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ormer Vice President Joe Biden, the
Democratic presidential candidate, is
the projected winner of the 2020 presidential election and stands to be inaugurated on January 20, 2021 as the 46th president of the United States, defeating Donald
Trump. Vice President-Elect Kamala Harris, daughter of Jamaican and Indian immigrants, will make history as the nation’s first
female vice president.
With a record-breaking voter turnout, and
an increase in the proportion of mail-in ballots, the 2020 presidential election is distinct from those of the past. Though Trump
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won Florida, Iowa, Ohio, and Texas, Biden
narrowed Trump’s path to reelection by flipping five key battleground states Trump
won in 2016: Arizona, Georgia, Michigan,
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. In the aftermath of election day, the Trump campaign
has filed lawsuits in states where the race
was extremely close. Demographic changes,
such as Trump’s improved showing among
Latino and Black voters in comparison to
2016, point at shifts in each party’s voting
coalition and an America in transition.
Regarding the race for Congress, in the
Senate, the Republican Party has 50 seats

and the Democratic Party has 48 seats. In
the House of Representatives, the Democratic Party holds the majority with 218
seats in comparison to the Republican Party ’s 202.
To document this pivotal moment, 
T he
Revere Volume V. No. 3 contains an “Election” section with a combination of analysis and opinion articles. 
T he Revere will
continue to follow the election and publish
more election-related content on our website (the-revere.com) and social media, as
well as in subsequent editions.
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THE UNITED STATES PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
PROCESS
The number of electors allocated to each state depends
he American presidential on the population of said state.
election is a meticulous For example, Wyoming has one
process involving many electoral vote for roughly every
critical steps. Prior to the na- 200,000 voters, while California
tionwide general election, pres- has one electoral vote for about
idential primaries are held to every 720,000 voters. Simply,
decide on the major political the number of electors equals
parties’ nominees. According to the state’s total number of U.S.
Article II, Section I of the United States Constitution, a presi- Senators and House of Repredential candidate must be a nat- sentative members. The 23rd
ural born citizen of the United Amendment assigns three elecStates, a resident for 14 years, tors to the District of Columand at minimum 35 years of age. bia. A majority (270) of electorEvery four years, the president al votes is required to win the
of the United States is elected
through a two-step system.
First, on Election Day, voters
cast their ballots in each state.
The candidate who wins the
statewide popular vote receives
the state’s electoral votes. Forty-eight states and the District
of Columbia are “all or nothing,”
meaning that the winning party
takes all of the state’s electoral votes. Maine and Nebraska
allow for a split allocation of
their electors votes. Second, the
538 representatives, or electors,
in turn officially cast their vote
for president on the first Monday after the second Wednesday in December. Most often
the candidate who receives the
most electoral votes, thereby
winning the “Electoral College,”
becomes President. It is possible
for a President to lose the popular vote but win the Electoral
College and thus the election,
as evidenced by the 1824, 1876,
1888, 2000, and 2016 presidential elections.

By Glen Cahilly

T

presidency. If neither candidate
achieves a majority, the House
of Representatives elects the
president; each state delegation
has one vote. The Senate elects
the vice president; each senator
has one vote.
An added complication to this
process is when electors do not
uphold their pledge to their
party. These “faithless electors”
cast their vote for someone other than the candidate who won
their state’s popular vote. In the
2016 presidential election, there
were 10 faithless electors—8 of

which defected from Democratic
candidate Hillary Clinton, and
2 from Republican candidate
Donald Trump. Those electors
voted for other members of their
respective parties such as Bernie
Sanders and Ron Paul. However, their actions had no drastic
effect on the final outcome, and
Trump won with 304 electoral
votes whereas Clinton had 227.
33 states require electors to vote
for a pledged candidate, and
penalties include monetary fines
and prison time.

www.270towin.com
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wing states have been pivotal in recent elections. It
is often that one, or multiEditor in Chief:
Publisher: ple, of these states becomes the
deciding factor in who becomes
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the outcome of the election, or
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While individual states began
to influence election outcomes
as far back as the Civil War era,
the term ‘swing state’ wasn’t used
until the 1936 election, when
states in the West were hotly
contested. Later that century,
political party polarization and
straight-ticket voting became
more prevalent in many states.
This resulted in states becoming
more aligned with a specific party, according to Time magazine.
According to Pew Research, in
the past 20 years, the parties
became more ideologically opposed, influencing state voting
patterns. Those moderates who
remained became key in deciding the outcomes of states which
had a relatively equal proportion
of Republicans and Democrats.
The importance of the urban
versus rural divide also plays an

important role in swing states,
as rural voters have swung to
the right and urban voters to
the left. Suburbs remain a battleground, where the ideological
distribution is relatively equal.
That begs the question: What
are the swing states of today?
The states currently characterized as swing states are Arizona,
Florida, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. Depending
on the occasion, New Hampshire
and North Carolina could be
added to the list. Donald Trump
won Arizona, Florida, Michigan,
Pennsylvania, North Carolina,
and Wisconsin in 2016. However, Trump’s margin of victory
in most of these states was quite
narrow. Therefore, both Trump
and Democratic nominee Joe
Biden view securing those states
as a paramount concern in their
election bid.
CONtINUED on PAGE 3
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efore November 3rd, polls
showed that neither candidate had a clear edge in
Florida. For instance, the Real
Clear Politics average of national polls gave Biden a 1% lead.
Though the Biden campaign focused on appealing to Hispanic
voters, Trump’s categorization of
Biden as a ‘socialist ’ potentially
contributed to his gain among
Cuban and Venezuelan voters
living in Florida. The Biden
campaign responded with ads
depicting Trump as a dictator.
Biden’s campaign sought to negatively depict Trump’s management of COVID-19 to win over
the elderly population, the demographic the virus disproportionately affects. Both campaigns
made use of get-out-to-vote
strategies, with Trump trying to
gain more lower-income white
voters. The result was very much
in favor of Trump, with a 3%
margin of victory in the state.
Cuban-Americans in particular,
along with other Latinos from
socialist nations, swung strongly towards Trump. Not only did
Trump perform well in the state,
but many other contested seats
in Florida were won by Republicans, leading some, such as The
New York Times, to question
whether Florida is still a swing
state.
Wisconsin and Michigan,
both states in the Upper Midwest, went to Trump in 2016,
surprising many analysts and
poll predictions. In 2016, however, Trump’s margins of victory
were small. He won Wisconsin
by 20,000 votes. Biden sought to

