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Summary of Article
The onset of COVID-19 has had profound impacts on global trade, with most business professionals fearing that the impacts may have more effects than the global financial crisis (GFC) of 2008 (Sally, 2020). Government interventions, including market restrictions, unilateralism, and geopolitics involvement, have raised concerns over the rise of deglobalization and protectionism, setting the stage for new mercantilism. Throughout history, international trade has gone through various variations, from the unprecedented liberalization and globalization experienced in the decades before the GFC to a stall in globalization immediately after GFC, and finally the copycatting of protectionism following the trade wars between President Trump and the increasing protectionism in China (Sally, 2020). Yet, the pandemic has triggered the worst deglobalization ever experienced, threatening significant shrinkages in international trade, foreign direct investment, and international remittances. While the GFC hit the goods trade hard, the pandemic has affected the services industry more than the goods trade. Therefore, various predictions have been given for the post-vaccine trade outlook. These include widespread protectionism, spilling from domestic and state interventions, expansion of national unilateralism, making regional and international policy cooperation difficult, an accelerated reorientation of global value chains, and the growth of a more fractured and conflictual geopolitical environment (Sally, 2020). These have raised concerns over the growth of a new mercantilist trade order, fueled by rising illiberal populism in the West, which is at loggerheads with the increasingly aggressive illiberalism characterizing the Chinese party-state. Therefore, it is incumbent on the small states to help fight malign mercantilism by maintaining open economies and societies, maintaining upright policy and institutional practice, and building positive coalitions to strengthen alliances between the East and West (Sally, 2020).
Video Presentation
Historically, public health and profit-driven business enterprises were considered two distinct fields, with minimal formal partnerships and interactions between the two factions of society. However, in the contemporary world, partnerships between the two industries have become standard practice, both having an interdependent relationship that aims at achieving mutual benefit (Simon & Fielding, 2016). Alternatively, the rapid growth of globalization, originating from the industrial revolutions in America and Europe, has made the world considerable small, facilitating cross-border movement of goods and services (Smith, 2016). However, with these gains, globalization has introduced significant challenges. Countries have been affected by adverse impacts occurring in other countries, particularly public health effects, as seen through the occurrence and spread of COVID-19. What seemed like a facilitator for international trade is now posing significant public health challenges, raising concerns of a possible deglobalization and possibly, new mercantilism (Sally, 2020). Therefore, it is interesting how the article presents COVID 19, a global public health concern, as a possible facilitator of global detachment, potentially affecting international trade. 
Generally, public health, directly and indirectly, influences international trade, resulting in both positive and negative effects. The world trade organization (WTO) has recognized the significant influence of public health on international trade, particularly regarding the development of trade policies such as tariffs and trade restrictions (Steinbach & Eni-Olotu, 2017). Globalization has resulted in interconnectedness, in which issues happening outside national and regional borders influence policy development. The article describes this relationship in light of the influence of COVID-19, the global pandemic that has raised concerns over the development of challenges limiting international trade, on possible deglobalization (Sally, 2020). Among the fundamental roles of governments, either state, national, or regional, is ensuring the creation of a conducive environment for local businesses' growth. In some instances, achieving this requires the relevant authorities to enact policies to protect the local businesses from stiff competition presented by international organizations, an act referred to as protectionism (Felbermayr, Kinzius, & Yalcin, 2017). However, concerns have been raised over possible deglobalization resulting from the 'creeping' protectionism witnessed in the wake of COVID 19, adversely affecting international trade. 
The interconnectedness, or lack of the same, has direct impacts on international trade and relations. Therefore, with the increasing chances of deglobalization, adverse impacts, which are perceived to be worse than those experienced during the global financial crisis, are most likely to be experienced (Sally, 2020). National unilateralism and reorientation of global value chains are among the major contributors to the creation of conflictual geopolitical environments, widening the rift between countries, particularly China and America, who the major global economies. With such strained relationships, global trade suffers the most, as the trade tariffs established by the two countries affect trade relations between the middle and third-world countries (Felbermayr, Kinzius, & Yalcin, 2017). Additionally, with COVID 19 originating from Wuhan, China, before spreading globally, President Trump has on several occasions referred to the pandemic as 'the Chinese virus.' These comments have contributed to strains between America, which is rapidly adopting illiberal populism, and China, which is characterized by aggressive illiberalism and authoritarianism (Sally, 2020). The encounter between the two countries poses the greatest threat to the establishment of a stable and open global order.
The increasing chances of a possible deglobalization coupled with state and national trade policies, including protectionism and national unilateralism, have raised concerns over the possible creation of new mercantilism (Sally, 2020). Mercantilism is an economic policy, popularly applied between the 16th to 18th century, in which an economy aims to maximize exports while minimizing imports, to facilitate the accumulation of profitable balances (Magnusson, 2019). The growing concerns over possible deglobalization have linked protectionism and national unilateralism with the possibility of creating new mercantilism. Since these policies aim to maximize national and regional profits while protecting local economies, most economists believe they have created the platform to develop new mercantilism (Magnusson, 2019). 
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