
OPUS POLITICUM 

The Political Science Journal of Brigham Young University–Idaho 

 

Volume II, Issue I, Winter 2011 

 

ΠΣΑ: ΑΔΦ 

 

The Journal of the 
Alpha Delta Phi Chapter 

of Pi Sigma Alpha  



Opus Politicum 2 

Alpha Delta Phi Chapter Presidency 

President   Andrew Wallentine 
VP of Events   Eliza Browning 
VP of Publicity   Nate Wilson 
Secretary   Timber Muhlestein 
Treasurer   Nathan Schuerch 
Advisor   Professor Duane Adamson 
 

Editor, Opus Politicum  J. Mikensie Cziep 

 
Selection Committee 
Duane Adamson 
Ruth Arnell 
Trent Rose 
Jeremy Lamoreaux 
 

Special thanks to contributing authors and students. 

Opus Politicum 
Volume II, Issue I 
(Submissions Winter 2011) 
Publication Spring 2011 
 

Submissions for Issue II must be submitted by June 24 by mindnight at 
opuspoliticumbyui.gmail.com. 
Papers must be no longer than 3,500 words, Turabian/Chicago Citation. 
 

 

 



Opus Politicum 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Opus Politicum 

Spring 2011 

Volume II, Issue I 

Alpha Delta Phi  

BYU-IDAHO Chapter of Pi Sigma Alpha and BYUPAS



Opus Politicum 4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From the Editor’s Desk 
Throughout history, men (and women) have tried to shape and 

define the world around them. They have attempted to make a 

difference, discover something new, and even save the world.  

This is not saving the world. However, it is a step to becoming 

kryptonite for talking heads, biased news, and ignorance. 

      J.Mikensie Cziep
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The Society 

 In 1920 at the University of Texas, Professor C. Perry Patters, 
along with other faculty and students devoted to the study of politics, 
formed Pi Sigma Alpha (The National Honors Society for Political Science 
Students). This was the first and is still the only Honors Society for 
Political Science Students in the United States of America. Since the 
beginnings of the organization with the first chapter at The University of 
Texas in 1920, Pi Sigma Alpha has grown to over 700 chapters. The 
Society has spread to every state in the US, some United States 
Territories and has even spread beyond the US boarders with one 
chapter in Canada. With such massive growth, Pi Sigma Alpha now ranks 
third largest on the ACHS’s (Association of College Honor Societies) list 
of recognized honor societies. 
 December 12, 2006 was a monumental day for Brigham Young 
University Idaho. On this day Alpha Delta Phi, the local chapter of Pi 
Sigma Alpha, was organized with the help of Brother Ray Christensen of 
Brigham Young University. Under the direction of Brother Duane 
Adamson, the local chapter of Pi Sigma Alpha has flourished at BYUI. It 
has been a great honor to work with him this past semester as President 
of the organization. I wish to express gratitude to Brother Adamson and 
his family for the work that he has put into this organization and for 
being so hospitable in hosting events for us. Due to the open arms of his 
family and their home we had yet another wonderful Welch’s Grape 
Juice and Cheese event. 
 Don Clifton once said, “Vision without action is Hallucination.” 
When I joined Pi Sigma Alpha, I did so with the vision that this 
organization could be the means for students just like me to have 
experiences that would give us an edge in the world. At the start of the 
Winter Semester 2011, I was blessed with the opportunity to lead 
BYUI’s local chapter of Pi Sigma Alpha. One of the main ideas discussed 
amongst the Presidency was bringing back the BYUI Academic Journal of 
Political Science, Opus Politicum. Opus Politicum was only published 
once before during the Winter Semester of 2007. We believed that by 
putting this Journal back into publication that the political science 
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students at BYUI would obtain more recognition in the academic world. 
This was a vision that had been shared by many over the past years. I 
am proud to announce that after much work this “vision” is no longer a 
hallucination! This has only been possible because of the hard work of 
many people. I wish to offer my deepest gratitude to Jordyn Cziep, 
Brother Adamson’s teacher’s aide. Without her help and 
encouragement, this publication of Opus Politicum would not have been 
possible. She has been the driving force behind this project. I also wish 
to offer thanks to all the Professors who donated time and effort to this 
project by helping with advising and editing boards.  
 To the departing class of Pi Sigma Alpha, we wish you a fond 
farewell and wish you good luck in your endeavors. To those who 
remain and those who are yet to be inducted, I wish to emphasize the 
importance of vision but more so the importance of acting upon that 
vision. It is only when we have both that we will progress and be a 
driving influence for BYUI and for Pi Sigma Alpha. I implore each of you 
to be active in Pi Sigma Alpha and other organizations that are available 
on campus. Together we will share and build the vision that will prove 
to be the future that we all will enjoy. 
 
President  Andrew Daines Wallentine 
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The Baltic Way? Expediency v. Consistency in the Observance of 
International Norms 

 
Jeremy W. Lamoreaux 

 Brigham Young University – Idaho 

 
Tyler Stoddard 

University of Glasgow 

 
 

 Capitulation to the Soviet Union in 1940 was not necessarily a 
new phenomenon for the Baltic states of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania1. 
For hundreds of years prior to the end of World War I the Baltic states 
had been controlled by external forces, most recently (since the 1700s) 
by the Russian Empire. However, 1940 was unique for two reasons. 
First, prior to World War I the Baltic states had never been independent, 
sovereign states, with the exception of Lithuania between 1251 and 
1569. After World War I the Baltic states became sovereign. Second, 
prior to the 1800s none of the Baltic peoples had a strong national 
identity (including Lithuania) to associate with a specific state. After 
World War I, the national identities that had been cultivated throughout 
the latter half of the 1800s finally had specific, sovereign states with 
which to identify.  Thus, while previous experiences of capitulation were 
marked largely by a change in government (most often in some distant 
location), very little changed in the day to day lives of the ethnic Baltic 
peoples. In 1940, on the other hand, the Baltic people lost not only their 
political and economic sovereignty, but their newly evolved identities 
were also threatened. 

Consequently, when the foundations of the Soviet Union began to 
weaken and crumble throughout the 1980s, the Baltic peoples took the 

                                                           
1 Throughout this paper, the term “Baltic states” refers specifically to Estonia, Latvia 
and Lithuania. 
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initiative and began to backlash against the entity that had cost them 
their sovereignty (political and economic) and threatened their 
identities. Importantly, because the Baltic states had no material means 
of backlashing against the Soviet Union, they began to appeal to 
international norms, specifically environmental protection and ethnic 
minority rights. Small state theorists hold that one of the few tools small 
states have at their disposal in trying to either influence larger actors, or 
protect their core values from the ‘bullying’ of larger actors, is to appeal 
to (and even inform) international norms.2 This is what the Baltic states 
did throughout the late 1980s, appealing to international norms as a 
means of protesting their “membership” in the Soviet Union. Ironically, 
however, after re-gaining their independence, the Baltic states’ 
commitment to the very norms which served as tools to their 
protestation changed drastically. In fact, Baltic elites either stopped 
paying attention to environmentalism and ethnic minority rights 
altogether, or adopted policies and practices that seemed to completely 
contradict their previous observance of these norms. How does one 
account for this change?  

This article makes three arguments in this regard. First, despite the 
change in norm observance, the core values of the Baltic states during 
and after the 1980s were the same as before the 1940 annexation: a 
strong, perpetuating national identity, and sovereignty of the state to 
which that identity is tied. Second, because of size and the lack of 
material capabilities, one of the primary ways for the Baltic states to 
maintain these core values (sovereignty and identity) was to backlash 
against the actor(s) that threatened these values. This was done 
primarily through observance or non-observance of international 
norms. Considering whether or not norm observance will protect core 
values has been and remains an important aspect of policymaking. 
                                                           
2 See, for example, Jorri Duursma, "Micro-States: The Principality of Liechtenstein," 
in Small States in International Relations, ed. Christine Ingebritsen, et al. (Reykjavik: 
University of Iceland Press, 2006)., and Christine Ingebritsen, "Norm Entrepreneurs: 
Scandinavia's Role in World Politics," in Small States in International Relations, ed. 
Christine Ingebritsen, et al. (Reykjavik: University of Iceland Press, 2006). 



Opus Politicum 10 

Third, the changing political and economic international scene 
throughout the 1980s (the disintegration of the Soviet Union), 90’s and 
the first decade of the 2000s (integration with the European Union) 
meant that to maintain these core values the Baltic states had to change 
how, and whether, they observed certain international norms.  

The paper proceeds as follows. The first section lays out the primary 
scholarly perspectives of Baltic environmental policies throughout the 
past century, focusing specifically on the Baltic states’ emphasis (or 
ignorance) of environmental protection as a tool to backlash against 
perceived threats to sovereignty and national identity. The second 
section is very similar, focusing on the rights of ethnic minorities. On 
this issue as well, the Baltic states supported international norms during 
the late 1980s, but vacillated considerably during the 1990s and 2000s 
in response to the EU. These two issues are relatively well researched 
and analyzed, and in both cases the majority of scholars argue that 
Baltic policies and practices changed to accommodate their core values: 
national identity and state sovereignty.  

The third section engages an additional norm that is not as well 
researched to see if the trend (observance or non-observance of norms 
to accommodate core values) holds constant. The additional norm is the 
observance of the rights of sexual minorities domestically. As was the 
case with the issues listed above, this particular norm has been used as 
a means of backlashing against perceived encroaching threats. 
Specifically, the Baltic states have exhibited opposition to observing the 
rights of sexual minorities, rights supported by the EU, as a means of 
backlashing against the threat to Baltic sovereignty that the EU 
represents. There has been significant and open opposition to the rights 
of sexual minorities despite strong encouragement from the EU that 
their rights be observed. The issue illustrates two important points as 
pertaining to the paper. First, that core values continue to play an 
important role in influencing Baltic policy. Second, that the ways in 
which the Baltic states protect those values – either by appealing to or 
opposing specific international norms – have also remained the same. 
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The paper concludes that while Baltic observance or non-observance of 
specific international norms has changed significantly over time and 
with the advent of Western integration, the particular changes adopted 
by the Baltic states were expedient in maintaining a consistency in core 
values: the perpetuation of national identities, and sovereignty for the 
state.  

Environmental Policy 

Baltic elites have maintained that an important facet of their identity is 
the connection between the people and the land. The original inter-war 
Republics stressed this point, and the Soviet-era environmental protests 
were, in part, an embodiment of said ties. Although this closeness to 
nature acted as a rallying point to voice opposition against the Soviet 
Union’s policies, closeness to the land and environmentalism are not 
the same thing and, in fact, can be at variance. The majority of scholars 
who have researched this issue argue that while closeness to the land 
does exist in the Baltic identities, environmentalism, and specifically 
international environmental norms, has yet to play a significant role in 
continuing re-development of post-Soviet Baltic identities as evinced 
through policies and practices. Rather, Baltic nationalism has appealed 
to environmentalism at politically expedient times as a means of 
fortifying core values. 

A primary argument of the research is that the Baltic peoples used 
‘environmentalism’ in the late 1980s, specifically between 1986 and 
1991, as a tool to re-awaken the Baltic identities in the face an 
overwhelming Soviet identity, but that since that time the Baltic states 
have showed interest in environmental norms primarily when certain 
environmentally friendly policies facilitated their core values. Caddel, 
for instance, argues that Estonia’s “admirable focus”3 on the 

                                                           
3
 Richard Caddell, "Nature Conservation in Estonia," Journal of Baltic Studies 40, no. 3 

(2009).: 6 
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development of norms to address nature conservation led to them 
being a strong advocate of the environment within the Soviet Union. He 
states, “Estonia may realistically be considered to have been a 
significant actor within the USSR in developing biodiversity legislation.”4 
However, post-independence notions of environmentalism have led to 
“limited legislative and judicial activity” on the domestic stage.5 The 
environmentally friendly policies which are currently in existence have 
come about mainly at the behest of European institutions.  

Concerning Latvia, Timofey Agarin claims that after independence, 
officials began a process of “outsourcing” environmental issues to non-
governmental organizations. While Green and environmental parties did 
remain active, he asserts that they turned their focused towards other, 
more pressing political matters, retaining little in common with their 
Western counterparts.6 Since renewed independence, both political and 
public backing for environmental causes have waned substantially. 
Schwartz argues that this lack of support for environmental projects in 
the country is due to the fact that the liberal Western concept of 
traditional environmentalism contradicts the people’s true agrarian ties 
to the land.7 When environmental policy is passed, far from 
representing a cultural value, it represents the government’s interests in 
Westward transition. The Latvian population, she argues, relates more 

                                                           
4
 Ibid. 

5
 Ibid.:12 

6
 Timofey Agarin, "Where Have All the Environmentalists Gone: Baltic Greens in the Mid-

1990s," Journal of Baltic Studies 40, no. 3 (2009).: 4 

7
Katrina Z. S. Schwartz, Nature and National Identity after Communism: Globalizing the 

Ethnoscape (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2006).: 12, 200. 



