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Hello again, lovely readers!  
 
First of all, we would like to express our gratitude to you for your interest in our bulletin!
Thanks to you we have been gaining more momentum and have been expanding our
content each month. On this issue, we have taken into consideration the importance of
the month of June and increased the quantity of articles as well as improving the content
of each one! We know that these are trying times for us all, and we are hoping that with
the new advancements we are offering you this month, you will both fulfill your thirst for
knowledge and take your mind off your daily struggles for a bit. With that being said, let
us look at what all these new and improved elements are of the 3rd issue of PRESENT! 
 
Two main issues we present this month are the Coronavirus and Pride Month. “Agenda of
the Month” has a great article for you about the political aspect of the Coronavirus, you
can also read about Coronavirus and its outcomes in “Present and Voting”, “News Insight”,
and our brand new section “Historical” which analyzes the past pandemics in this issue. In
order to celebrate Pride Month properly, we brought to you not one, or two, but three
articles on the current struggles that the LGBTI+ community faces in “Spotlight”, our fresh
as the day section that will discover the common points of two disciplines “Intersection”
and PRESENT’s door that opens to the entertainment world “Trivial”. This month, our
“Online” section will question Twitter and its contributions to the political landscape. We
also have two additional sections in this issue: “Universal” which will examine the
Universal Human Rights issue and “Present and Chill” which will hopefully put a smile on
your face. Last but not least, “This Month in History” is full of interesting anniversaries and
birthdays as usual. Do not forget to check them out!
 
As we tried to achieve with previous issues, our focus and aim are to update you on the
current and salient matters of the world every month. We wish to inform and entertain
you as much as possible during the unfortunate timespan that we are in due to COVID-19.
Lastly, we as the PRESENT team will try to continuously deliver this bulletin to you first
Monday of each month to keep you both updated and hopefully, leave you with a smile
on your face. 
 
Stay home, stay safe!
Hülya Afat & Şebnem Yaren
Editors of This Issue
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THE "NEW NORMAL" IN
INTERNATIONAL POLITICS:

CLASH OF GLOBALIZATION AND
AUTHORITARIANISM

by Egemen BÜYÜKKAYA & Yasemin DURMAZ
From the earlier days of coronavirus pandemic, there have been discussions of whether this
pandemic could possibly alter the world order. This question does not have an answer yet,
however, scholars argue that this shift could reverse some patterns of international and
national politics and everyday life for the better or worse and arguably could be connotated a
“critical juncture”. In this essay, we will be reflecting on various approaches and possibilities in
discussion regarding the pandemic in the perspective of whether it is indeed a critical
juncture that could initiate structural or systemic changes on national and international levels.
 
Beginning to the analysis on the international level, the ongoing outlook of the system has
been reversed. Since the end of the Cold War, the US-dominated neoliberal system has been
the international world order. With the increased adoption of the neoliberal system, states
have left market regulatory policies to free-market ideology. This was amplified with the
notions of free trade, financialization, globalization, and privatization. As Fukuyama argues
that liberal democracy is the enduring ideology after the elimination of alternative ideologies
throughout history.    In addition, globalization has brought about increased international
economic cooperation and political interdependence.
 
Changing Trends in Global Leadership: Battle of Ideologies
 
Today, we witness the unending struggle of every country against the interminable
challenges of the pandemic. However, we see that some countries act more successfully in
containing the virus while others are not. Many people give all of the credit to
“authoritarianism” and its coercive techniques in the fight against coronavirus by the example
of China against the United States. To cope with the pandemic, both of these world powers
employed fundamentally different strategies and scaled up their prolonged rivalry to a new
level. We now see the competition between China and the United States not in terms of trade,
but in terms of "ideological responses" to the global health crisis.
 
In previous decades, the United States, representing liberal democracies, has acted as the
"global pioneer" on many levels before the Coronavirus pandemic. However, with the
cataclysmic spread of COVID-19, US Government's incapability to contain the virus and provide
necessary social protection to its citizens compelled us to question whether we can still see 

(1)

Fukuyama, F. (1992). The end of history and the last man. New York: Free Press.1.
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the US as the global pioneer. On the other hand, China's "authoritarian" success in containing
the coronavirus has received high acclaim but also some criticism. While many contrives and
organizations praised China's valuable donations to Africa and the developing world, the US
officials saw these attempts to “forestall closer scrutiny” in the international arena and
criticized China regarding hiding information about the outbreak from the world.
 
Nevertheless, we cannot project whether China will be able to protect its position as the
"pandemic leader" after a possible global containment of the coronavirus. It is also unwise to
say that the "isolationist" policies and unraveling of distrust will move the US away from its
global leadership position. It should also be noted that these trends, the US towards
isolationism and China towards authoritarianism, are not novel and were already present
before the coronavirus pandemic. However, for the time being, it is admirable for the
international community if the US and China set their differences aside and involve in global
cooperation.
 
Isolationism over Globalization: The End of International Cooperation?
 
In order to combat the dispersion of pandemic further, many states have closed their borders
and hindered any movement of people across borders. These lockdowns have also affected
and disrupted the immensely integrated global economy as the consumption and production
have decreased. The interconnected economies started to return to their internal markets,
and most started domestically producing tradable commodities such as health utilities. With
the decreased volume of global trade, one of the worst recessions of world history has started.
Therefore, there has been unprecedented challenges and impacts on the global economy. 
 
It could be argued that this exogenous shock to economies has also affected the
governments’ place in the economy. It has been almost five decades since the governments
were pushed out of economic activities when the liberal system took over as the only
functioning way. However, with the coronavirus, we encountered increasing reliance on
governments to solve the dysfunctionalities stemming from the pandemic. For instance,
Spain has nationalized all private hospitals to combat the virus.    Thus, this could signal the
government reappearance with more responsibilities and presence. Moreover, because of the
economic downturn, many people were left unemployed which caused millions of people to
apply to unemployment pay and sought assistance from the government. 
 
 
Today, we can develop vaccines or implement advanced quarantine techniques; however, we
still lack to contain coronavirus fully. Therefore, we started to close our borders, which were
disappearing due to the hyper-globalization of the 21st century. However, the apparent retreat
from globalization in the pandemic period as citizens look out for their national governments
rather than international organizations to contain the virus.    In this period, cooperation is also
much costlier as air travel is scarce; human interaction is limited and carries the risk of
infection. Therefore, solitude is prevailing for countries in the international arena, and
everybody is on their own. This global confinement much challenged the international
community's ability to respond to global thematic issues such as climate change and
sustainability, which require global solidarity. 

