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WHY WE STARTED 
NEXT PUBLIUS

Dear Readers, 

Hi, my name is Sean Alexander - one of the co-founders of Next Publius. I hope you’ve enjoyed 

reading this online publication as much as I have enjoyed working with the amazing team at Next 

Publius. When people ask me why we started Next Publius, our story isn’t as glamorous as some 

might think. I believe that Next Publius was born out of necessity. 

One night, my friend and I were on the phone and we started to have a deep conversation about 

politics. Being more liberal and living in suburban Georgia, I have always had to consider both 

sides of every political argument, something that my friend and I found lacking in the media. 

With cancel culture being more prevalent and the nation becoming more and more divided, I 

felt a need for Next Publius. I believe that we needed a platform where all perspectives could 

be shown without inflammatory language used and a platform that allows opposing sides to 

understand one another. After talking about this concept with my friend and now co-founder, 

Molly, we knew we had to create our own platform that embodied these values and brought a 

younger voice into politics.

We are learning to think for 
ourselves and advocate for 

what we believe in.

BY SEAN ALEXANDER

 We aim to not only bring multiple sides together but also hope to allow people 

to read about different perspectives without having to be at each other’s throats. 

We felt that many people in our generation would have the same sentiment, so 

we started to reach out to our networks and Facebook groups to see who’d like 

to contribute and be a part of this project. We’ve been so fortunate to work with 

remarkable people that are passionate about not only their own political and 

social beliefs, but also the understanding that to move forward, we must first 

understand one another. 

We also started Next Publius because we believe that as Gen-Z’s, a younger 

generation, we are in a unique position to help the country come together. 

Most of our generation does not buy into the Democratic/Republican two-party 

system. Even more so, we want more constructive conversation that extends 

beyond party politics and that is rooted within our common humanity. With 

technology connecting us with information, we are able to read and expose 

ourselves to more facts and perspectives, without having to rely on our parent’s 

political opinions. We are learning to think for ourselves and advocate for what 

we believe in. 

Another reason why we started Next Publius is that I believed Next Publius is 

my expression of patriotism to this country. As a kid growing up in the suburbs 

and shielded by my parents from societal problems, I was blissfully ignorant and 

thought that the United States of America was the best country in the world. 

While on the contrary, the United States is intertwined with a history of systemic 

and cultural issues. We have the highest number of incarceration rates, reported 

rapes, and national debt. We are the most drugged up country in the world, in 

terms of both prescription and illegal drugs. We also have the world’s highest 

rate of gun-related violence. Despite all that, I still believe that the United States 
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We grew up on hope;of America is the best country in the world. I believe that we are the best not for what we have done, but 

for what we could be. With our constitution, freedom of speech, separate of power, and the inherent 

nature of the American people with the belief in the American dream, we can make the United States 

the best country in the world. The same belief  is what drove me to start Next Publius with Molly.  

It’s our humanity 
that will allow us to 

continue to strive- the 
same humanity that 
allows us to believe 

and dream of a better 
country.

Patriotism is not just blindly believing in your country’s 

greatness. It’s about understanding its flaws and 

striving to improve them. As Gen-Z’ers and members 

of Next Publius, we believe that continued growth 

creates a better America. We grew up on hope; it’s the 

hope the American Dream was built upon, the hope 

that the pilgrims brought with them, and the hope 

that immigrants still bring with them to this day. It’s 

the same hope that I believe can reignite the US to 

start conversations on how we can be a country that 

could actually lay claim to the title “Best Country in 

the World.” 

Our youth, and what some would call naivete, is what allows us to hope and dream for a better 

future. It was past generations that built the foundation for us to be able to hope for a better 

future. It is our common humanity that connects us and can bring the United States together. It’s 

our humanity that will allow us to continue to strive- the same humanity that allows us to believe 

and dream of a better country.

While we are having discussions about the BLM movement, fundamental reform, LGBTQIA+ rights, 

COVID-19 response, and much more, there will always be differing opinions on how we can build a 

better America. Instead of fighting, we should embrace our differing opinions, learn from them, and 

grow from them. Something that we’re taught in school and we should learn as a society is to get 

along with one another. This is something obviously easier said than done, but we hope that Next 

Publius can be a step in the right direction-allowing us to start having the difficult conversations 

about our different opinions and to ultimately bring people together. 

