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INTRODUCTION
Dear Reader,
The event currently unfolding during the pandemic of COVID-19 requires that we start to sort out facts and thoughts. As
a Grassroots Think Tank for Foreign and European Affairs, Polis180 aims to be part of the monitoring of the event and to
provide an overview of foreign policy dimensions of the pandemic.
At Polis180, we think that the crisis due to the COVID-19 pandemic is a situation which starkly encapsulates foreign
policy narratives and framing strategies. Political leaders’ choices of words in foreign communications during this crisis
are not anecdotal: they are framings of the reality and reveal the way in which governments perceive their position in a
global or regional order and deliver an image of the role they intend to play in it. This publication examines more closely
government narratives relating to COVID-19 as frames supporting their attitudes towards other global or regional actors
and as revealing political agendas. This publication presents the foreign policy framing in twelve countries on five continents.
We chose to react swiftly to the event unfolding. Most events happening after the end of April were excluded. That is why
we will publish an update of this publication in several months’ time when the situation should allow retrospective view
of the findings published here.
Stay tuned into http://www.polis180.org/!
Have a good read!
Bettina Böhm and Claire Saillour
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SUMMARY
POLITICAL COMMUNICATION IN THE AGE OF TWITTER
This publication highlights patterns of strategic communications aimed at domestic and international audiences. Twitter is
an indispensable platform, as public opinion has become the target of global communication. Social media are now spaces
where misinformation and disinformation spread; they form the environment in which politicians need to communicate to
be heard.
The Nigerian government (page 11) is using Twitter to appease domestic public opinion pressure yet using ‘classical’ communication channels (press releases) to handle its communications to China with more prudent language. Other governments are using lower-ranking officials to push aggressive narratives – employing a two-tier communication strategy. In
Brazil (page 4), President Bolsonaro emphasizes Brazilian-Chinese friendship whilst lower-ranking officials fuel domestic
racist and nationalist narratives. China (page 5) is following a similar strategy towards the US. The remarkable porosity between external and domestic communication shows how statements are intentionally placed, especially when they contain
manipulative content, like in Iran (page 9).
● Heads of states seem to emphasize solidarity and cooperation, while less prominent politicians get their hands dirty
and feed out more conflictual narratives, often addressing the domestic audience.
● Transnational information streams blur the line between statements for domestic and international audiences even
further.
The framing of the pandemic is also increasing the visibility of geopolitical ambitions and power shifts.
COVID-19 ACTS AS A TREND-ACCELERATOR

The pandemic offers a platform for the expression of ambitions for power and the strengthening of strategic influence. The
most obvious finding is China’s attempt to position itself as a responsible global leader – in opposition to the US. Other countries are seizing the chance to assert regional power aspirations during the crisis, such as Kazakhstan (page 10), India (page
8), France as an influential ‘partner’ in Africa (page 6) or Poland in countries of the Eastern Partnership (page 12).
Framings of the pandemic mirror current international relations. Mutual recrimination on handling the health crisis is following existing relational patterns. On the one hand, the rhetorical confrontation lies in the rivalry between different political
regimes, as can be seen in the US-Chinese blame-game (page 15) or between Russia and the ‘West’ (page 13). Authoritarian
regimes have been presenting an image of friendly multilateralism and efficiency in tackling the pandemic, pointing to the
contrast of failures by Western liberal democracies. On the other hand, regional conflicts fueled by nationalism or religious
rivalry, for instance between Saudi Arabia and Iran (page 14) or India and Pakistan, are simply being reframed with new
COVID-19 vocabulary. States that are subject to sanctions – such as Iran or Russia – both blame the crisis on those restrictions
and demand that they be lifted.
● Governments are framing the crisis in pre-existing narratives, diverting attention from their own failures by blaming
traditional rivals, fueling these conflicts further.
This publication also makes visible rapidly emerging global power shifts. Despite US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo’s attempt to regain control over the US image by insisting on global solidarity, the national-isolationist positions of President
Donald Trump seem to give China space to affirm its global leadership ambitions. China is actively communicating about
gestures of solidarity, seeking to project a powerful image. President Xi Jinping’s speeches underline the country’s belief in a
globalised and multipolar world. Many governments are careful in their communication about China, such as Brazil and Kazakhstan, who are attempting to strengthen economic and political ties with it. Nigeria also seems to handle relations with
China cautiously, in the face of domestic uproar. Open criticism of international organisations such as the World Health Organisation by the US is fueling narratives presenting it as a world power giving up its responsibilities as a global leader. In
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this context, the EU seems currently unable to play the role of a third global power and mediator. Will the strongly emphasized European solidarity (see Germany page 7) strengthen its capacity of resilience to the crisis and secure its position as a
third global player? This remains to be seen.
● The COVID-19 pandemic might be an accelerator of power shifts in international relations, or simply reveal them.
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1. BRAZIL
Isabel Hartwig
President Jair Bolsonaro on 24 March 2020:
“We reaffirmed our bonds of friendship”1

Jair Bolsonaro’s election victory marked the beginning of unstable times for Brazil’s relationship
with China. He announced his policy as no longer
being on “friendly terms with communist regimes”,2 but then changed his course once he took
office, calling China a “great cooperation partner”. 3 Since that country is Brazil’s most important trading partner, it is of no surprise that
Bolsonaro now stresses their “friendship” in the
COVID-19 crisis, giving reassurances that Brazil is
standing “in solidarity with China in fighting the
epidemic”. 4 Given this rhetoric, the diplomatic
strategies of his entourage may come as a surprise.
Congressman Eduardo Bolsonaro on 18 March
2020:
“Whoever watched Chernobyl will understand what
happened. Replace the nuclear plant with the coronavirus and the Soviet dictatorship with the Chinese.”5

On Twitter, Eduardo Bolsonaro, the president’s
son, blamed China for spreading the virus. The
country accused him of “infecting the friendship”
with “a mental virus”,6 thus escalating the situation and forcing Brazil into a position of appeasement. This might allow China to advance its own
interests more easily.7 The Brazilian Chamber of
Deputies apologized “for the thoughtless words”,8
while Bolsonaro claimed he had “never offended
the Chinese people,” calling this view “totally un9
reasonable.”

Education Minister Abraham Weintraub on 6 April
2020:
“Geopolitically, who can come out stLongeL, in Lelative teLms, fLom this woLld cLisis?”10

Brazil’s Education Minister Abraham Weintraub
described the pandemic as China’s geopolitical
strategy, adding a racist dimension by mocking a
supposedly Chinese accent. What looks like an illconsidered attack could serve a purpose for Jair
Bolsonaro, who lost support for trivializing the virus. Weintraub’s allegations divert the attention
to China and sought to mobilise the president’s
supporters. 11 Subsequently, the hashtag
#TradeBlockadeOnChinaNow has been trending.
Jair Bolsonaro himself kept remarkably quiet, but
tweeted about a phone call with China’s president, stressing their “friendship”, “commercial
ties” as well as “information and actions” 12 regarding COVID-19. It becomes clear that their relationship is rooted in Brazil’s economic but also
medical dependency, since China supports Brazil
with essential equipment. Strengthening this
“friendship” will thus likely be important to stabilise Brazil’s economy and public health, as well as
Bolsonaro’s power.
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2. CHINA
Claire Saillour
President Xi Jinping on 26 March 2020:
“At such a moment, it is imperative for the international community to strengthen confidence, act with
unity and work together in a collective response. We
must comprehensively step up international cooperation and foster greater synergy so that humanity as
one could win the battle against such a major infectious disease.”13

Xi emphasizes unity and cooperation against a
common enemy, shifting the focus away from
China as the country of origin of the virus. He
picks up the narrative of a new world-order under a Chinese initiative, one that he has pursued
since the introduction of the Belt and Road policy
in 2013. At the same time, Xi’s narrative expands
his role as a considerate Father of the Nation to
an international level.
Spokesperson Zhao Lijian on 12 March 2020:
“When did patient zero begin in US? How many people
are infected? What are the names of the hospitals? It
might be US army who brought the epidemic to Wuhan. Be transparent! Make public your data! US owe
us an explanation!”