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

2. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/18/health/coronavirus-who-china-trump.html
3. https://carnegieendowment.org/2020/04/06/how-will-coronavirus-reshape-democracy-and-governance-globally-pub-81470
4. https://www.businessinsider.com/coronavirus-spain-nationalises-private-hospitals-emergency-covid-19-lockdown-2020-3
5. https://www.belfercenter.org/publication/how-world-will-look-after-coronavirus-pandemic
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Retreat from globalization also compels us to reconsider the advantages of Multinational
Corporations (MNCs) and Intellectual Property Rights (IPRs.) As the biggest benefactors of
hyper-globalization, MNCs hold various facilities in the developing world and contribute to
countries' local growth and development. With the elevated interactional and logistical costs,
new trends suggest that MNCs can draw their resources from the developing world to the
developed world, negatively affecting developing countries. Another issue of concern is on the
Intellectual Property Rights (IPRs.) Many experts are concerned that IPRs that are held by big
pharmaceutical companies may induced very high prices for COVID-19, which the Least
developed and developing countries and the poor may not afford, causing people to greatly
suffer from preventable diseases.
 
Two Sides of One Coin: Revival of Fascism or Social Democracy?
 
In addition to lockdowns and travel bans applied by most of the countries, president Trump
has suspended all immigration to the country amid the spread of coronavirus.   Even though it
was introduced as a temporary order it could reside longer than predicted. Similar measures
are taken throughout Europe and other countries. The resentment against immigration has
been on the rise in world politics and parallel to the rise of populist leaders, therefore, these
measures against the movement of people and migration could impact societies’ approach to
these issues and possibly increase xenophobia. There have been increasing reports of
xenophobia and racism around the world people while human rights authorities sought to
raise awareness.    Keeping in mind that immigration was an issue for Western developed
countries long before the coronavirus and it is likely that it will fuel the discontentment
against foreigners and could serve to strengthen the hands of populist leaders.
 
On the one hand, more government involvement, the rise of xenophobia and authoritarianism
could lead to the revival of seemingly dead radical ideologies such as fascism. Throughout
history, we have seen a rise in populist and fascist movements in times of crisis. Critical
junctures and chaotic situations could provide a room for radical measures and thoughts and
coronavirus could fuel those sentiments across the globe. On the other hand, on a more
positive note, the change could come in the way of rising social democracy. Depending on the
severity and length of the pandemic’s effects, this could have an influence on the rise of social
democratic values in the societies and could possibly reflect on the upcoming elections. All
political and economic sufferings due to coronavirus could constitute more socially
distributive societies and ideally strengthen the notion of welfare state via the free market. 
 
Enhanced Surveillance versus Personal Privacy: A Dualistic Security Dilemma
 
 The outbreak of virus steered many governments to take higher surveillance measures to
prevent the spread of the virus and thus, personal data and privacy became contested issues.
Surveillance technology has been around for some time; but coronavirus has accelerated the
process, and governments expanded their use to track individuals and populations. In other
words, Big Brother is back, and his hands reach further than before. Countries in Europe are
mostly using aggregated and anonymized cell phone data supplied by telecom companies to
track people’s movements whereas in Israel, South Korea, and Ecuador, authorities are
including personal details and breaching personal privacy. For instance, China is employing
artificial intelligence (AI) such as smart thermal scanners and facial recognition technologies
to track the spread of the virus in public places. 

(6)

(7)

(8)

6. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-52363852
7. https://news.un.org/en/story/2020/03/1060602
8. https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2020/04/covid-19-surveillance-threat-to-your-rights/
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 People anticipate continued use of surveillance measures in the post-Covid period. A survey
conducted in the USA demonstrated that 79% of respondents worry that their government would
continue to pursue intrusive tracking measures.    Even though, in the beginning, these measures
were portrayed to be temporary, they could remain as tools of the government for the upcoming
period or until a vaccine is available for mass production and distribution. Nevertheless, surveillance
technologies, declaration of lockdowns, and other similar authoritarian measures worry societies in
the sense that these measures could become frequently resorted pattern of policies.
 
On the one side, some scholars highlight the importance of building trust in the institutions of the
state rather than putting surveillance measures. In the ideal context, people should enjoy both
privacy and health and not choose in between. Thus, some argue that when people trust in the
institutions and facts are shared with them, there is no need for centralized monitoring as self-
motivated and well-informed citizens are more effective than the watched-upon population. 
 
The downside of enhanced surveillance is not only the employment of highly intrusive methods but
also the significant risk for political abuse of these measures.    In governments where corruption is
high and transparency is low, the surveillance measures' abuse is more likely. Some public authorities
might desire to take the political advantage of citizens' constant whereabouts and activities. An
interesting aspect to examine in the upcoming months and years would be the removal of
surveillance tools regarding their resilience to question their correlation to regime types. 
 
Extreme Reliance on Coercive Techniques: The New Normal of Political Behavior
 
Many scholars accept the pandemic effects in strengthening the state and reinforcing nationalism.
However, the extent of this process dramatically varies across countries. Nearly all countries employ
broader national security measures to deal with this global threat; some only remain by informing
and warning the public; some go as far that welding the outer doors of houses so that people
wouldn't be able to go out. We also see measures that remind us of the measures of military
administrations in the 20th century. During this period, a considerable portion of the world got
accustomed to curfews and states of emergency, which we would starkly oppose in our previous
lives. 
 
The mentioned slide towards authoritarianism is not novel as the novel coronavirus. Before the
pandemic, democratic backslide was already present and evolving in many countries. Coronavirus
has only acted as a catalyst for such processes. By making do of the windows of opportunity due to
coronavirus, many countries started to expand their executive power and limit individual liberties.
Especially in countries where military officials wield extensive political power, such as Myanmar, we
can see that their hold onto power is further consolidated. Additionally, in Hungary, capabilities of the
opposition were significantly undermined as the Hungarian Parliament endowed the Prime Minister
Viktor Orbán to “rule by decree,” without parliamentary consultation, indefinitely until the pandemic
ends.     Although this power was given to Orbán to deal with pandemic emergencies, he issued
more than 100 degrees; many are not related to coronavirus.
 
The pandemic also critically affected electoral processes around the world, many of which are
suspended or postponed. This environment challenges the notion of leadership when citizens are in
their direst need to choose their right leader. In some countries, suspension of electoral activity has
left populations to endure outdated or corrupted leadership. However, some states also came out to
be innovative in developing voting methods that could be used during global or national
emergencies such as digital voting or voting by mail. When elections are made possible, current
conditions make us

(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

9. https://www.techrepublic.com/article/79-of-americans-fear-government-surveillance-during-covid-19/
10. https://nbanet.co.za/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/60-MA-NEWS-NBA.pdf
11. https://carnegieendowment.org/2020/04/06/how-will-coronavirus-reshape-democracy-and-governance-globally-pub-81470
12. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/may/26/hungarian-government-to-end-orbans-rule-by-decree-legislation-
emergency-coronavirus
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question whether a level playing field between parties can exist during the pandemic,
which can yield fair and free results. Many scholars suspect that incumbent governments
could use the pandemic conditions to their advantage by priming the agenda on
coronavirus and lending pre-election transfers to citizens to guarantee their votes. This
aspect adds another dimension to pandemic period elections and their liberal
vulnerabilities.
 
Conclusion
 
Considering the complex multidimensional impact of coronavirus on our lives and the
unraveling of the strenuous environment of international politics, we suggest that the
COVID-19 pandemic can be evaluated as a "new historical divide" from many levels. On this
occasion, we can follow Thomas Friedman, a Pulitzer Prize winner New York Times
columnist, as he says: "There is the world BC — Before Corona — and the world AC — After
Corona." 
 
