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Pandemic is something every government should prepare for in the hopes that it will never
happen. As it stands, the United States is now scrambling to cope with the spread of COVID-19
as this new respiratory virus disrupts life as we all know it. The US is not the only country to suffer
the economic set-backs of quarantine and social distancing; this pandemic has exposed the lack
cohesive leadership response and serious investment in control mechanisms to lessen the impact
of variables that threaten to do more damage than war in many countries. Not that leadership is
entirely to blame, each citizen must have the motivation to adhere to rule of law at the expense
of personal freedom if society is to endure and return to full economic capacity in the foreseeable
future.

The Spanish flu in 1918 ravaged the world after an already devastating World War I, and exposed
weaknesses no country was prepared to face because most lacked resources and energy to
efficiently prevent the spread. Today, with governments around the world more exposed to
vulnerabilities from globalization and technology, the possibility of bioterrorism or pandemics
can easily send markets and economies into a panic. In theory, global communication systems
and social media should have enabled strategic maneuvers to prevent the spread of COVID-19.
The World Health Organization (WHO) is responsible for monitoring pandemics however, the
weakness exposed by this pandemic is that its function is only as good as governments being
responsible, honest, and timely reporting.

As each government struggles to protect its citizens as much as possible, there is little time to
create a medical treatment or vaccine that prevents more death and infection. As with most
crises, history will judge whether strategies were effective and which leaders failed. As US
President Donald Trump threatens to cut US funding of WHO, outrage and confusion have only
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added to the stress of the circumstances we all face. While cutting funding only hurts vulnerable
populations and threatens the efficacy of WHO’s mission, some interesting questions arise—and
it is not to conjure a conspiracy theory, but rather to take a legitimate assessment of this
pandemic: how did it begin; what has been/has not been done to prevent the spread; and how
does a pandemic really change our collective economic and political paradigm going forward?

Liberal institutions like WHO, whether authoritarian leaders appreciate the reality or not, help to
form cohesive strategies, monitor general and critical health around the world, and protect
vulnerable populations through its programs and education. The limitation inherently is the level
of participation and transparency of governments; this vulnerability exposed itself when the
world scrambled to understand how this virus originated and whether it was a mutation or
intentional creation. The current consensus on this matter is that COVID-19 originated in a bat in
the Wuhan province before mutating to then transfer into humans. While this is possible and
virologists will need to further investigate this, there is also a concern that while plausible, it is
not the only possibility. The lack of transparency and access to “ground zero” makes this
possibility palatable however, this hypothesis needs testing and China is not allowing it. In true
Chinese Communist Party (CCP) fashion, under the authoritarian leadership of President Xi
Jinping, there is no outside access to China’s domestic medical intelligence—it only reports
information in a controlled manner preventing blame or blemish on its leadership.

The political motivations are as numerous as China’s population. China only allows a controlled
dialogue within its borders and prevents any dissent among its citizens that damage its domestic
and global image. The CCP is greatly outnumbered in terms of party members to non-members,
and spreading panic is not only counterproductive but could cause grievous injury to the
positional authority of the CCP. Rule of Law in China only exists at the decree of the CCP and in a
manner that further legitimizes its leadership. Not controlling the panic of a pandemic threatens
internal security in such a densely populated country, so the CCP carefully monitors what people
say, who says what, in conjunction with controlling all distribution channels of any information.
Everything in China is either state-owned or state-controlled, meaning the CCP controls
everything and it very easily shapes everyday life for the average citizen.

Given China’s rise and its challenge to liberal institutions and leadership, one must also consider
how the control of information allows China to leverage its economic capabilities. One obvious
disruption to daily life around the world is that the supply chains of so many countries originate
in China. If China chooses to throw its economic weight around, it leverages withholding supply
or investment to change political discourse and the resulting policies. The trade war between
China and the US exposed the asymmetric relationship that even the largest economy has with
China and how that dynamic can change instantaneously due to unforeseen circumstances or
through the execution of a strategic vision.

As 2020 progresses, the world paradigm will drastically change—hopefully for the better.
Perhaps citizens will demand transparency from their governments, or maybe the support of
authoritarian leadership will continue to rise. The world may experience another Great

2



Depression, and that may be by design to change economic and political alignment or by sheer
accident; however, it allows governments to evaluate consumption, social programs, and
ultimately truly understand priorities. One thing is clear: if we are to globally become stronger
from such a catastrophic event, we must all demand answers for how our lives are involuntarily
changed. We must also be willing to sit with a reality that the answers may create cognitive
dissonance requiring decisions that temporarily extend our discomfort to ensure the future
mitigation of global disruption.