In a now infamous Tweet, Zhao Lijian, spokesperson for the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
raises the question of US responsibility for the virus.14 This fits into a strategy of blurring China’s
responsibility for the global pandemic. It indicates that besides the narrative of unity, Chinese
officials are targeting views that question Chinese
intentions or aid and they are trying to exert influence on foreign leaders. In April, Chinese diplomats contacted German ministries and their
employees, seeking to encourage them to make
more positive statements about China’s COVID19 strategy. 15 Further, there are signs of coordinated troll-campaigns linked to China on social
media around the globe, praising China’s efforts16
and spreading a very pro-China perspective.
Spokesperson Hua Chunying on 16 April 2020:
“Chinese medical supplies arrived in South Africa,
with love, as expressed by local newspaper. We always stand together with our African brothers & sisters.”17

China is reinforcing its ambitions to become the

main donor of development aid for African countries (a position historically taken by the EU) and
continuing the narrative of international solidarity. This campaign faced massive criticism when
reports of alleged mistreatment of Africans in
Southern China by officials came to light.18
The Chinese government has taken the chance to
seize control over the global COVID-19 narrative:19 China is presenting itself as the victorious
survivor of the virus who is now offering massive
medical assistance, know-how and equipment to
countries in need. The COVID-19 pandemic has
given China the chance to introduce itself to the
world as a responsible global leader and to oppose US dominance.
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3. FRANCE
Esther Luigi and Claire Saillour
President Emmanuel Macron on 25 March 2020:
“Thank you to our German, Swiss, Luxembourgeois
neighbours, who have taken into their care around
thirty severely ill patients, as we had ourselves done a
few weeks ago for our Italian neighbours. This is what
true Europe also is: solidarity.”20

The French government is praising EU “solidarity”. “Success-story” 21 statements issued along
with European partners at the end of March highlight (sometimes symbolic) bilateral solidarity
gestures, stressing the role of EU coordination.
This narrative aims to balance the sheer absence
of such solidarity in the first weeks of the crisis
and the strictly domestic concern of some member states, including France. It also aims to counter the dominating impression of bad management and division between Member States, which
had been fueled from both outside22 and within23
the EU.
At the same time, France is calling for stronger fiscal ‘solidarity’ when advocating a European response to the pandemic. The disagreement between EU Member States about the form this fiscal solidarity should take – ‘Coronabonds’ or
other measures like the ESM – highlights that the
meaning of solidarity itself is multifold.
President Emmanuel Macron on 13 April 2020:
“We have to help our neighbours in Africa […] by massively cancelling their debt.”24

The notion that France should support ‘Africa’ is
deeply rooted in the French narrative of a ‘special’ relationship with the continent, and France’s
position is thus unsurprising. France needs to appear as a reliable strategic partner for African
countries, and it has been advocating within the
EU and globally 25 for big creditors 26 to accept
broad relief for bilateral debt. The French government’s rhetoric during this crisis is thus carefully
crafting an image of a global player that cares
about its partners.
A key foreign policy aim of Macron’s presidency
is to strengthen the EU under the influence of
French leadership. Presenting France as the European ‘champion of solidarity’ during the
COVID-19 crisis is in line with these efforts. At the

same time, France is protecting its traditional interests in and through the African continent, using the momentum to gain influence and to subtly
challenge China’s image as a friendly superpower
both in the EU and on the African continent,
against a background of diplomatic tension between France and China.27
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4. GERMANY
Luisa Kern and Lukas Hochscheidt
Minister of Foreign Affairs Heiko Maas and Minister of Finance Olaf Scholz on 6 April 2020:
“We need a clear expression of European solidarity in the corona pandemic. Germany is willing.”28

The joint letter of Finance Minister Olaf Scholz and
Heiko Maas, Minister of Foreign Affairs, – both members
of the Social-Democratic Party – reflects the ambiguous
approach to the EU Germany adopted at the beginning
of the COVID-19 pandemic.
On the one hand, the German government wished to be
perceived as strongly pro-European, taking the lead in
European debates and keeping the Union together. On
the other hand, since the 2008 financial crisis, Chancellor Angela Merkel had repeatedly opposed stronger fiscal solidarity measures in Europe, advocating austerity
policies and rejecting any kind of direct transfers. This
time again, Germany was one of the strongest opponents
of a common European debt mechanism (Coronabonds)
as a means of budgetary support for the most affected
member states.
Minister of Finance Olaf Scholz on 19 May 2020:
“Winston Churchill once said: ‘Never let a good crisis go to
waste.’ We should use this crisis as an opportunity to advance
European integration.”29

Almost two months later we can perceive a much more
direct and less hesitant approach to handling the crisis.
The French-German recovery fund proposal from 18
May marks a sharp and ambitious U-turn in the German
policy towards the EU.30
This new approach will have important consequences
for Germany’s reputation among its fellow European
partners. Due to its categoric opposition to any fiscal solidarity taking the form of common debt mechanisms,
Germany’s reputation – especially among Southern European countries – had initially suffered badly in the
course of the pandemic.31 What solidarity (and ‘friendship’) meant for the German government was perceived
as merely symbolic action by its European neighbours.32
Now that Germany has changed course on the issue of
common European debt, its neighbours are likely to
change their perception as well. The French-German
proposal proves most of the previous criticism wrong:

Moving away from the camp of opponents of a more integrated fiscal union (the so-called ‘frugal states’), Germany now assumes its joint responsibility alongside
France to put Europe back on track. This more adequately represents the “clear expression of European
solidarity” pledged back in April.
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5. INDIA
Paul Dießelberg
Minister for Minority Affairs Mukhtar Abbas Naqvi on 26
April 2020:
“The Tablighi Jamaat [virus] spread is a Talibani crime.”33

Prime Minister Modi’s nationalistic government has reacted hostilely to Tablighi Jamaat, a multinational Muslim missionary movement that – according to the government – would support a “corona jihad”. 34 This fits
well with the succession of political and legal hostilities
against Indian Muslims and the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, Modi’s archenemy, as well as the continued occupation of the isolated and deeply contested Kashmir region.
President Narendra Modi on 13 March 2020:
“Together, we can set an example to the world, and contribute to a healthier planet.”35