Opus Politicum 13 

with pushing a nationalist focus on making use of the land, than they do 
with preserving it.8  

Nora Mzavanadze claims that a “major value change has to happen” in 
order for environmental concerns to be adequately addressed in 
Lithuania.9 Presently, the government offers no resources or incentives 
for sustainable development, poorly controls the spreading of 
settlements into national parks, and continues to inefficiently make use 
of natural resources. Just as in Latvia, politicians are slow to allocate 
funds and resources to environmental causes and the populous shows 
little interest in pushing the issue. She argues that the “non-existent 
public participation” is a major flaw in Lithuanian sustainable 
development.10 In short, “neither the politicians, nor the public officials 
perceive sustainable development as a useful paradigm for policy-
making.”11  

Scholars have also addressed the apparent “shift” in Baltic policies. 
Many argue that, in reality, the values of the Baltic states did not 
undergo a shift. According to Agarin, “the aptitude for environmental 
concern with the Baltic residents has remained much the same.”12 In 
other words, “there were possibly never great numbers of 

                                                           
8
 Ibid.:12 

9
 Nora Mzavanadze, "Sustainable Development in Lithuania: Between the Governmental 

Agenda and the Undiscovered Civil Society," Journal of Baltic Studies 40, no. 3 (2009). : 5 

10
 Ibid.: 7 

11
 Ibid.: 11 

12
 Agarin, "Where Have All the Environmentalists Gone: Baltic Greens in the Mid-

1990s.": footnote 8, pg. 1. See also Tove H. Malloy, "Minority Environmentalism and 

Eco-Nationalism in the Baltics: Green Citizenship in the Making?," Journal of Baltic 

Studies 40, no. 3 (2009).: 14 
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environmentally aware individuals in the region.”13 Furthermore, the 
environmental causes of the late 1980s were less important than 
constructing and defending a strong sense of nationalism. Hamilton, for 
instance, has argued that the Balts’ cultural ties to the land were simply 
“mined” by nationalists in order to legitimate their political grievances 
and boast political support.14 Still others contend that the 
environmentalist movements were “simply a calculated or reframed 
freedom strategy.”15 The claim that nationalists utilized 
environmentalism as a means to achieve independence, rather than it 
being a nationally driven “Green” movement, is supported by the fact 
that following independence environmentalism receded and many 
issues related to it - issues which mobilized citizens in the previous 
months and years - lost their prominence.16  

Understanding the difference between environmentalism and 
nationalism is key to comprehending the above arguments. Nature, the 
environment, and homeland are all important aspects of nationalism. 
Schwartz points out that, “the perceived symbiosis between a 
community and ‘its’ piece of earth is central to the phenomenon of 
nationhood itself.”17 However, environmentalism and nationalism differ 
                                                           
13

 Agarin, "Where Have All the Environmentalists Gone: Baltic Greens in the Mid-

1990s.": 1 

14
 Paul Hamilton (2002), as cited in David J. Galbreath and Daunis Auers, "Green, Black 

and Brown: Uncovering Latvia’s Environmental Politics," Journal of Baltic Studies 40, no. 

3 (2009).: 2. 

15
 Malloy, "Minority Environmentalism and Eco-Nationalism in the Baltics: Green 

Citizenship in the Making?.": 2 

16
 Agarin, "Where Have All the Environmentalists Gone: Baltic Greens in the Mid-

1990s.": 1 

17
 Schwartz, Nature and National Identity after Communism: Globalizing the 

Ethnoscape.: 3 
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in several important respects. Perhaps the most fundamental difference 
between the two lies in the fact that “nationalism is necessarily 
anthropocentric and utilitarian as regards the natural world. […] 
nationalism may treasure a place […] but see the rest of the world as 
potential resources.” Environmentalism, however, is concerned with 
biospheres the world over.18 In other words, although nationalism 
values the nation’s piece of land, it puts an emphasis on national, not 
global, interests, and values its own state sovereignty over global 
environmental issues. This seems to best explain the Baltic peoples’ ties 
to the land.  

Malloy similarly argues that the main environmental movements of the 
late 1980s point to a sort of ‘eco-nationalism’ in the Baltic states where 
a “responsibility towards fellow citizens and self-interest” was just as 
important as the environment.19 Thus, in the Estonian mining case, he 
states, “the movement was to a great extent concerned with the arrival 
in Estonia of more Russian labor which might tip the majority ratio 
towards the Russian part of the population.”20 In Latvia, concerns over a 
dam on the Daugava river were over the fellow citizens who would be 
affected by it, as well as the environment. And in Lithuania, nuclear risk 
to individuals and the environment were both primary causes of 
concern.21  

The above authors agree, albeit for varying reasons, that the post-Soviet 
Baltic states cannot accurately be attributed with traditional 

                                                           
18

 Galbreath and Auers, "Green, Black and Brown: Uncovering Latvia’s Environmental 

Politics.": 2-3. 

19
 Malloy, "Minority Environmentalism and Eco-Nationalism in the Baltics: Green 

Citizenship in the Making?.": 25 

20
 Ibid. 

21
 Ibid. 
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environmentalism as a common value. Furthermore, they argue that 
environmentalism was used as a tool to, first, draw closer to 
independence, and, after independence was achieved, to appease 
Western institutions as part of the integration process.22 Likewise, 
appeasing Western institutions was focused, first and foremost, on the 
Baltic identities: by appeasing the West, they could then re-join the 
West, a vital part of their inter-war national identity.  

Minority Policy 

The situation is similar regarding rights of ethnic minorities, perhaps 
even more so than with environmentalism. Years of Soviet rule severely 
tainted the liberal inter-war notions of Baltic elites regarding minority 
treatment. In response to the Soviet policy of Zhdanovschina, the Baltic 
elites adopted a series of reactive nationalist policies which isolated the 
minority population and firmly established titular control over both the 
political and societal sectors. This was so both prior to and after 
disintegration. Again, the Baltic states seemed less interested in 
observing liberal international minority norms advocated by the 
Western powers on which they now relied for political and territorial 
security than protecting their ‘national’ identity. In both cases, it was 
not until the Western element of their identity was in question (by the 
EU and other Western organizations) that the Baltic states semi-
liberalized their environmental and identity policies.23 

                                                           
22

 Caddell, "Nature Conservation in Estonia.": 34. See also, Mzavanadze, "Sustainable 

Development in Lithuania: Between the Governmental Agenda and the Undiscovered 

Civil Society.": 7; Schwartz, Nature and National Identity after Communism: Globalizing 

the Ethnoscape.: 12 and 200; Malloy, "Minority Environmentalism and Eco-Nationalism 

in the Baltics: Green Citizenship in the Making?.": 25 

23 Dirk Crols, "Old and New Minorities on the International Chess Board: From 
League to Union," in The Baltic States and Their Region: New Europe or Old?, ed. 
David J. Smith (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2005).: 196-7 
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The Baltic policies vis-à-vis ethnic minorities have changed drastically 
and at various times. During the inter-war period, prior to the later 
1930s, the Baltic states had quite liberal minority policies. According to 
Juris Dreifelds, “the supportive treatment of minorities was one of the 
major achievements of the [inter-war] independence period.”24 In 
Latvia, for example, the 1922 constitution upheld the right of minority 
groups to conduct education in minority languages, and throughout the 
period 23% of the schools taught primary or secondary education in a 
language other than Latvian.25  Lithuania and Estonia maintained 
similarly liberal policies.26 However, with the advent of nationalist 
governments during the late 1930s, the Baltic states began to adopt 
policies and practices that limited the rights of ethnic minorities. 

It was to these liberal inter-war values that the Baltic states professed 
to be returning following the disintegration of 1991. However, although 
they re-adopted their inter-war constitutions, inter-war names, and 
even renewed inter-war international ties, the minority policies of Latvia 
and Estonia have failed to mirror the “supportive treatment” of the 
early inter-war period. This is ironic in light of the fact that ethnic 
Estonians and Latvians were not the only groups supporting 
independence in the late 1908s. On the contrary, many Russian-
speakers also supported independence for the Baltic states. Indeed, 
Boris Yeltsin was one of the strongest supporters of Baltic independence 
during 1991.  

                                                           
24

 Juris Dreifelds, Latvia in Transition (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996).: 

29. 

25
 Andrejs Plakans, The Latvians: A Short History (Stanford: Hoover Institution Press, 

1995).: 138. 

26 See, for example, David J. Smith, "Non-Territorial Cultural Autonomy as a Baltic 
Contribution to Europe between the Wars," in The Baltic States and Their Region: 
New Europe or Old?, ed. David J. Smith, On the Boundary of Two Worlds: Identity, 
Freedom, and Moral Imagination in the Baltics (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2005).: 211-215 
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There are several possible explanations for this change in policy. 
Dreifelds argues that the years of Soviet “Russification” necessitated 
adopting nationalistic legislation, in order to preserve the titular 
culture.27 Although this meant departing from inter-war legislation, 
normalizing the Russian minority population was the only way in which 
Latvia could begin to rebuild its ‘nation’. Schwartz similarly states that 
most Latvians believed that creating a nation-state, in which the Latvian 
identity (as expressed by language and culture) would dominate social 
life and in which ethnic Latvians would be the “primary political 
shapers” of the country’s destiny, was a “desirable political 
arrangement” for ensuring national survival.28  

One apologist argues that the Estonian and Latvian ethnic minority 
policies of the 1990s were not vengeful, but simply misunderstood. In 
fact, negative aftereffects of post-independence policies were not due 
to Latvian or Estonian exclusionism, but to the fact that ethnic 
minorities failed to embrace the changes.29 This argument has been 
critiqued by many. Plakans, for instance, claims that language and 
citizenship policy after independence, rather than being natural, were a 
defensive reaction to the “cultural genocide” which they experienced 
under Soviet occupation.30 Galbreath argues further that Baltic 
                                                           
27

 Dreifelds, Latvia in Transition.: 169 

28
 Schwartz, Nature and National Identity after Communism: Globalizing the 

Ethnoscape.: 11, 13 

29
 Dreifelds, Latvia in Transition.: 14. Additionally, Brigita Zepa and Inese Šūpule, 

"Ethnopolitical Tensions in Latvia: Factors Facilitating and Impeding Ethnic Accord," in 

Latvian-Russian Relations: Domestic and International Dimensions, ed. Nils Muižnieks 

(Riga: Latvijas Universitate, 2006).: 34-35, agree that the policy is not strictly 

exclusionary, but that it has alienated many Russian-speakers. 

30
 Plakans, The Latvians: A Short History.: 189. This argument is further strengthened in 

Helen M. Morris, "Eu Enlargement and Latvian Citizenship Policy," in Journal on 

Ethnopolitics and Minority Issues in Europe (2003).: 3 
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nationalism did indeed lead to the exclusion of minorities for the sake of 
the Estonian and Latvian national identities.31 As early as 1989, Estonia’s 
language law began to limit the rights of ethnic (very closely associated 
with linguistic) minorities32, a policy largely driven by the strong sense of 
nationalism at the time.33  Lieven also argues that “in terms of their 
attitudes to the Russians, most [Latvian political parties] can only be 
called ‘Extreme-Right’ or ‘radical nationalist.’”34 He disagrees that the 
Baltic states were ever truly faced with cultural extinction, and thus 
claims that their reactive actions and policies were not justified.35  

During the late 1990s, and opposed to earlier legislation, the minority 
policies in both Estonia and Latvia underwent significant changes which 
allowed more Russians to become citizens and eased restrictions on 
other rights. The cause? Accession into the European Union and NATO 
both “expect prospective membership candidates to be free from […] 
minority problems”.36 Berg and Ehin emphasize that the West 

                                                           
31

 David J. Galbreath, Nation-Building and Minority Politics in Post-Socialist States:  

Interests, Influences and Identities in Estonia and Latvia (Stuttgart: ibidem-Verlag, 

2005).: 106. See also Nils Muižnieks, "Government Policy and the Russian Minority," in 

Latvian-Russian Relations: Domestic and International Dimensions, ed. Nils Muižnieks 

(Riga: Latvijas Universitate, 2006).: 15 

32
 Galbreath, Nation-Building and Minority Politics in Post-Socialist States:  Interests, 

Influences and Identities in Estonia and Latvia.:166 

33
 Ibid.: 160, 288 

34
 Anatol Lieven, The Baltic Revolution: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and the Path to 

Independence (London: Yale University Press, 1993).: 215 

35
 Ibid.: 378 

36
 Pami Aalto, "Post-Soviet Geo-Politics in the North of Europe," in Post-Cold War 

Identity Politics: Northern and Baltic Experiences, ed. Marko Lehti and David J. Smith 

(London: Frank Cass, 2003). 
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influenced these changes, maintaining that the Baltic states were 
“compelled” to liberalize their policies as a prerequisite for dual 
accession.37 Furthermore, without the West forcing changes in ethnic 
minority policies, they argue, it is possible that the Baltic-Russian 
relationship could have become much more aggressive and violent.38 
Galbreath likewise concludes that the EU, the OSCE, and the Council of 
Europe “had a large influence” on the changes that were made to 
minority legislation.39 Similar to the case of environmental policy, 
Estonian and Latvian elites took action at the behest of Western 
powers, and primarily when doing so would serve their own ambitions 
of rejoining the West and salvaging that aspect of their identity.40  

The common trend in these two sections, as argued by scholars, is that 
the Baltic states’ governments made decisions about the observance of 
international norms based, in part, on whether or not doing so would 
serve their core values. In the case of environmental policy, Baltic elites 
used environmentalism to fight for sovereignty. When sovereignty was 
achieved, they reversed the focus from ‘environmentalism’ to the 
national identity as related to the land. The policies of the early to mid-

                                                           
37

 Eiki Berg and Piret Ehin, "Incompatible Identities? Baltic-Russian Relations and the Eu 

as an Arena for Identity Conflict," in Identity and Foreign Policy: Baltic-Russian Relations 

and European Integration, ed. Eiki Berg and Piret Ehin (Farnham: Ashgate, 2009). This 

argument is also made in  Morris, "Eu Enlargement and Latvian Citizenship Policy.": 27-8 

and 32 

38
 Berg and Ehin, "Incompatible Identities? Baltic-Russian Relations and the Eu as an 

Arena for Identity Conflict.": 6 

39
 Galbreath, Nation-Building and Minority Politics in Post-Socialist States:  Interests, 

Influences and Identities in Estonia and Latvia.: 284 

40 Morris, "Eu Enlargement and Latvian Citizenship Policy.". See also Helen M. Morris, 

"President, Party and Nationality Policy in Latvia, 1991-1999," Europe-Asia Studies 56, 

no. 4 (2004). 
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1990s were not environmentally friendly, but did facilitate the 
strengthening of national identity. Only in the late 1990s did 
environmental policy change slightly, and only because it furthered the 
Baltic identities as “Western” states.  This is similar in the case of ethnic 
minority policies. During the Soviet era, ethnic Balts were clear 
minorities in the Soviet Union and, by 1989, had nearly become ethnic 
minorities within their own ‘homeland’.41 Estonia’s and Latvia’s 
immediate policies heavily favored ethnic Estonians and Latvians and 
the development of national identities. Only when their identity as 
“Western” states was threatened did they adapt their policies to fall 
more in line with international norms.  