We started Next Publius because we are choosing to be better and know that there are more 

people like us who want to do better. We hope that as a society and as a nation, we can strive to 

do better, together. 

         Sincerely,

Sean Alexander
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Gen-Z, k-pop fans, and TikTok users all came 
together for political sabotage. Should we be 
surprised? No. Does it fit into the “anything 

can happen” narrative that 2020 has created? 
Without a doubt. 

TikTok, a social media platform that is the successor of Musical.ly and started by Chinese 

company ByteDance, is most famously known for lipsyncing videos, comedy skits, dance 

routines, and lifestyle content. Launching in September of 2016, it was only a matter of 

time for this social media platform to create a viral storm of content that has been beloved 

by billions. 

However, as the app diversified over time with more users and talent niches, TikTok 

has become no stranger to political content. In fact, many accounts (on all parts of the 

political spectrum) create both informative and opinionated content for the purpose of 

educating users on current issues. While scrolling through the over 2.6 billion TikToks alone, 

championing the #politics tag, the content certainly varies.

In an interview done by the New York Times with Ioana Literat, an assistant professor of 

communication and media at Teachers College, Columbia University, and Neta Kligler-

Vilenchik, an assistant professor of communication at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, 

a breakdown of two key questions pertaining to free speech and its impact on political 

involvement and understanding can be answered.

TIK TOK: 
YOUR FREE SPEECH 
IS ON THE CLOCK

Stephanie Odom
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Well he was not the first politician to raise concerns.

Two senior members of Congress, Senate Minority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-N.Y.) and Sen. Tom 

Cotton (R-Ark.), asked U.S. intelligence officials to determine whether the Chinese-owned social-

networking app TikTok poses “national security risks.”

Even Sen. Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) called on the Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States to 

investigate the 2017 purchase by ByteDance of Musical.ly because Rubio said the “Chinese government’s 

nefarious efforts to censor information inside free societies around the world cannot be accepted and 

pose serious long-term challenges to the U.S. and our allies.”

 Although these politicians have adequate claims to suspect that TikTok could be a potential security 

threat, all of them have already been proven wrong.  

As proven by The Washington Post on November 2019, “TikTok says its U.S. operation doesn’t censor 

political content or take instructions from its parent company, the Chinese tech giant ByteDance. Company 

leaders extol the app as a platform free of the contentious content that has come to characterize its 

online competitors, such as Facebook, Twitter and YouTube. ByteDance said no moderators for TikTok’s 

U.S. platform are based in China and do not follow Chinese law.”

In addition to U.S. TikTok databases not being based in China, another tech giant wants to take the place 

of ByteDance to reduce the hysteria of ByteDance’s ownership of the app.

When looking at Marketwatch on August 1st 2020 it is proven that, “Microsoft is in advanced talks to buy 

the U.S. operations of TikTok, the popular Chinese-owned video app that has been a source of national 

security and censorship concerns.”

#

1. Are all voices (as in all different political beliefs) being heard?

Yes. 

Dr. Literat: “In terms of youth political expression, while there’s a dynamic and influential liberal activist 

community on TikTok, there’s actually plenty of conservative political expression, and pro-Trump voices 

definitely find an audience on the platform.

We found this to be true in our early research on Musical.ly, in the aftermath of the 2016 election, and 

it’s still true today on TikTok, as we’re gearing up for the 2020 election … It’s hard to refer to what we see 

on the platform as consensus. Rather, we find that TikTok enables collective political expression for youth 

— that is, it allows them to deliberately connect to a like-minded audience by using shared symbolic 

resources”

2. Has TikTok caused conversation and change between party lines?

It has great potential to do so.

Dr. Kligler-Vilenchik: If we return to the idea of collective political expression as the ability to speak to a 

like-minded audience through shared symbolic resources, we see that this enables at least the potential 

for a conversation across political views.

So, some users may choose to tag their video with #bluelivesmatter and speak to a certain audience. But 

they can also choose to tag their video with #blacklivesmatter, and that way reach a different audience, 

with a different view. Often this is done ironically, as a parody of others’ views (e.g., a video tagged 

#whitelivesmatter that goes on to explain the idea of white privilege), but it may also be a way to spark 

conversation between sides.

