and
problematic leaders of both
sides. Not being able to finalize
a deal for Brexit caused Teresa
May to resign from her position
as Prime Minister in June 2019.
Now, after a meeting between
Prime Minister Johnson and E.U.
Commission President Ursula
von der Leyen, it seems that the
U.K. truly is leaving the European
Union with a ten-month transition period. Both parties plan on
negotiating to establish a good
diplomatic and economic relationship, as well as a good future
as allies.

Thursday, January 30, 2020

POLITICS | 3

NO EVO, MORE EVIL: BOLIVIA IN
TURMOIL FOLLOWING
EVO MORALES' RESIGNATION

By FRANK ZHOU

O

n November 10, 2019, a jubilant Bolivian public welcomed the resignation of
its president of 13 years—Socialist leader Evo Morales.
Morales’ resignation came just
weeks after Bolivia’s fraud-ridden October general elections
that, to great public outcry,
awarded the Socialist leader
with an unprecedented fourth
term in office.
Framed by the Bolivian flag
during his televised resignation address, a solemn Morales
urged socialist leaders to “continue with this fight for equality and for peace.” Ironically,
the last weeks of Morales’ time
in office featured not peace or
equality, but literal violence.
For weeks following Morales’
re-election, opposition protesters clashed violently with
Morales’ supporters, who were
backed by the police and military. On November 7, protesters surged and burned the office of Patricia Arce, a Morales
supporter and mayor of a town
in central Bolivia — cutting off
her hair, drenching her in red
paint, and dragging her barefoot through the streets of her
own town.
Many had hoped that the 19
days of brutal protest, dubbed
by Wikipedia as the “2019 Bolivian Political Crisis”, would end
with Morales’ resignation on
November 10. What ended instead was any measure of Bolivia’s political stability. Morales’
departure touched off a series
of resignations from Bolivia’s
vice president and the heads of
the Senate and lower chamber.
Those resignations left Jeanene
Añez, a little-known Senator
and the second vice president
of the senate, next in the line of
succession. Many expected the
interim administration to usher in a controlled transition to
new elections — and hopefully,
for tensions to subside.
Instead, Añez brought further
political instability to Bolivia.
An ardent political opponent of
Morales, Añez championed numerous efforts to reform Bolivia’s domestic and international
image upon her abrupt rise to
power. On November 13, the
Añez administration appointed
an entirely new cabinet that included numerous businessmen
and initially excluded all indigenous peoples, the latter of
which account for an estimated
48% of the Bolivian population.
Among those reappointed include the Top Commander of
the Armed Forces, who pledged
to “guarantee the security of the
constitutional government”, effectively making the military
a secret police of sorts for the

new president. Añez also did
not overlook Morales’ key international allies, Cuba and Venezuela. On November 15, newly-appointed Foreign Minister
Karen Longaric deported 725
Cuban citizens, mostly medical
doctors, over alleged involvement with ongoing protests. On
the same day, Longaric asked all
Venezuelan diplomats to leave
the country and largely cut
ties with the Venezuelan government. Añez also reinstated
diplomatic relations with Israel,
reversing Morales’ 2009 decision to sever relations with the
nation following its 2009 attack
on Gaza. This rapid-fire series of
international reforms thrust Bolivia into dangerous diplomatic
territory and further political
turmoil at home.
But it is Morales’ supporters
who are at the center of perhaps the most controversial
development of all: Añez’s repression of the ongoing unrest
since Morales’ resignation. Indeed, the chaos plaguing Bolivia is hardly just political; it
has come with a death count
of dozens since Morales’ resignation. Much of the violence
stems from a November 14 decree that exempted the military
from criminal responsibility
when “maintaining order”. Since

then, soldiers and police alike
have not held back. A November 15 confrontation between
indigenous Morales supporters and the military in Sacaba,
a town in central Bolivia, killed
nine and injured at least 120. In
an attack on November 20 concerning access to a gas plant in
El Alto, Bolivia’s second-largest
city, police and military killed
eight protestors and wounded
over thirty. Añez’s sanctioning
of the military’s brutal handling
of the protests has raised many
questions concerning human
rights violations. Following the
November 15 clash, UN Human
Rights chief condemned Añez’s
handling of the protests, urging
her to comply with “international norms and standards governing the use of force, and with
full respect for human rights".
Morales himself has also been
in the line of fire. After seeking
asylum in Mexico immediately
following his resignation, Morales maintained that he was
ousted by a coup d’etat (military coup), a view wholeheartedly supported by Mexican
president Andres Manuel Lopez
Obrador. On December 12, Morales was transferred to Argentina, where he currently resides.
Less than a week following his
transfer, Morales’s comments

calling for “armed militias” in
Bolivia to combat Añez’ interim government were met with
great international controversy.
As of January 16, Morales has
retracted those comments, citing his “deepest conviction to
the defense of life and peace.”
Needless to say, that is a narrative that is now far from convincing.
Perhaps the only suggestion
of order lies in the upcoming May elections that will be
a “rerun” of the October 2019
elections that ousted Morales.
Morales’ party, Movement to
Socialism (MAS), has set forth
former Bolivian foreign minister
David Choquehuanca and cocoa
farmer Andronico Rodriguez as
the presidential and vice-presidential tickets, respectively.
Perhaps the elections will bring
a measure of order to Bolivia —
but in the meantime, the storm
brews on.
The country has experienced
unimaginable violence following the departure of its former
president — a violence rooted
in clashing political ideologies
that has caused clashing gun
barrels and the mass loss of human life. In Bolivia, the departure of the former president has
left the nation, metaphorically
and literally, in shambles.
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Morales on November 13, 2019 in Mexico City, three days following his announced resignation on November 10, 2019
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PROTESTS RAIL ON AGAINST FRENCH PRESIDENT
EMMANUEL MACRON'S PENSION REFORMS