A Trend? 

Does this trend hold true regarding other international norms, or are 
these two isolated incidents? Are Baltic elites willing to vacillate 
between observance and non-observance of international norms to 
accommodate their two core values? As a means of further analysis, this 
section reviews Baltic policies vis-à-vis another international norm: the 
rights of sexual minorities.  

Sexual Minorities 

The issue of sexual minority rights was not a major issue in the Baltic 
states prior to EU membership. Since 2005, however, it has become a 
major issue, receiving attention at both the national and international 
levels. Additionally, it has been a larger issue in Latvia than the other 
two Baltic states, though recently it received significant attention in 
Lithuania. Specifically, there are two trends important to this paper. 
First, every year since 2005 sexual minority groups have attempted to 
organize parades in Latvia. In every case they were opposed not only by 
civil society organizations, but also by political and societal elites. 

                                                           
41 LIEVEN, THE BALTIC REVOLUTION: ESTONIA, LATVIA, LITHUANIA AND THE PATH TO 

INDEPENDENCE.: 435 
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Second, in September 2009 Lithuania’s Seimas proposed and adopted 
legislation limiting the dissemination of material deemed “detrimental” 
to the “intellectual or moral development” or minors.42 If enforced, this 
law could limit gay people’s access to health promotion material, 
prohibit them from publicly organizing, advertizing homosexual-
oriented businesses, having a gay press, or standing up for themselves 
in public.43  

Why the Baltic states (specifically Latvia and Lithuania) have developed 
such virulent opposition to homosexuality is a matter of some 
discussion among scholars.44 Of more importance for this paper is 
whether or not practice vis-à-vis sexual minorities has changed, and, if 
so, identifying the root cause of this change. Prior to EU accession, there 
was little opposition to sexual minorities for two reasons: a) that there 
was very little public display of homosexuality,45 and b) the Baltic states, 
along with other Eastern European states, were aware that the EU was 
watching.46 Indeed, it is this second reason that also explains why 
practices have changed since 2004.  

                                                           
42 Lithuania Ok's Law to Keep Gay Info Away from Kids (USA Today, 14 July 2009 
[cited 15 September 2009]); available from 
http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2009-07-14-lithuania-censorship_N.htm. 
43 Joseph Galliano, Legislating Gay Hate in Lithuania (Guardian.co.uk, 14 September 
2009 [cited 15 September 2009]); available from 
http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2009/sep/14/gay-hate-laws-lithuania. 
44 See, for example, Artūras Tereškinas, "Not Private Enough?" Homophobic and 
Injurious Speech in the Lithuanian Media (ILGA - International Lesbian and Gay 
Association, 2007 [cited 15 September 2009]); available from trans.ilga.org.;Conor 
O'Dwyer and Katrina Z. S. Schwartz, "Return to (Illiberal) Diversity? Resisting Gay 
Rights in Poland and Latvia," in Diversity in the European Union, ed. Elisabeth Prügl 
and Markus Thiel (Palgrave Macmillan, 2009 Forthcoming).; Gordon Waitt, "Sexual 
Citizenship in Latvia: Geographies of the Latvian Closet," Social & Cultural Geography 
6, no. 2 (2005). 
45 The first Gay-Pride parade in the Baltic states was attempted in 2005.  
46O'Dwyer and Schwartz, "Return to (Illiberal) Diversity? Resisting Gay Rights in 
Poland and Latvia.": 115 
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Prior to accession, there was considerable euro-skepticism among the 
Baltic states, often focused on the concept of losing state sovereignty to 
another “union” after only recently gaining sovereignty from the Soviet 
Union.47 Nonetheless, by the time of accession ratification, pro-EU 
sentiment was sufficiently strong to carry all three countries into the 
EU. However, once in the EU, the argument goes, the Baltic peoples and 
elites began to express anti-gay sentiment as a means of ‘backlashing’ 
against the loss of sovereignty to the EU bureaucracy48, and as a means 
of maintaining their ‘national identity’ in the face of encroaching 
Europeanization and norms that were ‘opposed’ to Baltic national 
identity.49 Such backlashes included counter-demonstrations, attempts 
by political elites to prevent parades (even an EU-sponsored parade was 
banned in Lithuania in 2007),50 and legislation to limit basic rights of 
sexual minorities.51 

There have there been very few successful attempts to counter this 
trend. The primary exceptions are that parades and demonstrations 
proceeded despite wide-spread public and governmental opposition.52 
There are two major problems preventing successful counter-action. 
First, EU structures are sufficiently weak that they cannot force states to 
accept or change policies in certain areas. Second, as the recent 
legislation in Lithuania indicates, often legislation is worded sufficiently 
vague that it is sometimes difficult to challenge on legal grounds.53 In 

                                                           
47 Evald Mikkel and Geoffrey  Pridham, "Clinching the ‘Return to Europe’: The 
Referendums on Eu Accession in Estonia and Latvia," West European Politics 27, no. 
4 (2004). See also, Andres Kasekamp, "Extreme-Right Parties in Contemporary 
Estonia," Patterns of Prejudice 37, no. 4 (2003). 
48 O'Dwyer and Schwartz, "Return to (Illiberal) Diversity? Resisting Gay Rights in 
Poland and Latvia." 
49 Waitt, "Sexual Citizenship in Latvia: Geographies of the Latvian Closet." 
50 Helena Spongenberg, Lithuania Bans Eu-Sponsored Gay Rights Parade 
(EUobserver.com, 22 May 2007 [cited 15 September 2009]); available from 
http://euobserver.com/9/24104. 
51 Lithuania Ok's Law to Keep Gay Info Away from Kids ([cited). 
52 Kate McIntosh, "Gay Pride Marches On," The Baltic Times, 16 May 2009. 
53 Lithuania Ok's Law to Keep Gay Info Away from Kids ([cited). 
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the case of the small successes, they are because the legislation 
proposed to prevent the parades violated the European Convention on 
Human Rights.54 Otherwise, the only opposition to the Baltic policies has 
come from entities that have little power to influence Baltic 
sovereignty.55 On the contrary, the opposition to the gay-rights 
movement has resulted in considerable political and even economic 
benefit to political parties who support such opposition, and represent 
opposition as a way of securing national identity.56 Support comes from 
religious groups who hold considerable sway over the public, such as 
the Lutheran and Catholic Churches in Latvia, as well as many 
evangelical groups57, and the media in Lithuania.58 In short, Baltic 
policies regarding sexual minority rights have changed. They have 
become more virulent in correlation to the perceived threat sexual 
minorities pose to Baltic national identities, and international 
organizations pose to Baltic state sovereignty.  

Conclusion 

In every one of the cases above (policies regarding minorities, 
environmentalism, and sexual minorities) the Baltic states changed their 
positions regarding international norms to accommodate their deeper 
values: national identity and state sovereignty. What does all of this say 
about the consistency or expediency of Baltic values regarding 
international norms?  

Baltic policies have changed, but core values have not. This can be 
accounted for in two ways. First, several of these issues played-out as a 

                                                           
54 McIntosh, "Gay Pride Marches On." 
55 Groups include Amnesty International and other human rights group. The EU, 
however, has remained largely silent on these issues.  
56 O'Dwyer and Schwartz, "Return to (Illiberal) Diversity? Resisting Gay Rights in 
Poland and Latvia." 
57 Ibid. 
58 Tereškinas, "Not Private Enough?" Homophobic and Injurious Speech in the 
Lithuanian Media ([cited). 
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response to perceived encroaching foreign influence on the identity of 
the Baltic states. Environmental policies of the late 1980s were used as 
a tool to promote Baltic national identity in the face of ‘Sovietization’. 
Likewise, sexual minority policies of the mid to late-2000s are used as a 
tool to promote national identity in the face of perceived 
‘Europeanization’. 

Second, it can be accounted for by looking at state sovereignty. In every 
instance Baltic elites acted in a manner that would strengthen their 
sovereignty. Environmental and ethnic minority policies of the late 
1980s were used as tools to limit influence from Moscow and increase 
the sovereignty of the Baltic states in those areas. Suppression of 
certain basic rights of sexual minorities is a backlash against the loss of 
sovereignty to the EU. In all three cases, observance or non-observance 
of international norms correlated with whether or not doing so would 
strengthen core values: national identity and state sovereignty.  
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Internship With KEY Project 

Michael Dickerson 

 During the last two months, I have been involved as an intern 
with the Kualoa-He’eia Ecumenical Youth Project, also known as the 
“KEY Project” or “KEY”, a community outreach center on the island of 
Oahu in Hawaii.  I have learned a great deal about community affairs at 
the KEY Project by participating in a variety of community service 
activities, becoming familiar with the different committees within the 
Kaneohe neighborhood area and by observing the organization and the 
various programs that are offered at KEY.   I witnessed the basic 
concepts of democracy put into action at the community level during 
local Neighborhood Board meetings.  I experienced the rich and unique 
culture of Hawaii.  These traditions, customs and culture play a major 
roll in local politics and the growth and development of community life 
in Hawaii.  All programs at KEY are in tune with its mission and goal, 
“…to nurture and promote the cultural, environmental, social, economic 
and recreational well-being of the Kualoa-He’eia area by providing a 
vital grassroots civic resource that effectively serves the needs of our 
diverse multi-cultural community.”    

The community center itself is made up of a central staff in the 
office, and volunteers from the community.  All are welcome to assist or 
to benefit from the programs and activities offered at the center.  Non-
profit and profit organizations on the Island of Oahu take advantage of 
the resources at KEY along with meeting rooms that are available to the 
public.  These organizations include educators providing instruction 
from preschool to 6th grade and continuing on into high school.  In 
addition, KEY has a high school diploma program for adults, tutoring for 
all ages, tax assistance, as well as providing a wide range of recreational 
and self improvement programs available to all ages.  Located within 
the KEY facility, programs include; Hula lessons, Yoga, Zumba, and 
senior citizen self help and social activities.  KEY is also host to the local 
food bank and conducts recycling service projects.  All the programs at 
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KEY are specifically chosen to meet civic objectives and to foster a 
mutually beneficial relationship between KEY and the community.   

I was able to observe and shadow John Reppun, the Executive 
Director of KEY, to understand better what the administration and often 
complicated coordination of a community center entails.  I was able to 
study first hand a number of issues affecting the Kaneohe neighborhood 
area, where KEY resides, and participate in the socio, economic and the 
political atmosphere of the Kaneohe Community.  Through my work at 
KEY, I was able to offer my opinion and recommendations to Mr. 
Reppun and discuss the positive aspects and implications as well as 
possible implementation of my suggestions that might potentially 
improve the services provided at KEY.   The director is aware of what is 
happening in the center at any given time, makes sure the facilities are 
maintained properly, organizations are running smoothly, and most 
importantly I found…he is eager to help anyone with anything.   John 
Reppun is always busy; always working and always making sure those 
on his staff are doing the same.  I have found that John loves to be 
involved in community service, doing whatever he can for the 
community.  Whether outside trimming the wetlands (known in Hawaii 
as Lo’i), organizing recycling projects, ridding the island of graffiti or 
anything else that affects the well being of his friends and community, 
John is there.    

As the KEY Project executive director,  John is always promoting 
and explaining the KEY Project to new people, those who walk in the 
door, new potential donor organizations as well as what seems like a 
constant stream of  telephone contacts.  People in the community know 
John to be hard working, competent, and trustworthy and to possess a 
great love for his community.  John has been an example to me of the 
type of official representative, political or volunteer that makes a 
difference to his community.  I also learned from John that staying in a 
community and being committed for a period of time allows your name 
to be known to the public and helps you network better to accomplish 
your goals.  Networking is a crucial part of the political system.  People 
that trust and respect you and the work that you do, are more likely to 
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support you should you run for an elected position or be considered for 
a job opportunity.  Another aspect of networking is that people tell 
others about you and what you can offer.  Service in Hawaii is a 
reciprocal system…everyone is acquainted, whenever you ask someone 
for help, there is a relationship with the community and a responsibility 
to help someone in return.  John is proud that the KEY Project has 
become a central communication system within the community, 
providing a crossroads for people to gather information and share ideas. 