While the governing Bharatiya Janata Party backed
harsh anti-minority measures during the pandemic, it
also wants to play an internationally supportive role,
positioning India as a leader in crafting global responses to the coronavirus. This is especially the case
inside the heavily conflicted South-Asian Regional Organization.36
The still ongoing raid on Jammu and Kashmir, a new citizenship law that blatantly discriminates against Muslims as a signal against Pakistan and now the measures
and rhetoric to fight the coronavirus: Against this background Modi’s Hindu-nationalistic government exploits
COVID-19 for the implementation of his regional objectives. He calls for the containment of terrorism coming
from Pakistan via Kashmir and India’s own detachment
from the region to become a stand-alone world leader,
especially in light of the ongoing rivalry with China.
By presenting India as a leader in developing global responses to COVID-19, while countries like Pakistan, Afghanistan or Iran are failing to do so, Modi tries to
achieve a single goal: India’s hegemony in South Asia.
While putting national problems on hold, he is hoping to
build an excellent international reputation for his country. At the same time, India is looking north-east towards China. Although the two superpowers have had a
difficult relationship in the past (especially with Pakistan, where China is actively investing), they now want
to “emerge stronger [with] new heights after the pandemic”.37

Islamophobia is spreading in society, but India presents
itself as a regional conflict solver and promotes an image
of progress, thus showing that future global power competitions will not take place between just the US and
China but will include India. Whether India’s growing
global and regional influence will change the balance in
the global power struggle between China and the West
will only become apparent after the pandemic.
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6. IRAN
J.S.
Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei on 22 March 2020:
“The US govt has declared a few times that they are ready to
help #Iran with medicines to fight the #CoronaOutbreak.
That’s strange. Firstly, based on the words of your own officials, you face shortages in the US. […]/1”38 “You’re accused of
having created #Coronavirus. […] You could be giving medicines that spread the virus or cause it to remain. Experience
shows you can’t be trusted & you do such things./2”39

Khamenei’s statement is ripe with conspiracy views, attributing the outbreak of the virus to the US. Focusing on
the onset of the crisis, Khamenei is denying any responsibility on the Iranian regime’s side. His wording reflects
a deep mistrust and hostility towards the US. Anti-American positions have been a cornerstone of the Iranian regime’s foreign policy narrative.40
Foreign Minister Javad Zarif on 29 March 2020:
“US has gone from sabotage & assassinations to waging an
economic war & #EconomicTerrorism on Iranians—to #MedicalTerror amidst #covid19iran. This even ‘exceeds what
would be permissible on the battlefield.’ STOP aiding WAR
CRIMES. STOP obeying IMMORAL & ILLEGAL US sanctions.”41

Zarif is framing the current crisis in Iran as a consequence of US sanctions, which are seen to be part of an
extensive history of anti-Iranian US-American actions.
Stopping short of sharing Khamenei’s conspiracy views,
Zarif is describing the sanctions as “medical terror” and
their consequences as “war crimes”. Zarif is trying to
gain support from a broad international audience for
disregard of the US sanctions, emphasizing their unlawfulness.
The Islamic Republic of Iran continues to be one of the
countries worst affected by the COVID-19 pandemic.42
Being a centre of the initial outbreak of the virus, Iran is
the worst-hit Middle Eastern nation. The current [11
May 2020] number of officially reported cases of COVID19 has reached 109,000, more than 6,600 people have
already died. 43
The current situation presents an unforeseen opportunity for the regime to call on the international community to put pressure on the US to lift the sanctions. Refusing all aid offers from the US, Iranian officials have
been keen to praise China for its support, indicating a
further strengthening of those relations44 (in total Iran
has received help from dozens of countries45). The two

statements are in line with the fundamental anti-American stance of the Iranian regime. Stressing that it is the
victim of unjust sanctions and is a strong advocate for
international cooperation, the Iranian regime is trying
to use the crisis to activate global support for the relief
of all sanctions.
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7. KAZAKHSTAN
Luisa Podsadny
President Qasym-Jomart Toqayev on 16 March 2020:
“We are witnessing the extremely negative impact of the
coronavirus on the global economy. In fact, we are talking
about a transformation of the entire global economic system.”46

In his television address, the Kazakh president frames
the COVID-19 crisis as primarily an economic crisis. The
Kazakh economy is suffering badly from falling prices
for oil, which is Kazakhstan’s most important export
commodity. However, a global transformation is something from which Kazakhstan, as an emerging economy,
might profit.
Qasym-Jomart Toqayev on 11 April 2020:
“I sincerely thank Mr Jack Ma, worldwide known entrepreneur and good friend of our people, for his generous humanitarian assistance to my country. He in fact has shown that solidarity matters a lot in these extremely complex circumstances. Together we shall definitely overcome.“47

Kazakhstan is among other countries profiting from the
donation of essential medical equipment by the Chinese
business magnate Jack Ma. Kazakhstan is moving closer
to China, repeatedly praising its solidarity and handling
of the crisis.
Qasym-Jomart Toqayev in a phone call with President of
Tajikistan Emomali Rahmon on 9 April 2020:
“Kazakhstan is the second largest trading partner of Tajikistan, and we are interested in further increasing the bilateral
trade turnover, in particular, through mutual supplies of food
products.“48

In a regional context, Kazakhstan means to preserve its
status as the dominant player in Central Asia. It does so
primarily by talking of intensifying its – so far rather limited49 – trade relations with its Central Asian neighbours,
such
as
Tajikistan.
The Kazakh regime, including the first Kazakh president
Nursultan Nazarbayev, does not communicate extensively on the foreign policy dimension of the COVID-19
crisis. Kazakhstan’s general calls for international solidarity are in line with the country’s concept of a multi
vector foreign policy.50 However, repeated references to
China suggest that the COVID-19 crisis might strengthen
the already growing Chinese influence in Kazakhstan.
This impression is reinforced by the absence of Russia

and the Eurasian Economic Union in Kazakhstan’s crisis
communication. Within Central Asia, Kazakhstan
strengthens its claim to regional dominance by showing
its diplomatic skills and good intentions.
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8. NIGERIA
Bettina Böhm
Minister of Foreign Affairs Geoffrey Onyeama on 9 April
2020:
“Invited the Chinese Ambassador to Nigeria, Mr Zhou
Pingjian, to communicate @NigeriaGov’s extreme concern at
allegations of maltreatment of Nigerians in Guangzhou,
#China and called for immediate Chinese Govt. intervention.”51

Nigeria has been one of many African governments addressing COVID-19 news reports of Nigerian and other
African nationals being subject to bad, alleged racist,
treatment in Chinese cities such as Guangzhou.52 Videos
that circulated rapidly on national TV and social media
put pressure on the Nigerian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Geoffrey Onyeama to meet with the Ambassador of
China to Nigeria. The issue was at first framed as a communication problem: “[Nigerian] officials in China made
it clear that the communication could and should have
been better”.53
Minister of Foreign Affairs Geoffrey Onyeama on 24 April
2020:
“As the World’s largest black nation, it behoves on us to defend the dignity of blacks and Africans anywhere in the
world”54

Criticised for his initial mild diplomatic reaction,
Onyeama met with the Chinese Ambassador three more
times and presented Nigeria as champion of the rights
and dignity of all Africans. However, the choice of words
used was marked by restraint as the Chinese ambassador was “invited” to “further deliberate” on the situation. Amidst persistent domestic outrage on social media, illustrated by the key-word #chinamustexplain,
Onyeama went on to speak of “disappointment” in the
context of Nigeria’s “excellent relations with the people
and Government of China”.55

There is an obvious difference between the way the Nigerian government framed the alleged treatment of Nigerian nationals to Chinese officials (presenting it first
as a communication issue, then inviting the ambassador
to “deliberate further”), and the way it communicated
with its domestic audience (explaining it as an unacceptable situation, one to which the