BY NEIL SHEN

O

ver the winter holidays,
while the rest of the world
decorated their streets
with festive lights and Christmas garlands, the avenues of
Paris have been filled with banners, riot police, and tear gas. It
has been two months since various protests and strikes against
the French President Emmanuel Macron’s pension reforms
erupted in December, and public sector employees, such as
lawyers, teachers, and hospital
workers, have been on a continuous strike. Railway workers, in
particular, have been on strike
for the longest time since 1968.
On December 5th, over 800,000
protestors took to the streets,
marking a turnout not seen
since the gilets jaunes (yellow
vests) protests in 2018.
Under the proposed reforms,
special pensions for French
public sector workers, which
currently allow them to retire
at the age of 50, will be abolished. Their monthly pensions
will be calculated according to
the same rules as those in the
private sector, which would
mark a noticeable decrease in
their pension. The new system
will allow those with patchy careers to accumulate credit for
every hour worked. High earners will pay extra for the pensions of others. And, although
the minimum legal retirement
age would technically remain

at 62, a new “equilibrium age”
of 64 would be established with
additional incentives to work
beyond that.
The French unions, however,
see these proposals in a different light. The Confédération
Générale du Travail, or the General Confederation of Labour,
rejects the proposed pointsbased system. It accuses Macron, which it calls “a president
of the ultra-rich,” of having destroyed the pension system.
Having organized strikes since
day one of the proposal, it has
refused to return to work until
the government abandons its
plans for reform. Talks between
unions and the government
resumed on January 7th, after
protests continued throughout
December. President Macron
says that he has no intention
of shelving his reform, and the
confederation of labour has
said that it would not accept
any compromise. As such, it’s
hard to see how the protests
would end up.
When and how this conflict is
resolved not only matters to the
commuters who are struggling
to get to work on time amid
the transportation strikes, but
also as the measure by which
Macron’s presidential term will
be evaluated. With only two
years until the next election,
and having only narrowly survived the gilets jaunes protests
against fuel price increases the
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National protest against french pension reform plans on January 9, 2020. Reforms
supported by french president Emmanuel Macron government

year before, Macron has failed
to meet the radical promises
he made during his 2017 campaign, in which he vowed to reshape labor, training, and welfare systems to encourage job
creation and ease mobility.
However, compromise with
the confederation may be the
only option moving forward.
Much of what happens in the
future will depend on the momentum of the protests in the
near future, which is beginning
to show signs of slowing. A
big turnout was expected for a
one-day protest on January 9th,
but participation in the strike
by railway workers has fallen
from 32% on December 6th to
a measly 6% on January 3rd,

and among train drivers from
87% to 31%. Although most
polls show that the majority
of French citizens support the
strikes, a couple have shown
the number slip below 50% on
certain occasions. Yet, despite
these discrepancies, most of
the French are still against the
proposed new system.
Poor communication, conspiracy theories, and hostility
to Mr. Macron means that, even
now, few believe his claim that
he is trying to reform France’s
pension system rather than destroy it. In order for his reforms
to pass, he may first have to
change the way he is received
before turning to policy changes.

US AND CHINA FINALIZE PHASE ONE TRADE DEAL AFTER MONTHS
OF NEGOTIATION
BY CAroline Empey

O

n Wednesday, January 15,
President Trump and Chinese Vice Premier Liu He
signed a “Phase One” trade deal
in Washington. The signing of
this deal followed over eighteen months of an escalating
trade war between the world’s
two largest economies, which
has hurt global markets and
has proven to be detrimental
to the growth of both nations.
The 86-page agreement aims
to arrive at peace in the trade
war and resume US-China economic dialogues. As outlined in
the deal, the US will cut some
tariffs on Chinese goods in exchange for Chinese pledges
to purchase more of American
farm, energy and manufactured goods. China is also obligated to address some U.S.
complaints about intellectual
property practices, and make
a stronger effort to curb both
cyber theft and distribution of
pirated goods. Similarly, China
has agreed to withhold from
pressuring American companies to share technology with
local joint-venture partners,
and to discourage the Chinese