Since the unraveling of the pandemic, we have faced something that our generation has
never experienced, a problem that is growing not on a constant rate, but "exponentially."
The exponential growth of global coronavirus cases has compelled us to change our
approaches and perceptions also exponentially.    Therefore, the pandemic period induced
some global trends to accelerate, some to decelerate exponentially. 
 
What are these trends, what our post-pandemic world will look like? Harvard International
Political Economy Professor Dani Rodrik puts that “The relationship between markets and
the state will be rebalanced, in favor of the latter. This will be accompanied by a rebalancing
between hyper-globalization and national autonomy, also in favor of the latter. And our
ambitions for economic growth will need to be scaled down.”    Additionally, Stephen M.
Walt, Harvard IR Professor, claims that "COVID-19 will create a world that is less open, less
prosperous, and less free” by emphasizing that the fundamental conflictive nature of world
politics will be unchanged.    However, not everyone is pessimistic about the post-corona
future, Princeton IR Professor, G. John Ikenberry acknowledges that world’s initial reaction
would be nationalistic; however, he believes that, in the longer term, “the democracies will
come out of their shells to find a new type of pragmatic and protective internationalism.” 
 
In conclusion, we believe that the pandemic period should not be abused for political
benefit, and governments should act carefully not to hinder long-term international
cooperation. We must acknowledge that the human suffering is widespread and
unchanged, and only with right policies across this delicate historical divide, we can help
future generations to create the right platform to deal with the ensuing fundamental issues
of humanity effectively.

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

13. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/17/opinion/coronavirus-trends.html
14. https://news.cgtn.com/news/2020-03-21/How-has-the-coronavirus-
pandemic-become-a-new-historical-divide--P2oDIf6Bnq/index.html
15. https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/three-trends-shaping-
post-pandemic-global-economy-by-dani-rodrik-2020-05
16. https://www.belfercenter.org/publication/how-world-will-look-after-
coronavirus-pandemic
17. https://tbsnews.net/coronavirus-chronicle/how-world-will-look-after-
coronavirus-pandemic-59878

https://www.instagram.com/bogazicimun/?hl=en
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PROUD AND PRESENT: 
HAPPY PRIDE MONTH!
by Hülya AFAT & Alp Ünal AYHAN

As old as human civilization gets we can see
queer footprints in art, literature, and history.
“Gayness” was not invented when Hitler
started marking gay people with pink
triangles, it existed throughout human
history, so did oppression. India
decriminalized homosexuality in 2018  , there
are still 73 countries criminalizing
homosexuality, and 15 countries criminalizing
the gender identity and/or expression of
transgender people   . Same-sex marriage
was illegal globally until 2001, it is legal in
only 24 countries currently. That shows the
legal equalization of the LGBTI+ community
accelerated in the last two decades, however,
we are nowhere near the perfectly equal
treatment. In this article, we will touch upon
the daily struggles that queer people face
and the cis-heteronormative social structure
that feeds from hate.
 
Gender roles and expressions are binary in
most cultures and expected to be followed
strictly. These ongoing expectations and

unwritten rules are the core reasons why any
gender expression other than cisgender has
been labeled as “abnormal” by society. Cross-
dressing, makeup and accessories on men,
body hair on women, are some of the
appearance-related issues that have been
public-opinion-based for so many years.
Gender roles became such a core element of
the society that a part of the feminism
movement excludes transgender women,
that group is called “Trans Exclusive Radical
Feminists” (TERF). This view is not bearable to
even think about, they want equality but only
for cisgender people, it does not fit with the
feminist ideology to begin with, but we
cannot unpack this issue here more deeply.
To move on with the hardship transgender
people face; healthcare services such as
hormone treatments and top surgeries
should be accessible and cheap, instead,
even a daily doctor visit can be hard to
attend for trans people because of the
transphobic behaviors of doctors. Expecting
as little as the basic healthcare without 8

(1)

(2)
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harassment about their identity can be seen optimistic when we think about being homosexual
and transgender is seen as diseases in some cultures/countries, even WHO categorized being
transgender as a mental disorder until 2019.    As close as the last month, 
 

Hungary’s parliament has voted to end legal recognition for trans
people which means people cannot change their gender after it is set

according to their “sex at birth”
 
and their names that were chosen from a list kept by the country’s Academy of Sciences, which
is sorted according to gender.    The year is 2020 and the conversion “therapy” is still legal in
most of the world, even most of the western countries. Such a humiliating and dehumanizing
approach is considered as a medical treatment to “cure” the “abnormal” behavior of Queer -
mostly- teenagers, which will be a traumatic memory that will affect their future selves.
 
With the proliferation of Pride marches and parades around the world and the general public’s
incrementally improved embrace of the LGBTI+ community and movement, many corporations
and brands started trying to make a place for themselves in the festivities. Known not-so-

affectionately as “Rainbow
Capitalism,” some forms of this
include advertising on billboards,
shooting television and digital ads,
modifying social media presence
to include versions of the rainbow
flag and sending floats and/or
employees to Pride parades all in
an attempt to appeal to the
LGBTI+ population and establish a
sense of support among the
community. These attempts have
been dismissed as a cheap
marketing tactic by Queer circles,
citing the lack of support for the
community when it was not

commercially or politically convenient in the past and the fact that the very same corporations
trying to inject themselves into Pride celebrations cause or exacerbate the problems Pride
celebrations are trying to overcome.
 
One of the huge problems the LGBTI+ community is facing right now is hate crimes. Many
countries do not have legislation in place to protect LGBTI+ people from hate crimes. Moreover,
the state of legislation concerning LGBTI+ people is extremely varied in nature, with 12 countries
punishing homosexuality by death and 11 countries constitutional protections for LGBTI+ people.  
Hate speech against LGBTI+ people significantly increases during crises and natural disasters, as
LGBTI+ people are used as a scapegoat, with people claiming these events are a form of
punishment for LGBTI+ people. A recent example of this happened in Turkey this year. President
of Religious Affairs of Turkey Ali Erbaş claimed same-sex relationships were linked to the COVID-
19 outbreak in a Friday sermon in April 2020.The Turkish LGBTI+ community and allies
responded to this on social media, Tweeting with the hashtag #LGBTİHaklarıİnsanHaklarıdır
(#LGBTIRightsareHumanRights). 

(3)

(4)

(5)
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In order to dig more into the political aspect of hate against the LGBTI+ community, we need to
explore one specific political group’s opinions and behaviors: Conservatives. This group includes
mostly privileged and religious people who are willing to live by their cultural/religious traditions
and norms, also have extreme hatred against the people who are out of their norms. Regardless
of which religion they are bound to, we can see these behaviors all around the world. According
to a research done in North America in 2017, 
 

religious opposition to same-sex marriage is linked to sexual
prejudice and conservative preferences to maintain 

the status quo. 
 
In order to maintain their privilege and political stance, they stand against other people’s
freedom, love, and -in some cases- lives. This is not only conservatives seeing themselves greater
than Queer people, but they also use their privilege and the authority of tradition to eliminate
Queer people from society. 
 