win over white moderates with
his rather centrist past and distancing from excessively progressive ideas. It was believed that
this would be well-received in a
moderate state like Wisconsin.
In Michigan, black voters who
didn’t participate in the 2016
election were encouraged to vote
for Biden, under the impression
that they could help push Democrats over the edge in the state.
Door-to-door campaigning was
another big part of the Democratic strategy. COVID-19 also
became one of Biden’s tactics to
discredit Trump in these states.
In Kenosha, where a Black Lives
Matter protest received national attention, Trump saw an opportunity to reaffirm his commitment to maintaining law and
order. Biden used it as a way
to rebuff calls to end systemic racism. Trump criticized the
COVID-19 restrictions put in
place by Gretchen Whitmer, the
governor of Michigan. However, many analysts believe this is
unlikely to sway moderates in
Trump’s favor. Biden managed
to pull out a win in both states,
showing his strategies of appealing to moderates was overall successful, though the win in
Wisconsin was quite narrow.
While many may not have expected it, the traditionally conservative state of Arizona is considered to be a swing state this
year. There are a few main factors
driving this change. First, urban
areas in the state are leaning towards Biden by a much greater
margin than to Hillary in 2016.
While Biden did lose support in
the suburbs, it is believed that

2020 election voters adhere to COVID-19 guidelines, including distancing and masking.

the urban areas will bring him a
greater amount of votes. Changing demographics is also helping
Biden. Younger voters in urban
areas have increased in greater
numbers since 2016 in Arizona.
The increase is driven in part by
a growing job market and cheaper housing cost. Most of these
younger voters are believed to be
mostly Democratic. Lastly, the
Biden campaign believed that
it could mobilize Latino voters
to go to the polls. The Latino
population of Arizona has also
increased rapidly in the recent
past. Biden appears to have a
strong lead in the state as of Friday, but with a large number of
ballots waiting to be counted,
the margins could become narrower.
Similarly to Arizona, North
Carolina was a state not entirely expected to have such a small
polling margin. A greater number of African American voters
and a general shift in demographics in the Democrat ’s favor
have helped Biden’s position in
the state. The Biden campaign
put a particular focus on issues
facing African Americans in the
state, such as financial opportunities, systemic racism, and a
lack of affordable education opportunities. In addition, Democrats spent far more on advertising in North Carolina than
Trump. Trump mainly continued
his strategy of mobilizing white,
non-college-educated voters. He
spent a great deal of time visiting the state and hosting rallies, something Trump frequently does. While Biden may have
been able to influence many
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African Americans in the state,
Trump was able to get people
out to vote, and is poised to win
the state by a comfortable margin.
Last, but certainly not least, is
Pennsylvania. Non-college educated white voters, especially
those in rural areas, helped push
Trump to victory in 2016. How-

grace wang

ever, Biden aimed to win over
this group. With Biden living
in Scranton, Pennsylvania until age 10, his roots in the state
have helped him to gain authenticity, legitimacy, and favor
among many. Democrats also
spent millions of dollars on ads
in the state, while Biden held
rallies and events all across the
state. His appeal to moderates
and lower-class white voters is
believed to help push him over
the edge in the state, as Hillary
was unable to fully connect with
this demographic. Meanwhile,
Trump continued to hold campaign rallies in rural and suburban areas. This was part of
an attempt to retain white voters, but he was losing ground
in the Philadelphia area. While
Trump appeared to be winning
on Election Day, mail-in ballots and other forms of voting
have helped push Biden ahead,
though only by a small margin.
With only a fraction of votes left
to be tallied, Biden seems likely
to pull off a win.
While both candidates have
campaigned relentlessly in these
states, and spent millions on ads,
it seems Biden has racked up
the majority of electoral votes in
swing states. His appeal to working-class voters and moderates
has helped him in the Northern and rural states. Meanwhile,
changing demographics and a
renewed effort to increase voters
has helped him in the South and
Mid-Atlantic. While the results
are not yet set in stone, it seems
that these swing states have
once again flipped in a majority,
representing a major shift from
2016.
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THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE TAX PLANS OF
JOE BIDEN AND DONALD TRUMP
BY DANIEL WAHEED

I

n political elections, a candidate’s tax policies are an integral part of their pitch for
office. Each candidate’s tax plan
is important to understand, as
they determine how much taxpayers will pay and where that
money will go. The U.S. presidential race is no exception. For
months, presidential candidates
Joe Biden and President Donald
J. Trump have clashed over their
tax plans, and particularly their
implications for the American
people. It is easy to get lost in
the rambling found in presidential debates and press conferences, so here is a concise breakdown of the key points of Biden
and Trump’s tax plans.
Regarding the total amount
of money taxpayers will have to
pay, Joe Biden’s tax plan would
generate $3.35 trillion and $4
trillion from taxpayers over ten
years. Though this number may
sound like a drastic escalation
from the current amount, only
the wealthiest of Americans
would pay the burden. While the
definition of wealth is subjective,
Joe Biden defines tax-worthy
wealth as an income exceeding
$400,000 annually. People who
fall into this category, specifically people who live in California,
New Jersey, and New York City,
could face income tax rates of
more than 60%. The general effective tax rate on the top 1% of
Americans would increase from
26.8% to 39.8%. The increase
in tax revenue would be used to
fund the plans under a Joe Biden
administration.
Little is known about the taxation prospects under a second
Donald Trump presidency; Donald Trump and his administration have been vague about answering this question. However,
in the past, Trump has tended to
cut taxes and is a firm believer
in tax cut ’s economic benefits. In
fact, in the first year of Trump’s
presidency, taxpayers paid almost
$64 billion less in income taxes. Howard Gleckman, a senior
fellow at the Tax Policy Center,
puts it simply: “Trump is basi-