government from supporting
Chinese firms that strategically
compete with US companies in
technology.
Additionally,
China
has
agreed to spend $200 billion on
US goods, in an attempt to close
the trade disparity between the
two countries. Included in the
$200 billion expenditure is $40
billion in agriculture, the majority of which consists of the
purchase of wheat, soy, and
pork, which were among the
US exports most affected by
the trade war. While this has
the potential to benefit the
United States, officials predict
that it will be hard for China to
increase their imports from the
US by so much without subsequently reducing their imports
from other nations, and thus
this may not negatively impact
on China’s total trade balance.
Finally, the phase one trade
deal holds Beijing in a contract
that prevents purposeful currency fluctuation in order to
gain economic advantages. It
is important to note that the
US intends to hold China accountable by requiring Beijing
to present an action plan dealing with its intentions to meet

agreements within thirty days
of it going into effect. President
Xi Jinping of China declared
the deal “good for China, the
U.S. and the whole world,” as it
shows the two counties’ ability
to work together despite their
differences.
As for the United States, the
government is set to lift tariffs on $120 billion in Chinese
products, and reduce tariffs
from 15% to 7.5% for $120 billion of Chinese imports. This reduction is expected to relieve
some Chinese manufacturers,
especially in the toy industry,
that have suffered from US
tariffs. In addition, tariffs that
were scheduled to go into effect on December 15 on nearly
$160 billion worth of Chinese
goods, including cell phones,
laptop computers, toys and
clothing, have been suspended
indefinitely. China’s retaliatory
December 15 tariffs, including
a 25% tariff on US-made autos,
have also been suspended.
Although the deal addresses a narrow range of issues, it
does very little to prevent Chinese hacking of US government
data, a concern of many US authorities. Furthermore, it does

not require the Chinese government to cap state subsidies,
which currently allow Chinese
companies to grow internationally at exponential rates, and
present detrimental effects on
US companies. While administrations say these issues will be
resolved in phase two negotiations of the deal, it is unclear
when this second phase will occur.
Despite the deal being generally well received by many
American business groups and
Chinese media, Craig Allen,
head of the US-China Business
Council, stated that “[t]he work
isn’t done yet. The phase-one
agreement should be swiftly
followed by continued phasetwo negotiations on remaining
issues.”
By addressing topics such as
trade and unlawful cyber sales,
the deal is certainly a step in
the right direction. However,
as it still fails to address many
pressing concerns and it is unclear when the majority of these
concerns will be resolved, it is
crucial for both sides to begin
negotiating for a second phase
as soon as possible.
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JUST THE
FACTS
BY Zoe CHow

“FATHER OF
MODERN
OMAN”,
SULTAN
QABOOS, DIES
AT 79
By WILL SHEEHY
Sultan Qaboos bin Said Al Said,
the leader of Oman for 50 years,
died on Jan. 10 at the age of 79
due to an undisclosed illness,
possibly related to the colon cancer for which he had been treated
for in 2015. As the longest-serving Arab ruler, he elevated the
once isolated and unstable Oman
to a country of modernity with an
influence on the global scene.
Qaboos seized power from his
father with the help of the United Kingdom as a part of the swift
and bloodless 1970 Omani coup
d’état. He immediately proposed
modernization reforms and loosened previously tight restrictions
from his father’s regime. Qaboos’s reforms pushed improvement to infrastructure, education
and health, and the development
of natural resources such as gas.
Under his rule, the Omani economy grew by 1,370 percent in the
1970s and has grown at a more
moderate double-digit rate per
decade since then.
The sultan’s death was reported
by state media in an announcement accompanied by a declaration of a three-day period of
mourning. His family announced
Qaboos’s replacement to be his
cousin, Haitham bin Tariq Al Said.
Bin Tariq is the former Minister
of Heritage and Culture of Oman
and the leader of the Oman Vision 2040 committee, the country’s social and economic development plan. In his first message
to the public, bin Tariq promised
to uphold his cousin’s peaceful approach to foreign policy,
which has opened relationships
with countries such as the United States and Iran. This exchange
of power marks the end of the
peaceful and well-received reign
of Sultan Qaboos, and the start
of the rule of Haitham bin Tariq,
who must guide Oman through
a time of great instability in the
Middle East.

I

VENEZUELA'S ONGOING
POLITICAL CRISIS

n recent years, Venezuela has
been in a state of political and
economic turmoil. Facing a rapidly declining economy, presidential power struggle, and growing
humanitarian crisis, Venezuelan
officials have yet to resolve these
conflicts. The country has been
caught in a crisis for years, backed
by growing political discontent,
shortages of basic necessities,
and hyperinflation. The crisis was
further escalated following the
re-election of President Maduro,
raising much controversy over
the unfair circumstances of the
elections. Many foreign countries
refuse to acknowledge Maduro as the legitimate president,
but rather view Juan Guaido, the
leader of the National Assembly,
as the current president. Both
sides believe themselves to be
the legitimate president, resulting in a bitter political power
struggle which is severely affecting Venezuela’s economy and humanitarian crisis.
The presidential power struggle emerged after Maduro was
re-elected for a second term of
presidency in May 2018, in elections that the National Assembly
saw as rigged and unfair. Many
opposition candidates and lawyers were either barred from running, imprisoned, or had fled the
country in fear of being persecuted.
The National Assembly of Venezuela, most of whom opposed
Maduro, have said that since the
elections were unfair Maduro is a
usurper and is abusing his power.
In articles 233 and 333 of Venezuela’s constitution, it is stated
that when the seat of presidency
is vacant the head of the National Assembly will take over as acting president. Juan Guaido is the
current head of the National Assembly and officially announced
himself acting president on January 23, 2019. Maduro saw this as
a direct challenge to his power,
and the presidential struggle has
been worse ever since.
Nicolas Maduro was first elected
president in April of 2013, shortly
after the death of the former president of Venezuela, Hugo Chavez.
Chavez was Maduro’s mentor, and
Maduro won the election by a
mere1.6 percent of votes. During
his first term in presidency Venezuela’s economy faltered. Although Venezuela’s economy has
been steadily declining over the
years, many people blame president Maduro and former president Hugo Chavez for worsening
the situation. While Maduro does
not have the support of the majority of Venezuelan citizens and
other countries abroad, the government does hold a lot of practical power. Many high ranking
military officials are loyal to the
government, and Maduro continues to reward them for their
loyalty with money. The military
plays a crucial part in this two