Nigerian government was responding firmly and communicating clearly its disappointment to the Chinese authorities).
This tension can be partly explained by Nigeria’s ongoing debt-relief negotiations with China, to whom it owes
10% of the national debt.56 Oil is Nigeria’s main commodity export, but with prices plummeting its revenue
is vanishing.57 The way in which the crisis unfolds may
symbolize an unequal relationship, but this situation
should also be of concern to China: Nigeria is a pivotal
partner for China’s “South-South” strategy, and at the
moment 70% of Nigerians hold positive opinions of
China.58 The current tension could affect this very positive image, one which China is carefully crafting with development aid, medical diplomacy, and economic support.
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9. POLAND
Ricarda Lindau
Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki on 11 April 2020:
“Polish-Italian friendship is intertwined with our history. Poland would be a different country were it not for the heritage
of Italy, which shaped our culture and art so profoundly. Our
national anthem emphasizes the unique role of Italy as a
place from where Poles could embark on the path to Polish
independence.”59

Polish Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki expressed
his solidarity with Italians in an article for the newspaper La Repubblica. Poland’s conservative Law and Justice government makes use of historical narratives in its
foreign policy, often referring to the heroic martyrdom
of Poles. During the current crisis, Morawiecki has used
positive references as a justification for solidarity with
Italy. Italy is, indeed, one of Poland’s top five trading
partners, but lags far behind the 25% trade share of Germany.60 As a non-member of the Eurozone, Poland does
not engage publicly in the economic solidarity debate,
instead Morawiecki refers to the Renaissance past and
shared Catholic faith. There are few actions beyond this
symbolic statement, although Poland sent a team of doctors and protective equipment to Italy 61 – but only in
early April.62
Minister of Foreign Affairs Jacek Czaputowicz on 8 April
2020:
“We cannot leave anyone on their own in this crisis. That is
why we supported the European Commission’s proposal to
reallocate EUR 140 million of Neighbourhood Policy funds for
the immediate needs of the EaP countries in their fight
against coronavirus. We have also agreed to earmark a portion of the International Visegrad Fund for combating the impact of the pandemic in the partner countries under the V4
East Solidarity programme.”63

Foreign Minister Jacek Czaputowicz gave assurances of
Poland’s support for the Eastern Partnership countries
in a video conference with the other Visegrad countries:
Czech Republic, Slovakia, and Hungary.
The Visegrad Group is an alliance that enhances Czech
Republic’s, Hungary’s, Poland’s, and Slovakia’s regional
weight within the EU. But even Poland’s borders with
these neighbours remain closed until now (with exceptions for daily cross-border commuters).64 These countries have so far issued only one common response during COVID-19 times with regard to the Eastern Partner-

ship (EaP).65 Poland was one of the initiators of the project in the neighbourhood region and lobbied for a special focus on EaP countries during an EU video conference of ministers. 66 While the Polish government has
shown some solidarity with countries with which it usually has close connections, its main attention during the
COVID-19 crisis has been on domestic affairs and the
presidential elections – originally scheduled for May 10
but now postponed to a later date.67
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10. RUSSIA
Dr. Anastasia Vishnevskaya-Mann und Lukas Baake
The Permanent Mission of the Russian Federation to the
United Nations on 2 April 2020:
“We regret that a small group of states championing sanctions-based policy appeared unready to respond to the call of
the UN Secretary-General and refused to cast aside politicized
approaches and interests.”68

This statement presents the Western countries as an inhibiting and hostile factor and an obstacle to international solidarity and cooperation. Russia’s narrative regularly contrasts this with its own benign intentions to
help other countries and alleviate the situation in the
world. According to this self-image, Russia is a defender
of international cooperation as well as an able and potent agent on the international scene, willing to help.
Promoting this narrative, Russia has been trying
throughout the pandemic to take advantage of the situation in order to improve its bargaining posture and
achieve a lifting of sanctions against itself and its allies,
including Iran.
Russian Foreign Ministry on 12 April 2020:
“Amid the fast spread of the Coronavirus around the globe we
are concerned by the attempts of some states to blame others
for the worsening situation domestically. [...] This is exactly
how we treat the accusations against the World Health Organization voiced by the US government”.69

The Russian government uses every opportunity to present itself as a benevolent promoter of a multipolar
world order and a reliable partner, as opposed to the US.
America which, so the argument goes, has imposed on
the world a unipolar order with itself as a hegemon, but
fails to run it with respect and responsibility. In this
statement the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs uses
Donald Trump’s accusations against the World Health
Organisation in order to promote its own image as an
upholder of the global order. Moreover, it stresses how
erratic
and
unreliable
the
US
is.
The statements made during the crisis reinforce two images: that of Russia as a reliable and responsible actor
open to international cooperation but surrounded by
Western states that value ideological prejudices over
mutually beneficial cooperation and that of the US, incapable of sticking to the rules of a multipolar world order.
Hence, the narrative during the COVID-19 crisis can be

seen as a continuation of the Russian foreign policy rhetoric before the pandemic.
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11. SAUDI ARABIA
Sidra Yousaf und Paul Dießelberg
Council of Ministers chaired by King Salman on 20 March
2020:
“Iran bears direct responsibility for the outbreak of corona
infection.”70

This statement was officially proclaimed at a meeting of
the Council of Ministers of Saudi Arabia. With this claim
Saudi Arabia wants to highlight the long-standing sectarian tensions in the Persian Gulf that exist between the
kingdom and its arch-enemy Iran. Simultaneously, it
presents the improbability of any regional cooperation,
especially towards the ongoing pandemic.
Minister of Hajj and Umrah Mohammed Banten on 1
April 2020:
“As we are talking about the global pandemic, from which we
have asked God to save us, […] we have asked our brother
Muslims in all countries to wait before doing [Hajj] contracts
until the situation is clear.”71

In a historic decision, the Minister for Hajj announced
that Saudi Arabia has urged up to two million Muslims
to wait to participate in the annual Hajj pilgrimage until
clarity about the COVID-19 pandemic is achieved. Such
an unprecedented step, not taken even during the 1918
Spanish Flu pandemic or during the MERS epidemic in
2012, increased uncertainty and was met with sharp international criticism from Muslim countries.
Saudi Arabia currently finds itself in an unusual and ambivalent situation concerning its security and power: Riyadh is using the COVID-19 pandemic as a weapon in its
ongoing propaganda war, blaming Iran and Qatar
(#قطر هي كورونا, “Qatar is Corona”)72 – and thus the Shia
Muslims – for spreading the virus in the Sunni Arab
world. This fits in with a series of sharp hostilities between the two powers, as was also demonstrated recently by Iran’s bombing of the Aramco oil fields in September 2019 (“our 9/11”).73
At the same time, the kingdom has announced a ceasefire in Yemen, continues to adhere to the Vision 2030
project, has initiated OPEC+ negotiations and presents
itself as modern and progressive. In reality, however,
Saudi Arabia must admit its own weaknesses: the inconsistency on updates related to Hajj while being scrutinized by 1.8 billion Muslims globally, threatens Saudi
Arabia’s historical, cultural and political influence over
the Islamic world. Whether a visibly nervous and shaken
Saudi Arabia can still become an important partner of

the West or whether it is currently aggravating regional
and economic conflicts between the different players in
the Middle East, US and Russia, remains to be seen.
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12. UNITED STATES
Christoph M. Abels
President Donald J. Trump on March 16 2020:
“The United States will be powerfully supporting those industries, like Airlines and others, that are particularly affected by
the Chinese Virus. We will be stronger than ever before!”74