This is a very good time to look at why we need to celebrate Pride this year bolder, happier, and
more passionate than ever. The LGBTI+ community has made enormous progress until now,
and it is going nowhere. More and more countries are extending non-discriminatory protections
for LGBTI+ people, Queer people are getting more representation in media and government
than ever, and societies’ attitudes towards LGBTI+ people are shifting to an ever-positive
position. We also need to celebrate because there is much more progress left to be made. The
tidal wave of equality and liberation has not reached everyone equally yet, and small steps that
are already made are not enough to dismantle a system of repression and exclusion society has
fostered for a long time.

https://www.apa.org/monitor/2019/02/homosexuality-india
https://www.humandignitytrust.org/lgbt-the-law/map-of-criminalisation/?
type_filter=criM_lgbt
https://time.com/5596845/world-health-organization-transgender-identity/
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/may/19/hungary-votes-to-end-
legal-recognition-of-trans-people
https://ilga.org/downloads/ILGA_World_map_sexual_orientation_laws_Dece
mber2019.pdf 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5665159/

1.
2.

3.
4.

5.

6.

Then followed an organized
campaign of hate speech,
powered by the supporters of
the government and Erbaş,
some even suggesting LGBTI+
people move to The
Netherlands if they wish to lead
a happy and healthy life with
legal protections of their rights.
This type of behavior puts Queer
people in a very dangerous
position as the daily vitriol
against them enables further
violence and hate toward them.

(6)

https://www.instagram.com/bogazicimun/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/bogazicimun/?hl=en
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As of 2020, we had moved to a new decade in
which the international community had high
hopes for the world's sustainable future. And
2020 was marked as the beginning of a Decade
of Action towards the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs).   However, with the
unraveling of the COVID-19 pandemic, these
global aspirations were put on hold.
Additionally, the context for development has
also critically changed after the
multidimensional economic, social, and
political shocks that the pandemic has
presented. Through the initial "isolationist"
responses, the international community also
isolated itself from other essential problems
that the world is continually facing, such as
refugee crisis, terrorism, and other thematic
issues that require global solidarity. 
 
As all societies are trying to settle the “new
normal,” it would be unwise to think that, in
this new period, we would be only dealing with
health or corona-related issues strictly at the
"national level" as if all the other problems
wither away. Transnational terrorism and
conflict, food and water insecurity, and the
refugee crisis are still in place and even getting
to more dangerous levels. This unprecedented
pandemic, and its multidimensional shock has
a "magnifying" effect in terms of inequality as it
affects the disadvantaged the hardest.   Those
disadvantaged people are everywhere, they are
suffering from various insecurities of food,
water, or shelter, and their problems are greatly
aggravated. In this regard, neglecting related
SDGs in favor of solely implementing national 

agendas is not in accordance with
humanitarian principles. Therefore, we can
quote the President of UN Economic and Social
Council Mona Juul as she emphasizes the
rising importance of SDGs in the pandemic
period: 
 

“Our commitment to achieving
the SDGs has not changed, but the

urgency to act has.”
 

There are also economic threats against the
SDGs, as many economics state that the
current pandemic period might lead to a long-
term global recession. Many economics already
experience severe periods of high
unemployment and low interest rates, which
yielded to lower production and lower growth.
In this period, we have also experienced lower
carbon emissions, which resulted in positive
contributions to the climate emergency. 

P R E S E N T  A N D  V O T I N GP R E S E N T  A N D  V O T I N G
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
DURING CORONAVIRUS:
THE TIME TO CHAMPION OR DISCLAIM
THE SDGS
by Egemen BÜYÜKKAYA

(1)

(2)

(3)



However, there is no guarantee that countries will take the necessary steps to
"sustain" these lower carbon emissions in the long-term to ensure "sustainable
growth."
 
Another grave effect of the pandemic is on the SDG-16, which is mostly about
"sustainable peace". During this period, transnational or civil conflicts are more
dangerous than ever as economic and health challenges are present. Additionally,
international stakeholders in such conflicts might also neglect peace building
processes as they merely mind their own business. However, in this period, we must
remember that conflicts are getting only more threatening, and human suffering is
getting higher. Many malicious groups might try to engage in violent action using
this possible window of opportunity based on neglect.
 
We need SDGs more than ever as the pandemic period is proved to be an excellent
“indication or the fundamental weaknesses in our global system.”    Thereupon, we
can conclude by stating our hope that this period of “normalization” would
incorporate essential long-term aspirations for sustainability and would uphold
Sustainable Development Goals to have an internationally-integrated response to
this pandemic.
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H I S T O R I C A LH I S T O R I C A L

The year 2020 gave the word “pandemic” a common
meaning for people from all over the world. That being, the
COVID’19 disease. As of March 11, 2020; World Health
Organization (WHO) announced that COVID’19 has been
moved to the pandemic disease category. This means that
WHO classified COVID’19 in the same class as some
infamous diseases such as Cholera, Smallpox, Swine Flu,
and the Bubonic Plague. We are familiar with these
diseases’ names since the name pandemic itself means
“the worldwide spread of a new disease”. But here arises
the question: How do COVID’19 and past pandemics
compare?
 
There are numerous records of pandemics, with the oldest
one dating back to 2nd century AD. The Bubonic Plague,
Measles, Smallpox, Cholera, Influenza, Tuberculosis, and
Typhus are the most common pandemics that hit
humanity over the course of history. Pandemics are usually
followed by smaller outbreaks of the disease in the
following years.  And in many cases, the disease is never
eradicated. In fact, there are still people dying from the
Bubonic Plague in the world. But many of these diseases
are now better known and there are many curing
techniques for them which make them less dangerous.
There is only one disease in the world that has been
completely eradicated, Smallpox. On the chart, you can see
that the Smallpox Pandemic was the 2nd most deadly
pandemic ever, yet thanks to vaccination the world is now
free of it. Smallpox is an example where it started badly but
ended surprisingly well thanks to the realization of the
effectiveness of vaccines. However, even the Smallpox was
devastating in its emergence period.
 
Historically, there were 2 main reasons of a disease
emerging into a pandemic. Firstly, when an entirely new or
evolved pathogen starts spreading to people, the number
of immune people is extremely low, if there is any. Because
of this, people are much more vulnerable to a new disease 

HISTORY OF PANDEMICS: 
WHAT DID WE LEARN FROM YESTERDAY?

HISTORY OF PANDEMICS: 
WHAT DID WE LEARN FROM YESTERDAY?
by Kaan ERTAN

than they are to the older ones. Some examples of the diseases’ first outbreaks that turned into a
pandemic are; the First Cholera Pandemic (1817-1824), the Plague of Justinian (541-542), the Spanish Flu
(1918-1920) and the COVID’19. The second reason is the insufficiency of humanity’s scientific development.
Although this is a much smaller contributor to today’s diseases, this had a major effect on the historical
outbreaks. People who had little to no idea neither on the reasons nor on the cures of diseases were
often helpless against the disease.

https://www.visualcapitalist.com/history-of-pandemics-deadliest/
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In some cases, wrong beliefs even led to further spread of the disease.One such example happened
during the Black Death Pandemic. Back at the time, doctors believed that the disease transmitted
through the air and wore beak-like masks stuffed with herbs and scents to protect themselves, which
had no benefit. But a worse belief was that of the priests’. They believed that God was punishing the
Europeans because they washed a lot and sinned a lot. Therefore, they advised people not to wash and
to obey whatever the Church ordered them. Of course, they had a huge political gain from this,
however, the human losses rose greatly because of the lack of sanitation. Another misconception was
the belief that some ethnic minorities’ “heretic behavior” was responsible for the
disease. Believing this, many people punished or even murdered these minorities.
 