way presidential power struggle
as it is the main form of law enforcement, meaning whichever
side controls the military essentially controls the country.
Directly countering Maduro is
the National Assembly, which is
currently headed by Juan Guaido.
The National Assembly is established as an independent organization that helps in passing laws
in the government. However, after Maduro gained power the National Assembly’s influence over
government affairs was significantly weakened due to the creation of the National Constituent
Assembly in 2017. This new organization was made up entirely of
those who were loyal to Maduro,
allowing him to reduce opposing
views and further secure his power over the country. The National
Assembly was successful in advocating support for their campaign
to upseat Maduro, however the
organisation itself does not hold
much power in practical terms.
The National Assembly was further weakened on January 5th
when armed security surrounded
the building and blocked Guaido from entering, to prevent him
from being sworn into a second
term as speaker of the National
Assembly. Instead, government
associated officials elected Luis
Parra to take over. Parra and his
supporters were involved in a
government scandal not too
long ago, and are being backed
by Maduro. Maduro intends to
conquer the National Assembly
by dividing it and establishing
a new pro-government speaker,
eliminating the main opposition
and securing his position as president.

Guaido and his supporters tried
to push past security and enter
the building, but these attempts
were fended off with tear gas.
Eventually, the group moved to
a different location and there
Guaido took the oath for his second term. Parra claims that since
Guaido did not take the oath in
the official location, it was therefore illegitimate. Guaido argues
that since military forces were
obstructing them from entering,
Parra’s oath as speaker is also illegitimate.
While the fight for presidential
power in Venezuela continues,
the country’s economy and livelihood continue to decline at an
alarming rate. If the political crisis is not resolved soon, Venezuela may be forced to face severe
consequences.
In order to prevent Venezuela's
economic and humanitarian crisis
from getting any worse, the ideal
solution would be for both parties to turn their efforts towards
improving the economy. If Maduro were to disband the National Constituent Assembly and return the National Assembly to its
rightful place, the organization
would have more say in making
important government decisions.
However, there is no guarantee
that Maduro would listen to what
the Assembly says even though
they have a lot of power in determining the laws. If Maduro were
to step down from his position as
president, the Venezuelan government may have a chance to
take a more democratic approach
compared to the current one,
providing the opportunity to reduce corruption and potentially
benefit the economy.
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National protest against french pension reform plans on January 9, 2020. Reforms
supported by french president Emmanuel Macron government
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U.S. TENSIONS WITH IRAN
CONTINUED FROM PAGE I

Iran appears to have the same sentiments of avoiding confrontation,
as Javad Zarif, Iran’s Foreign Minister, posted a tweet stating, “we
do not seek escalation or war but
will defend ourselves against any
aggression.” Other Iranian officials
have said that there was no need
for further strikes unless the U.S.
makes the first move and further
escalates the situation.
Although the Iranian government is taking the high road in
terms of avoiding confrontation,
the lack of military response actually plays to their advantage, as the
country is currently preoccupied
with internal problems, including
an increasingly grim economy.
More than one in four young Iranians are jobless, the prices for basic
necessities are skyrocketing, and
inflation has hit 40%. As a result
of tight U.S. sanctions President
Trump reimposed in 2018, Iran
is cut off from the international
market and potential overseas investors. Active hostilities with the
United States would only worsen
the situation, weakening the Iranian currency and further increasing
inflation. Both these factors could
send more Iranian companies into
distress, and cause even more joblessness.
Back in 2015, President Obama
made a deal with the Iranian leadership to remove sanctions in
exchange for the promise to dismantle large sections of its nuclear program. However, President
Trump abandoned the 2015 deal
back in 2018, reimposed these
sanctions, and even made them