During my internship, I was involved in a wide range of duties 
that included returning and reporting to John my notes, insights and 
impressions from each neighborhood board meeting that I was able to 
attend.  I provided a summary of what was happening in that particular 
area, projects the neighboring areas were involved in and how those 
projects and long-term goals might affect KEY.   Organizing and filing 
papers were other duties that I performed to keep the facility well 
organized and clean.   I learned office management skills by seeing the 
day-to-day activities in an office.  Discussing my observations with John 
helped me gain insight into what the director should be concerned with 
and where to focus his energy.   I was able to take part in training 
contracted with the Venture Program, which helped to gather and 
correlate ideas on implementing a program to meet the needs of 6th to 
8th graders.  I delivered messages between John and the various 
organizations at KEY when he was occupied with other duties and not 
available to respond to them immediately.  I was able to help with 
public relations by creating a PowerPoint that presents an overview 
through pictures and descriptions of the different organizations at KEY 
and their impact on the community.  This was to show the KEY Board of 
Directors and the community what is currently available at the KEY 
facility.   I hope my PowerPoint will eventually be added to the website 
at “Keyproject.org.”  I have become more proficient in research skills 
from reading and studying the different conflicts involving developers 
who are trying to build more houses, and restoration projects involving 
the local wetlands.   
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Of concern to many of the more rural communities and all 
three-neighborhood boards that I attended in Hawaii is that of 
impending residential construction.   New planned development brings 
destruction to the wetlands.  An ancient and traditional Hawaiian crop, 
Taro is grown throughout the wetlands on Oahu and is dependent on 
the continuance of these wetlands.  John enjoys having a taro crop of 
his own and educating the children who come through KEY about the 
importance of Taro to Hawaiian culture.   Taro also benefits the 
community economically, bringing in additional revenue, and has 
proven to be a dependable crop when needed for disaster relief.  If 
destruction of the wetlands continues, through unchecked construction 
and development, it will signal the end of this important crop.   

Another important issue regarding the wetlands is their 
location, which forms a natural barrier soaking up the rainfall off the 
mountains and catching the worst of the landslides protecting 
residential and business property.  Wetlands that are situated near the 
ocean shore help keep the island from flooding in heavy rains and 
during tsunami season.  I found that all of these issues directly or 
indirectly could have an affect on the KEY Project.  KEY has always been 
a strong supporter of the community since its inception in 1968, and has 
been committed to keeping the cultural history of Hawaii alive for 
future generations.   By the preservation of the wetlands, KEY retains 
the opportunity to provide a significant contribution in community 
service by helping maintain the wild growth of indigenous plants in the 
wetland areas.  I was able to be involved with community service 
projects to clean up the town and trim the wetlands of overgrown brush 
overflowing onto the highways and parkland.     

Similar to “town hall” meetings or a community council, the 
Neighborhood Board system allows for community participation in local 
government.  The Neighborhood board system functions as the voice of 
the community and acts in an advisory capacity with regard to: the 
delivery of basic government services, economic development and land 
use questions in the community, the study and review of capital 
improvement projects, zoning concerns and possible ramifications of 
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City Council and legislative decision making in Honolulu and how these 
decisions would affect their community.  There are 36 designated 
Neighborhood Board areas on Oahu with 33 operating and active 
Boards.  The board meetings I attended included Kaneohe 
Neighborhood (KEY Project area), and the surrounding area Boards of 
Koolauloa and Kahaluu which sit on the border of Kaneohe.   The 
Neighborhood Boards, which are made up of elected residents from the 
community, seemed to be equally ethnically integrated.  Members vote 
on concerns of the community, the consensus of that vote is passed on 
to the local governmental representative.    

It became evident early in my study that projects among 
different communities are interrelated.  The impact of decisions made 
by the various Neighborhood Boards or by a particular piece of 
legislation, whether positive or negative easily could affect not only one 
specific Neighborhood, but surrounding communities as well.  In 
attending neighboring board meetings, I was alert to this possibility and 
discussions that peripherally or directly might have an effect on KEY and 
its operations.  Watching these boards function together, I could see 
how a typical citizen could easily become more involved with his 
community by becoming a member of the neighborhood board.  It is 
easy to see how the political process is at play in these communities and 
in their input into local legislative government on a county and state 
level.  These citizens are happy that they are able to decide many 
aspects of their own future by participating in local government 

I was able to monitor a number of the KEY Project board 
meetings and as I listened to the issues discussed, I realized that the 
biggest concern is always, “where the funds are coming from and where 
they are going?”  Being a non-profit organization has its inherent 
challenges when considering funding and costs of operation.  
Government grants, sponsorship from various organizations, donations 
and other federal and state funding all contribute to the successful and 
continued operation of the KEY Project.   However, I felt the collective 
anxiety when the various governmental agencies lower the available 
funds and allot less money than they had previously.   I learned that 
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funding for KEY can be expensive and as a non-profit organization, 
potential funding is always a topic of discussion and concern.   

We also discuss frequently in brainstorming sessions, where we 
can cut costs and spending and how to be more efficient and self reliant 
with what resources are available.   One of the fundraisers The KEY 
Project does to help preserve the culture of Hawaii and assure that it is 
passed down from one generation to another is the annual imu.   A 
central part of a Hawaiian luau, the imu is a communal underground 
oven that is provided for roasting individual turkeys or pigs.  Every 
Thanksgiving “fewer and fewer families are preparing imus, so we’re 
doing it as a community.”  John Reppun was quoted in the November 
28, 2003 New York Times.  John goes on to say, “What you don’t do as 
families you do as neighborhoods and communities, and you keep it 
alive that way.”   The imu is cooked in a huge 9-by18-foot fire pit made 
from kindling of paper and pallets and giant logs of chocolate-brown 
kiawe fire wood, Hawaii’s mesquite.  White lava rocks are then placed in 
the pit and their job is to cook the meat with steam through the banana 
stumps where the turkeys have been laid on them to rest.  They are 
then covered with banana and ti leaves for flavor.  The seasoning is then 
sealed in and the whole imu is left overnight. 

Of particular interest to me was an opportunity to research 
coastal community resilience from the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) at a neighboring community training event.  The 
purpose of the experience was to make communities more effective 
during an incidence of landslides, floods, tsunamis and earthquakes, or 
other natural disaster.  Another topic focused on the location of a fresh 
water source and precautions to ensure salt water from the ocean 
doesn’t destroy its essential value at a time when fresh water may be at 
a premium.  These were just some of the concerns that were expressed 
to the public in order to bring emergency awareness to the 
communities and better prepare them so they will be more efficient in 
case of a natural disaster.  I learned that KEY could play a significant role 
during a potential disaster.  KEY has a large facility, which houses a 
kitchen and available rooms to use as a command post to organize 
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resources and provide a local refuge center.   I was able discuss the 
main points and recommendations from this event with John and we 
talked about the different ways we as a community center could be 
more resilient and helpful in the event of a natural disaster to the 
island. 

The chance to work with KEY as an intern has been a great 
opportunity for me to see hard working devoted people who care, not 
just about the youth and youth programs, but the overall growth and 
unity of the entire community.  Being here in Hawaii as an intern for my 
political science major has expanded my thinking and shown me an 
America “by the people” that is extended to all cultures and people in 
any walk of life.   I have observed how networking is essential to make 
your voice heard.  The Hawaiian people still retain their language, their 
way of speaking, their food as well as their customs of dance and a 
traditional lifestyle.  I would never have gained this unique appreciation 
for a culture I hadn’t known existed without having lived it for a short 
time.  I also learned the operation of the transit system on the island of 
Oahu by utilizing the bus system for my transportation.  I met a lot of 
wonderful people through community service, board meetings and 
living arrangements.  I am grateful that KEY exists to make life better for 
individual citizens and the community, and that for a short time I was 
able to play a part in assisting the Hawaiian people.  On one occasion, I 
met a lady that attended the KEY High School diploma program as an 
adult and was able to receive her diploma.  KEY has helped people 
create a unity within the community and it was very gratifying for me to 
have observed the beneficial impact dedicated workers, and a facility 
such as KEY, can be to a community.   I enjoyed my time with John 
Reppun and the staff of the KEY Project.  My experiences here have 
inspired me and possibly kindled an interest in working again at a 
community centered facility.  As my time here ends, I have learned that 
the success of any project depends on the people involved with it.  
Because of this, I know to look for devoted and motivated people like 
the ones I have seen at KEY to associate with in my future endeavors, 
wherever they take me.    
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Communist China: A Red Flag for the West? 
 