The social response of people to COVID’19 is pretty similar to many past pandemics. Of course, the
reaction is unique to every individual, but we can see some general patterns among people that we also
saw in previous pandemics. To say, ethnic hatred can be still encountered as a reaction to COVID these
days. Since the disease spread to Europe and America, we see an enormously rising number of
xenophobia against the Chinese people. Some people try to avoid contact from the ones they think are
“the source of the disease”, some others define the illness as “Chinese Virus”, whereas some extremists
physically or verbally attack the people that they discriminate.
 
Another one of such general trends is the spreading of rumours. Today, we are still discussing whether
the Swine Flu was caused by a lab accident or not, while we discuss the exact same issue about COVID.
Although this rumour is rather harmless, we see quite harmful rumours like some doctors’ suggestions
to take a specific medicine to prevent people from catching COVID. In reality, that medicine is part of
the treatment to be taken after someone has the virus, not as a preventative measure to be used before
contamination. Because of this suggestion, many people started to take this medicine without a
doctor’s supervision, which is both harmful to the person’s health and for the hospitals which are trying
to get as much of the medicine as possible.
 
There is one other general approach to the COVID, which is denial. This does not mean that some
people deny the existence of the disease, but they deny the seriousness of it. Most of them claim that
the precautions taken are too harsh to the economic and social life and will harm humanity greatly. Of
course, in most cases, the decision regarding the precautions is for the governments to make. But some
of these people are the ones who make these decisions, such as the president of Brazil, Jair Bolsonaro.
Denial has been a problem for a long time in the form of the anti-vaccination movement. Since 1763,
there have always been debates upon the risks of vaccines and their possible side effects. However, it is
a proven fact that vaccines save millions of lives every year as well as helping to eradicate diseases.
When the vaccine for the COVID’19 is found, if it does, we may also see a similar anti-vaccination
movement, but probably a weak one due to the great and obvious harm caused by the disease.
 
There have been many conferences and academic studies regarding the precautions and course of
actions taken for possible future pandemics. One such example can be the “WHO Checklist for
Influenza Pandemic Preparedness Planning”, which was written in April 2005. Thanks to these studies
and articles, both the WHO and the governments have a good understanding of the current pandemic.
It would not be wrong to address this consciousness as the reason we are going through this pandemic
with much fewer cases and deaths than we anticipated. US President Trump’s expectation for COVID’19
fatalities in his country was 200.000 people in March, whereas he recently restated this number as
100.000. Furthermore, modern social distancing techniques and quarantine methods that were
developed through past pandemics, from Bubonic Plague up until Swine Flu and SARS, were used
effectively in the fight against COVID, making human efforts much more effective.
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To conclude, in today’s society, it is both easier and harder than ever to
give the fight against the COVID pandemic. It is easier thanks to all the
developments in medicine and science, but harder due to the
globalized world and the lack of infrastructure to suspend the
unprecedented human population of 2020’s world. Let us hope that
we learned the necessary lessons from the past to save our future.



THE OUTBREAK:
WHO TO BLAME?
by Ümit Altar BİNİCİ

For nearly half a year, Coronavirus has been within our lives, altered today’s world completely.
Many countries have been working towards the future, trying their best to cure the disease.
However, amid crisis, the eyes have been turned towards the World Health Organisation. 
 
In January, one of the initial announcements made on behalf of WHO implied that Coronavirus
do not transmit from human to human. However, at that time the Chinese government said the
possibility of human to human transmission should not be excluded. Although after months we
have learned that neither of these statements was true, the former made by WHO no doubt
misled many governments into not taking the situation seriously. Of course, this
unpreparedness caught the United States off guard and led hundreds of thousands of people to
become infected.
 
In return, United States, also the largest single source of funding of the WHO, temporarily
suspended the WHO funding for 60 days in April, accusing WHO of mismanaging and covering
up the spread of the coronavirus. What is more, a few weeks ago, US President Donald J. Trump
published a letter sent to the Director-General Dr. Tedros of World Health Organisation,
threatening to cut WHO funding completely if WHO does not prove that the organization is
independent of China. Knowing the initial misinforming reports from WHO, this very act of US
could sound fair. However, since the US is the largest supporter of the WHO money-wise, the
body could face its dissection if the funding gets cut off when it is needed the most. Whereas
we might think that WHO is faulty, the information was provided to WHO by Chinese
authorities. The accusation could very well be put on China, an example would be that China’s
initial censorship on Dr. Li Wenliang for “spreading rumors”, later praising him as a martyr, when
he was trying to warn other doctors about the new disease. The United States did try blaming
China first, tried to associate the virus with the Chinese nation. However, it seems like trying to
promote another cold war during a global crisis must have been a bad idea. Nonetheless, even
though the US suffered the most, others are blaming WHO for inaccurate reports. Only a week
after the letter is published, including the US and China, 194 members of the United Nations
have come to a common ground that an independent investigation to be conducted on WHO. 
 
Whether be in favor or against, over the course of everything happened so far implies that
blaming WHO for acting irresponsibly, rather than accusing China of concealing reports, sounds 

like a safe choice at times of global crisis. Otherwise, a possible
global economic depression would affect many countries very
deeply. As once a wise man said: “Politics have no relation with
morals.” That said, I would like to ask you, the readers, once again:
Is it really WHO to blame? If not, who is to blame?

Ümit Altar BİNİCİ
Boğaziçi University
Linguistics 
1st Year
altar.binici@bogazicimun.org
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U N I V E R S A LU N I V E R S A L

In this section, we will be
looking into the Universal
Human Rights concept.
Every month, we will
analyze a new aspect of it.

UNIVERSAL BASIC INCOME:
NEED OR FANTASY?

UNIVERSAL BASIC INCOME:
NEED OR FANTASY?

by Didem ÖZÇAKIR & Duygu BAYRAM

everyone, it has no conditions, and it cannot be taken away. Sounds too good to ever become a
reality? Well, not so fast. It is important to keep in mind that economic systems, like most other
systems, change and evolve over time. Our system has not always been what it is today, we did
not always have welfare or even the right to ownership. Our current state, our culture, and what
is expected from our future shape our economic rights along with what we expect from our
governments. Usually, these cultural changes are subtle, the demands shift slowly, and the new
policies are adopted gradually. However, human history has been experiencing something new
in the recent century, and the 21st century specifically has been vastly impacted by it:
Technology. Considering the growing risk of automation and increasing economic struggle,
coupled with our current experience with the COVID-19 pandemic, UBI has never been more
relevant.
 