In this Tweet, Trump refers to the “Chinese Virus” for
the first time. By using this term, or similar ones like
“Wuhan Virus”, he implicitly blames China for the economic problems the US economy is now facing. The narrative of the Chinese Virus is subsequently being picked
up by different US officials. Although Trump has
stressed the close cooperation between China and the
US,75 he has reverted to using the term “Wuhan virus”.76
Given widespread anti-Chinese sentiments present in
large parts of the Trump administration (also seen in the
context of the trade dispute), attributing the virus and
its fallout to the Chinese supports US viewpoints in what
is emerging as a major standoff between China and the
US – a new type of cold war, as analysts have recently
argued.77
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo on 17 March 2020:
“I also want to call attention to the Iranian regime’s misinformation campaign surrounding the origination of the Wuhan
virus. Instead of focusing on the needs of the Iranian people
and accepting genuine offers of support, senior Iranians lied
about the Wuhan virus outbreak for weeks.”78

Pompeo picks up on two issues here: 1. The ongoing attempt by the Iranian leadership to spread disinformation about the US as being the creator of COVID-19. 2.
By using the term “Wuhan virus”, he picks up Trump’s
wording and repeats the blaming of China. Both aspects
reproduce common enemy stereotypes that are used repeatedly by the Trump administration.
Mike Pompeo on 11 April 2020:
“The U.S. is providing a robust assistance package to our close
friend and Ally #Italy. Our Italian friends have been working
around the clock to contain #COVID19, and this assistance
will help bolster their efforts. We will defeat this by #StandingTogether.”79

The statement reflects a broader narrative about the US
role in the fight against COVID-19. Pompeo said in a
press statement, the US has been leading the “world’s
public health and humanitarian response to the COVID19 pandemic”.80
US government communication in the current crisis
does not fundamentally differ from non-crisis patterns.
It stresses the country’s role as a global leader while
blaming the usual suspects. Given that China and Iran
have arguably made major mistakes in their crisis management, the criticism from the US is not surprising and
fundamentally just adds another dimension to pre-existing reasons to criticise these states.

18

AUTHORS
CHRISTOPH M. ABELS
Christoph M. Abels is a PhD researcher at the Hertie School in Berlin, where he studies
the reach and impact of disinformation and misinformation. Christoph holds a BA in
Psychology and an MA in Public Policy. At Polis180, he heads the programme Digital
Transformation & Cyber Security.

LUKAS BAAKE
Lukas Baake studies History, Economics, and Philosophy at Humboldt-University Berlin. He was a visiting student at Université Panthéon-Sorbonne in Paris and worked as
an intern at the German Historical Institute in Moscow. His main areas of interest and
research are Soviet and post-Soviet History as well as the History of International Relations,
especially
the
Cold
War
period.

BETTINA BÖHM
Bettina Böhm holds a BA in Chinese Studies and an MA in European Studies. She studied
at Freie Universität Berlin, Europa-Universität Viadrina (Frankfurt/Oder), Paris-Sorbonne, and Sichuan International Studies University (Chongqing). Since the beginning
of 2020, she co-heads the programme Cultural Policy.

PAUL DIESSELBERG
Paul Dießelberg studies law and philosophy in Munich and works as a student assistant
at the Munich Center for Law and Humanities. In 2019, he spent a semester at the American University in Washington, D.C., and worked at the Hudson Institute on transatlantic
relations and the Middle East. His main areas of interest and research are international
law, nationalism, Africa, and the MENA region. He is chairman of the law clinic Start
Right
and
co-leads
the
Munich
regional
group
of
Polis180.

ISABEL HARTWIG
Isabel Hartwig is a PhD candidate at Freie Universität Berlin, funded by the HeinrichBöll-Stiftung. She studied History of Art and German Philology in Oxford, Berlin, and
Paris. Before starting her PhD, she gained work experience in the cultural sector, including at Deutscher Kunstverlag, Gagosian Gallery, and the Goethe-Institut. At Polis180, she is involved in the Cultural Policy programme

19

LUISA KERN AND LUKAS HOCHSCHEIDT
Luisa Kern and Lukas Hochscheidt are Political Science students at Sciences Po Paris
and Freie Universität Berlin. Since 2019, they have been project managers of the Polis180 podcast Brüsseler Bahnhof. Besides studying and podcasting, Luisa is a programme assistant at a Berlin based foreign policy think tank and Lukas is working in
the field of European trade union policy.

RICARDA LINDAU
Ricarda Lindau studied International Relations and Eastern European Studies in Krakow, Berlin, and Tartu. She is currently training in fundraising. At Polis180, Ricarda
supports the programme Perspective East.

ESTHER LUIGI
Esther Luigi is a 2020 International Parliamentary Scholar from France at the German
Parliament. She holds a BA in Human, Social, and Political Science and an MPhil in Political Thought and Intellectual History, both from the University of Cambridge. At Polis180, she is actively engaged in the programme Gender in International Politics.

J.S.
The author who prefers to remain anonymous has a background in Political Sciences
and Sociology focusing on modern Iran.

LUISA PODSADNY
Luisa Podsadny is a member and former coordinator of Polis180’s Perspective East programme. She took an interest in Central Asia during her exchange semester in Bishkek,
Kyrgyzstan, and later worked as a lecturer for the Robert Bosch Foundation in Almaty,
Kazakhstan. Luisa studies Law at Humboldt University Berlin and works with the human rights NGO Gesellschaft für Freiheitsrechte (GFF).

20
CLAIRE SAILLOUR
Claire Saillour is a PhD candidate at the University of Hildesheim, working on FrenchGerman cultural cooperation in third countries. She holds a French-German MA in Political & Social Sciences and an MA in Philosophy from Paris-Sorbonne. Before starting
her PhD, she gained work experience in the publishing sector in Paris, at the Institut
français, and the Smithsonian Institution. At Polis180, she co-heads the programme Cultural Policy.

DR. ANASTASIA VISHNEVSKAYA-MANN
Dr. Anastasia Vishnevskaya-Mann is a Member of Polis180 and a German-Russian researcher and policy advisor working at the Bundestag. Her research focuses on human
rights and political communication in China and Russia.

SIDRA YOUSAF
Sidra Yousaf is a student of International Relations at the University of Oslo. In 2019
she spent a semester at the American University in Washington, D.C., and worked as a
research assistant at the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars. Her main
areas of interest and research include nationalism and religion, as well as the politics
and security issues of South Asia and the Middle East.

Berlin, May 2020
Published by Polis180 e.V.
This Polis Paper merely reflects the opinions of the authors.
The responsibility for the content of this paper lies with the authors.