Timothy Ng 
 

 In the late 1950s Hung Ying’s family fled their home town of 
Xinhui in Guangdong, China and waded fearfully across the Macau 
shores to eventually arrive in safety in Kowloon Bay, Hong Kong.  
Communist oppression had taken the family’s land, food, and like many 
of their extended relatives and friends, it was slowly taking their lives.  
As recorded in his personal history, Ying states that because of the 
Chinese Communist Party (CCP), “The whole nation suffered as a 
result…the only people that enjoyed the benefits were the power thirsty 
officials.” 
 Spring forward fifty years and we observe a contrast of situation 
starker than a bright yellow star fixed upon a blood-red backing.  Ying 
has recently returned from Southern China on an encouraging business 
trip, just as he has done so on several occasions within the last couple of 
years.  Ying here is not unique in his newfound affinity for his once 
direly oppressed homeland.  Another anecdote which conveys such 
changing attitudes was made evident in a student’s recent visit to 
Jiangmen city; this student dined with and interviewed a man who had 
similarly fled his Sinic motherland, swimming daringly across the 
tempestuous South China Seas, in desperate order to plead a chance of 
survival before officers of the famed Yau Ma Tei police station on the 
Hong Kong peninsula.  Once settled on the island, he vowed never to 
return to the place of his birth.  Today, he lives and works back “home” 
in China (Hung).  
 Global citizens have over the last few years come to this 
significant and powerful realization—communist China, quite simply, is 
not at all what it used to be.  In fact this “middle kingdom”  has altered 
so drastically that the very phrase “communist China” may be dissolving 
into existence as an out-dated passive utterance of no effect–that is, if it 
has not become such already.  Scholars, professionals, and ordinary 
households around the world have found it almost impossible to evade 
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the headlines, articles, documentaries and other attention-grabbing 
media sources that continually articulate the rapid growth and 
expansion of the world’s largest communist-governed nation.  Setting 
aside the hype and controversy of the 2008 Beijing Olympics, there has 
been more than enough socio-political activity stirring up in China to 
keep every politician, economist, activist and world citizen in anxious 
wait to hear of China’s next big chess-piece move. 
 So what does this change mean for the average American, the 
average African, or even the average Asian?  Much of the world’s 
population remains confused, ignorant, and unable to organize their 
thoughts on what China means to them as an individual.  Generally 
speaking, people are either excited or wary about the steady rise of East 
Asia’s ancient superpower.  Perhaps we have cause to feel both such 
emotions.  The true capitalist’s entrepreneurial spirit drives him to 
excitedly claim stake in the business prospects offered by the ever-
expanding production capital of the world.  On the other hand, the 
concerned American wonders what will become of the US$772 billion 
debt owed to China by the United States (Patrick 4).  In reality however, 
there might just be something more deep and poignant that we in the 
West are missing from our East Asian counterparts.  The nation that 
gave birth to great thinkers like Confucius still has something to offer if 
we are but willing to learn; only this time, we may want to learn from 
their mistakes.  Indeed, not all the stars that glisten are gold when we 
dig into China’s past, present and future state of affairs. 
 Like all things Chinese there is much more meaning to be gained 
than that which is initially perceived empirically by our eyes and ears, be 
it their eloquent writing form, poetry or politics.  One often finds 
themselves yearning for supernatural assistance in breaking China’s 
mysterious Da Vinci Codes of ambiguity regarding their true status and 
views on practically every current policy and issue.  The Chinese are 
indeed masters of the art of secrecy, learning everything about the 
opposition while ensuring minimal disclosure of their internal affairs.   
 In James Kynge’s China Shakes the World, a major section is 
dedicated to the discussion of “Communism vs. Democracy,” 
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highlighting various pros and cons of China’s authoritarian 
governmental methods.  Kynge writes that “Since China has become an 
inescapable global force, the glaring mismatch between its political and 
economic polities has become an issue not just for Beijing but also for 
Washington, Tokyo, Brussels, London, and other national capitals” 
(183).  Yes, China is shaking the world and it had better clue up to what 
is (and isn’t) going on.  Therefore, as we discuss China’s validity as a 
communist state, let us be aware that we may end up asking questions 
to which there may be no answers; yet to start with, how exactly should 
we define 21st century communism? 
 Common perception of the dreaded “C-word” arouses 
distasteful memory of a few infamous tyrants including Stalin, Pol Pot, 
and Mao, and quite rightly so; there is no question that the communist 
regimes of the last century have turned out to be a tragedy for the 
nations of the whole globe.  A closer look at the meaning and etymology 
of the word communism may however reveal a more ignorant or 
inappropriate use of language by both accusers and defenders of the 
communist ideals.  The Chinese word for communism, gong chan 
literally translates to general or public property.  As stated by the Collins 
dictionary, communism is “the belief that private ownership should be 
abolished and all work and property should be shared by the 
community.”  Turning the fiscal tables we read that capitalism is “an 
economic system based on the private ownership of industry” (Collins 
Language).  With these definitions in mind we can start to explore and 
ultimately question whether or not communism is as much an economic 
term as it is a political one, or if the original meaning has been changed 
through ill deeds on the part of those using the title as a damning and 
misleading cover. 
 Keeping the above definitions of communism and capitalism in 
mind, if today one were to fly to Beijing, Shanghai, Shenzhen or any 
other major city in China, they may very well find themselves asking 
some serious questions about what was and what is with regards to just 
about everything they experience.  There is now a definite air of laissez-
faire personal finance unbecoming of a revolutionary communist 
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movement.  The modern Chinese “demand unique experiences tailored 
to their specific needs.  It is the opposite of the old Communist one-size-
and-style-fits-all blue Mao cap and jacket.  Now people want 
monogrammed shirts, tattoos and, even in ultra-conservative China, 
dyed hair” (Inch and Yuann 162).  It is in many respects becoming a 
revolutionary capitalist movement; indeed the people of the People’s 
Republic of China are not going to stop in this vein.  China’s residents 
are the “largest group of potential customers with the fastest-growing 
income that you’ve never thought of before” (162).  It seems that 
Communism’s belief of work and property held in public ownership is 
somewhat at violation of previous principles and standards. 
 China’s tolerance of capitalism not only abides with its own 
people, but with whole nations that it claims ownership of.  Take for 
example the 1997 and 1999 handovers of Hong Kong and Macau 
respectively, where fears turned into fortunes for many.  Macau can 
only be described as the Las Vegas of the Orient, boasting some of the 
world’s most liberal laws concerning gambling, vice, and entertainment; 
as for Hong Kong, the Heritage Foundation and Wall Street Journal’s 
2009 World Economic Index found it to be the world’s freest economy 
(Heritage).  “Free” is not the first word that comes to mind when 
discussing communism.  Perhaps we are proving something with regard 
to the aforementioned false perceptions and use of words-without-
meaning so commonly used among us here in the West and around the 
rest of the world. 
 Luo Jing, a Chinese professor present at the 1997 handover of 
Hong Kong between Great Britain and China, stated that the “Socialist 
system and policies shall not be practiced in the HKSAR, and the 
previous capitalist system and way of life shall remain unchanged for 50 
years” (146).  What we have today are communist authorities admitting 
at least a regression from a communist to a socialist system, at the same 
time as giving insight into China’s perception that their government 
does indeed support a “way of life” amongst its people, that is to say, 
that the economy is not their only concern.  That leaves us wondering 
then, what will become of Hong Kong in 2047 when China takes full 
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control over the world’s freest economy?  Who will be doing the 
changing?  We likely somehow doubt that Hong Kong will be.  Jing’s 
statement compares somewhat to a modern-day Jew confessing that 
Jesus Christ had already come and ministered amongst mankind; yet, 
this juncture here for China is where the bright stars start to fall, leaving 
only a blood-red sky. 
 Religion in China is not free.  Despite the claims of articles 34 
and 36 in its constitution, there remains a tight hold on true freedom to 
worship in this so-called communist state.  If sharing of property and 
land is an ideal of communism, the sharing of faith and belief certainly is 
not.  Although one could argue that there is more freedom now than 
back in Mao’s reign, that freedom is often bought with a price; not in 
blood or life, but in hard cash and compromise of moral standards and 
beliefs.  One must conform to communism as being the higher power in 
order to gain favor in the sights of old Godfather Mao and his agreeable 
compatriots.  As stated in the 36th article of the Constitution of China, 
“No one may make use of religion to engage in activities that… interfere 
with the educational system of the state” (Constitution of the PRC). That 
indeed appears to be China’s legal get-out clause for any opposition 
regarding its tight control on the practices and beliefs of its people; 
speaking of anything not of “the system” can turn out to be a death 
wish. 
 The wider world has inevitably encountered in the news many 
negative and damning reports of major breaches of human rights within 
the rising state.  Localized propaganda controls appease the masses 
within the superpower.  But are we in the West also subject to the 
unrighteous evils of oppression and propaganda deception?  On the 
eagerly anticipated 08/08/08 opening of the Beijing Olympics, Dominic 
Lawson released a shocking article in The Independent, one of Britain’s 
leading newspapers entitled, “If you think China is a police state, just 
look at us in Britain.” The article highlighted many examples of how our 
own control-thirsty governments usurp power to get gain by 
distinguishing basic rights and privileges of security and privacy amongst 
perfectly decent, pious, and contributing members of society (Lawson 
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31).  Such reports are familiar; it seems that dirty money does the 
talking in English as well as it does in Chinese. 
 Concerns in the socio-political arenas of both the East and the 
West indeed are not few.  A recent National Geographic article stated 
that “67 percent of [Chinese] millionaires surveyed say they are 
sacrificing health for money” (Hessler 62).  Taking cultural background 
into consideration, this is a huge statistic.  The Chinese language which 
uses blessings for health and well-being generously for all occasions and 
situations is gradually being compromised for capitalist ideals of here-
and-now money making and pleasure.  Perhaps more prevalent is the 
new change of purpose that has been grafted into the narrow minds of 
the modernized China-man and woman.  Fifty years ago the answer 
from a China-man to “what is the purpose of life?” would evoke a 
desperate reply of “zhao fan,” meaning “to find food.”  Today the 
common speedy response is “zhao qian,” meaning “to find money”—a 
rather melancholy transformation from survival need to needful greed 
has already occurred within the minds of the people. 
 A common problem now harbored in our societies is what could 
be referred to as “philosophizing in the third person.”  We often hear or 
say ourselves, “they do this,” or “he hasn’t done that,” when what we 
ought to be doing is questioning the first persons of “me” and “we.” 
How do we fare back home on our native soils?  What questions should 
we be asking, and how are we going to provide adequate solutions to 
our problems? 
 Whether or not China is communist by definition is not really 
the issue.  We can say that their economic policy is capitalist in nature, 
yet their political grounding still holds an all too familiar façade of 
tyrannically classical communism.  Not calling things by their proper 
names is not unique to Chinese politics; consider the segregate 
oppressions placed on blacks in America around the same time that 
communism was in full flow under Mao, where a black man would be 
called “boy” at very best.  The greater issue lies in an irreverent 
compromise of moral standards.  Where China has kept a strong hold on 
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personal and religious moral freedoms, the leash of money making and 
wealth acquisition has in essence been let go. 
 Are we not similar here in the West?  We open our shops on 
Sundays and discount the value of marriage in turn for wealth and 
selfish greed, forfeiting the very freedoms only available for purchase 
through blood sacrifice, as the many heroic martyrs of religion and 
political freedom had done so before us.   
 This again is not necessarily an argument against the love of 
money.  Even the guiltiest amongst us can still admit that health, love 
and happiness hold a higher price than gold can buy.  But perhaps our 
most precious currency is our moral agency and freedom, indeed our 
priceless peace of conscience.  Can we be satisfied to see China grow 
rich at the expense of moral freedoms, while we go to work instead of 
church or mosque, just because we have that option?  Should we not 
rather live a more meaningful and virtuous life because we can, instead 
of seeking idle entertainments because they are available now?  What 
we should fear is the day that entertainment and worldly luxuries are 
available, but religious freedom is not; alas, if we think about it hard 
enough, we will find we are already carving out that dark and hellish 
path. 
 Cultural ignorance is vice, as understanding it is virtue.  In sheer 
irony of the whole topic, the only fame-worthy words spoken of by the 
infamous Chairman Mao were that, “Complacency is the enemy of 
study.”  However out of context his words may appear, their meaning 
rings true, that we cannot afford to bask in the sunlight of our forbear’s 
labors when the fight for freedom is constant, eternal, and dependant 
on the actions of ourselves.  Stars and stripes, or just stars—the choice 
of piety is ours to make. 
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A Return to Principles 
 

George Simons 
 

 Fixing Afghanistan should not take precedence over fixing Detroit. 
(Bacevich 2010, 17) America debates over government’s involvement in 
public health care, argues on government spending, quarrels about the 
government’s size, its duties, its armies, and its commitment in war, 
making this truly a “season of distraction.” As this behavior continues it 
causes serious threats to American society. Now more than ever 
America needs to turn its eyes towards the basic fundamental principles 
of and effective country. America needs to 1) focus on creating and 
maintaining the efficiency of its policies and legislation; 2) stimulate 
productivity of its key unit, the family, and; 3) build synergistic 
relationships within its legislatures, supporting that which is wise and 
legal instead of their own self-serving hypocrisies.  
 First, America must be critical of its own policy and legislation, 
ensuring that its priority is efficiency and effectiveness, not the 
satisfying of the requests of special interest groups and specific donors. 
The question to be asked is “How does government and its policies 
influence how people live?” (Brooks 2011) Monarchies, aristocracies, 
democracies, and governments big and small have all proven beneficial 
to society at some point and detrimental at others. The importance is 
not with the creator, the drafter, or the beginning of the bill, but rather 
it is with the end: the wellness of the people that it will effect. 
Therefore, the key is not by which party the bill is made but it is if the 
given policy will “arouse energy, foster skills, spur social mobility and 
help people transform their lives?” (Brooks 2011)  If the proposed bill 
will benefit society then it should be passed, if not then it should not; 
questions of party affiliation and the like should come second. 
 Medicare, Medicaid, and defense are programs of questionable 
efficiency that cause and will continue to exacerbate budget deficit 
problems, creating even larger deficits in the future. Yet “defense, 
medicare, and social security- all the big tickets- are off the table.” 
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(Krugman 2010 13) 
 The government’s military spending may be used to illustrate. The 
United States “spends nearly as much on military as every other country 
in the world combined.” (Kristof  2010) A standing army began to be 
maintained after WWII to protect the western world from communism 
growing in the East. Since then the United States has increasingly 
entered war. Now more than 20 percent of its budget goes towards 
defense. It is as they say: “If you carry an armload of hammers, every 
problem looks like a nail.” (Kristof 2010) Those that have known war are 
often those that warn the strongest against over-investment in armed 
forces. This can be seen in the words of President Dwight Eisenhower: 
“every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fired 
signifies, in the final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are not 
fed, those who are cold and are not clothed.” (Kristof 2010) Economic 
turmoil increases and the public’s apathy returns after the initial boosts 
of war moral wear off, leaving America to face the consequences of her 
actions.   If benefits do not out weigh downfalls the policy must be cut.  
Funding could be redirected to help America in many other ways, even 
helping its key producer the family. 
 Second, America should stimulate the productivity of its base 
social unit, the family. The family is essential to society; it creates 
workers, soldiers, and teachers. It raises future politicians, religious 
leaders, and voters. Most importantly it creates more families. It is 
essential to our society and should be treated duly. America should 
uplift its families, invigorating them to advance socially and 
economically. This, however, is not the case, as its economic and social 
systems have failed and damaged the working American. The economy 
still struggles with a slow recovery after a near fatal depression and 
people now try various methods to “jump start” the system, but they 
miss the point: “America’s economy isn’t a stalled car.” (Brooks 2010 9) 
The problem lies in a place much deeper, much darker than that, a place 
much easier to avoid. In late 2007 the average american home held a 
debt equal to 130 percent of their income. “Ordinary American families 
no longer have the purchasing power to build a strong recovery and 
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keep it going” (Herbert 2010) for they first have to pay their way out of 
debt and overcome experience grounded fears of over-spending. The 
housing bubble of the 2000’s taunted the public into a false sense of 
security that heightened the fall when the bubble burst. House hold 
debt is a simple problem when compared with stagnant social mobility 
caused by the governments concern with “short-term comfort” and 
neglect of  “investment and long-term growth” (Brooks 2011).  Lower 
income American families have less “upward economic mobility” than 
similar families of “Canada, Finland, and Sweden,” (Gerson 2010 11) 
presenting little escape for those born into a poorer demographic. In 
this absence of mobility the American dream ceases and her capitalist 
system becomes a caste system, for “Economic inequality can be 
justified as the reward for greater effort- so long as there is also social 
mobility.” (ited) No mobility, no justice. This caste system crushes down 
on the citizens of the lowest rungs, creating stressed out citizens 
without social trust and without even an idea of communal living, that 
eventually become human beings with a mess of physical and mental 
ailments that areincapable of working. (Kristof 2011) Sick people do not 
work. People that do not work, do not buy. A public that does not buy is 
an economy that does not function, an economy that does not function 
is an economy that “produces more goods and services than its people 
are capable of purchasing.” (Reich 2010, 28) 
 Now, understanding that this deficiency of the American family is 
at the heart of America’s problems, something must be done to 
leverage the family out of this hole That can be done by yet again 
returning to the basics and filling out the middle class. 
 Research “shows that if you want to avoid poverty and join the 
middle class in the United States, you need to complete high school (at 
a minimum), work full time and marry before you have children. If you 
do all three, your chances of being poor fall from 12 percent to 2 
percent.” (Haskins 2009) 
 When the economy crumbles and “distribution of income gets 
too far out of whack, the economy needs to be reorganized so the 
broad middle class has enough buying power to rejuvenate the 
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economy over the longer term,” (Reich 2010) Also the upper class must 
be regulated, and the lower class must be offered the the mobility it 
deserves. Educate the one in twenty Americans that live in poverty and 
the sought after broad middle class will appear,  the economy will 
balance, household debt will eventually dwindle, and the family will 
return to its proper place of importance in society.  Until then “the 
richest one-tenth of 1 percent,” or 130,000 households, will continue to 
take “in more than 11 percent of total income” like it did in 2007 
(Brooks 2010 9). This is not right. Turn it around and it will not be just 
the poor who will benefit “but the entire society” (Kristof 2011). But 
these results cannot be had without unity in the legislature. 
 Third, American legislatures need to maintain synergistic inter-
party relationships. Paul Krugman boldly asserted that “party loyalists” 
when “confronted with facts that don’t fit the slogan . . . adjust the 
facts.” (Krugman 2010) Politicians in the 111th congress have forgotten 
how to work together. Filibusters have raised to ridiculous amounts, 
from 68 to 136, childish name calling continues, and one senator has 
even resigned as a result.  
 Contention over filibusters shows the profundity of inter-party 
disagreement. 56 democrats and independents recently came together 
to sign a bill petitioning the use of the filibuster. They stated the 
following: 

 “we believe the current abuse of the rules by the minority 
threatens the ability of the Senate to do the necessary work of 
the nation, and we urge you to take steps to bring these abuses 
of our rules to an end.”  