more severe. New sanctions announced on June 24th, 2019 cut
off all revenues from Iranian oil
exports, further pressuring the
nation’s leaders and its economy.
With this, President Trump took a
dangerous gamble - the prediction that Iranian leaders would
surrender to American demands
in exchange for economic relief.
As of now, the economic crisis
has resulted in public anger towards the Iranian government
over economic anxiety, joblessness, and corruption. Protests
and public demonstrations of the
people’s anger have even become
violent. On November 15th, 2019,
gasoline prices were declared to
abruptly increase by 50%. In response to the announcement, angry protestors took to the street
and called for an end to the Islamic Republic’s Government. In many
areas, security forces were called
and responded by opening fire on
unarmed protestors. The Islamic
Revolutionary Guards Corps surrounded, shot, and killed at least
40-100 protestors. In total, the casualties resulted in about 180-450
dead.
In the midst of the Iranian public’s criticism of the government,
Trump’s drone strike actually
came in at the right time and relieved the Iranian leadership from
that pressure. Public outrage was
redirected to the United States as
thousands mourned Soleimani,
uniting the Iranians as a people
against a common enemy. Soleimani’s death helped mute complaints about the economy and
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Pakistani Shi'ite Muslims gesture during a protest on January 12th, 2020 against the US
over the death of Iranian Major-General Qassem Soleimani, who was killed in a drone

gave Iranian leadership time and
space to redirect the accusations
and anger.
Despite Iran’s lack of hostilities
at the moment, their leaders may
decide that confrontation with
the U.S. is the only way to maintain power, pressure the U.S. into
lifting sanctions, and quell public
protests and rage. Yassamine Mather, a political economist at the
University of Oxford says that “for
the Iranian government, living in
crisis is good… because you can
blame all the economic problems
on sanctions, or on the foreign
threat of war. In the last couple of
years, Iran has looked for adventures as a way of diverting attention from economic problems.” For
now, U.S. and Iran relations have
not yet escalated, but both nations are on their toes.

In addition to this, the American-Iran tensions prove to be
something to celebrate for the IS
(Islamic State group). Soleimani’s
death was followed by a ten-day
pause of the American-Iraqi coalition, and Iraq passed a motion
demanding American withdrawal. However, most importantly,
two of the IS militants' enemies
are now fighting one another. In
this situation, the IS militants are
briefly removed from the focus of
both Iran and the U.S.. In addition
to that, Jihadist extremists thrive
when they can take advantage of
the chaos. If America and Iran indeed go to war and each end up
exhausting their military and resources, this may provide an important opportunity for the IS militias to take the upper hand.

ANIMOSITY IN AFRICA: AL-SHABAAB ATTACK ON AMERICAN
MILITARY BASE IN KENYA
gressed, these courts fulfilled services in healthcare, education, and
n the early morning darkness of
acted as police. The majority MusSunday, January 5th, the East
lim population largely approved
African terrorist organization
of their effectiveness in hindering
Al-Shabaab launched an attack on
the drug trade and, in 1999, four
a joint US-Kenyan military base.
major courts formed a coalition as
Fewer than twenty Al-Shabaab
a way to bolster their influence.
militants were involved in the atA militia called the Islamic Courts
tack; out of these, four were killed
Union was raised to protect the inand five were arrested by Ameriterests of these courts. In response
can authorities. One US serviceto the growing power of the
men and two contractors died,
courts, secular warlords who had
two more Americans were sericonsiderable influence in Southern Somalia ceased in-fighting
and formed their own coalition,
called the Alliance for the Restoration of Peace and Counter-Terrorism to combat the ICU. During
the early 2000s, ICU forces clashed
with the warlords in the streets
of major cities. For years, both
groups claimed control of the capital city of Mogadishu. However, in
2006, the ICU finally pushed the
warlords into hiding, opening the
Mogadishu International Airport
airport for the first time in eleven
years and largely ridding the city’s
port of pirates, where it had previously been a pirate safe haven.
Towards the end of 2006, Ethiopian troops gained control of
SHUTTERSTOCK.COM
most of ICU territory, winning deKenyan soldier carrying a baby to safety after a violent protest. Al-Shabaab has long been
cisive battles in December, muticausing trouble for hundreds of people living in Eastern Africa.
lating what had been the premier
BY JAKE DIADAMO

I

ously injured. The fighting lasted
under two hours before the assailants were forced to retreat, having
failed to enter the complex. This
attack marked the first time AlShabaab has attacked American
military personnel in Kenya.
Al-Shabaab’s roots trace back
to 1991 when the Somali government collapsed. The power vacuum that emerged was quickly
filled by Sharia courts that took on
a level of previously unprecedented influence. As the decade pro-

power broker in the country not
six months earlier. As the official
leadership receded into hiding,
militant factions of the ICU splintered off, one being Al-Shabaab.
Formerly considered a militant
wing of the ICU, Al-Shabaab has
been classified as a terrorist organization since 2008. The group
has close ties with Al-Qaeda, having pledged allegiance to them in
2012. Despite this, the relationship between the groups has been
turbulent due to ideological disagreements between senior members of both organizations.
Al-Shabaab has attempted to
capitalize on Somalia’s weak central government over the last thirteen years to varying degrees of
success, mostly through actions of
isolated terrorism in densely populated areas. In 2011, Al-Shabaab
soldiers controlled parts of Mogadishu as well as Kismayo, an important port. This was the most
powerful the organization had
been since the battles of 2006.
This did not last, however, as Kenyan troops forced them out of
these cities later that year, and the
group has not been able to reach a
similar level of power since then.
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JUST THE
FACTS
EX-NISSAN
CHIEF CARLOS
GHOSN FLEES
FROM JAPAN
TO LEBANON

This act of intervention prompted
the organization to begin launching attacks in Kenya, where there
have been 150 since 2011.
Although the ICU and Al-Shabaab
were long accused of having links
to Al-Qaeda, Al-Shabaab’s transition from a militia participating in
an African civil war to full-blown
fundamentalist terrorist organization, frequently initiating unprovoked acts of mass-murder against
civilians has prompted ever-increasing foreign intervention, most
notably from the United States.
The US has spent half a billion dollars funding soldiers from the African Union to fight Al-Shabaab.