Special thanks to: Sally White (language editor), Sonja Schiffers (external review), Isabel Hartwig (editing), Paul von
Salisch (review and editing), Jan Osenberg (review and editing)

POLIS180
KIEFHOLZSTRAẞE 2
12435 BERLIN
WWW.POLIS180.ORG

21
BIBLIOGRAPHY
Brazil
1 @jairbolsonaro, ‘Nesta manhã , em ligação telefônica com o Presidente da China’, Twitter, 24 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/jairbolsonaro/status/1242432260349067265>, accessed 9 April 2020 [author’s translation].
2 @jairbolsonaro, ‘Nossa passagem’, Twitter, 5 March 2018, <https://twitter.com/jairbolsonaro/status/970666824835784704>, accessed 9 April 2020 [author’s translation].
3 ‘Presidentes chinês e brasileiro realizam conversações’, XINHUA Português [website], 26 October 2019, para. 11, <http://portuguese.xinhuanet.com/201910/26/c_138502638.htm>, accessed 19 April 2020 [author’s translation].
4 @jairbolsonaro, ‘- Temos acompanhado os esforços da China’, Twitter, 5 February 2020, <https://twitter.com/jairbolsonaro/status/1224872894335012871>, accessed 19 April 2020 [author’s translation].
5 @BolsonaroSP, ‘Quem assistiu Chernobyl vai entender o q ocorreu’, Twitter, 18 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/BolsonaroSP/status/1240286560953815040>, accessed 9 April 2020 [author’s translation].
6 @EmbaixadaChina, ‘1-As suas palavras são extremamente irresponsáveis’, Twitter, 19 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/EmbaixadaChina/status/1240456558007508993>, accessed 9 April 2020 [author’s translation].
7
Cf. @OliverStuenkel, ‘In such a moment of weakness, can Bolsonaro say no?’, Twitter, 9 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/OliverStuenkel/status/1248293195227762689>, accessed 19 April 2020.
8 @RodrigoMaia, ‘Em nome da Câmara dos Deputados’, Twitter, 19 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/RodrigoMaia/status/1240474698326163456>, accessed
19 April 2020 [author’s translation].
9
@BolsonaroSP, ‘NOTA OFICIAL SOBRE AS CRÍTICAS DA EMB. CHINA’, Twitter, 19 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/BolsonaroSP/status/1240700573143330817>, accessed 19 April 2020 [author’s translation].
10 ‘Racista, postagem de Weintraub é negativa para relação com Brasil, diz embaixada da China’, Folha de S.Paulo [website], 6 April 2020, para. 5,
<https://www1.folha.uol.com.br/mundo/2020/04/racista-postagem-de-weintraub-e-negativa-para-relacao-com-brasil-diz-embaixada-da-china.shtml>, accessed 9 April 2020 [author’s translation].
11 Cf. A. Busch, ‘Análise: Como o Brasil destrói sua relação com a China’, Deutsche Welle Brasil [website], 8 April 2020, para. 2, <https://www.dw.com/ptbr/análise-como-o-brasil-destrói-sua-relação-com-a-china/a-53062048>, accessed 19 April 2020.
12 @jairbolsonaro, ‘Nesta manhã , em ligação telefônica com o Presidente da China’, loc. cit.
13 ‘Full text of Xi’s remarks at Extraordinary G20 Leader’s Summit’, XinhuaNet [website], 26 March 2020, para. 4, <http://www.xinhuanet.com/english/202003/26/c_138920685.htm>, accessed 4 April 2020.
China
14 @zlj517, ‘1/2 CDC Director Robert Redfield admitted some Americans’, Twitter, 12 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/zlj517/status/1238111898828066823>, accessed 6 April 2020.
15 A. Neumann and C. Schweppe, ‘Corona: China will deutsche Beamte zu Propagandisten machen’, Welt am Sonntag [website], 12 April 2020,
<https://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article207210613/Corona-China-versucht-deutsche-Beamte-zu-Lob-zu-draengen.html>, accessed 8 May 2020.
16 EU vs Disinfo, ‘EEAS Special Report Update: Short assessment of narratives and disinformation around the COVID-19/Coronavirus pandemic’, 24 April 2020,
<https://euvsdisinfo.eu/eeas-special-report-update-2-22-april/>, accessed 7 May 2020.
17 @SpokespersonCHN, ‘Chinese medical supplies arrived in South Africa’, Twitter, 16 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/SpokespersonCHN/status/1250743901536673793>, accessed 16 April 2020.
18
J. Marsh, ‘Beijing faces diplomatic crisis after reports of mistreatment of Africans in China causes outrage’, CNN [website], 14 April 2020, para. 1,
<https://edition.cnn.com/2020/04/13/asia/china-guangzhou-african-blacklash-hnk-intl/index.html>, accessed 16 April 2020.
19
H. Tan, ‘As China’s cases dwindle, Beijing strives to take the lead in the coronavirus crisis’, CNBC [website], 3 April 2020, para. 1,
<https://www.cnbc.com/2020/04/03/china-pursues-global-leadership-ambitions-in-coronavirus-response.html>, accessed 5 April 2020.
France
20
E. Macron, Discours de Mulhouse, 25 March 2020, Vie Publique [website], 26 March 2020, para. 7, https://www.vie-publique.fr/discours/273982-emmanuel-macron-25-mars-2020-discours-de-mulhousehttps://www.vie-publique.fr/discours/273982-emmanuel-macron-25-mars-2020-discours-de-mulhouse,
accessed 10 April 2020
21 For example Bruno Le Maire, Minister of Finances: @BrunoLeMaire, ‘Excellent accord entre ministres des Finances européens sur la réponse économique au
#Coronavirus’, Twitter, 9 April 2020, accessed 10 April 2020
22 M. Scott, ‘Russia and China push “fake news” aimed at weakening Europe: report’, Politico [website], 1 April 2020, para. 11, <https://www.politico.eu/article/russia-china-disinformation-coronavirus-covid19-facebook-google/>, accessed 10 April 2020.
23 For example from Italy: News Wires, ‘European Commission apologises to Italy for lack of help in coronavirus crisis’, France 24 [website], 3 April 2020, para.
1, <https://www.france24.com/en/20200403-european-commission-italy-ursula-van-der-leyen-apology-coronavirus-covid19-giuseppe-conte>, accessed 10
April 10 2020.
24
E. Macron, ‘Nous tiendrons’, speech on national TV, 13 April 2020, reported by Le Monde [website], 13 April 2020, para 47, <https://www.lemonde.fr/politique/article/2020/04/13/nous-tiendrons-l-integralite-du-discours-d-emmanuel-macron_6036480_823448.html>, accessed 13 April 2020.
25 S. Marks, ‘G20 prepares corona virus rescue package for Africa’, Politico [website], 4 April 2020, para. 2, <https://www.politico.com/news/2020/04/01/g20-prepares-coronavirus-rescue-package-for-africa-160867>, accessed 13 April 2020.
26
M. Woods, ‘Macron calls for suspension of debt to help Africa deal with coronavirus’, RFI [website], 15 April 2020, para. 9, <http://www.rfi.fr/en/africa/20200415-macron-calls-for-suspension-of-debt-to-africa-deal-with-coronavirus-g20-repayments-covid-19>, accessed 16 April 2020.
27 The diplomatic incident involves the publication by the Chinese embassy in France of “fake” content regarding French policies; see J. Irish, ‘Outraged French
lawmakers demand answers on 'fake' Chinese embassy accusations’,
Reuters [website] 15 April 2020, para 2, <https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-france-china/outraged-french-lawmakers-demand-answers-on-fake-chinese-embassy-accusations-idUSKCN21X30C>, accessed 16. April 2020.