So if TikTok is both a platform for all political beliefs and has the potential to create a better understanding 

of such beliefs, why does President Donald Trump want to ban it?
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Now with all potentially valid reasons and concerns to ban TikTok, 

WHY DOES PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP WANT TO PROCEED WITH 

HIS EXECUTIVE ORDER TO BAN THE APP?

Well remember the bric-a-brac collection of political advocates that I 

mentioned earlier? In President Donald Trump’s eyes they are a security threat, 

a threat to resecuring the position of power that he so precariously came into in 

2016 and continues to cling onto.  

As shown by Reuters in June 2020, “Social media users on platforms including the popular video-

sharing app have said they completed the free online registration for the Tulsa, Oklahoma rally with no 

intention of going. Prior to the event, Trump’s campaign manager Brad Parscale said there had been 

more than one million requests to attend. However, the 19,000-seat BOK Center arena had many empty 

seats on Saturday evening and Trump and Vice President Mike Pence canceled speeches to an expected 

“overflow” area outside. The Tulsa Fire Department tallied the crowd at about 6,200 people.”

“Leftists always fool themselves into thinking they’re being clever. Registering for a rally only means you’ve 

RSVPed with a cell phone number,” Trump campaign spokesman Tim Murtaugh said in a statement. “But 

we thank them for their contact information.”

Although the TikTok users who participated in this 21st century form of rebellion were bashed by the 

RNC, Trump administration, and right-winged media sources such as FOX, their creativity to both safely 

and strongly protest President Donald Trump only proved a never-ending devotion to changing the status 

quo.

With the timeline, facts, and history above I am positive that one could draw their own conclusions as 

to why President Donald Trump is adamant about going through with his executive order. His political 

agenda thrives off of division, adhominems, and a false sense of what it means to be a patriot. 
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It is almost ironic at this point that the President who champions the 

idea that the people who are too afraid to state their political beliefs 

should have the first amendment right to free speech is trying to 

get rid of the very platform that has promoted political debate and 

expression for all Americans.

For the young Americans, global scholars, and wise elders who have 

fought for the political and cultural progression of this very nation, 

I give the utmost apology on behalf of the man that is banning the 

platform that educates and unites us. 

 Take this as a sign to still love one another, have those hard 

conversations, and make America your nation again.

###



America and 
the Failed State 
by Sujin Cho

In the recent news cycle, several articles claiming or 

questioning if the U.S. is becoming a failed state started 

coming to light. Even the Chinese State newspaper 

published articles categorizing the U.S. as a failed state 

earlier in June of 2020. People are increasingly becoming 

frustrated and using the term “failed state” to define 

the U.S. in response to this nation’s failed attempts at 

addressing the Covid-19 pandemic and the Black Lives 

Matter (BLM) movement, as well as the seeming lack of a 

power check on the executive branch just to name a few. 

Let’s first review the common premise of a failed state.

In her article titled “Failed State” in the Encyclopedia 

Britannica, Naval Postgraduate School assistant professor 

Naazneen H. Barma defines a failed state as one that 

completes this checklist*:
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“[A failed state] is unable to perform the two fundamental functions of the sovereign nation-state in the 

modern world system: it cannot project authority over its territory and peoples, and it cannot protect 

its national boundaries.”  

The United States government does project authority over its territory and peoples, and it can protect 

its national boundaries. Why, then, is the U.S. claimed as a failed or failing state that can be comparable 

to other failed states such as Yemen or Syria? How can we be patriotic of our nation, the United States, 

if the world views it as a failing nation?

The United States was a symbol of opportunity and, to many in other nations, a land of hope. To support 

this image, in a 2012 article titled “How Bad is Bad” published in ForeignPolicy by Alessandra N. Ram, 

the author uses the US as a standard of what a successful country should be to compare failed states 

and show a devastatingly clear meaning of “failure” within the top 10 failed states such as Somalia and 

Sudan. Now, however, the United States is slowly revealing symptoms of heading towards becoming a 

failed state. 

Let’s explore three primary examples from the recent past that people are using as conditions for the 

decline of the United States.