zoe chow

cally saying ‘ We’re going to cut
your taxes,’ and not telling anybody how.”Although the Trump
administration has yet to offer
specific numbers regarding the
tax cut plans, it has been made
clear that they are considering a
tax cut for middle-income families.
In political elections, a candidate’s tax policies are an integral
part of their pitch for office. Each
candidate’s tax plan is important
to understand, as they determine how much taxpayers will
pay and where that money will
go. The U.S. presidential race is
no exception. For months, presidential candidates Joe Biden and
President Donald J. Trump have
clashed over their tax plans, and
particularly their implications
for the American people. It is
easy to get lost in the rambling
found in presidential debates
and press conferences, so here is
a concise break-down of the key
points of Biden and Trump’s tax
plans.
Regarding the total amount of
money taxpayers will have to
pay, Joe Biden’s tax plan would
generate $3.35 trillion and $4
trillion from taxpayers over ten
years. Though this number may
sound like a drastic escalation
from the current amount, only
the wealthiest of Americans
would pay the burden.
While the definition of wealth
is subjective, Joe Biden defines
tax-worthy wealth as an income
exceeding $400,000 annually.
People who fall into this category, specifically people who live in
California, New Jersey, and New
York City, could face income tax
rates of more than 60%. The general effective tax rate on the top
1% of Americans would increase
from 26.8% to 39.8%. The increase in tax revenue would be
used to fund the plans under a
Joe Biden administration.
Little is known about the taxation prospects under a second
Donald Trump presidency; Donald Trump and his administration have been vague about answering this question. However,
in the past, Trump has tended to
cut taxes and is a firm believer
in tax cut ’s economic benefits. In

fact, in the first year of Trump’s
presidency, taxpayers paid almost
$64 billion less in income taxes. Howard Gleckman, a senior
fellow at the Tax Policy Center,
puts it simply: “ Trump is basically saying ‘ We’re going to cut
your taxes,’ and not telling anybody how.”Although the Trump
administration has yet to offer
specific numbers regarding the
tax cut plans, it has been made
clear that they are considering a
tax cut for middle-income families.
Under a second term of Donald Trump, it is slightly unclear
where exactly tax dollars would
go; however, the Trump Administration has proposed two campaign tax plans centered on jobs
and ending reliance on China.
Trump proposes an unspecified
tax cut to boost take-home pay
and an unspecified “Made in
America” tax credit. Additionally, he proposes to expand Opportunity Zones, a program created
under the TCJA to spur investment in economically distressed
census tracts by providing capital gains tax relief for individuals and businesses investing
in qualified opportunity zones.
According to the Tax Foundation, these three proposals are
grouped with other policies that
are intended to create jobs. The
second policy consists of an unspecified tax credit for companies and allowing 100 percent
expensing for certain industries
(pharmaceuticals and robotics)
that bring manufacturing back
to the United States.
One of the most important
aspects to consider is the longterm implications of tax plans.
For the tax revenue under Joe
Biden, these taxes, as estimated by the Tax Foundation, could
“have a negative effect on the
U.S. economy, reducing long-run
G.D.P. by 1.62 percent.” However Biden pitches a tax plan as
a way to fund a growth-boosting
stimulus, especially important
in the COVID-19 context. On
the contrary, Moody ’s Investor

elizabeth chou

Service has predicted that if Mr.
Biden wins and Democrats control both the House and Senate,
G.D.P. would be 4.5 percent larger at the end of 2024 than under
current policies, with gains from
stimulus spending outweighing
drag from tax increases. Thus,
these two estimates are just estimates- projections of the possibility of a particular tax plan.
On the other hand, assessing
the long-term impacts of the
Trump tax plan is just a matter
of assessing his tax cut ’s efficiency, which have been the primary
apparatus of his plan of economic growth. Though Trump’s tax
cuts were originally criticized
for a possible increase in deficit
and decrease in federal revenue,
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act resulted in a 3.5 percent increase
in the U.S. economy, according
to the Commerce Department in
the third quarter of 2018. Further, the average income tax on
middle-class families reduced by
roughly 2%, and taxes paid by
corporations decreased by 28%
in 2018. While Trump’s general plan is to decrease taxes, the
tax cuts are increasing the federal deficit at a slow rate for
both middle-class families and
corporations. The last time the
U.S. had a surplus was in 2001.
Ever since then, the deficit has
increased, decreased, increased
again, and then skyrocketed to
roughly $3.2 trillion during the
COVID-19 crisis. Thus, this
time may not be ideal for tax
cuts.
Overall, Joe Biden has a concise plan detailing his taxation
policy and what it entails for the
American people. For Donald
Trump, his tax plan for a possible second term remains unclear,
but a general idea of potential
policy can be determined when
looking at the actions that have
been taken over the past four
years. Both Biden and Trump
have tax plans aimed at stimulating economic growth but simply have different approaches in
doing so.
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TRACING PRESIDENT-ELECT JOE
BIDEN’S POLITICAL CAREER:
FROM SCRANTON TO
WASHINGTON
NOVEMBER 1942
Born in blue-collar city of
Scranton in northeast Pennsylvania,
the oldest of four children.

NOVEMBER 1972
Wins an upset victory in Delaware Senate
election, defeating Republican Senator J.
Caleb Boggs to become the fifth-youngest U.S. Senator elected in the nation’s
history. His campaign is organized mostly
by family members, with his sister Valerie
Biden serving as campaign manager. He
went on to win re-election in 1978, 1984,
1990, 1996, and 2002.

JANUARY 1990

Proposes the bill that becomes the
Violence Against Women Act (VAWA)
that was signed into law by President Bill
Clinton in 1994. Biden has called the law
the piece of legislation he is the “proudest” of from his period as a Senator.
Credited with contributing to the drop
in the rate of intimate-partner violence
from 64% from 1993 to 2010, VAWA
established legal pathways to protect
women, including federal prosecution of
domestic violence and increased incentives for states to mandate the arrest of
abusers.

zoe chow

JUNE 1965

JOEBIDEN.COM

Graduates from the University of Delaware with a bachelor’s degree in political
science and history and enrolls in Syracuse Univesity law school.

AP PHOTO

NOVEMBER 2012
Obama and Biden defeat Mitt
Romney and Paul Ryan to win
reelection.

Though he enters the 1988 presidential
race for the Democratic nominee, he
drops out of the race on September 24
following a plagiarism scandal and false
claims about graduating in the top half
of his law school and marching in the
civil rights movement.

MELISSA DAMASCENO

SEPTEMBER 1994
Though he enters the 1988 presidential
race for the Democratic nominee, he
drops out of the race on September 24
following a plagiarism scandal and false
claims about graduating in the top half
of his law school and marching in the
civil rights movement.

NOVEMBER 2008
Is elected vice president of the
United States.

JANUARY 2017
Obama presents Biden with the
Presidential Medal of Freedom, the
nation’s highest civilian honor.

APRIL 2019
Announces through a campaign video released on social media his decision to run
for the presidency for the third time. He
enters the 2020 presidential race framing
the election as a “battle for the soul of the
nation.