UBI, being a controversial proposal, gives rise to many different questions from many different
aspects and consists of many different models. In this article, we will be taking a look at the
model that only offers a high enough amount to keep people above the poverty line and we will
be addressing some doubts surrounding UBI, starting with more social problems and moving
onto what it would look like in our current economic system.
 
Firstly, a popular question is “Would UBI really end up eliminating financial struggle, or would it
simply collapse society because people would just stop going to work?” This is not an easy
question to answer one way or another, but there are some things to consider when trying to
predict it. To start with more abstract scenarios, we should first think about why people work.
Generally, we are used to people working for money, but some people work for a sense of
purpose in life or because they genuinely have passion for what they do, some even go as far as
to choose low-paying jobs solely for the reason that they enjoy doing them. According to Gallup
reports   , only 15% of employees are engaged in their work worldwide, so taking this into
consideration with the recent findings regarding a positive correlation between happiness and
productivity  , we have to ask whether it would be better if we allowed people the financial
freedom to choose the work they care about doing.
 
What about all the jobs that are boring and gruesome? It is not like anyone will think their calling
is to fill out documents behind a desk. The very real possibility of these jobs being replaced by
automation aside (which might introduce a robot tax to create extra money flow for UBI), there
are still reasons for doing them. They could be part of a more desirable job, or as the UBI would 

Universal Basic Income (UBI) is a proposed
social policy in which each citizen receives a
set amount of monthly income that covers the
costs of their basic needs. The main difference
between UBI and Welfare is that UBI is for 
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only be covering minimum needs, there might still be some incentive for people to accept these
jobs (based on their skill set and education) to receive some income boost. Remember that UBI
does not necessarily eliminate the wealth gap, it only ensures that people do not live in fear of
not meeting their basic needs. Besides, the optionality of unwanted work such as hard labor
might allow the workers the power to demand more rights and better conditions.
 
It is also important to touch on the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic when discussing UBI, even
though we cannot say much as it is hard to predict what the post-pandemic economy will look
like. First things first, it is looking like when people are left with nothing to do, they actually do
want to do things with their lives because they become depressed    otherwise. Furthermore, in
the US, even in the healthcare industry, job creation is worryingly slow during the pandemic. The
unemployment numbers all over the world have risen, which might not be surprising on its own
but it is estimated in the US that only 3 out of 10 layoffs will be rehired, and possibly 42% of the
new layoffs will be permanent   . These numbers suggest a lot of people are and will be finding
themselves in financial distress, and a new system might be crucial.

Although UBI looks like it would be a major
step towards ending poverty and providing
basic living standards, its effects on inflation has
to be kept in mind as well. Inflation means the
overall increase in the price level, and it can be
attributed to different factors. If the amount of
money circulating and in bank accounts ready
to be spent (money supply) it is expected that
there would be inflation. The amount of things
that you can buy with the money (production
of goods and services) stays the same but there
is now more money to purchase all of them,
intuitively this would mean the price level
would go up. Another reason may be attributed
to the increasing cost of production. If your cost
to produce computers increase, the consumers
would see this as more expensive computers.
UBI can contribute to both increasing the
money supply and increasing the cost of
production.

Giving a basic amount of money to everyone would mean there would be more money to be
spent. The way of creating the UBI fund really matters here: If you are able to create a fund by
dismissing the already existing welfare programs and by not printing money the effect on
inflation would be relatively low. Still, there would be more money to spend and the banking
industry would have more money to lend out as credits, it would inevitably increase the amount
of money in circulation. However, this more money to spend also means there would be an
increase in purchasing power, thus consumption as well. To meet this increasing demand, there
would be more production. At this point, UBI might mean an overall larger price level with much
more production, meaning that every citizen can now take advantage of the production in the
country.

(3)
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since the historic rise in unemployment made us see how necessary could it be to make people
receive an amount of money to keep their day to day life. We will see in the following years if UBI
will be a part of the history books, never tried at a wide scale or a revolutionary economic
application to change the world from its roots. Didem ÖZÇAKIR
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The second problem is that since people would not be dependent on jobs for their basic needs,
the number of people who would want to work in minimum wage jobs might decrease. This
would mean that to find someone to work as a security guard or cashier, firms would have to
offer higher wages. Higher wages mean a higher cost of production for firms, that would reflect
on the prices as well. Then the amount of UBI had to increase, having the possibility of creating
an endless loop. Automation and technology play a very important role here, as it would mean
we would not need to offer higher wages to find people to do the mundane jobs.
 
Another question that arises in mind is if giving free money to everyone is the best way to spend
this money. Our welfare system right now, the unemployment benefits serve as a self-correcting
mechanism in the economy. It means that government has the chance of increasing the overall
demand for goods and services in the economy without having to pass laws and find places to
spend money. When the economy is not going well, when there is a recession, the number of
unemployed people increases thus automatically increasing the amount of unemployment
benefits. With UBI, the government would not have this mechanism to automatically increase 

demand. Demand would decrease from the
pre-recession levels, since people would now
only receive UBI, but the government would
not be able to give more money to people to
increase the demand to the level that the
economy is accustomed to, without infringing
with the bureaucratic processes of legislations
that takes time. Besides, the money that would
be given to the upper and middle-income
families could be spent for the needs of the
groups that are more in need of support. The
UBI that a rich kid spends to buy himself an
EarPod could be used for the education
facilities for low-income groups.
 
UBI, with technology, gives us the chance to
talk about a world in which no one has the
concern of being hungry or homeless, a world
in which people have the chance to continue
their education or look for the job that suits
their skill set the best. With the COVID 19, the
UBI has gained very much of an importance, 
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POLITICAL CORRECTNESS: 
WHERE LINGUISTICS AND POLITICS MEET
by Boran GÖHER & Ümit Altar BİNİCİ

Almost every culture had groups it considered as “outsiders” or “the others”. Considering that
people have a great tendency to ridicule, demean, or otherwise insult these outcast groups, it is
no surprise that many words and phrases have appeared in various languages to serve this
exact purpose. Of course, it is not just using these words and phrases these groups of others are
insulted. People have found many ways to insult and exclude them using their regular
vocabulary as well. This usage of language has always gone hand in hand with discrimination
against these minority groups. Although it has been the norm for most of history, in recent
times, especially during and after the 20th century, discrimination against these groups
became an increasingly shunned activity. Consequently, the usage of exclusive and derogatory
language also began to be met with disdain.
 
For about the last 30 years, this new wave of inclusive language stripped of derogatory terms
against minorities has been called “politically correct language” and the movement itself took
the name “political correctness”. Although the previous sentence gave a loose definition for the
term, political correctness is not so easily defined in realty. One person’s definition can be vastly
different than another’s and many are unable to or refuse to define the term in exact words.
Several political analysts have even commented that this vagueness benefits the politicians
who choose to use the term. A part of this confusion and vagueness no doubt arises from the
interesting history of the phrase.
 