Government Mishandling of the 
Coronavirus Pandemic  

As of August 2nd 2020, the United States has the most 

coronavirus cases and deaths of any country at 4.8 

million cases. That is nearly twice the number of cases 

as the country with the second most cases in the world, 

Brazil. Having a large population and a large land size 

cannot be blamed for the high number of cases in the 

U.S. Countries with a high population density or large 

land size were all able to control the virus at some point 

within the first half of the year, 2020. Who or what is to 

blame for the mishandling of this pandemic? Following 

the sudden surge of the Coronavirus in the U.S. earlier 

in April of 2020, the CDC recommended people to 

wear face masks as a way to help stop the spread. Face masks have been proven to help slow down the 

spread of the pandemic, and in countries where wearing face masks is a regular habit, the coronavirus 

was easily contained. On the contrary, President Trump never publicly endorsed wearing face masks; 

rather, he told the public “wearing a face mask as I greet presidents, prime ministers, dictators, kings, 

and queens - I just don’t see it”. Trump would also blatantly say “I don’t think I’m going to be doing it” in 

regards to wearing a face mask. Finally on July 11th 2020, with nearly 3 million coronavirus cases in the 

United States, President Trump wore a mask for the first time in public. On July 20th, President Trump 

tweeted “We are United in our effort to defeat the Invisible China Virus, and many people say that it is 

Patriotic to wear a face mask when you can’t socially distance. There is nobody more Patriotic than me, 

your favorite President!”

Even though face masks were scientifically proven to help reduce the spread of the coronavirus, the 

president of the United States himself never endorsed wearing face masks until nearly two months after 

the U.S. death toll from the pandemic passed 100,000 lives, and also long after the United States started 

holding the title for having the most coronavirus cases.
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The U.S. federal government’s lack of sympathy in 
response to the Black Lives Matter movement

The Black Lives Matter movement is an outcry for social justice. Though 

the movement has progressed for decades, the unjust murder of George 

Floyed in May of 2020 sparked a massive wave of national attention to 

the movement, which inspired many protests. One striking example 

of decreasing government legitimacy is an incident in June 2020, when 

peaceful BLM protesters in front of the White House were violently attacked 

so that the president could perform a photo-op. Though the White House 

denied using tear gas on the peaceful crowd, many protesters as well as 

news journalists at the protest reported experiencing similar effects from 

the smoke used as they would to tear gas. 

It is evident the government incited chaos amidst a fully peaceful protest for a reason not worth 

unleashing tear-gas-like smoke canisters. The lack of sympathy in regards to protestors protesting for 

basic social justice further undermines the idea that the United States is performing perfectly fine as is. 

An Individualized U.S. Executive Branch

The lack of a power check on the current executive branch is a topic colossal to address in one article, 

but simply put the current executive branch proved itself to operate in an individual manner despite the 

attempts at checks and balances of the other branches. The Trump Administration seemingly spends 

or withholds money as the President wishes, despite what Congress says is allowed and what is not. 

Trump’s personal lawyer was tasked to conduct foreign policy in Ukraine in ways that violated official 

American policies. The president also withheld Congress-appropriated aid to a country without alerting 

the Congress of his plans to withhold the money, and did not experience any consequences in ignoring 

the Congress’ decision.
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“There is nobody more 
Patriotic than me, your 

favorite President!” 

The executive branch, under the leadership of President Donald Trump, seems to make decisions and 

act in ways that it wants to despite what others say, jeopardizing the legitimacy of the government 

as a whole. 

How do these recent events align with an outsider’s perspective of the U.S. in regards to an overall 

assessment of whether the U.S. is a failed or failing state or not? The Fragile States Index provides 

more information to this question. 

In a Vox article, “Is the U.S. a Failed State?” written by Matthew Gault, Gault explains that “...the 

Fragile States Index [FSI], [is] an assessment of the fragility of states... The FSI looks at a number 

of factors—including income inequality, the state of public services, and relationships between 

police and citizenry—and assigns countries a score indicating...” their fragility in the best way social 

concepts could be represented as numbers. 