  
 This petition catches the key threat caused by this dissension: it 
“threatens the ability of the Senate to do the necessary work of the 
nation.” Dissension in the legislature greatly slows the law making 
process damaging both the efficiency of the system and the faith of the 
people in the system. Democrats and Republicans keep agendas that 
cause tension with each other, however they are not completely 
contradictory. Republicans want to make “sure people have the 
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incentives to risks and the freedom to adjust to foreign competition.” 
Democrats want to make sure “everybody has the tools to compete.” 
(Brooks 2011) Law making can often times be positive on both sides 
satisfying the requests of both. When this occurs, a synergistic 
relationship will ensue and the two political philosophies can 
compliment each other. At the very least legislatures can behave 
cordially like civilized people.  
 The Financial Crisis Inquiry Commission serves to illustrate 
further. The bipartisan FCIC was established to investigate causes of the 
financial crisis of 2007-2010, the commission, however, broke up along 
partisan lines, “unable to agree on even the most basic points.” 
(Krugman 2010) The republicans allegedly published their own washed 
down report, and in the end the committee proved to be less than 
functional.  
 President Obama demonstrates both the benefits of coalition and 
the detriments of competition. During his 2008 election campaign he 
ran as a network liberal willing to communicate and make friends with 
both sides. After election he proceeded more the way of a cluster liberal 
focusing on passing his agenda quickly, using highly partisan leaders to 
get it through. This change of tactics was received with much disdain 
and revoke from the constituency and legislatures, and after 
congressional elections flipped the balance of the House and tilted the 
Senate, he again returned to a more network style which again has met 
with more success and approval. (Brooks 2010) 
 Now most democratic congressmen are cluster liberals and most 
republican congressmen are cluster conservatives; both are unwilling to 
bend to the other. This creates a serious problem for America and needs 
to be resolved. American legislatures need to focus on cooperation and 
achieving what is honestly best for the nation, regardless of party 
affiliation and philosophy. Law makers should not be concerned with 
reelection or what is best for them, but rather what is wise and legal 
and beneficial to America. 
 In conclusion only by following basic principles of efficient 
government will the American society return to prosper. By focusing on 
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the efficiency of policy, reinvigorating the family’s productivity, and 
uniting  the legislature, America will make it through this season of 
distraction stronger and more understanding than ever.  “If a policy 
enhances achievement, we should be for that policy. If it displaces 
investment, we should be skeptical of it.” (Brooks 2011) If the core unit 
of society is strong the system will be successful, if it is weak, the system 
will fail. If their is cooperation within the legislature the government will 
be efficient and effective, if only competition exists then it will be slow. 
By choosing what is best for the country and not for oneself   America 
will truly help all people achieve the American dream both within her 
walls and without, ringing freedom out to every mountain side and 
every valley low as is our self professed mission.  
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The Tribute Money: 
An Analysis of Early and Modern Christian Civil Disobedience 

 
Joshua Rutkowski 

 
 To whom is allegiance due? Is one justified in disobeying state 
law if it conflicts with divine law?  Such are questions faced by Christians 
both yesterday and today. Christ stated in Matthew 22:21, “Render 
therefore unto Caesar the things which are Caesar's; and unto God the 
things that are God's”. What if both claimed obedience for the same 
situation and conflicted each other? The early Christians offered an 
example of civil disobedience when faced with a contradiction between 
obedience to Caesar and obedience to God. Similarly, modern Christians 
are faced with issues of abortion that seemingly conflict with God’s laws 
and some groups participate not only in nonviolent disobedience but 
physical action as well. Through the use of scripture—which will be 
hereafter regarded as a legal text of the requirements of Christian civic 
action and religious practice—early Christian writing, and modern 
examples, I will show that the early Christian belief of nonviolent civil 
disobedience is warranted if a conflict exists between allegiance to God 
and State and that the use of violence as a protestation tool is both 
unlawful and unorthodox to Christendom. Whether civil disobedience is 
permissible by God or not, this is not the issue to be presented in this 
paper. The issue is if civil disobedience was to be permitted, do the 
early Christians or do the modern Christian faction groups provide the 
answer for the means to be used. 
 To understand the position taken by the early and modern 
Christians on civil disobedience, we must first understand what civil 
disobedience is. While there are differing opinions, most scholars agree 
on a general definition. Schlossberger asserts that there is a difference 
between rebellion and civil disobedience. “Acts of civil disobedience,” 
he says, “proclaim basic respect for the law and acceptance of the basic 
morality of the community.” (Schlossberger 1989). Rebellion is different, 
for it would be violent action against the state. Martin further defines 
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civil disobedience by categorizing it into three classes. He states, “there 
are three main types: the revolutionary, the political, and the moral 
religious.” (Martin 1970). He makes a distinction between revolutionary 
political action, and revolutionary civil disobedience. He defends his 
position by saying, “there are many acts of revolution that are not acts 
of civil disobedience. And it should be clear that an act can be of civil 
disobedience without being revolutionary. For civil disobedience can 
have the more modest goal of frustrating specific laws of existing 
governments rather than of replacing one system of government with 
another.” (Martin 1970). After defining what civil disobedience is not, 
Martin finally states that “[civil] disobedience is the deliberate and 
public violation of the command of an authorized and accepted political 
superior on the ground that this decree is unjust, immoral, 
unconstitutional, contrary to good public policy, etc.” (Martin 1970).  
 Bayles aggress with this general definition that civil disobedience 
is lawbreaking, but based upon a response to an unjust or immoral 
government policy. He affirms Martin’s definition by stating, “civil 
disobedience may be defined as selective and public performance of 
actions (commissions or omissions) truly believed to be illegal for 
reasons which the agent takes to be morally compelling.” (Bayles 1970). 
He provides four points which enhance his definition: (1) Legal actions 
(between two parties) are not civil disobedience; (2) the agent must be 
aware that he or she is violating the law, or intent and motive cannot be 
established; (3) civil disobedience must be in a public forum; (4) 
Objection to the law is selective and not comprehensive; (Bayles 1970). 
Though there are differences between scholarly opinions, the general 
definition of civil disobedience, as understood by those we read, is the 
following: civil disobedience is the deliberate and intentional breaking 
of certain laws—which disobedience is not a political revolt—and must 
be made in a public setting. Using this definition, we can understand the 
role of Polycarp as an example of early Christian civil disobedience. 
 Polycarp was the Greek bishop of Smyrna in the second century. 
He was faced with a situation that many of the early Christians also 
were forced to face. The Christians were being required to swear 
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allegiance to Caesar. If they disobeyed, death was the punishment. 
(Thompson 2002). As found in The Martyrdom of Polycarp, death was 
not sought after by Polycarp—he tried to flee from Roman authority—
however, he did not swear allegiance to Caesar and Rome. Henten and 
Avemarie state that the arrest of Polycarp was due to Christians being 
brought before the Roman governor for a five-fold purpose: (1) To call 
the emperor Lord; (2) to offer sacrifice; (3) to curse their own group as 
atheists; (4) to taunt Christ; (5) to swear to the fortune of the emperor. 
Such requests undermined specifically the Christian duty of serving one 
God59 and not offering sacrifices to other gods60. It must be understood 
that the decree to call the Christians atheists meant that the Christians 
did not believe in the Roman gods. Thus, to the Romans, they were 
atheists. (Thompson 2002).  Polycarp declares to the governor in 
response to his arrest, “If thou supposest vainly that I will swear by the 
genius of Caesar, as thou sayest, and feignest that thou art ignorant 
who I am, hear thou plainly, I am a Christian.” His declaration, “I am a 
Christian” and his refusal to swear obedience to Caesar, condemned 
him to death.  
 Is Polycarp’s death an example of civil disobedience? Can 
martyrdom be classified as such? To be placed into the category of civil 
disobedience, the martyrdom of Polycarp must fit into our definition 
that it must be the intentional breaking of certain laws and be made in a 
public forum. Which laws did Polycarp violate? Being Christian and 
denying servitude to the Roman gods was the major offense. But 
Thompson argues that according to letters between Pliny the governor 
of Bithynia et Pontus and Emperor Trajan in 112 A.D., “[those] who 
denied being Christians and proved it by worshiping [the roman gods] 
should be pardoned”. (Thompson 2002). Polycarp was given the 
opportunity to deny being Christian and be acquitted of all charges, 
however he chose not to do so. His disobedience was intentional for he 
knew the law and charges against him, and he knew that death was the 
penalty. Thus, according to our definition of civil disobedience, his 

                                                           
59 Isa. 44:8; Isa. 45:5; Mk. 12:29, 32: 1 Cor. 8:4.  
60 2 Kgs. 5:17, 17:35.  
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martyrdom was a form of nonviolent protest against the roman policies 
and laws that prohibited Christian rites and practices. It must be noted, 
however, that martyrdom was the last resort for Polycarp and other 
Christians. As already shown, Polycarp tried to flee the roman 
authorities, possibly due to the decree of Jesus in Matthew 10:23 that 
says, “But when they persecute you in this city, flee ye into another…”. 
If such a command is seen as law to the early Christians, then Polycarp 
obeyed God’s law first, and submitted himself to the state law second.  
 However, many cite the tenth chapter of the Epistle to the 
Romans as a command against civil disobedience, and thus martyrdom. 
Paul writes in verses 1-3, “Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. For there is no power but of God: the powers that be are 
ordained of God. Whosoever therefore resisteth the power, resisteth 
the ordinance of God: and they that resist shall receive to themselves 
damnation.” According to these verses, Christendom’s relationship with 
or against roman rule is clear. Again, as viewed as legally binding to 
those that proclaim they are Christians, they are to submit to those in 
government, for all government is of God, and those that rebel and 
resist are to be damned. This is a complete contrast to Polycarp’s 
martyrdom. However, these two examples provide the debate that has 
plagued many: If a law of God conflicts with a law of man, which is to be 
obeyed? Polycarp chose God’s law, for he did not deny Christ nor swear 
allegiance to another god (i.e. the Roman emperor).  It is interesting to 
note that Polycarp, in response to the Roman law, did not rebel nor 
incite such an action. He did not fight his execution either. He 
intentionally disobeyed the Roman law accepting the consequence 
beforehand. This must be seen as a requirement for early Christian civil 
disobedience. It was not used primarily to change to sociopolitical 
system, nor was it a means of rebellion or revolution. It was the 
acceptance of death and persecution for living a higher law.  Polycarp, 
among the other martyrs, submitted himself to Roman authorities and 
to the law, thus obeying the command found in the tenth chapter of the 
Epistle to the Romans.   
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 Thus, according to Polycarp, our definition of Christian civil 
disobedience has grown. As previously noted, civil disobedience is the 
deliberate and intentional breaking of certain laws, but also there must 
be an acceptance of the consequence and not a resistance to authority. 
If one resists authority, it moves from martyr to criminal. How does this 
definition apply to modern Christians? Must they, like the early 
Christians, follow the same precepts as outlined in scripture in respect 
to civil obedience and disobedience? King, in his Letter from 
Birmingham Jail, notes, “[one] who breaks an unjust law must do so 
openly…and with a willingness to accept the penalty.” (King 1963). He 
agrees with the early Christians. Thoreau writes, “[under] a government 
which imprisons any unjustly, the true place for a just man is also a 
prison…[which prison is] the only house in…which a free man can abide 
with honor.” (Thoreau 1849). Acceptance of punishment and 
consequence is necessary, and much like the early Christians, Thoreau 
and King both agree on the use on nonviolent action against the state, 
as opposed to violent protest.  
 However, some modern Christian groups claim that the use of 
violent action is warranted against people and laws, which they 
perceive, violate the higher laws of God. Abortion is a main issue that 
Christians face in regards to a conflict of higher and lesser law. Hill61 
wrote from prison,  

Since the government has legalized the murder of the 
unborn, much as when the Roman government legalized the 
murder of Christians, it gives believers a glorious opportunity 
to show where their true allegiance lies: either with Satan, 
the state, and the protection of murderers, or with God, His 
law, and the protection of the oppressed; there is no neutral 
moral ground. You must choose between protecting 
abortionists, and protecting the unborn. (Hill 2003).  

While Hill submitted himself to authorities for his actions, he asserts 
that violent protest against abortion clinics and doctors who perform 
                                                           
61 On July 29, 1994, Paul Hill shot and killed abortion doctor John Britton and his 
bodyguard, James Barrett. (Washington Post, August 7, 1994.) 
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them is warranted for “direct defensive action” is a form of civil 
disobedience. (Hill 2003). Some groups claim that the killing of unborn 
children is likened unto the killing of Jews during World War II, and that 
such violent action must be taken to stop genocide. (Army of God). 
However, they reject the example of early Christians, who faced 
genocide and nonviolently reacted to Roman authority, by participating 
in violent action. Applying the case of Hill to our definition of civil 
disobedience, we find that Hill’s actions were a “political revolt” in that 
he radically tried to change the constitutional laws of abortion. For he 
states, “We should, when it is necessary, intend to use lethal force, 
much as we should intend to keep every other duty of the Moral Law.” 
(Hill 2003).  Though he believes he is fighting an unjust and immoral law, 
and his motive is religious, he differs from the early Christians in the fact 
that he is willing to revolt against society and government violently, and 
this is anarchy, not civil disobedience. (King 1963).  
  King writes, “I have earnestly opposed violent tension…[for this 
force] is one of bitterness and hatred” (King 1963). This anger is non-
Christian, as asserted by King, and any action caused by such cannot be 
just. It is justice that the early and modern Christians are seeking, and 
the former group provides the means necessary when faced with 
conflicting laws between God and state. The martyrdom of Polycarp 
provides an example, as attested by scripture, that one must submit to 
the higher authorities, but nonviolent protest is warranted if conflict 
arises between obedience to God and state. As shown by scholars and 
Christian writers, civil disobedience must meet certain requirements to 
be classified as such. Violent action taken by faction Christian groups 
does not qualify to meet the definition of civil disobedience. The early 
Christians and provide the example for modern Christians in the fact 
that their action was neither rebellious nor intended to incite a revolt, 
punishment was accepted in advance, and it was used as a last resort. 
All other means must have been exhausted before the civil 
disobedience (i.e. martyrdom) is to be warranted as a just action over 
dispute between a higher and lesser law. In these circumstances, Caesar 
gets his demand, as does God.  
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Social Security Privatization 
 

Paul Ritchey 
 

The United States Social Security System now faces a great 
challenge: originally created during the Great Depression as a method of 
institutionalizing saving and ensuring availability of retirement funds for 
workers, the current system has “structural weaknesses, exemplified by 
the increasing gap between per capita net income and net 
contributions” (Yasar, 2009, 843). Social Security “has been called the 
third rail of political issues, and the current debate adds fuel to that 
fire” (Strong, 2008, 19). According to Yasar, Both US political parties 
seem to agree that there are at least some problems with the US Social 
Security system, as both Republican and Democratic candidates 
addressed the issue during the 2008 campaigns. However, perceptions 
of the scope, cause, and possible solutions to the problem conflict at 
individual and institutional levels (2009; Palley, 1998). Even Diamond, 
who is admittedly skeptical of people who expect total ruination of the 
system within their lifetimes, yields that future benefits, even if paid in 
the amount they are scheduled for, may only amount to a partial 
replacement of workers’ payings-in to the system (2004).  