NOVEMBER 2020

French schoolteacher Samuel Paty was beheaded earlier last month
by an Islamic extremist after showing caricatures of the Prophet
Muhammed to his students. Mr. Paty, who shared the images from
the French satirical newspaper Charlie Hebdo in early October, had
asked students to leave the classroom before he presented the images if they so wished. The killing prompted responses from the
French government denouncing Islamic terrorism and emphasizing
the importance of upholding the freedom of expression. The French
government raised its national security alert to the highest level and
placed additional security at places of worship and schools.
After a record number of new infections across much of Europe,
many countries have reinstated lockdown procedures to combat the
second wave of COVID-19. The list of countries includes France,
England, Italy, and Germany. Blaming negligent behavior during
the summer, national health officials urged citizens to stay home.
Many of these inhabitants, however, are growing increasingly weary
of lockdown restrictions.

JUNE 1987

AUGUST 2008
Named Barack Obama’s
vice-presidential running mate.

JUST THE FACTS:
WORLD NEWS

NEW YORK TIMES

Article 112 of the Norwegian Constitution states that all persons
are guaranteed the right to a healthy, natural environment and that
the right should be safeguarded for future generations. In the “case
of the century,” according to Norwegian news outlets, environmental
groups such as Greenpeace and Nature and Youth Norway are urging
the court to block Arctic oil and gas drilling, which comprise over
half of the country ’s exports. The lawsuit also cites how the Norwegian government has failed to uphold its commitment to slash greenhouse gas emissions per the 2015 Paris climate agreement.
Joshua Wong of Hong Kong and Akkarasorn Opilan of Thailand
have united under the Asian activist “Milk Tea Alliance” in hopes of
supporting young Thai protesters. Both Wong and Opilan have used
Twitter to connect with others in the Milk Tea Alliance in hopes of
spreading the news of what is happening in their cities. The protesters feel a sense of unity, as both citizens of both Thailand and Hong
Kong are fighting for general equality and power of the people.
Miland Soman, an Indian actor and model, was charged for sharing
a nude photo on his Instagram on Wednesday. While he received
many supportive comments, the Goa Suraksha Manch political party
complained that Soman’s post had tainted their reputation by engaging in “public obscenity.” Goa has previously complained that the
actor has only used the political party ’s status for publicity and has
done nothing to positively promote the party. This is not the first
time Soman has been charged on such accounts, and it is not uncommon for police to intervene in public figures’ personal and social
lives.
The United Arab Emirates (UAE) Government has moved to repeal a law that enabled lenient sentences for the murder of women by
family members. Human rights groups have celebrated the repeal as a
move to protect the thousands of women killed annually for allegedly
dishonoring their families and an indication of the nation’s renewed
commitment to women’s rights. The repeal comes as the latest in
a series of the UAE government ’s attempts to overhaul its Islamic
laws.
Ethiopian fighter jets bombed the northern Tigray province amid
claims that the Tigray People’s Liberation Front had attacked federal military sites and stole weaponry, according to Prime Minister
Abiy Ahmed. The military offensive has lent credence to fears of a
civil war, as the unrest increases the tension between the province
and central government that arose since Tigray made the unilateral
decision to hold parliamentary elections in September against Abiy ’s
orders.

AUGUST 2020
Names Kamala Harris as his
running mate.

Following the November 3
election date, CNN projects Joe
Biden to be elected as the 46th
president of the United States.
AP PHOTO

Tropical Storm Eta reached Guatemalan shores on November 7,
four days after making landfall in Nicaragua as a Category 4 hurricane. Officials estimate that storm-related landslides and flooding
in Guatemala have killed at least 125, adding to mounting death
tolls across Central America. As rescue teams tend to the dead
and displaced, Tropical Storm Eta is projected to gain strength as it
makes landfall in Cuba and South Florida.
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YOUTH-LED PROTESTS IN NIGERIA CALL
FOR DISBANDMENT OF SARS POLICE FORCE

shutterstock.com

BY Michael Hlavaty

as a force dedicated to the inveshants of “Enough is tigation, arresting, and prosecuenough” swelled as thou- tion of those involved in violent
sands of passionate young crimes such as armed robbery
Nigerians took to the streets of and kidnapping. SARS officers’
Lagos since the beginning of main job was monitoring radio
October in response to a wide- communications and facilitating
ly circulated video over social an effective arrest of criminals
media that showed unprovoked and armed robbers, all while opSpecial Anti Robbery Squad erating in plain clothes and vehi(SARS) officers in Ughelli, a
town in the Delta state, killing cles and without arms in public
a man. Further demonstrations to avoid recognition by the army.
against the police brutality and Eventually, the conflict between
violence inflicted by SARS were the Nigerian police force and the
incited when soldiers opened army was resolved, and the offifire on protesters on October 20. cial police duties resumed in LaThough President Muhamma- gos. Around the same time, the
du Buhari agreed on October 12 SARS unit was officially comto disband SARS, this was the missioned in Lagos and became
fourth time in four years he had one of the 14 units in the Force
promised to do so. Unsatisfied Criminal Investigation and Inwith the government ’s response, telligence Department.
the protests have taken on larger
The SARS unit was operating
significance as a critique against
in
all 36 states of the Nigerian
the country ’s corruption and
federation
by 2002. With the insuppression of public dissent.
creased
authority,
the unit began
The recent demonstrations
are manifestations of long-held setting up roadblocks, extorting
public anger against the police money from citizens, and carryunit. In September 1992, po- ing arms in public. Over time,
lice officers killed Colonel Rid- the unit has been implicated in
am of the Nigerian Army at a many events of human rights
checkpoint in Lagos, prompting abuses, including torture, unarmy soldiers to be dispatched lawful detention and extortion,
throughout the streets of Lagos arbitrary arrests, and extrajudito hunt down police officers for cial killings. Between 2017 and
investigation. In response, the 2020, Amnesty International
police withdrew from check- documented over 80 cases of popoints, security areas, and other lice brutality in Nigeria, many
points of interest for criminals. of which SARS allegedly comThis allowed the crime rate to mitted. Their report published
grow rapidly. SARS formed to in June 2020 said those in SARS
fill the power vacuum, serving custody were “subjected to a

C

Youth groups protest to end the SARS police force throughout the cities of Nigeria.