The circumstances under which
Mr. Ghosn has fled Japan are still
unclear to authorities. He strongly maintained his innocence and
was on bail, under close watch by
officials. Yet, Mr. Ghosn was able
to leave the country and, as noted
by Lebanese newspaper Al-Joumhouriya, arrived in Lebanon on a
private jet with his wife. Being a
citizen of Lebanon, where he is
legally protected from extradition, Mr. Ghosn has avoided his
2020 trial in Japan and garnered
the public support of the Lebanese. Shortly after Mr. Ghosn
was arrested in November 2018,
a billboard in the city expressed
aid for the imprisoned executive:
“We are all Carlos Ghosn,” it read.
Interpol issued a Red Notice, a
non-binding request to law enforcement agencies worldwide
that they locate and arrest the
fugitive Carlos Ghosn. Turkey has
made several arrests afterward as
investigation into how he passed
through their country. Mr. Ghosn,
however, still has many politicians defending his back; he had
close ties to senior politicians
and business stakes in many Lebanese companies. Lebanon continues to stand with Ghosn by
repeatedly calling for his release
and stating Ghosn entered the
country with a legal passport.
Lebanon has not yet received
an official extradition request or
treaty from Japan.

ganization, especially because the
base in Kenya is considered a vital
front in the war against terrorism.
Referring to the three Americans
who died in the attack, Army General Stephen Townsend stated: “As
we honor their sacrifice, let’s also
harden our resolve, we remain committed to preventing Al-Shabaab
from maintaining a safe haven to
plan deadly attacks.” With a large
foreign presence, it’s hard to imagine Al-Shabaab will ever rule over
large amounts of territory again.
Hopefully, their ability to terrorize
innocent people will soon seem
equally implausible.

REGIONAL FOCUS

By ESHWAR VENKATASWAMY
Carlos Ghosn, former chairman
of Nissan, has been facing charges
in Japan for underreporting his
compensation and using company funds for personal expenses.
On December 30, 2019, he fled
the country and took refuge in
Lebanon, where he became considered a folk hero by escaping
injustice and political persecution. According to the New York
Times, he later confirmed in a
statement that he would “no longer be held hostage by a rigged
Japanese justice system where
guilt is presumed, discrimination is rampant, and basic human
rights are denied.”

Additionally, the US has launched
drone strikes against Al-Shabaab
to devastating effect, in 2014 killing the organization’s leader, and
killing more than 150 soldiers in
2016. American efforts have increased since 2016 when soldiers
killed at least two hundred African
Union peacekeepers at a Kenyan
military base. The Pentagon stated
their main objective is to minimize
Al-Shabaab’s ability to further destabilize the Horn of Africa and to
harm American allies.
Despite relative silence from
Washington, it can be expected
that this will only lead to a further
increase in strikes against the or-

