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ACROSS

1. Rocker 
David 
6. Location
10. Chris of “The 
Avengers”
11. Be penitent
12. Grazing 
groups
13. City near 
Chicago
14. Base group
15. “Wild, man!”
16. Maui 
souvenir
17. Suffering
18. 007, for one

19. Ramadan’s 30
22. Quaker 
pronoun
23. Umpire’s call
26. 2005 Gus Van 
Sant movie
29. Small rug
32. — Angeles
33. Catch
34. Beginning
36. Poll numbers
37. Gambling 
mecca
38. Sacred song
39. Bumbling
40. Stand
41. Corn units

42. Accords

DOWN

1. Sake
2. Act the glutton
3. Balmy
4. Annual race, 
for short
5. Snaky shape
6. Mix up
7. Some shirts
8. Outdo
9. Irritable
11. Shrinks
15. Neighbor of 
Ga.
17. Visionary

20 — Aviv
21. Down in the 
dumps
24. Extremist
25. It may start 
with “E”
27. Junior, to 
senior
28. Declares
29. Studio work
30. Place for a 
game
31. Bengal cat
35. Openings
36. TV explorer
38. Atlas page

The night started off, as it does, with 
red states. But unlike 2020, there was 
no confusion. The percentage of votes 
counted quickly began to show a clear 
picture: Donald Trump’s victory. 

Trump won the presidency through 
the electoral system and the popular 
vote, which has not happened in the 
past two decades. He overperformed 
in several states, following the trends 
of the previous two elections that 
polls underestimated his voters. In 
three consecutive election cycles, 
pollsters have not gotten a grip on 
Trump supporters. The media has 
engaged in many satirical theories 
to understand the mass support for 
Donald Trump in the US. What’s clear 
is that the US media and institutions 
in general need to figure out what can 
aptly be described as a shift to the far-
right. No comparisons with Hitler, no 
cases, could stop him.

In 2016, when Hilary Clinton lost, 
precisely the same way by losing the 
“Blue Wall”—Michigan, Pennsylvania 
and Wisconsin—the underlying 
reasons behind Trump’s victory 
were not addressed. Rather, the 
analysis focused on the glass ceiling 
and Clinton’s loss. Doing so for this 
election would be the gravest mistake. 
While it could be true that Harris’s 

gender has a part to play in her loss, 
it is well-known that Joe Biden would 
have lost against Trump as well. 
When asked in several interviews 
what Harris would change about the 
Biden-Harris administration, she 
reverted to her pride, steering clear 
of showing how she would drastically 
differ from her boss.

While a comprehensive major 
picture of the voter turnout is yet 
to emerge, the early voter turnout—
more than 80 million US citizens cast 
their votes before November 5—was 
high. As it happened in 2020, mail-in 
ballots proved to switch the game for 
Biden; we waited days as votes were 
being counted during the pandemic. 
The high turnout, especially early, 
when juxtaposed with the sheer 
number—not just in the Electoral 
College—of votes for Donald Trump 
and the fact that he might also win 
the popular vote, is telling of the 
national sentiment in the US. While a 
lot is to be seen in the coming days, 
it’s clear that the US is shifting to 
the far-right. It’s incumbent on all of 
us to reconcile, as hard as it may be 
for some, that US politics has moved 
to a state that an imprudent person 
is preferred over diplomatic human 
beings.  

Kamala Harris underperformed 
in commonly Blue counties in the 
battleground states, where her boss, 
President Joe Biden, performed 
better in 2020. For example, in 
upscale Detroit, Michigan, Harris 
performed much worse than Biden 
in 2020. Though the causes of her 
underperformance will emerge more 
in the coming days, and data needs 
to be gathered to understand where 
Harris went wrong—one fact is 

clear: Harris’s centrist campaign in 
a polarised US simply did not work. 
In many ways, it was a clever strategy 
on paper: reviving the John McCain 
and Mitt Romney type of Republican. 
But for now, it can be concluded 
that centrism is hardly reading the 
room in a country so polarised. In 
North Carolina, for example, where 
Trump won, several counties shifted 
left while others shifted right, 
according to The New York Times. 

Standing in the middle ground, the 
classic case of trying to please every 
party undoubtedly played a role in 
Harris’s unexpectedly disappointing 
performance in the elections. 

And whatever strategy the 
Democrats have deployed in 
electioneering along with their 
policies now stands to be proven 
as outdated. It must be noted that 
the Republican turnout machine—
largely powered by allied conservative 

groups—focused on getting reliably 
conservative voters back to the polls 
for Trump. And it worked.