variety of methods of torture
including hanging, mock execution, punching and kicking,
beating, burning with cigarettes,
waterboarding, near-asphyxiation with plastic bags, forcing
detainees to assume stressful
bodily positions and sexual violence.”
The protestors have now begun using social media and the
hashtag #EndSARS to share
visuals of police brutality and
raise their concerns on a global scale. Protestors call for the
immediate release of all arrested protesters and justice for all
deceased victims of brutality by
accompanying compensation for
their families. They also insisted
on a thorough investigation and
prosecution of police misconduct
reports, including a full psychological evaluation and retraining of disbanded SARS officers
before they can be redeployed.
Prominent celebrities, including
Kanye West, Jack Dorsey, Rihana, and Hillary Clinton, have
expressed their support for the
movement. Solidarity protests
in Germany, the United Kingdom, the United States, and
more have arisen, with analysts
drawing comparisons between
the protests that erupted in the
United States following the killing of George Floyd. With over
half of Nigeria’s population under the age of 19, according to
The New York Times, the police
brutality protests have likewise

been driven by the younger generations.
According to the New York
Times, Judd Devermont, director of the Africa Program at the
Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington,
discerned a critical distinction
between the Nigerian and United States protests, as rather than
aiming to defund the police, the
demonstrators are advocating
for increased resource allocation
to improve policing.
“They are saying police brutality cannot stand, and at the
same time they ’re saying the police are underfunded and poorly equipped. This is a systemic
problem—to get a better Nigeria, we need better police,” said
Devermont.
With only 39 percent of Nigerians satisfied with how the
country ’s democracy is functioning, according to a Pew Research Center survey, and the
greatest number of people living
in extreme poverty in the world,
the protestors are vocalizing
their grievances over corruption,
the stagnant economy, and the
government ’s failed pandemic
response.
With the #EndSARS protests
forming the largest anti-government movement to sweep Nigeria in recent years, there is a
platform for the new generation
to call for extensive socio-economic change.

saturday, NOVEMBER 14, 2020

ECONOMY | 7

ECONOMY

STATE OF EUROPEAN ECONOMIES AMIDST A
COVID-19 RESURGENCE

BY Emma Jing

S

pirits are down in Europe
this week. As winter approaches, the continent has
seen another wave of new coronavirus cases, even surpassing
records from the spring in some
countries. The spikes in recorded cases come as COVID-19
limitations have relaxed, and
partial reopenings have enabled
a breakdown of social distancing
restrictions. Due to the recent
outbreaks, Europe—notably the
United Kingdom, France, and
Germany—has plunged into
round two of lockdowns. The
strict isolation is taking a toll
on many Europeans as “pandemic fatigue” looms large. But does
this jeopardize Europe’s economic recovery?
Top economists say yes. Expectations for a full economic
revival have become a “summer
memory” for most European
countries. After lockdowns were
lifted in July, European economies experienced rapid resurgence because of commercial
reopenings and signs of an optimistic economic revival. But
with the rapid resurgence of
coronavirus in the continent,
economists’ hopes of a V-shaped
economic recovery have been
all but quashed. The European Central Bank’s chief economist projected that the euro
currency might not experience
a full recovery until 2022, and
that COVID-19 will be incredibly detrimental with countries
dependent on tourism. Hopes
have given way to the promise of

economic decline and a second
round of stifling shutdowns.
In the United Kingdom, the
influx of coronavirus cases has
been particularly detrimental.
The U.K. now has a total of 1.17
million cases and is averaging
about 23,287 new cases per day.
Increased
government-sponsored testing and more relaxed
holiday restrictions and travel
have only exasperated this steep
rise in cases. British prime minister Boris Johnson announced
that a new four-week stay-athome order is set to begin on
Thursday, November 5. The recent lockdown remains strict but
slightly less restrictive than those
in the spring. The lockdown order allows people to leave their
homes only for essential purposes like going to school or buying
groceries. Residents are expecting cold weather to add to the
isolation. Britain’s economy will
likely take a big hit from this
shutdown; the European Commission predicts that its economy will contract by about 10.3%
in 2020, followed by a growth of
just 3.3% and 2.1% in 2021 and
2022, respectively.
After the imposition of these
coronavirus lockdown measures,
the U.K. is scrambling to act fast,
before winter sets in, to remedy
the economic repercussions. The
British government and the Bank
of England have joined hands in
supporting the British people:
the central bank increased its
monetary stimulus by 150 bil-

lion pounds ($195 billion), and
the government extended its
salary support program through
March. This was welcome news
by employers and employees hurt
by dwindling consumer demand.

as French president Emmanuel
Macron instated a second nationwide lockdown that extends
into early December. Like the
U.K., this lockdown will allow
the continuation of essential ac-

Expectations for a full
economic revival have
become a "summer memory"
for most European countries.
The Job Retention Scheme, the
government-sponsored furlough
program that ensures the government will pay 80% of peoples’ wages that are unemployed,
has been extended from its original expiration date of October
to March. These economic buttresses are expected to buoy the
economy in the short-term, but
they are not expected to repair
long-term damages to the economy.
Meanwhile, France is subject
to a similar pandemic plight.
The French government reported a record-breaking 31,000 average new daily cases, adding to
a total of 1.66 million coronavirus cases in France overall. The
nation faces severe economic
downturn threats and strained
support for quarantine measures

Tables and chairs piled up in the window of a closed Parisian restaurant, as the city braces for another lockdown.
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tivities. Figures say that the new
lockdown will overshadow the
summer’s temporary economic
revival, estimating a €60 billion
loss for every month of total
lockdown. To prevent further
damage to their GDP, French
lawmakers moved to pass a new
€100 billion package in addition
to the €500 billion in aid instated under the previous lockdown.
Germany ’s coronavirus situation is also similar to their
French and British neighbors.
As of last week, the government reported an average of
17,068 new cases per day, which
is unprecedented for the country, whose total case count has
now climbed to 654,000. This
led German Chancellor Angela Merkel to announce a partial-lockdown last week to decrease
hospitalizations
and
preserve hospital capacity. There
are plans of protests across Germany in the coming weeks by
concerned German citizens
against this “de-facto” shutdown. The European Commission expects Germany ’s GDP to
fall about 5.6% this year. Other
countries like Spain are looking
to drop by about 12.4%. These
projections pose most countries
in Europe in a difficult position
heading into a brutal winter.
The current state of Europe
does not bode well for the United
States. As the U.S. has remained
about three weeks behind Europe in COVID-19 conditions,
trajectories, and response, U.S.
officials caution that a coming
spike in cases will force the U.S.
into similar shelter-in-place
measures, with economic devastation sure to follow. However,
with the strides European governments are taking to support
their economies, experts are
hopeful for an eventual turnaround against the virus in both
continents.
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CHINESE COMMUNISM: A SAGA OF
EVOLUTION AND HISTORY