ONE COUNTRY, ONE SYSTEM?: THE
POLITICS OF THE HONG KONG
BY ADELINE ALLEN

L

et’s start 2020 with a new resolution, to restore order and harmony in society. So we can begin again, together.” These are the
words of Carrie Lam, Hong Kong’s
chief executive, spoken in an address on New Year’s Eve. Hong Kong
has been enthralled in protests
since June 2019, with recent clashes between protestors and police
becoming more and more violent.
In June, protestors demanded the
revocation of an extradition bill that
would allow prisoners to be deported to mainland China; possibly creating an opportunity for people to
be prosecuted over political alignment and allowing Beijing to further
SHUTTERSTOCK.COM
its control over HK. The mission of
protestors evolved to five demands: Hongkongers march in Sha Tin against Hong Kong's extradition bill, unprecedented
withdraw the extradition bill in its violence by riot police pepper sprayed protesters.
entirety, investigate police brutality,
withdraw the protests’ classification the political state of Hong Kong. of the Chief Executive by univeras “riots”, release protestors who The lack of true universal suffrage sal suffrage.” Ambiguity within this
were arrested, and enact universal means that the leaders of HK are statement by not specifying a deadsuffrage. The first demand has al- not decided via public election, but line for a popular vote election does
ready been met with the withdrawal rather by a 1,200 person election not aid in releasing tensions.
Increasing mainland influence of
of the extradition bill, and the fol- committee composed of carefully-screened
members
from
different
HK
media has also caused residents
lowing three speaking to retaliation
professions,
religious
sectors,
and
concern.
Sino United Publishing, a
by HK’s leadership and police force.
political
groups.
Jessie
Yeung
of
CNN
supposedly
Chinese government
The final demand for universal sufdescribed
the
election
committee
as
owned
company,
for example, holds
frage reflects the protestors pro-de“…dominated
by
pro-establishment,
“as
much
as
70
percent
of the local
mocracy stance, as HK’s semi-autonpro-Beijing
voters”.
As
such,
there
is
market”,
coinciding
with
cryptic disomous “one country, two systems”
a
large
divide
in
the
political
alignappearances
of
media
executives
political structure is not a full dement
of
residents,
with
pan-demand
others.
Alleged
police
brutality
mocracy.
ocrats
and
pro-establishment
facduring
protests
have
also
deepened
“One Country, Two Systems” was
instated in 1997 with a 50-year guar- tions. The former seeks mutually strain in Hong Kong with accusaantee, as a part of Hong Kong’s han- beneficial reform moving towards tions of unprovoked beatings, as
dover to China. The system dictated increased democracy, and the latter, well as extreme use of tear gas, wathat, while the territory was techni- which often holds the majority of ter cannons, and rubber bullets.
A key determiner of the outcome
cally returning to China as part of influence, are supporters of Beijing.
Supporting
a
more
democractic
sysof
the situation in HK is the response
one country, Hong Kong would have
tem
are
student
activists
who
beof
both HK’s government and the
a high level of autonomy under the
came
involved
in
the
political
scene
PRC.
Carrie Lam noted that the situaBasic Law, the territory’s “de-facto”
after
the
2014
protests,
who
have
tion
was
"caused by the deficiencies
constitution.
also
created
political
groups
such
as
of
the
(Hong
Kong) government",
As for the general public, Hong
Youngspiration,
Hong
Kong
Indigebut
police
still
classify
and condemn
Kongers seem to support the continnous,
and
Demosisto.
the
protests
as
riots.
Lam
warned, "[i]
uation of the dichotomous system;
Additionally,
all
reform
of
the
pof
there
is
any
wishful
thinking
that
according to the Council on Foreign
litical
system
must
be
approved
by
escalating
violence
the
[Hong
Relations, “…just 11 percent of people in 2017 supported or strongly by the National People’s Congress Kong] government will yield to pressupported the idea of an indepen- of the People’s Republic of China sure to satisfy protesters' so-called
dent Hong Kong after 2047.” In June (PRC). Limitations on the election demands, I'm making this clear that
2019, however, amidst the begin- system were evident in 2017’s chief will not happen.” Her sentiment was
ning of the extradition bill protests, executive race with potential can- reinforced by remarks given by Chi72 percent of Hong Kongers indicat- didates being initially assessed by na’s president Xi Jingping, who said
ed dissatisfaction with the govern- Beijing’s “nominating committee”. that Beijing has an “unwavering dement of HK and the current political Hong Kong’s Basic Law states in Ar- termination to safeguard national
ticle 45 Section 1 of Chapter 4 that sovereignty, security, and developenvironment.
Key to the build up of tension is “[t]he ultimate aim is the selection ment interests.”
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WELL MR. PRESIDENT, WHAT'S NEXT?

Apparently, the definition for the word “imminent” is up in the air...not unlike your presidency.
By Monika Cepeda

O

n January
3, the Trump administration
settled on a unique way to
ring in the New Year—with the assassination of General Qassem
Soleimani: a man widely regarded
as the second most powerful figure
in Iran. It was a reckless and worrisome exercise of power by the US
President that made apparent not
only his disregard for the psyche of
a global citizenry, but also for the
fragility of military affairs in the
Middle East.
One thing worries me most about
how this assassination was handled
by Mr. Trump: the lack of transparency about the decision-making process. When confronted by the media
about his reasoning for authorizing
the attack, Trump and his administration refrained from supplying the
American people with concrete evidence that supported their initial
claim that there was an imminent
threat to American lives. What does
it mean when our increasingly powerful executive branch cannot be
honest with the very citizens who
realize the democracy at the heart
of our nation? Furthermore, its insistence on a story full of holes begs
the question: why not just come
clean?
Let me be clear: the issue here is
not the death of General Soleimani.
Soleimani had long fought to spread
Shiite and Iranian supremacy across
the Middle East and was also re-

sponsible for numerous attacks on
American bases in Iraq, killing hundreds of soldiers. No one outside of
the regime weeps for the death of
an internationally recognized terrorist responsible for the deaths of
innumerable innocents in the name
of furthering an oppressive agenda.
The issue here is that Trump’s penchant to keep crucial relevant matters that would directly affect the
lives of millions under wraps for no
good reason leads to an unrestricted
use of government resources (paid
for by taxpayers.) With the power to
neutralize a supposed threat comes
great responsibility, the president
could, at the very least, show some
respect to the democracy—to the
people—that put him in power.
Following news of Gen. Soleimani’s death, Mr. Trump made a public statement in which he claimed
that he took action to stop a war,
not start one. Apparently, his intentions were to react in defense
to “imminent threats,” the existence
for which we have yet to see any
actual proof. Is there a war somewhere that our president failed to
mention? I checked, there isn’t. The
media seemed to react with whiplash to the many contradictory details of the story being released by
the White House over the following
week. Then, in what could only have
been in anticipation of the media
getting hold of irrefutable evidence
that pointed a certain way, the
president posted on Twitter that “it