Germany
28 H. Maas and O. Scholz, ‘A response to the corona crisis in Europe based on solidarity’, Federal Foreign Office [website], 5 April 2020, para. 4,
<https://www.auswaertiges-amt.de/en/newsroom/news/maas-scholz-corona/2330904>, accessed 10 April 2020.
29 P. Dausend and M. Schieritz, ‘Jemand muss vorangehen’, ZEIT, [website], 19 May 2020, para. 1, <https://www.zeit.de/2020/22/olaf-scholz-europaeischeunion-reform-vereinigte-staaten>, accessed 20 May 2020.
30
M. Karnitschnig and R. Momtaz, ‘Berlin buckles on bonds in €500B Franco-German recovery plan’, Politico [website], 18 May 2020, para. 1,
<https://www.politico.eu/article/berlin-buckles-on-bonds-in-e500b-franco-german-recovery-plan/?customize_changeset_uuid=5b1b2ae3-4034-4d0b-900c296257165447>, accessed 20 May 2020.

22

31 M.

Johnson et al., ‘Coronavirus: Is Europe losing Italy?’, The Financial Times [website], 6 April 2020, para. 4, 32-39, ,<https://www.ft.com/content/f21cf708759e-11ea-ad98-044200cb277f>, accessed 21 April 2020.
32 L. Scazierri, ‘Trouble for the EU is brewing in Coronavirus – Hit Italy’, Centre for European Reform [website], 2 April 2020, para. 8, <https://www.cer.eu/insights/trouble-eu-brewing-coronavirus-hit-italy>, accessed 21 April 2020.
India
33 Television statement from 26. March 2020, reported by: V. Venugopal, ‘Tablighi Jamaat is a Talibani crime, not negligence: Mukhtar Abbas Naqvi’, The Economic Times [website], 2 April 2020, para. 1, <https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/tablighi-jamaat-is-a-talibani-crime-not-negligence-mukhtar-abbas-naqvi/articleshow/74940835.cms>, accessed 26 April 2020.
34
BJP party officials: J. Gettleman, K. Schultz & S. Raj, ‘In India, Coronavirus Fans Religious Hatred’, The New York Times [website], 12 April 2020, para. 1,
<https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/12/world/asia/india-coronavirus-muslims-bigotry.html>, accessed 18 April 2020.
35 @narendamodi, ‘I would like to propose that the leadership of SAARC nations’, Twitter , 13 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/narendramodi/status/1238371182094639104>, accessed 18 April 2020.
36 The SAARC includes Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka.
37 Statement by a Chinese official, reported by: R.P. Rajagopalan, ‘How Is COVID-19 Reshaping China-India Relations?’, The Diplomat [website], 2 April 2020,
para. 2, <https://thediplomat.com/2020/04/how-is-covid-19-reshaping-china-india-relations/>, accessed 18 April 2020.
Iran
38
@khamenei_ir, ‘The US govt has declared’, Twitter, 22 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/khamenei_ir/status/1241640461602881536>, accessed 12 April
2020.
39 @khamenei_ir, ‘2nd, you’re accused’, Twitter, 22 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/khamenei_ir/status/1241642515943620610>, accessed 12 April 2020.
40 Commander-in-chief of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRCG) Hossein Salami went as far as accusing the US of a ‘bio-terror attack against Iran and
China’. Cf. ‘Iran Accusing US Of Bio-Terrorism To Justify Coronavirus Crisis’, Radio Farda [website], 10 March 2020, para. 3, <https://en.radiofarda.com/a/iranaccusing-us-of-bio-terrorism-to-justify-coronavirus-crisis/30479347.html>, accessed 12 April 2020.
41
@JZarif, ‘US has gone from sabotage’, Twitter, 29 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/JZarif/status/1244229089772224512>, accessed 12 April 2020.
42 Corona Virus Resource Center, Johns Hopkins University & Medicine [website], 11 May 2020, <https://coronavirus.jhu.edu/map.html>, accessed 11 May
2020.
43
The actual toll could be five times higher, due to the testing being restricted to severe cases. Cf. ‘WHO Official Says Iran Death Toll Potentially Five Times
Higher’, Radio Farda [website], 17 March 2020, para. 2,
<https://en.radiofarda.com/a/who-official-says-iran-death-toll-potentially-five-times-higher/30492491.html>, accessed 12 April 2020.
44 ‘Iran: China leading fight against COVID-19, generously aiding other countries’, Tehran Times [website], 6 April 2020, para. 2, <https://www.tehrantimes.com/news/446546/Iran-China-leading-fight-against-COVID-19-generously-aiding>, accessed 12 April 2020.
45 For an overview of countries that have supported Iran cf. ‘Dozens of Countries Send COVID-19 Aid to Iran’, The Iran Primer [website], 7 April 2020,
<https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2020/apr/07/dozens-countries-send-covid-19-aid-iran>, accessed 14 April 2020.
Kazakhstan
46 ‘Televisionoe obrashenie Glavy gosudarstva Qasym-Jomart Toqayeva’, Official Site of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan [website], 16 March 2020,
para. 30, <http://www.akorda.kz/ru/speeches/internal_political_affairs/in_speeches_and_addresses/televizionnoe-obrashchenie-glavy-gosudarstva-kasymzhomarta-tokaeva>, accessed 20 April 2020 [author’s translation].
47
@TokayevKZ, ‘I sincerely thank Mr Jack Ma’, Twitter, 11 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/TokayevKZ/status/1248906130610360320?s=20>, accessed 20
April 2020.
48 ‘Kassym-Jomart Tokaev had a telephone conversation with President of Tajikistan Emomali Rahmon’, Official Site of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan [website], 9 April 2020, para. 6, <http://www.akorda.kz/en/events/international_community/phone_calls/kassym-jomart-tokayev-had-a-telephoneconversation-with-president-of-tajikistan-emomali-rahmon>, accessed 20 April 2020.
49 A. Bohr, ‘Kazakhstan: Reaching Out to Central Asian Neighbors’, The Diplomat [website], 4 December 2019, para. 13, <https://thediplomat.com/2019/12/kazakhstan-reaching-out-to-central-asian-neighbors/>, accessed 20 April 2020.
50
‘On the Concept of the Foreign Policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2030’, Official Site of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan [website], 9
March 2020, Chap. 3, <http://www.akorda.kz/en/legal_acts/decrees/on-the-concept-of-the-foreign-policy-of-the-republic-of-kazakhstan-for-2020-2030>,
accessed 22 April 2020.
Nigeria
51 @geoffreyonyeama, ‘Invited the Chinese Ambassador to Nigeria’, Twitter, 9 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/GeoffreyOnyeama/status/1248348204950831104>, accessed 18 April 2020.
52
J. Marsch, ‘Beijing faces a diplomatic crisis after reports of mistreatment of Africans in China causes outrage’, CNN [website], 14 April 2020, para. 6,
<https://edition.cnn.com/2020/04/13/asia/china-guangzhou-african-blacklash-hnk-intl/index.html?utm_source=fbCNNi&utm_campaign=africa&utm_medium=social&fbclid=IwAR1gQ43Q0Jf39y4JRW3RfbKEbBQKkD3dx5fBi1hrf_ANRuOg8GG51a7nLjM>, accessed 18 April 2020.
53 ‘Honourable Minister of Foreign Affairs Geoffrey Onyeama met wth [sic] the Chinese Ambassador Zhou Pingjian and thereafter addressed the media on the
alleged maltreatment of Nigerians in Guangzhou, China’, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Nigeria [website], 16 April 2020, para. 4, <https://www.foreignaffairs.gov.ng/honourable-minister-of-foreign-affairs-geoffrey-onyeama-met-wth-the-chinese-ambassador-zhou-pingjian-and-thereafter-addressed-the-mediaon-the-alleged-maltreatment-of-nigerians-in-guangzhou-china>, accessed 18 April 2020.
54 @geoffreyonyeama, ‘As the World’s largest black nation’, Twitter, April 24 2020, <https://twitter.com/GeoffreyOnyeama/status/1253453319563096064>,
accessed 26 April 2020.
55 Ibid.
56 A. Soto, ‘Nigeria won’t seek Eurobond Waiver, eyes China for relief’, Bloomberg [website], 7 April 2020, para. 1, <https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2020-04-07/nigeria-won-t-seek-eurobond-waiver-eyes-china-loans-for-relief>, accessed 18 April 2020.
57 ‘Reporting on a Report of Reuters News Agency’, Al Jazeera [website], 13 April 2020, para. 24, <https://www.aljazeera.com/ajimpact/china-africa-top-creditor-lead-debt-relief-200413140129629.html>, accessed 18 April 2020.
58
] L. Silver, K. Devlin & Ch. Huan, ‘People around the globe are divided in their opinions of China’, Pew Research Center [website], 5 December 2019, para. 8,
<https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/12/05/people-around-the-globe-are-divided-in-their-opinions-of-china/>, accessed 18 April 2020.
Poland
59 @PremierRP_en, ‘PM @Morawiecki in today’s edition of La Repubblica on Polish-Italian relations and the great strength that lies in #solidarity and ability to
act together.’, Twitter, 11 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/PremierRP_en/status/1248916022616371200>, accessed 12 April 2020.
60 ‘OEC - Poland (POL) Exports, Imports, And Trade Partners’, OEC.world [website], 2020, <https://oec.world/en/profile/country/pol/>, accessed 19 April
2020.
61 Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland, ‘Polish Support For Italian Doctors’, Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland [website], 7 April 2020,
para. 1, <https://www.gov.pl/web/diplomacy/polish-support-for-italian-doctors>, accessed 20 April 2020.
62 Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland, ‘Poland Shows Solidarity In The Face Of COVID-19 Pandemic’, Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland
[website], 12 April 2020, para. 1, <https://www.gov.pl/web/diplomacy/poland-shows-solidarity-in-the-face-of-covid-19-pandemic>, accessed 20 April 2020.