The 2020 FSI report**, published in May of 2020, includes the FSI’s 12-level scale with the best 

countries being categorized as “Very Sustainable” and the most fragile states being categorized as 

“Very High Alert”, in which the United States lands near the bottom of the third highest categorization: 

“Very Stable”. Interestingly, the United States is mentioned as being in the Top 20 worsened 

states since 2010***, with the reasoning that the United States has “...experienced years of 

tumultuous politics and social division” as written in the 2020 FSI report. 

President Trump himself tweeted “There is nobody more Patriotic than me, your favorite 

President!” However, how can he, or anyone else, remain patriotic towards a country that 

is seemingly heading towards the direction of failure without attempting to take action to 

positively improve the country? What does it take to be patriotic? It is rather unpatriotic to 

deny the United States is doing perfectly fine as is and stay idle towards positive progression.

When observing the status quo, is the United States a failed state? 

No. 

Is the United States idle and borderline heading in the direction of failing? 

Yes. 

According to the 2020 FSI report, the United States is not experiencing a positive progression 

as a nation. That being said, as a country that is categorized as “very stable”, it would be easier 

for the U.S. to turn the trend and positively progress as a nation compared to other failed 

states, since the U.S. has the resources and power to do so. 

It is only patriotic to understand how our country is doing, and act upon what we can improve 

to progress further as a nation. 

*Definitions of failed states vary, and the entire explanation encompases a larger premise 
**The 2020 FSI report does not account for the impact from COVID-19 
***It is crucial to understand that the issues that promote inefficiency and chaos within the United States have built up over 
the years. 



PATRIOTISM
ISN’T ALWAYS 
EASY

Patriotism is complicated. Yet patriotism is 
simple. Patriotism is a strange paradox of 
multilayered simplicity that will forever be 
present in the public discussion. While my 
view and tolerance of patriotism is flawed, 
as I have consciously or unconsciously 
reduced it to something that makes sense 
to me, I am striving to correct that and hope 
to eventually reach a place in which I am not 
only more patriotic, but also more willing to 
see the patriotism in others. 

BY JOHN BEDELL

The national conversation around patriotism has intensified;  in a recent interview, Senator 
Tammy Duckworth suggested and encouraged a national debate surrounding the legacy 
of presidents who owned slaves. Agree with Senator Duckworth or not, it will likely take a 
national dialogue and discussion to help preserve the soul of our nation. Yet in response to 
such suggestion from Sen. Duckworth, Fox News host Tucker Carlson suggested:

“A national dialogue. Please. They’re not looking for any kind of colloquy. What they want is 
a soliloquy. We speak, you shut up and listen….So what to make of all of this? Well it’s long 
been considered out of bounds to question a person’s patriotism. It’s a very strong charge, 
and we try not ever to make it. But in the face of all of this, the conclusion can’t be avoided. 
These people actually hate America. There’s no longer a question about that.” (CBS News)

Carlson’s statement is riddled with offensive errors; therefore, it is important that if we are 
to understand how to have a more constructive conversation around patriotism, we must 
examine the mistakes he made. The first was the blatant insult to Senator Duckworth, 
a woman who lost both legs fighting for her country in Iraq, in claiming that she hates 
America. Carlson himself, possibly for rhetorical effect, mentions how lofty an assault of 
false patriotism is, however, he clearly fails to think of why that is so, as the reason one 
must not critique the patriotism of one opposed to you is because, as Carlson has done, 
patriotism becomes a piece in a larger game of political chess. Further, Carlson is clearly 
opposed to having a conversation, attacking the substance before it has even taken place. 
Finally, Carlson’s views of patriotism come into focus. It is clear that he has, consciously 
or not, reduced this act of patriotism to blind allegiance that benefits his own message, 
as Duckworth’s own patriotism has made him uncomfortable, so he attempts to discredit 
such opposition to his own beliefs.  

The key to encouraging a more 
productive view of patriotism is to 
view actions not in terms of their 
outcomes, but rather in terms of 

their motives.
23



To levy such a charge against Duckworth raises a question for 
all, which is, who is more patriotic in that situation? The man 
condemning another’s words suggesting dialogue about the 
troubled past of the country 
she loves enough to fight for, 
or the woman who did that 
physical fighting, and continues 
to fight for the soul of the nation 
in the ways she sees best fit. 
Carlson’s refusal to truly examine 
Duckworth’s suggestion as well 
as the history and state of his 
country demonstrates an apathy 
that does not highlight love. To be patriotic is to love one’s 
country, and Duckworth’s investment in the complex 
history of her country demonstrates a true love of country. 
Carlson may be functioning under the notion that love 
of country exempts the ability to critique it, and, while 
popular, that notion fails to acknowledge the fact that love 
strives to make the other the best it can be, which cannot 
come without critiques. 