The earliest widespread usage of the phrase dates back to the ’70s when left-wing university
students used to the term to refer to other leftists who they believed were adhering too strictly
to the doctrine of their political ideology, sacrificing morality or reason in the process. In a rather
interesting fashion, the term kept its original usage, but not the original users. From the
mid-’80s to the late-'90s onward the term gained traction among right-wingers in the USA who
were satirizing or criticizing leftist actions they thought were infringing on their free speech. The
term became an immediate “hit” in American politics after its resurgence in the late-mid ’80s
and has not left the sphere of political debates for almost thirty years, although it has had some
ups and downs in popularity in certain periods. Over these 30 years, the term has not gone
undergone such drastic change, but it would be appropriate to say it is now used in a
somewhat broader manner than in the past. At the time of its resurgence political correctness
was often mentioned in racial topics. Today, in addition to topics concerning racial minorities, it
is also used in topics relating to gender, sexual and romantic minorities, and neurodivergent
people. It is important to note that however the history of political correctness does not exactly
align with the reconstruction of language to be more inclusive and less insulting towards
minorities.
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The inclination to eliminate derogatory terms about a group of people who you have started to
empathize with is much older than political correctness and was not seen as inherently political
until much later in history. For example, words like idiot or imbecile were widely accepted medical
terms in the 19th century. These terms eventually became frequently used slurs and some people
advocated against their use stating that their use degraded innocent mentally disabled people.
This was thought to be only slightly political at the time, however, and not the epicenter of a
political firestorm the action is thought to be today. When the same process started happening
regarding racial minorities or LBGTQ+ people however, it was immediately branded as political by
the American right-wing. Overall, this was no surprise to anyone. After all, the very existence of
these people is political to American right-wingers. This way of thinking and eventually the term
political correctness spread to the UK from the USA and then to mainland Europe. The proponents
of this view would have you believe political correctness is simply a way to silence your political
opponents with no actual benefits to anyone. The truth, however, might not be so simple.
 
By now, it should be no surprise to anyone that some think the language we use affects our
perception of the real world as well. This school of thought is almost more than a century old and
has substantial psychological and philosophical work behind it. In addition, many studies find that
oppressed minorities have much better chances of success in life and lower suicide rates when
they feel accepted within a group even if sometimes the society at large may not be so accepting.
There is no doubt that a part of acceptance toward these groups is using language that does not
dehumanize or exclude them. One particularly powerful example is about transgender people;
studies show that even if the family is not explicitly supportive if they avoid misgendering or
deadnaming, the act of referring to a transgender person with their pre-transition name, their
transgender child, those children have a much lower chance of attempting suicide. One other
example is how challenging male-dominant and heteronormative language in business circles
allows more gender and sexual minorities to access upper positions in their careers.
 
Despite all this, opposing political correctness for political leverage has become more popular
than ever. Back in 2016, one of the main talking points of Donald Trump was how “...This political
correctness is just absolutely killing us…” referring to the US, and how he did not “…frankly have
time for total political correctness.". Of course, even if he did not explicitly state it, it would be easy
to see Trump does not believe in political correctness. After all, publicly calling Mexicans rapists
and making fun of a disabled person on national television are not very politically correct. At the
time, many people considered this kind of action political suicide, but it appears they were wrong
as Donald Trump was able to halt the Democrat Presidential Race wins.  Upon retrospective
inspection, many political writers argued his anti-PC behavior was actually a boon to his
popularity. His supporters often praise him exactly because “He says it like it is.”. Unsurprisingly,
Donald Trump’s anti-PC crusade has sacrificed society’s most disenfranchised people in favor of
gaining a bigger voter base. Anti-PC statements have also been used in Europe and are seen as a
reason for the recent traction of alt-right parties on the continent.
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Considering all this, it should be evident that being anti-PC and
setting yourself up as campaigning against a phantom enemy
who is trying to silence you are too powerful for the right to give
up on them, even if there’s no substance behind it. And the left
does not seem to be giving up on reforming language to be
more inclusive and less demeaning, either. With the conditions
as such, It seems debates on political correctness will continue to
dominate politics for a long time to come.
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Ever since it was founded in 2006, Twitter has become a highly influential place for
discussion of news and current events. This is really easy to see. It is categorized and
marketed as a news app and not a social media one. Last year its CEO, Jack Dorsey reported
Twitter had 134 million daily users and almost every public figure and institution is present
on Twitter. This gave Twitter unprecedented power in facilitating political debate, but is
Twitter handling this power well? Let’s find out.
 
First of all, we need to go back to Twitter’s foundations and what it does. Twitter is obviously
a micro-blogging website or a social network, but it is essentially -just like any other social
media site- an advertising company. Twitter makes money selling ads to advertisers and
targeting us with specific ads according to our interests. No matter what Twitter says about
how their mission is “bringing people closer,” it has one simple goal: keeping the user on the
platform as long as possible so that it can show them as many ads as possible. You may not
realize how this is related to politics on Twitter but I will come back to this point later.
 
The discussion of politics on Twitter has of course brought immense benefits to the public.
Activists and protesters in many countries in the Arab world used Twitter to organize and
communicate in the early 2010s. This practice went on to be used in other movements and
protests such as the US’ Occupy movement, UK’s London riots of 2011, and Turkey’s Gezi
Park protests. Twitter is also widely used to gather attention to insurgent political
campaigns and has led to victories such as Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez’s upset election to the
US House of Representatives in 2018.

FINDING TWITTER’S PLACE IN
POLITICAL DISCOURSE
FINDING TWITTER’S PLACE IN
POLITICAL DISCOURSE
by Alp Ünal AYHAN
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This has a very simple reason. Remember when I told you about what Twitter’s one simple
goal was? It is exactly got to do with this goal. Twitter accomplishes this goal by effortlessly
adapting itself to how our brains work. We have a huge tendency to read and accept news
and information that reinforces our thoughts and beliefs. This is called confirmation bias.
Our confirmation bias leads us to get information from sources we believe to be true, read
news stories that we believe to be true, and like and retweet tweets we believe to be true
regardless of these actually being true or not. Twitter enables this by letting its algorithms
show more of what we like in our timelines and recommendations. After all, if we see more
tweets similar to the tweets we already like and follow more accounts similar to the
accounts we already follow we’re more likely to be satisfied with what we see on Twitter and
stay on it for longer, creating more ad revenue for Twitter. This can make users fall into
ideological rabbit holes, sucking them into a vortex of disinformation and ideological or
partisan bias.
 
All things considered, I would not want to be in Twitter’s place. Even though using Twitter
as a public forum of ideas has had tremendous benefits to it, the platform faces a huge
moral and logistical challenge. More and more users are joining Twitter each day and both
the number and the range of tweets thrown at the platform are growing. Some users are
crying out for stricter controls against harassment while some are claiming Twitter is
already censoring them. There are genuine concerns about radicalization on the platform
while some groups are telling they are being pushed out. Can, and should, Twitter monitor
content and block the content it sees harmful, or should it step aside and just be the
messenger? It is not easy determining what is wanted on Twitter and what is not, and lines
get very blurry between say humor and hate speech, or genuine criticism of public figures 
and targeted harassment. Despite this, I do not think this is a
problem a company valued at $6.8 billion cannot solve. It all
comes down to this: does Twitter care about its profits or a
healthy political discourse more?