23

63 Ministry

of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland, ‘V4 Foreign Ministers Hold Video Conference On Eastern Partnership’, Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of
Poland [website], 8 April 2020, para. 2, <https://www.gov.pl/web/diplomacy/v4-foreign-ministers-hold-video-conference-on-eastern-partnership>, accessed
18 April 2020.
64 Republic of Poland, ‘Travel - Coronavirus: Information And Recommendations’, Website of the Republic of Poland (Coronavirus: information and recommendations, 2020) [website],>, accessed 10 May 2020.
65 Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland, ‘V4 Foreign Ministers Hold Video Conference On Eastern Partnership’, op. cit., Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Poland [website], para. 1, <https://www.gov.pl/web/diplomacy/v4-foreign-ministers-hold-video-conference-on-eastern-partnership>, accessed 18
April 2020.
66 @PolandMFA, ‘During today’s video conference of EU minsters…’, Twitter, 8 April 2020, <https://twitter.com/PolandMFA/status/1247941308246876160>,
accessed 18 April 2020.
67 D. Tilles, ‘Poland’s presidential elections set to be voided and new ones called as parliament approves bill’, Notes from Poland [website], 7 May 2020, para. 4,
<https://notesfrompoland.com/2020/05/07/polands-presidential-elections-set-to-be-voided-and-new-ones-called-as-parliament-approves-bill/>, accessed
10 May 2020.
Russia
68
Press Release on Consideration by the UN General Assembly of a Declaration on Solidarity in Countering COVID-19 Pandemic’, Permanent Mission of the
Russian Federation to the United Nations [website], 2 April 2020, para. 7, <https://russiaun.ru/en/news/pressrelease_020420>, accessed 12 April 2020.
69 Russian Foreign Ministry, ‘На фоне стремительного распространения’, Facebook, 12 April 2020, <https://www.facebook.com/MIDRussia/posts/2393215544111206?__tn__=K-R>, accessed 12 April 2020.
Saudi Arabia
70 Official statement: R. Grace, ‘COVID-19 prompts the spread of disinformation’, The Middle East Institute [website], 20 March 2020, para. 6,
<https://www.mei.edu/publications/covid-19-prompts-spread-disinformation-across-mena>, accessed 11 April 2020.
71 Mohammed Banten: ‘Coronavirus: Saudi Arabi asks Muslims to delay Hajj bookings’, BBC [website], 1 April 2020, para. 6–7,
<https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-52118803>, accessed 11 April 2020.
72
Noura al-Moteari: R. Grace, ‘COVID-19 prompts the spread of disinformation’, The Middle East Institute [website], 20 March 2020, para. 6,
<https://www.mei.edu/publications/covid-19-prompts-spread-disinformation-across-mena>, accessed 11 April 2020. The original tweet was deleted.
73 @ZcohenCNN, ‘Hook told staffers that the Saudis’, Twitter, 17 September 2019, <https://twitter.com/ZcohenCNN/status/1173730775918886915>, accessed 11 April 2020.
United States
74@realDonaldTrump, ‘The United States will be powerfully supporting those industries’, Twitter, 16 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump/st
tus/1239685852093169664?s=20>, accessed 10 April 2020.
75 @realDonaldTrump, ‘Just finished a very good conversation’, Twitter, 27 March 2020, <https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump/status/1243407157321560071?s=20>, accessed 12 April 2020.
76
White House, ‘Remarks by President Trump, Vice President Pence, and Members of the Coronavirus Task Force in Press Briefing’, 14 April 2020, para. 40,
<https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-vice-president-pence-members-coronavirus-task-force-press-briefing-25/>,
accessed 10 May 2020.
77 J. Kynge, K. Manson & J. Politi, ‘US and China: edging towards a new type of cold war?’, The Financial Times, 9 May 2020, <https://www.ft.com/content/fe59abf8-cbb8-4931-b224-56030586fb9a>, accessed 9 May 2020.
78 ‘Iran: COVID-19 Disinformation Fact Sheet’, U.S. Department of State [website], 23 March 2020, para. 1, <https://www.state.gov/iran-covid-19-disinformation-fact-sheet/>, accessed 12 April 2020.
79 @SecPompeo, ‘The U.S. is providing a robust assistance package to our close friend and Ally #Italy’, Twitter, 11 April 2020, https://twitter.com/SecPompeo/status/1248976699213205506, accessed 12 April 2020.
80 M. Pompeo, ‘Continuing U.S. Leadership in the Global COVID-19 Response Through Additional U.S. Foreign Assistance’, U.S. Department of State [website], 8
April 2020, para. 1, <https://www.state.gov/continuing-u-s-leadership-in-the-global-covid-19-response-through-additional-u-s-foreign-assistance/>, accessed
12 April 2020.
of carbon-intensive goods and lower the relative prices of carbon-free goods […]” (ibid.).