doesn’t really matter” whether the
threat was imminent or not. Um…
yes, it does.
Were the threats actually imminent, they would be impending,
ready to befall at any point. Were
the threats actually imminent, killing Soleimani would have proved a
futile effort in stopping attacks on
Americans because, by definition,
the threat would be past the point
of stopping! If anything, there existed a good chance that this imperious attempt at asserting dominance
over a trigger-happy regime would
backfire and encourage an act of retaliation leading to a world war no
one wants to live through, fight in,
or pay for.
So forget the legal justifications
for a second and think about the
repercussions that have followed
the decisions of the man who currently sits in the Oval Office. Did he
really not foresee the million different ways this could backfire? In the
wake of the strike, the world has
seen international leaders scramble to keep the boiling antagonistic
sentiments from playing out on a
war field. The effort notwithstanding, the Iranian military was so on
edge following the airstrike that it
mistook a Ukrainian passenger jet
for an American missile, causing
the death of 176 innocent human
beings. The many efforts to mediate between nations have not been
enough to keep the Iranian parliament from beginning a process that

would push out foreign troops, one
in a series of decisions that seem
directly aimed at the United States’
recent act of violence. Embarrassingly, Mr. Trump faces the possibility of having tossed out the window
decades' worth of controversial effort that has gone into maintaining
peace in the Middle East, leaving
Iraq at the mercy of ISIS and a power-hungry—and now angry—Iran.
Sorry, Mr. President, but your nine
iron isn’t going to get you out of
this one.

FRANK ZHOU

EXAMINING THE MAINSTREAM SPOTLIGHT ON AUSTRALIAN BUSHFIRES

By EMMA JING

O

ver the past few weeks, the
mainstream media’s attention on the bushfires that
are rampaging across every state
in Australia brings awareness to
the devastating issue and asks for
public empathy in the form of donations.
Celebrities and politicians alike
have donated massive amounts of
money towards relief support. Influencers, under the scrutiny of the
public eye, tweet out the various
amounts of money they have donated. It begs the question, however,
how much of a celebrity’s philanthropy is out of the goodness of their
hearts, and how much is for positive
publicity? Spreading awareness is an
important tool that could remarkably help any global issue through
increased contributions, but significant celebrity support only seems
to appear for mainstream issues like
the Australian bushfires or the Notre
Dame fire.
The fires have been worsened
by natural causes, with record high
temperatures and especially dry
weather. Climate change has been
the active agent drastically increasing the intensity and damage of natural disasters, despite the refusal of
acknowledgment by conservative
politicians. The fires have been starting earlier and spreading faster by
the year, bringing more evidence of
the reality of climate change.
Fundraising and activism for the
fires have taken Hollywood by storm.

Many high-profile celebrities are attempting to quell the flames and are
using their platforms to urge others
to do so as well. Beauty mogul Kylie
Jenner donated 1 million dollars to
relief efforts while Melbourne native
Chris Hemsworth donated 500,000.
Surely, one of the world’s richest
men could also spare the amount of
money he makes in minutes, millions
by the way, to help save lives in Australia. But, Jeff Bezos, and others in
his position, love to prove they are
not one for generosity. Public reaction from the internet has become
a major influence over celebrities,
attacking celebrities that hold back
from enacting positive social change.
Consequently, some actions from celebrities feel more like a preventative
measure against cancel culture than
a genuine act of goodness.
Climate change proved to be a
central theme during the Golden
Globes on January 5th, as a variety
of speeches spoke about the deeper
issue of much needed policy change
about global warming. Actor Russell
Crowe outlined a simple plan to start
addressing the issue, saying “We
need to act based on science, move
our global workforce to renewable
energy, and respect our planet for
the unique and amazing place it is.”
Crowe’s words are an example of a
substantial call for change by Hollywood that is informative to the public.
Demonstrations have been organized throughout the nation, especially within Australia’s youth, calling for more recognition of climate

change’s role in the bushfires, due
to the fact that the acres burned in
2019 alone equaled the total number
of acres burned in New South Wales
for the past fifteen years. However,
some conservative news outlets in
Australia perpetuated an antagonization of the left and spread exaggerated narratives, present in a popular article by The Australian, of how
much arson played a role in the fires.
Their goal was to diminish blame on
conservative leaders in Australia by
diverting the public attention from
climate change.
Although donations to help the
Australian bushfires are vastly important in helping to stop this environmental crisis, my question lies
elsewhere: why do causes like these

tend to be more supported and gather more attention from the media? Is
it because it looks better on an influencer’s Instagram feed or an easier
cause to promote? Or is it because
more people have ties to highly media-covered issues like these? Maybe
topics like the Australian bushfires
are just easier to talk about at family
dinner. Not that the attention going
towards the Australian bushfires isn’t
valid, but so many other issues are
left unheard about that are just as
pressing as these fires. Thousands of
Chinese-Muslims are being tortured
in concentration camps, yet most
Americans aren’t even aware. Issues
like those also deserve a place in our
feeds.

ZOE CHOW