By Frank Zhou

S

tanding before a crowd
of 300,000 in Tiananmen
square, Chinese Communist
leader Mao Zedong declared the
founding of the People’s Republic of China on October 1,
1949. Today, seven decades later,
that founding creed has evolved
into a “Chinese Communism”
that has transformed the nation
from a war-ravaged wasteland to
an increasingly dominant political, economic, and diplomatic
force. This first installment of
the “Chinese Communism” series will examine those seven decades—the saga of political and
historical struggle that backdrops modern-day China.
The Chinese who rallied before
Mao in October 1949, bearing
celebratory banners and chanting patriotic verse, represented
a populace scarred by decades
of World and Civil War. The
everyday Chinaman welcomed
Mao’s words as a declaration of
national rebirth and a promise
of ideological, cultural, and economic advancement. Mao’s philosophy, which championed the
people’s equality and collective
prosperity, seemed to align with
such national sentiments.
But Mao’s tenure (1949-1976)
would only produce more scars
as the nation’s first decades spiraled into turmoil. Less than a
year after Mao’s 1949 proclamation, China-backed North
Korean forces entered the Korean War (1950-1953) against
US-backed South-Korean forces. Though the war ended in an
impasse, Chinese party officials
deemed it a swaggering show
of the Chinese people’s resolve
against a technologically superior US military. Yet, between
propaganda and praise, Mao
began to pursue a rapid industrial modernization to eradicate China’s technological deficiencies. In 1958, such efforts
culminated in The Great Leap
Forward (1958-1961): communist leaders urged the nation to
“surpass Britain and rival America” in steel production for military equipment use. As Chinese
communities turned full-time to
erecting backyard furnaces and
melting pots, pans, and other essentials to fulfill national quotas, crops and fields were left to
spoil. Local communist officials,
pressured to maintain the guise
of prosperity, collected nonexistent crop surpluses and inflated
reports of agricultural and steel

SUMMARY: Perhaps a vestige of the Red Scare of the 1950’s, the Chinese Communist ideology continues to generate political and social stigma beyond the country’s borders. From “a communist liberation”
from pre-1949 social turmoil to a 21st-century communism driven by a near-capitalist economy, Chinese
communism and domestic and international opinions towards it have evolved substantially. This series
will 1) recount the evolution of communism in China, 2) describe and analyze communist attitudes and
platitudes within the Chinese mainland, and 3) identify international portrayals and distortions that
deserve further attention and inquiry.

production. Official projections
soared as the quality of life
plummeted. Strapped for food
and lacking everyday essentials,
communities filled cart after
cart with scrap metal—and were
rewarded with empty stomachs.
In just three years, 36 million
Chinese would starve in the
Great Chinese Famine (19591961); the Great Leap Forward
fizzled to an end in the 1960s,
leaving party leadership with an
impoverished and starved Chinese populace.
Throughout the 1960s, growing numbers of destitute Chinese fueled public hatred towards the bourgeoisie and elite.
Mao rallied the Communist
Party behind this hatred: in
1966, communist rhetoric shifted to champion the Cultural
Revolution (1966-1976), which
denounced capitalist ideology
and all but the penniless proletariat. The bourgeois was labeled
as capitalists at odds with China’s vision of communist prosperity—countless were paraded
through the streets, demeaned
by proletariat crowds, and often
beaten to death in broad daylight. Between 1966 and 1968,
the Red Guards, fervent youth
followers of Maoist ideology,
ransacked the homes and offices
of capitalists, scholars, and party
officials, seeking evidence of anti-communist inclinations. Any
remnant of the pre-1949 “old
society ” was deemed incriminating; suspected anti-communists
were tortured and often murdered for everything from antique jewelry to Confucian texts.
What began as a movement
against capitalism extended to
a loathing for traditional arts
and scholarship and the wanton
destruction of cultural property.
The Red Guards took sledgehammers to irreplaceable religious artifacts, pillaged libraries and universities, and all but
quashed academic and creative
output as scholars and students
were exiled to the countryside for
ideological “cleansing.” Under
the omnipresent threat of public persecution, family members
were driven to report each other’s “anti-revolutionary crimes”
to communist authorities—effectively a death sentence for the
reported—in attempts to reduce
personal punishment. Defamed
and
disheartened, countless
who were not killed were driv-

en to suicide. Under the guise of
strengthening communist ideology, Mao rid the Party of potential dissenters and strengthened
his stranglehold on the Party at
the expense of centuries of cultural heritage and millions of
lives. Only upon Mao’s death in
1976 did the Chinese Communist Party emerge from the Cultural Revolution—with a crippled populace and blood on its
hands.
The wounded nation found
a healer in former Communist
leader Deng Xiaoping, a party official who was persecuted
during the Cultural Revolution
but returned to power following
Mao’s death. Under Deng, both
Party and nation turned towards
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Tiananmen Square, where Mao Zedong
declared the founding of the People’s Republic
of China in 1949.

economic and political reform—
what Deng termed “socialism
with Chinese characteristics.”
The 1970s and 1980s brought a
dramatic flourishing of economic and ideological freedom as
the nation experimented with an
economy driven by private companies and foreign investment.
Continued lip-service to the
Party’s communist ideology—a
remnant of the nation’s Maoera roots—accompanied the
emergence of critical discourse
surrounding the nation’s developmental trajectory; a previous
death-grip on public rhetoric
gave way to the diversification
of literary, cinematographic,
and artistic output. The Chinese Communist Party of 1985
bore a remarkable resemblance
to a pseudo-capitalist creature
hiding under a communist hide;
freedoms of thought and expression enjoyed unprecedented
heights.
Yet, in June 1989, less than fif-