While academics, economists, and even politicians do agree 
that Social Security faces trouble in the United States, individuals 
sharply disagree about the methods leaders should take to resolve the 
problem. “Many proposals have been made,” according to Lin, “to 
reform the Social Security system” (Lin and Xiaowen, 2003). Among 
these are 1) non-radical changes to the “highly satisfactory” structure of 
the program (Diamond, 2004, 22); 2) changes in the type of tax system 
used to fund the program (Lin and Xiaowen, 2003); 3) Increase in taxes 
funding Social Security and/or reduction in benefits (Mitchell and 
Zeldes, 1996); and 4) “a more fundamental reform, namely, 
‘privatization’ of some or all aspects of social security” (Mitchell and 
Zeldes, 1996). All of these suggestions are innately controversial in 
American politics and academia, because they deal with either basic tax 
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structure reform or institutional reform involving a generations-old 
social contract (Svihula and Estes, 2007). Perhaps the most 
controversial, though, is the proposal to move away from a pay-as-you-
go (PAYG) system – wherein current workers pay for the benefits of 
retirees – toward a prefunded, privatized system in which individual 
contributions could be indexed to individual savings accounts rather 
than used to fund current and future retirees. This option – called 
privatization – requires further explanation and analysis to settle 
extensive conflict over its plausibility and merit. In the analysis that 
follows, I will answer the clarion question of the privatization debate: is 
privatization a sustainable method for increasing the long-term solvency 
of the US Social Security system? I will explore “sustainability” from two 
aspects: economics and politics. An answer to this question will help 
settle the stratified opinion surrounding what may soon become the 
defining political and social issue of American generations following The 
Baby Boom (Yasar, 2009; Palley, 1998).  
 

I – Economic Sustainability 
 
 Because Social Security is an economic system, problems with it 
have economics at their root. Cerda asserts the largest problem in clear 
terms: “The PAYG system is not sustainable and it requires continuous 
increases in the social security tax rate” (Cerda, 2005, 509). His theory – 
also shared to some extent by Yasar, Palley, Kotlikoff (1996), Mitchell, 
and Feldstein & Leibman – is that a discrepancy arises between the 
number of retirees and the number of workers paying into the system, 
which causes a deficiency wherein there is not enough revenue flowing 
into the Social Security Trust Fund to fund future (and already 
committed) retirement benefits. He asserts (2005) that this change is 
due, at least in part, to the system itself: taxing labor income (as Social 
Security does) reduces the labor supply by reducing the fertility rate, 
because people have less money to provide for children. This leads to 
each working generation becoming smaller than the previous one; taxes 
will have to be increased continuously to fund each comparatively 
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larger generation’s retirement, thus depressing fertility even further. 
“This is a circle,” Cerda posits, “that finally produces the Social Security 
Financial crisis” (Cerda, 2005, 509). Viewing the system in this manner, 
it becomes clear why proponents of privatization would want to jump 
out of an exponentially faster-sinking ship.  
 Unfortunately though, the simple private-accounts-for-
everyone proposal fails to address a central fact of social security: that, 
as Mitchell and Zeldes clarify, current workers share a non-negotiable 
responsibility to pay for the benefits of current retirees (1996).  
Administrators of the system could not expect workers to contribute 
both to the current benefit-demand of retirees and sufficiently to their 
own private accounts to fund their own future retirements; thus, some 
entity (the Trust Fund, US Treasury, etc,) would need to finance the 
transition to private accounts. Using an advanced economic model, 
Kotlikoff (1996) attempts to address this problem, and his findings show 
that privatization can have massively positive effects on the long-term 
solvency of the system. He demonstrates that, in order for these 
“efficiency gains” to happen, reform must meet several conditions: to 
overcome the transitional cost, existing generations need to be 
compensated for transition losses, the tax system used to finance Social 
Security would need to be transitioned to a consumption tax, and the 
system would have to decrease its dependency on current taxes. 
Kotlikoff’s model reveals a vital part of the privatization idea that is 
often – and perhaps conveniently – missing from the forum politic: that 
as far as privatization reform goes, the specifics matter a great deal 
(Kotlikoff, 1996).  
 So, is privatization economically sustainable, and will it help 
ensure the solvency of the system? In one aspect, Strong states a 
definitive “yes.”  He argues that privatization, even in small degrees, 
could prove exceptionally helpful in combating one of the Program’s 
greatest ills: inflation. His research shows that by allowing just “a few 
percentage points” of the Social Security Trust Fund to be invested in 
private accounts, the resulting “equity dramatically increases the 
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likelihood the investment at least keeps up with the cost of living” 
(2008, 19).  
 While fighting inflation-induced erosion of capital is important 
to the long-term solvency of the system, another aspect is crucial: the 
Social Security System needs to gain efficiency and solvency so it can 
pay future benefits. Kotlikoff’s economic model show’s that there can 
be real efficiency gains with low transitional costs if the transition is 
done right. He concludes that “privatization can substantially raise long-
run living standards” (1999, 532). His study makes it apparent that the 
privatization structure – were it adopted – should give workers the 
option of either putting their Social Security contributions into a private 
account or continuing to participate in the system as it is now – and that 
if this is the case, there will be low transition costs, increased ability of 
the System to pay benefits, and positive effects on the economy in 
general (Kotlikoff, Smetters, and Wallister, 1999).  
 In contrast with those who look optimistically on the possible 
consequences of privatization, Palley posits that the problems inherent 
in the System exist at a more fundamental level than the simple means 
and methods of distribution, which is what privatization purports to 
address. “The problem of pension adequacy…is intrinsically connected 
to economic performance regarding growth and income distribution” 
(1998, 109). Palley disagrees with proponents of privatization (Strong, 
2008; Kotlikoff, 1996) in that he does not believe privatization is capable 
of ensuring the long-term solvency of Social Security: on the contrary, 
the whole privatization debate encourages “a mentality whereby these 
real economic problems can be sidestepped by just changing the piece 
of paper that people hold. This is an illusion” (1998, 108).  
 Not all critics of privatization share Palley’s (1998) illusory 
notion: Mitchell, for instance (1996), believes that privatization may be 
effective – in some degree – in combating the fiscal ills of the System. 
Mitchell’s objection, though, is that a privatized system may be less 
sustainable than our current system because administrative costs could 
increase dramatically. She claims that the current “US Social Security 
administration costs are only one-fourth of those for private pension 
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systems” (Mitchell and Zeldes, 1996, 366). So, her criticism of the 
optimists is not regarding the ability of privatization to ensure solvency, 
but rather its economic sustainability. And with a rapidly rising National 
Debt and current public opinion seemingly favoring reduced 
government spending, increased administrative costly would seem 
politically prohibitive to privatization theories.  
 

II – Political Sustainability 
 
 Perhaps one subtlety that makes reform of Social Security more 
attractive is that it’s proponents tend to forget that it will have to pass 
through the same political system that created our current System, 
which seems to have so many problems today (Diamond, 2004, 2). 
Privatization is either politically sustainable, or it is politically 
unsustainable: the difference makers are coalitions and generations. 
With an issue as big and far-reaching as Social Security, voters (as well 
as political elites) must have at least second-hand experience, and so 
will form opinions and even ad hoc “sets of values,” which can grow on 
a societal level to become “ideological models” (Svihula and Estes, 2007, 
S79). These ideological models may refer to systems built in the nous of 
the nation, such as the social contract aspect of Social Security: that the 
nation has an implicit, contractual obligation to care for those without a 
private pension. Yet, as Béland notes, “Ideas are [not] the only locus of 
policy development” (2007, 20). Ideas affect the way an actor reasons, 
but an actor’s interests also play a key role in determining personal – 
and institutional – behavior. Béland admits that there is “a close 
relationship between the politics of ideas and the politics of interests,” 
but still holds that the two are distinctly different aspects of assessing 
behavior in actors. So, while a social elite may feel a contractual need to 
aid the poor, his interest in capital accumulation and a more stimulated 
(cheaper) labor market may conflict with his ideology about Social 
Security (Béland, 2007, 20).  
 Support for the political sustainability of privatization lies, in 
large part, on the foundation of coalitions. Svihula (and Estes, 2007) 
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observes that conservatives (who generally favor more privatization 
than do liberals) may be winning the ideological fight for the hearts and 
minds of voters. Conservatives have emerged as the 
“dominant…interest,” and yet the public still seems to express divided 
and contradictory positions on either the social contract or “market 
value” aspect of the Social Security debate. Those who favor 
privatization tend to cite its positive effects on the market, while those 
who oppose tend to highlight the social obligation that actors share in 
caring for retirees. Though public opinion seems to be less cohesive in 
choosing one aspect over the other, Svihula “anticipate[s] that the 
coherence on one political ideological view (market) and the relative 
lack of consistency in another (social contract) will be highly 
consequential for the future of Social Security” (Svihula and Estes, 2007, 
S87-8).  
 Adding to Svihula’s view, Rudolph posits that Social Security 
privatization may be gaining political sustainability, not because of 
cohesion of coalitions, but because of a lack of political trust on the part 
of the public. His studies have shown that “political trust increases 
support for privatization, but only among liberals” (Rudolph and Popp, 
2009, 331). So, as voters trust the political system less and less, support 
for privatization will not change as rapidly as some might think, because 
the changes will occur in liberals, who generally oppose privatization 
anyway. Add to this the idea that privatization requires liberals to 
sacrifice core (social contract) ideology, while not requiring that sacrifice 
of conservatives, and one can see how the erosion of political trust will 
have only a small effect on privatization’s most protagonistic faction – 
conservatives (Rudolph and Popp, 2009).  
 The greatest opposition to the political sustainability of 
privatization comes because of a very important factor in political 
change – generations. Galasso posits (et al. 2004) that implementing 
privatization will be politically difficult because the process will have to 
balance divergent generational interests. The dilemma is thus 
illustrated: as older voters outnumber younger voters more and more, 
the benefits the system can pay must lessen, because there are fewer 
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workers to support more retirees. This leads the older generations to 
favor privatization, because public pensions will not be enough to 
support them. In opposition to that notion, an older electorate makes 
Social Security a politically active issue, because older generations tend 
to be more politically active. This leads older generations to vote to 
increase the size of public pension (Social Security) programs, thus 
preserving their lifestyle at the economic expense of younger 
generations. Between these two opposing forces, the latter seems to 
win out almost every time: older voters successfully vote to maintain – 
or even increase – the scope of public pension programs, and thus they 
vote against privatization (Casamatta, Cremer, and Pestieau, 2000; 
Galasso et al. 2004).   

III – Conclusion 
 

All of the opposing viewpoints, ideologies, and data do not help 
us decide what to do about the Social Security problem in The United 
States today; they help us understand what we must know in order to 
confront the problem systematically. There are several alternatives: 
among them is privatization. Any alternative is viable if it preserves the 
long-term solvency of the US Social Security system, and it is both 
economically and politically sustainable. If implemented correctly, 
privatization of US Social Security can substantially increase the 
longevity of the System. Models and markets demonstrate 
privatization’s economic sustainability; a dynamic political system 
bolsters the political power of its protagonist coalitions. Privatization 
theory presents a sustainable, effective model for ensuring the long-
term solvency of US Social Security.  
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Scaring America: How U.S. News Media has molded us 
Into Submission 

Elijah R.L. Brown 

Media has been the subject of much debate, speculation, and 
thorough research. Many have formulated different hypothesis and 
theories that all find themselves drawing one conclusion: media bias is 
serving as an educational ground for voters. Thus we see that the media 
is therefore becoming, more often, the way by which candidacy and 
policy is determined. I want to analyze the effects this has on polarity. 
Many have speculated why it happens and the end result of its 
occurrence but research pertaining to its affect on individual political 
attitudes remains largely unstudied.  Media is the culprit to many 
researchers in the realms of several social sciences. It is obvious 
however when studied all together these reports and findings can tie in 
and lead us to similar conclusions concerning the effect that media 
consumption has on the polarity of one’s views. I want to first look at 
several pieces of literature written by scholars in a number of fields 
then show what statistics one can look at to view the extremism the 
media is pushing citizens into. 

What Others Have Said: A Look at Prior Studies Done on the Effects of 
Media 

 In order to understand how media socialization works one must 
look at the theories and what they are reporting. I want to thus 
categorize them by subject matter and conclusions that the authors 
draw. I will divide them into two very basic categories that relate to the 
idea of media bias and then tie them into the realm of politics. The first 
category will be issues at hand. Here I will show several authors who 
contend that media biases play a strategic role on the outcome of the 
current events and issues of the day. These authors demonstrate that 
indeed there is a serious trend in the amount of media the public takes 
in and the decisions that are finally made. The second will be political 
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socialization and public opinion. I do understand, however, that both of 
these indeed can tie into one another and have similar research and 
correlations. I think it is important for my research to demonstrate, 
however, that the second is the cause of the first. Thus I will distinguish 
the categories in order that I can show indeed that it does affect our 
society and then show why it does.  