Nevertheless, there is a messy side
to this as well. Disinformation runs
amok on Twitter. Neo-Nazi and Alt-
right groups and terrorist
organizations radicalize people on
the platform daily. Holders of
political views like misogyny,
homophobia, transphobia, and
white supremacy can be pushed
further to the extreme on
Twitter. Some white supremacists
are even verified by Twitter and have
huge platforms on Twitter. Certain
groups like women and LGBTQ+
people are inundated with
harassment, in some cases driving
these people off the platform.

https://www.instagram.com/bogazicimun/?hl=en
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Everybody loves Eurovision! Every year in may each
one of us, even the ones who have never watched
the contest before, definitely hear about that year’s
winner. We all remember the excitement of waiting
if our country would win or not. It is an event that
unites people and different cultures. ESC 2020 is the
first contest in Eurovision’s history to get canceled
(unfortunately due to COVID19), a pretty remarkable
event keeping in mind that the first ESC took place
in 1956. 
 
The idea with ESC was to create an international
platform in which different cultures would be
celebrated and a sense of peace would be
dominant-a very important step in post World War 2
Europe, which had a goal of creating a common
ground for different countries to prevent another
world war. It was an opportunity to see different
lifestyles when it was created, in a world without
social media or powerful communication
technologies the event gave the chance of seeing
different lifestyles. The first contest had only 7
participants, and most of the audience experienced
it through radio, bands were not allowed as well. The
contest has changed so much since 1956, there are
now more than 40 participants and the chance of
seeing colorful stage shows is one of the greatest
parts of the month of May. Nevertheless, the values it
represents are still the same: celebrating differences
and promoting peace.
 
Eurovision Song Contest has also become a major
platform for LGBTI+ representation. With songs
about this theme and its embracing atmosphere,
there have been numerous acts to  empower LGBTI+
or often underrepresented groups in general. Having
its roots in the 1960s the LGBTI+ representation
definitely saw its peak in 2014 with the Austrian
winner Conchita Wurst and the song Rise Like A
Phoenix. Even the people who can only name
Alexander Rybak of 2009 (Fairytale, Norway) as

T R I V I A LT R I V I A L
CELEBRATE DIVERSITY: 
LGBTI+ REPRESENTATION IN
EUROVISION SONG CONTEST

CELEBRATE DIVERSITY: 
LGBTI+ REPRESENTATION IN
EUROVISION SONG CONTEST
by Didem ÖZÇAKIR

a song from ESC, definitely heard or saw Conchita. It
got controversial reactions, but Conchita showed the
world that the LGBTI+ movement had the support of
millions behind it in the biggest televised music
event of the world. Conchita, and all the following
acts, showed the world that it was impossible to
prevent the liberation of the LGBTI+ community: 
"You know I will rise like a phoenix/But you're my flame"

 
My favorite was definitely Ireland of 2018, a love
ballad with two men as sides of the relationship, its
light theme was perfectly suitable for spring and
warm weather during the contest. 
 
Eurovision has at least one song representing the
LGBTI+ community every year. Among all the flags of
these different countries you can also always see the
pride flag with its rainbow colors as well. The
question that comes to our minds, why is this the
case? Why is Eurovision a platform that is a home for
the LGBTI+ community? Thinking about it, the
situation is not very surprising. The contest’s main
idea behind its creation was to celebrate different
cultures, show different lifestyles, and diffuse the
feeling that we are all human beings regardless of
our differences. The LGBTI+ community of Europe,
growing up in the rather strict environment of the
20th century had the chance of seeing that there
was tolerance for differences in ESC, and what was
expected from them was not the only truth. At a
time in which there was no Instagram, it is no
surprise that these people loved what they were
seeing on TV -with all of its color and vividness.
Eurovision Song Contest represents all the values
that LGBTI+ wants: tolerance, peace, love,
differences, and many more.
 
Millions of Eurovision fans throughout the globe give
their utmost support to LGBTI+, and no one can deny
that the future is going to give the freedom and
equality to all the groups with differences, not just
LGBTI+.
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The Coronavirus crisis is probably the only
crisis that has affected every single
person on the planet in a long time. This
means that all 7.3 Billion people are going
through the same thing at the same
time. However, it cannot be expected
that everyone deals with it in the exact
same way. How can we expect to have
the same routine with everyone when we
do not even share fingerprints with
anyone else? People will try new things
with this long-lost time they found and
they will post about their progress on
social media if that makes them happy.
But, this does not mean that you are
obliged to do such tasks! 
 
Remember that everybody copes with a
crisis differently. You do not have to
participate in the ‘productivity race’ the
media is forcing on us. What you need to
do right now to stay healthy both
physically and mentally, is to stay home
and do whatever makes you comfortable.
If you feel happy laying down all day and
watching Netflix, that’s totally fine. If you
feel good when you cook, read and
workout; that’s totally fine too! The only
way to keep our mental stability in check
is to listen to ourselves, not the media. So,
go ahead, play video games for 12 hours-
straight or go for a run at 7 a.m., who
cares? Keep in mind that what you’re
doing and feeling is totally valid, and we
will all be okay at the end. 
 
Just trust the process, relax, and stay safe!

Nilay Şebnem YAREN
Boğaziçi University

Management
1st Year

sebnem.yaren@bogazicimun.org
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P R E S E N T  A N D  C H I L LP R E S E N T  A N D  C H I L L
PRODUCTIVITY & CHILLPRODUCTIVITY & CHILL
by Nilay Şebnem YAREN

https://www.instagram.com/bogazicimun/?hl=en
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If you have any questions or suggestions, do not hesitate to contact us:
present@bogazicimun.org
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Happy Pride Month!
 
PRESENT is out!
 
Hundreds died in Tiananmen Square.
 
Scottish economist and philosopher Adam Smith (1723-1790) was born.
 
British economist John Maynard Keynes (1883-1946) was born.
 
Pioneering feminist Susan B. Anthony was fined for voting in a presidential election at
Rochester, New York.
 
D-Day, the largest amphibious landing in history, began in the early-morning hours as
Allied forces landed in Normandy on the northern coast of France.
 
Alexander the Great died in India.
 
Anne Frank (1929-1945) was born in Frankfurt, Germany.
 
King John set his seal to Magna Carta, the first charter of British liberties, guaranteeing
basic rights that have since become the foundation of modern democracies around
the world.
 
Valentina Tereshkova, 26, became the first woman in space as her Soviet spacecraft.
 
French philosopher Jean-Paul Sartre (1905-1980) was born in Paris.
 
Gilbert Baker designed a hippie-influenced rainbow flag with eight stripes, to be flown
during the San Francisco Gay Freedom Day Parade.
 
The United Nations Charter was signed by the representatives of the 50 countries.
 
Archduke Francis Ferdinand, Crown Prince of Austria and his wife were assassinated at
Sarajevo, touching off a conflict between the Austro-Hungarian government and
Serbia that escalated into World War I.
 
The signing of the Treaty of Versailles formally ended World War I.
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