Republicans took over the Senate, 
retaking the chamber for the first 
time in four years. The House 
is also poised to be Republican. 
Everything, from the president-elect’s 
policies on taxes to healthcare, will 
depend on the makeup of the two 
chambers of Congress. The Senate 
is solely responsible for confirming 
a president’s cabinet officials and 
judges—from the federal, district 
and Supreme Court. Four of the 
nine justices—other than Trump’s 
appointees—are in their 70s.

A Republican-led Senate would 
boost Trump’s far-right presidency, 
and it was the only institution that 
provided the necessary logjams for 
Trump’s loyalist tendencies and his 
“I can do whatever I want” mindset 
as the leader of a democratic nation. 
Though there are moderate voices in 
the Senate, including Senator Susan 
Collins of Maine, who was outspoken 
against Trump, this Senate is more 
likely to defer to him, who will be all 
the more recharged with a second 
term in the White House.

The implications for a Trump 
victory are far-reaching for the 
turbulent political atmosphere in 
the US. Donald Trump is a man 
who openly favours loyalty over the 
country, yet he is still favoured by 
citizens, for whatever reasons. A 
second Trump term, along with the 
Republican sweep, means we are 
possibly looking at a completely new 
version of US politics. The country is 
in need of some soul-searching, now 
more than ever.

THE US GOES RED

Another round of Trump presidency
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Donald Trump has won the presidency through the electoral system and the popular vote, which has not 
happened in the past two decades. PHOTO: REUTERS

We fought two world wars because of 
economic nationalism, the driving 
force behind the warring powers. 
The Bretton Woods Conference 
(1944) attempted to counter that 
by establishing an exchange rate 
and monetary system for trade and 
investment under the surveillance 
of the International Monetary Fund 
(IMF). It also established the World 
Bank (former International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development) 
to recover from the scourge of war 
and tender a platform for equitable 
global development. Later, the 
United Nations and World Trade 
Organization (former General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade) 
joined the global arrangement for 
peace, economic growth, and trade.

These institutions have 
established a world order 
incorporating economic stability, 
relative peace, universal values, 
liberalisation, democratisation, and 
globalisation. Over the years, the 
order has benefited the West more 
than other nations in a systemic 
manner, increasing the income 
and wealth gap. Apparently, the 
West enjoys a monopoly in global 
governance. Its agenda is backed by 
a military alliance: NATO. It is likely 
to favour the status quo over change. 

This leads us to BRICS (Brazil, 
Russia, India, China and South 
Africa), which has been around for 
15 years. It represents 45 percent of 
the world population and 37 percent 
of the global GDP, while the West 
represents 10 percent of the world 
population and 28 percent of the 
global GDP.

BRICS has laudably opposed 
the monopolisation of power 
and rightfully noted that the 
world needs plurality, better 
governance, equitable development, 
and multilateral security. Their 
assessment concurs with the 
observation of the majority of the 
world, but has the organisation 
been able to offer realistic change 
in global governance? Specifically, 
has the organisation made the world 
a safer place to live or a better place 
to trade? How is it contributing to 
global economic development? Let’s 
explore.

Since the late 1990s, the rise of 
the emerging markets has been 
phenomenal. Their economic 
growth rate was double that of 
the Western economy. The BRICS 
countries contributed to half of 
the global growth. The Western 
response to the rise of the emerging 
markets depended on how these 
countries affected the hegemony, as 
a group and individually. The West 

accommodated the group with a new 
platform: G20 in 1999. Individually, 
the initial five members of BRICS got 
different responses from the West. 
Brazil and South Africa are regional 
players and do not seriously affect 
the hegemony. This is also true for 
the new members. Another regional 
player, India, was drawn into the 
global platform for hegemonic 
interests. 

With 143 million people, almost 
one-eighth of the global landmass, 
huge resources, veto membership, 
and nuclear capabilities, Russia 
stands as a strong power. However, 
the country also has an inherent 

economic weakness. It is highly 
dependent on exports of oil and 
gas (about 50 percent of Russia’s 
total budget), basic minerals, and 
raw materials. The country lacks 
economic diversification and is also 
short on skilled manpower. Initially, 
to accommodate the Russian 
ascension, the West included the 
country in G7 in 1997. Following 
the annexation of Crimea in 2014, 
Russia was taken out of G7. In 
2022, it invaded Ukraine. Now, 
the country faces political and 
economic sanctions and a complete 
ostracisation by the West. It is bogged 
in a war with no end in sight. The West 
believes that, given the structural 
weakness of the Russian economy 
and the shortage of manpower, their 
strategy will work, and in the long 
run may result in a regime change or 
disintegration. Despite all of these, 
Russia is officially recalibrating its 
geopolitical position as a Eurasian 

power, pursuing its united Russian 
World doctrine (Russkiy Mir).