teen years into Deng’s tenure, the
Tiananmen Massacre plunged
the nation back into ideological restraint. On June 4, 1989,
students calling for the further
rollback of censorship and expansion of freedom of speech
were met with tanks and martial law in Tiananmen square,
where Mao declared the nation’s
founding less than four decades
earlier. Estimates of massacre
casualties ranged from 200 to
10,000, an ambiguity that attests
to the immediate tightening of
ideological rhetoric that followed the June 4 events. To this
day, the massacre remains taboo
in mainland China; 1989 marked
the decisive end of the Chinese
Communist Party ’s experiments
with unregulated speech. The
rhetoric surrounding ideological
reform deflated as economic reform boomed—Deng continued
to champion free-market policies well into the 1990s as the
nation saw steady increases to
its overall quality of life.
The twenty-first century has
seen the Chinese Chinese Party redouble its efforts to maintain a pseudo-capitalist economic framework alongside a
Deng-era “socialism with Chinese characteristics.” Yet, as the
Chinese economy booms—the
nation has retained the world’s
second-largest economy since
2010—the country strays further from its founding ideals of
collective equality. Indeed, since
President Xi Jinping’s rise to
power in 2012, the nation has
only leaned into the income inequality and capitalist penchants
that appalled Mao and the 1949
Communist Party. Xi, whose
family was persecuted during
the Cultural Revolution, nonetheless presents himself as an
ardent admirer of Mao, though
his political undertakings have
largely run antithetical to the
nation’s first president. Seven
decades after Mao declared the
founding of the Peoples’ Republic of China, the republic’s
political philosophy bears little resemblance to his founding vision. Indeed, the “Chinese
Communism” has evolved into a
unique amalgam that is a product of its tumultuous history;
the upcoming installments will
explore domestic and international manifestations of that
amalgam.
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THE ROOT OF THE ECONOMIC CRISIS
IN GREECE, AND WHY 35 YEARS LATER
THE COUNTRY IS STILL IN DEBT WITH
NO END IN SIGHT

f you were to ask the average
person their opinion on the
current state of the Greek
economy, their response most
likely would not be positive.
Over the past ten years, Greece
has steadily fallen into an increasing amount of debt and has
come to be known as a nation
with a high economic dependence on other countries. Why
is this the case? Political corruption, coupled with the spending
boom of 2001-2007 and the recession of 2008, pushed Greece
down a rabbit hole with little
chance of escape. The country
has essentially tied itself in debt
for the next 50 years, hindering
any progress that may have otherwise occurred.
Greece joined the European
Economic Community on January 1, 1989. At the time of their
entrance, their debt to GDP
ratio, comparing the country’s
public debt to its gross domestic
product, was only 28%. Furthermore, their budget deficit was
less than 3% of its total GDP,
making Greece an economically stable nation. However, 1981
was the last year Greece held this
economic status. Shortly after
Greece’s entrance to the EEC in
1981, the Panhellenic Socialist
Movement Party (PASOK) rose
to power. PASOK was founded
in 1874, only seven years before
Greece’s entry. The young party was still figuring itself out as
it rose to power, which to some
degree, contributed to the overwhelmingly negative effect it
had on Greece. The Panhellenic
Socialist Movement Party, determined to keep control of the
Greek government, made unrealistic promises to Greek voters
to ensure their vote. One of PASOK’s main selling points as a
party was their extravagant and
unsustainable welfare policies,
which directly led to the demise
of Greek economic stability.
Once PASOK made these
promises to the Greek people,
they were forced to uphold them
to secure the citizens’ continual
support. Instead of encouraging business employees to earn
higher salaries based on merit,
as the country previously had,
the Greek government raised
salaries for workers in the public sector every year regardless
of how an employee performed.
Additionally, pensions became
so large that most men could retire by the age of 58, and women
could retire as early as 50. While
these new measures seemed attractive, the Greek economy
could not support the extreme
level of handouts required for the
welfare plans. With both paid

vacation leave and overwhelmingly large pensions, the desire
for many to work as hard as they
used to quickly diminished. Essentially, the Greek government
bred a dependent, unmotivated
generation of workers who relied
on an economy that could not
support itself, let alone its people. Speaking on the crisis that
originated in the 1980s, Stavros
Dimopoulos, a 23-year-old university student, told CNBC in
2019, “I still think the crisis exists. It ’s more than in one field
now, [it ’s] not only [a] financial
crisis, but it ’s a crisis of our values […] I don’t think it ’s better
now […] it is really a stressful
period for Greece,” Workers who
were used to working hard for
their salaries suddenly no longer
had to perform to the level they
once did, as they now were guaranteed the same pay no matter
the quality or productivity they
put into their workday. Just as
suddenly as the new salaries were
put in place, the Greek economy
collapsed during the 2007 global
economic crisis, forcing workers
to work even harder than they
had before the welfare “improvements.” This was the foundation
for the economic crisis in Greece
for the next 30 plus years.
In 1999, the European Union
introduced the Euro, with 11
countries adopting it as their
national currency. While Greece
was a EU member, the country
could not adopt the Euro because
it failed to meet the EU’s fiscal
standards. Greece did not have
the required inflation level of
below 1.5%. Instead, their inflation level sat at 2.64%. Furthermore, the country no longer attained its previous debt to GDP

ratio, which the EU required to
be under 60%. Greece also failed
to keep its budget deficit below 3%. When Greece joined
the Eurozone 2 years later in
2001, they did so immorally,
faking their financial data to
appear to meet the EU standards. While other members
of the Eurozone have also
been recorded misrepresenting
their finances to adopt the Euro,
Greece extended their lies the
furthest.
In an attempt to put money
back into the government, Greece
limited daily bank withdrawals.
As a result, the Greek economy
entered an overall increase in
credit and debit spending. This
heightened Greek spending between 2001 and 2007, and money began to trickle back into
the Greek economy. However,
just when the country ’s finances
seemed to be getting back on the
right track, Greece hosted the
Olympic games in 2004. Unfortunately, this cost the country 9
billion Euros, which their economy could not support, forcing
them back into debt. As a result,
Greece was forced to borrow
money from more stable economies, leading to a rising budget deficit of 6.1% and a debt to
GDP ratio of 110.6%. In only 23
years, Greece’s debt to GDP ratio rose by 295%.
The global financial crisis hit
in 2007, dragging Greece even
further down their never-ending hole of debt. In 2010, after
multiple governments in Greece
borrowed more than the country’s capacity, international investors refused to finance the
Greek government any longer.

Workers march in a strike against the Greek government, called by Greek Labor Unions.

SUMMARY:
Opposing parties desire
to control Greek politics in the 1980s has left
Greece in a never-ending
cycle of debt.