In its simplest form patriotism is love of country. 

As simple as this definition of patriotism is the complex 
world in which we live reveals a startlingly opposite reality. 
With many condemning others, labels of “patriot” being used as a marketing 
ploy, and accusations of false patriotism, such a “simple” topic reveals a much 
deeper truth. This topic has been turned into something far too complicated. 

A patriot is likely agreed upon by all as a person who loves their country, and who 
strives to do things that make their country a better place. With such consensus 
surrounding the definition, a universal understanding appears to be inevitable, 
as surely all can recognize the various ways of expression of such love and the 
various actions that can help create a better reality. Adversely, this definition has 

been misconstrued, spun into a minimally inclusive set of ideals centered 
around core principles of blind allegiance and unification against different 
ideals. 

Patriotism is centered around love, and love is centered around an eternal 
focus helping that which you love become the best it can be; therefore, 
patriotism requires one to forever strive to create a better country for 
all. Here in the United States of America, it would be blind to say that 

there are no problems in the country’s troubled history, and blind 
to say there are no problems in the country’s troubled present. 
Acknowledgement of such a basic fact is the cornerstone of creating 
a better tomorrow, as one must identify the problems that must 
be solved. It is those who make it the primary goal to solve these 
problems that are truly patriotic. To ignore or deny such problems 
or to demonize those who raise awareness to them in the name 
of patriotism solely amplifies the contrary, as any apprehension 
in the path to a better country is far from patriotic. With this 
understanding, it becomes clear that it is imperative that all who 
possess this love of country have an obligation to live in such a way 
that works to solve the problems plaguing their own country. 

In the recent news cycle, flawed notions of patriotism have quickly 
come to the surface and a public debate has ensued. Many have been 
quick to label others as not patriotic, often solely to advance their 
own agenda. Blinded by personal gain or comfortable complacency, 
it becomes dangerously easy to trick oneself into believing that what 

feels comfortable is what is best for the country. 
As one examines the actions of others, we often 
oversimplify their actions, and reduce them down 
in terms of black-and-white morality, seeing 
something as wholly good or wholly bad, and the 
scale is rarely their actions in context of the bigger 
picture, but more often their actions in the context 
of our own personal interests. 
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The key to encouraging a more productive view of patriotism is to view actions not 
in terms of their outcomes, but rather in terms of their motives. If we as a country 
can take the time to realize that those protesting various injustices are not doing so 
to stir up violence, but are doing so to create a better tomorrow for their children, 
we become well on our way to creating a better country. If we as a country can take 
the time to realize that love is difficult, and easy patriotism is not truly patriotism, 
we can begin to have more difficult conversations that result in more fruitful results. 
If we as a country can realize that expressions of patriotism can fit in no box, but can 
span a variety of different actions, we can mobilize movements that help to create 
necessary change. We must break the endless cycle of partisan standoffs, and work 
towards creating a country that is truly better than the one we have today. 

As some may condemn protests for raising uncomfortable questions about the 
status quo, it is important that we realize complacency is the enemy of progress. 
We all have an obligation, as patriots, to challenge ourselves to see more, to 
understand more, and to do more to truly make our country better. If this means 
actively serving, then this is what you ought to do. If this means actively protesting, 
then this is what you ought to do. If this means having difficult conversations, 
then this is what you ought to do. We all must continue pushing for a better 
tomorrow. If we as a country can realize that it is the Constitution that is the 
cornerstone of these United States, not a person or group of people, it can lead 
to self reflection that can create a more understanding, more just country for all. 

Patriotism will be difficult to discuss, because it is personal; however, if we can 
recognize why it is so personal and recognize that until we identify the problems, 
we cannot solve the problems, we will be well on our way. If all who read this 
and think that perhaps their patriotism has gone unchallenged for too long, we 
can begin to heal the divides in our country, and create a better tomorrow for all.  
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