Meanwhile, economic growth, 
a huge population base, skilled 
and disciplined labour force, party 
command structure, advanced 
technology, modernised military, 
and grandeur image have prepared 
China as a formidable power. 
Despite the trade dependency, it 
is the “rising power” that can truly 
challenge the US, the “established” 
power (Thucydides Trap). The 
West responded to China with a 
containment policy. They seem 
to have been quite successful in 
undermining China’s Belt and 
Road Initiative (BRI), challenging 
its military capability (helped by 
Pacific nations and India), reducing 
its economic growth/expansion, and 
neutralising its diplomatic influence. 
China is busy managing its own 
economy and has less opportunity 
to attend to global affairs.     

With regard to India, Modi’s vision 
is of a technologically advanced 
country with a strong military 

grounded on Indian nationalism. It 
began modernising its military for 
regional as well as global pursuits. 
The West embraced India. In case 
they need to take a hardline position 
on China, India can fill the void by 
providing labour-intensive product/
industry support. We observe an 
old China-India civilisation rivalry/
competition. Seventy years ago, this 
is what Pandit Nehru avoided and 
joined hands with then Chinese 
Premier Zhou Enlai to advance the 
Non-Aligned Movement. So far, the 
Western strategy is working: India 
is a part of QUAD, supplying arms 
to Ukraine, and producing military 
products for Israel.

Let us now consider the role and 
performance of BRICS on global 
political, economic, and trade issues. 
On the political front, the wars in 
Ukraine and Palestine are still going 
on while war has started in Lebanon 
and Iran. Russia, host of the 2024 

BRICS conference, which concluded 
in October, is directly engaged in 
Ukraine, and the US/West is strongly 
backing both Ukraine and Israel. The 
US support has given a competitive 
advantage to Israel in implementing 
its military goals, and China and 
Russia are not in a position to make 
any serious contribution to Middle 
East peace. The UN system has fallen 
behind in inclusivity, participation, 
and power-sharing. The veto 
system is an outdated postulation, 
incompatible with the current 
economic and political reality. 
Thus, BRICS shall have to do more 
to accommodate the Global South’s 
voice.  

Besides, the current financial 
system is governed by the IMF with 
a quota system that BRICS supports. 
IMF endorses an exchange rate system 
based on the US dollar. This has given 
global economic leadership to the 
US since the Bretton Woods. India 
does not support de-dollarisation. 
In Kazan, BRICS discussed the four 
components of the international 
monetary and financial system: 
payments, investments, reserves, and 
global financial safety. An alternative 
BRICS currency is not a reality at this 
time. The BRICS Pay, BRICS Clear, 
and BRICS Bridge are new initiatives. 
Some are partially functional. BRICS 
encourages the use of local currency 
in international transactions, but 
it is too early to evaluate these 
institutional arrangements. We will 
have to see how they evolve and 
mature.    

Although BRICS has, over these 
years, evolved into an emerging 
markets club following G7 and 
G20, it is neither a trade bloc like 
the EU nor a military bloc like 
NATO. Evidently, the geopolitical, 
economic, and social agendas of the 
members are quite diverse and are 
not as unified as the EU or NATO. 
By ostracising Russia, containing 
China, embracing India, and keeping 
other members at bay, the West has 
limited the BRICS members’ ability 
to take a unified stance. 

No doubt, global governance 
needs reform. It can be addressed 
from within by the UN member 
countries where BRICS can play a 
significant role. It can also be an 
alternative platform to supplement 
plurality, security, and newer 
financial structures. So far, the 
organisation has distributed some 
funds to developing countries via 
the BRICS Development Bank. Its 
contribution to global peace is 
limited and its initiatives, in terms of 
trade and financial governance, are 
at an early stage. We will have to see 
how they survive the market test.

Under the current hegemonic 
condition, both China and Russia will 
continue to get hurt economically, 
politically, and socially. The situation 
may force them to enter a military 
alliance, which would definitely be 
a “game-changer” in the hegemonic 
relationship and global governance, 
but will face strong opposition from 
the West.

Exploring BRICS and global governance
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Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi, Russian President Vladimir Putin 
and Chinese President Xi Jinping attend a family photo ceremony prior 
to the BRICS Summit plenary session in Kazan, Russia on October 23, 
2024. FILE PHOTO: REUTERS