By Caroline Empey
They sold their Greek bonds to
distance themselves from Greek
turmoil. In 2011, Greece’s economy shrunk by 9.1%. In the decade following, multiple bailout plans have been enacted on
Greece; however, they have yet
to have had any major effect on
the state of the Greek debt crisis.
Essentially, what started as
a political ploy for office has
turned into one of the most
devastating debt crises in history. European authorities and
private investors have loaned almost 320 billion Euros to Greece
since 2010, only 41.6 billion of
which have been paid off. Greece
is expected to still be paying its
debts back past 2060. While
minor improvements have been
made to middle and lower-class
lives, it simply is not enough.
Dimopoulos told CNBC, “we
love our city, we love our weather, we love the Greek people,
but we are scared and afraid in a
way, because the situation is not
that good.” The situation is not
good at all. Young Greeks continue to leave the country, while
older Greeks are left to salvage
their lives within the Mediterranean nation. The situation is
grim, and there does not seem to
be a foreseeable end to the turmoil.
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HEALTHCARE IN THE
AGE OF COVID-19

T

here have been close to
50,000,0000
coronavirus cases in the world. Of
those, the U.S. has accounted
for close to 10,000,000 cases. In
recent days, more than 100,000
Americans have tested positive daily. In states like Illinois,
Texas, Florida, California, and
Michigan, that number’s been
more than 6,000. More than
240,000 Americans have died as
a result of the coronavirus. For
comparison, the country with
the world’s second-highest case
total, India, has seen less than
8,500,000 cases and 130,000
deaths. The U.S. has a population of a little over 330,000,000.
India has a population of more
than 1,380,000,000.
The race for a vaccine is still
ongoing, but doctors and nurses
have found themselves without
personal protective equipment
(PPE). Hospitals, lacking ventilators and beds, have had to
send patients home. Vulnerable Americans, unemployed and
without medical insurance, have
struggled to access treatment.
The pandemic has exposed flaws
and inequities within the U.S.
healthcare system. This article will examine specific government shortcomings that occurred as well as current Trump
administration policy responses
to the pandemic.
Critics of the Trump administration have decried officials for
acting too slowly in response to

outbreaks. They’ve found problems with both past budget allocations and more recent economic relief policies. Indeed, the
Trump administration disbanded the Pandemic Response Team
in 2018. In addition, in March
2020, the Strategic National
Stockpile only possessed 16,000
ventilators. A myriad of Trump
administration budget cuts and
departmental
reorganizations
had put the U.S. in an unfortunate position to face the coronavirus pandemic.
In mid-November 2019, the
first COVID-19 case emerged in
China’s Hubei province. According to the Washington Post, as
early as January 2020, the Trump
administration began receiving daily intelligence briefings
about the novel coronavirus. For
the most part, though, Trump
administration officials had
tried to tell the American public
not to worry about the coronavirus pandemic. On January 21st,
the U.S. detected its first case
of COVID-19 in Washington
State. The day after, President
Trump said, “ We have it totally under control. It ’s one person
coming in from China, and we
have it under control. It ’s going
to be just fine.”
The Secretary of Health and
Human Services (HHS) declared a public emergency on
January 31st. Still, Center for

Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) Manufacturing
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SUMMARY:
The Trump Administration created and is now
trying to rectify a public health crisis.

Disease Control (CDC) guidelines had seemed at odds with
advice from the rest of the world
and too lenient. Americans had
been encouraged to wash their
hands but not wear masks until
later. Officials also ventured into
public without masks. Americans were encouraged to continue “business as usual,” while
European nations went into
lockdown. When state-wide
lockdowns were implemented,
many politicians pushed for early re-openings. All this could
have contributed to nonchalant
public attitudes. All this could
have contributed to outbreaks.
Cases spiked in Washington State and New York as the
coronavirus made its way across
the nation. On March 26th, the
U.S. hit 1,000 reported deaths.
Just over ten days later, on April
6th, that death toll had risen to
10,000. On April 15th, 25,000.
The coronavirus spread like rapid fire. So did fake news. Trump
personally took and supported taking hydroxychloroquine,
an anti-malarial drug. In trials,
patients taking hydroxychloroquine died faster. He also suggested “injecting” disinfectant
to combat lung damage from
coronavirus. Prior to testing
positive and staying at Walter
Reed National Military Medical
Center, the President frequently
compared the coronavirus to the
flu from January to October. He
said things like the coronavirus
is “nothing to worry about.”
On March 27th, Congress created bailout legislation by signing the Coronavirus Aid, Relief,
Economic Security (CARES)
Act. The policies offered targeted aid to big businesses as
opposed to marginalized communities, though. Under the
CARES Act, Congress approved
$50 billion in loans and grants
for the airline industry. This occurred as studies confirmed the
pandemic had disproportionately impacted Black, Native American, Latinx, rural, and low-in-

By Amber Ting
come communities. Around
August, the average American
received a $1,200 stimulus check
but had little else going into
savings. On average, a trip to the
doctor’s office costs a little over
$1,600. Coronavirus testing was
free, but many Americans had
to pay out of pocket for various
other medical examinations, including symptom-related flu or
blood tests. Medical costs were
higher for more than 8.5% of
the U.S. population with 27.5
million people lacking access to
health insurance. Many avoided
visiting hospitals for fear of incurring financial costs.
The Trump administration has
continued to fund vaccine research. The FDA has just opened
up private meetings, broadcasting conversations between vaccine advisory group members.
Trump’s Democratic opponent
in the 2020 Presidential elections, former Vice President and
President-elect Joe Biden, has
supported healthcare insurance
for things including but not
limited to coronavirus vaccines.
Both candidates promised to
improve America’s healthcare
system—a hot button issue for
the 2020 voter. Along with the
economy, healthcare was one
of the most important voter issues in the months leading up
to November. As record numbers of voters turned out to vote
for 2020, millions of Americans
knew that healthcare was on the
ballot.
It remains to be seen how
the U.S. healthcare system will
change following the discovery
of a vaccine under the Biden administration. In future articles,
I’ ll examine whether or not any
specific policies can make up for
shortcomings or fix medical system flaws.

EDITOR’S NOTE
This November, America witnessed an election cycle in which political polarization dominated nationwide discourse. Though
major television networks and media companies including CNN, ABC News, CBS News, NBC News, and Fox News, all called
the race for former Vice President Joe Biden and running mate Senator Kamala Harris, tensions remain high, with allegations
of voter fraud perpetuating further investigation. According to the 2020 State of the Academy, 93.3% of conser vative students
at Andover reported having felt the need to censor themselves due to their political learning, in comparison to 38.6% of liberal students. During this deeply divisive period, we would like to reaffirm T he Revere’s commitment to inviting an exchange of
perspectives by publishing the voices of all students, regardless of political affiliation. It takes courage to go against the grain
and reveal one’s thoughts, especially if the opinions are not reflective of the majority ’s. To engage in conversation with opposing
viewpoints, thus opening oneself to the possibility of new understanding, is vital in becoming a more knowledgeable citizenr y. To
report freely on issues of public interest is a founding principle of America’s democractic tradition that The Revere has and will
continue to uphold.
Sincerely,

Sophia Hlavaty & Lilly Yager