Media Bias and the Event Around Us. 

 Noam Chomsky once said, in summation, that a dictator would 
seek after what the American media has been able to accomplish 
(Chomsky 1985). Indeed many political theorists would be able to 
conclude the same thing. Virginia Held offers a compelling argument 
that the media is responsible for political violence in the world due to its 
inept and incompetent coverage of both sides of the issue. She states 
emphatically that the media has failed in its role to cover both views as 
well as cover the non-violent alternatives (Held 1997). Further 
arguments contend similar point but on a specific level: Arnold Hunt 
develops a theory based on syntax within the media that has played a 
major role in how issues are handled. He refers to the phrases dealing 
with “moral panic” as a developing and misused notion that is 
flourishing within the media and thus creating within the people a sense 
of frustration and anger that is creating only more confusion. Hunt sees 
this as an issue because it has a convincing influence on the minds of 
the people yet is now out of control. In his article he states “Now that 
the term has established itself in the media, professional theorists of 
moral panic no longer have sole control over the way it is used…” (Hunt 
1997). I want to use Hunt’s argument here because it is a powerful 
illustration concerning how the syntax the media uses literally can 
control audiences but I will discuss fear as a tool later (thus I will allude 
back to it and mention it in a latter portion of this review). 
 News media reports find themselves reporting things that they 
do not fully understand thus creating the problem of misguided 
decisions. In Jennifer K. Robbennolt and Christina A. Studebaker’s 
findings they show how misrepresented news affects the public 
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perception on current decisions in litigation cases. This creates a hefty 
quandary because soon the legal actors involved in the decision will 
take their cues from the media who will in turn stir the people up to 
anger. Hence decisions are made from bias media cues (Robbennolt and 
Studebker 2003).  Similarly some have asked the question if the media 
can give rise to a new wave of opinion. In an article by Phyllis A. 
Anastasio, Karen C. Rose, and Judith Chapman it is apparent that the 
answer is unfortunately yes. They give very plainly the reasons why: as 
an example in their article it states “the more [violence one sees on 
television], the more dangerous and hostile one expects the world to 
be.” The perceived outlook on the world is always skewed b y the media 
bias and therefore public opinion is, in a very real way, affected by the 
media (Anastasio, Rose, Chapman 1999).  
 Others have again sought to disprove this theory and report 
that media is affected by the public rather than the media affects the 
public. Ascension Andina-Diaz is among several who feel this way. She 
directly feels that it is a democracy controlled media hence the gradual 
shift in moral values over time within the mass media. She looks at the 
situation more mathematically than any others I have referred to 
(mainly because the article is from more of a socioeconomic 
standpoint). The problem is that she fails to capture which ideological 
shift came first (Andina-Diaz 2007). It presents a flaw in the argument 
and her article becomes even more concrete evidence that it would be 
difficult to disprove what the notion of news bias forming public 
opinion.  
 Of course this leads one to ask the blatantly obvious 
interrogatory on whether or not the media truly alters the course of 
decisions made in the nation. If the media is truly affecting the way 
American’s view the operations of society then indeed media affects 
voting. However few have reported the intimate details as to why this 
occurs. Neil Malhorta and Jon A. Krosnick do precisely that with the 
2004 election campaign. They conclude that the more media covers an 
issue the more that issue weighs their final decision (Malhorta and 
Krosnick 2007). This may seem trivial but it sheds great light on how the 
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sway of a nation’s future is in the hands of the mass media. If the media 
can control what issues matter most can they control what issues are of 
less importance? Malhorta and Krosnick contend that they indeed do 
that very thing. In their research they find that it although an issue may 
have more relevance to them if the media does not heavily cover it than 
it will not be an issue to weigh in at the voting stand. Thus again one 
would conclude that if a media source is inherently bias they won’t 
cover an issue that would negatively affect the candidate of choice 
(Malhorta and Krosnick 2007).  
 The media has a sway on the alteration of public opinion in 
American initially at the poles. David Domke, Dhavan V. Shah, and 
Daniel B. Wackman propose the media’s ability to manipulate how a 
candidate looks by the way they emphasize their platform and the 
appeal they make to their broad viewers.  The media can offer 
propaganda in the name of news by presenting information in a skewed 
way. The experiment they conduct involves union workers and 
undergraduate college students who were given fictional candidates 
with different platforms. They merely altered the way the issues were 
presented. The issues however were constant: abortion, gun control, 
and health care. The results of the experiment showed that “[indicates] 
media emphasis on issues discussed in an ethically charged manner 
prompted individuals to make attributions about the morality of the 
candidates.” Again the importance of the issue obviously depends on 
the background of the citizen thus if the media but appeals to their 
captive audience they have control over the appeal of the candidate to 
that subgroup of voters (Domke, Shah, and Wackman 2000). This has 
the realm of affecting what happens at the poles but I use it also to tie 
into the next category which is based on political socialization. This is a 
prime example of how people are socially constructed in their political 
ideologies by the news media bias they are absorbing. 
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Political Socialization 

In recent years the media has had a very obvious impact on 
political socialization. This has had a strong long term effect. A 
commonly cited argument concerning mass media and political 
socialization is in Robert Putnam’s Tuning In, Tuning Out: The Strange 
Disappearance of Social Capital in America he argues that social capital 
is on a rapid decline in American culture due to the decline of “civic 
engagement”. He uses many statistics to elucidate his argument: he 
shows that in the last quarter of a century the registration for clubs such 
as bowling leagues and ELKS club has rapidly declined. Putnam shows 
through these statistics infallible evidence that the opportunity to 
engage in rational discourse concerning political issues amongst peers is 
on the decline. “The culprit” states “is the television.”(Putnam 1995).  
He then shows that in the same time frame of social capital’s decline 
there is a rapid incline of television sells and statistics in how many 
hours the average American viewed television. He concludes that 
indeed this is not mere coinciding correlation but there is a very real 
causation between the two elements at work (Putnam 1995). Echoing 
with similar elements in their argument is William P Eveland, Jr. and 
Dhavan V. Shaw in an article that pulls results from a national survey 
demonstrating how polarized social networks are being built based on 
news media consumption. Their conclusion is that media bias 
contributes only to people with a similar interest in ideologies. They 
notice the similar trend in a dying social capital but propose that those 
ideology cued from media bias are more apt to form a social network 
based on that media bias (Eveland and Shaw2003).  

Many want to argue this point however they have very little 
validation to argue against theorists like Putnam. One such is Joel 
Turner who proposes the notion that we are politically socialized before 
we watch the news thus we interpret the bias. He uses CNN and Fox 
News Channel as his evidence. Turner shows that the liberal watching 
Fox News sees an inherent bias while the conservative watching CNN 
sees an inherent bias; however, when the conservative watched Fox 
News he sees no bias while the liberal viewing CNN sees no bias. He 
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then argues that the simple labels like Fox News and CNN send 
ideological cues that cause the viewer to assume that they are bias 
(Turner 2007). He gives many good examples and ideas but fails to 
mention where the origin of the bias came from. If CNN and Fox News 
are not really as bias as people think they are then where did the 
ideological cue come from. He fails to account for why the conservative 
watches Fox News and why the liberal watches CNN. In this regard he 
misses the mark. However it may be true that we attach too much 
media bias to these sources. 
 Maybe a more obscure, and thus less read, argument is coined 
by M. Margaret Conway, Mikel L. Wyckoff, Eleanor Feldbaum, and David 
Ahern who theorize media bias taking root in young children. This 
argument brings media bias and nurtured political socialization into 
harmony and explains how media is not only a primary source of 
political socialization but is affecting a generation of children who see 
bias in passing within the home. This affects them in two ways: it first 
places a psychological bias unnoticed until a later age and secondly it 
maintains the power that parents have on their children’s political sway 
(Conway1981). However, the argument has very little empirical 
evidence to work with but yet offers us a fascinating viewpoint. Danny 
Hays offers another viewpoint that has a parallel notion of perceptions 
however Hays’ argument is dealing predominantly with the gap 
between the candidates agenda, the media’s agenda, and the voters 
perception on the media coverage. He uses an experiment that suggests 
the high value it is for a candidate to have the media emphasize the 
same issue that his platform emphasizes (Hayes 2008). Again although 
these authors propose experiments they offer no real data reflecting 
individual attitudes. Rather they assume that they know the attitudes 
based on their findings concerning the outcomes. 
 Political socialization through news media is going to have to be 
a manipulation technique if it truly is going to attempt to place that 
much control on the direction of society. Many of the authors have 
already advocated the reasons why they are able to do it. I want to 
demonstrate one of the most convincing theories as to why the news 
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media is able to do this: the message is that of fear. If a person’s fears 
are provoked they will seek to obey what they are told to do in order to 
avoid their worst fears. The following authors are not aiming to prove 
that it happens (for they already assume that) nor are they attempting 
to demonstrate when it happens or even the outcome but rather they 
propose what I will call “Social Fear Theory” to guide society in the 
direction they want. In their article The Dramatic Presentation of Media 
Michael A. Milburn and Anne B. McGrail propose the notion that the 
television news stories we see are constructed to present all stories in 
an overdramatic tone in order that instills a notion of “panic” within the 
people. They then tested two groups of people with the same news 
stories: the first group was presented the dramatic news while the 
other group was given a non-dramatic tape of the story. They conclude 
that as news is presented dramatically it decreases one’s ability to 
clearly form a rational opinion on the issue (Milburn and McGrail 1992). 
This helps us understand that the news is promoting society to think 
irrationally in order that propaganda can have a more powerful effect 
on their persuasion. This is similar to (and brings us back to) Arnold 
Hunt’s argument discussed earlier concerning “moral panic” in the 
linguistics of news media. It is to instill within the audience a fear of the 
destiny of society.  
 Another major proponent of the theory that the media is 
advocating fear is David Altheide. He is a co-writer to an article titled 
Fear in the News: A Discourse of Control and writes his own article The 
News Media, the Problem Frame, and the Production of Fear both of 
which strongly reveal the effects that news media has over the minds of 
the masses through the tool of fear. In the first mentioned he and R. 
Sam Michalowski test for the frequency of the word “fear” in the news 
sources. They demonstrate that they media is infatuated with plastering 
the front headlines with the word “fear” and using it all throughout the 
main articles (Altheide and Michalowski 1999). In the latter of the 
aforementioned articles he illustrates a similar principle but tests for the 
final result. This again shows that propaganda is being advocated in the 
name of news. Altheide notices much of the media has a significant lack 
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of information to be able to paint the full picture which would naturally 
cause a worst-case scenario effect thus bringing with it a host of oft 
times unnecessary theatrics within the news (Altheide1997). 
Nonetheless it is still placing within the mind of every American a fear of 
what is to come.  

Conclusions We Draw, Tests We Run, And Results We Will Likely 
Discover 

 To test this I will run a compare means test from the NES 2004 
dataset. From the data I will be able to show the extremities that media 
viewing will often yield. This will be best determined by a thermometer 
reading (a scale of 1 to 100 interval level measurement) of several 
candidates and key issues. The independent variable will be from the 
same dataset and will be an ordinal level measurement on how often 
people watch television. From there I will be able to see how one’s 
television viewing will affect their feelings on these issues. The first will 
be a compare means test on television viewing to a Hillary Clinton 
thermometer, then the same independent variable to a George Bush 
thermometer. Here my first (1) hypothesis is that as television viewing 
increases the more polar (very high or very low numbers) will exist on 
both Hillary Clinton and George W. Bush. Next we will take a social 
standpoint and compare television viewing to a black thermometer. This 
however will not be polarized: my second (2) hypothesis is that as 
television viewing increases the thermometer numbers concerning 
racial minorities will decrease. I will then run the same television 
viewing independent variable and compare it to an Iraq approval rating. 
My third (3) hypothesis is that as television viewing goes up the 
approval rating for the war in Iraq will go down. Now many ask why this 
would be not as polarized, this is because as media reports come out 
the big question becomes taxes. No one is approving of the tax money 
spent in Iraq. This is a golden ticket issue for the media to emphasize 
because the Republicans see this as the Democrats fault while the 
Democrats see it as the Republicans and both sides of the news media 
will advocate that hence will always come a fall in approval ratings of a 
tax-spending issue. We will then run again the television viewing to a 
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women feeling thermometer. This will yield our fourth (4) hypothesis 
which is that generally as television viewing increases women feeling 
thermometer will also increase. Anne Colter, Sarah Palin, Hillary Clinton 
and others are all becoming media poster women for their party. This 
will naturally cause for greater approval of women. Lastly I will run 
democrat and republican thermometers to television viewing. I believe 
that this will be our most dramatic results: my fifth (5) hypothesis being 
that pure and absolute disgust with the other party will be shown in the 
results.  
 Overall I expect to see in all of these categories a shift or 
statistically significant correlation between television viewing and 
feelings towards a variety of issues that all exist on different playing 
fields and levels. I expect then we can assume that this has a causational 
effect. It would be best if we could test for different news organizations. 
In this regard, if our findings are indeed significant, we can rightfully 
assume that news has indeed shifted to a more subtle propaganda: it is 
seeking to prick the heartstrings and harrow up the minds of the people 
bringing about fear in order that they may blindly follow like sheep into 
a willful submission. This has the great impact on society; it is forming 
and molding the nation, and why? Because it scares people. 
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