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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 WICKED WEST: THE POSSIBILITIES OF COMMON 

POOL RESOURCE SCHOLARSHIP TO SHAPE PUBLIC LANDS 

POLICY OF THE WEST  

Dr. Ruth J. Arnell 

 

 Few areas of politics in the Western United States are more 
contentious than that of natural resource management planning.  For a 
variety of reasons, not the least of which is the high percentage of land 
owned by the federal government, the West has a long history of 
contentious and sometimes violent land use disputes.  Because of the 
normative beliefs, values and lifestyles that clash over the use of federal 
lands, natural resource management falls squarely in the camp of 
“wicked” problems.  Wicked problems do not have a solution, but are 
continually re-solved as players, politics and resources (both natural and 
otherwise) change.  This ongoing process can create a long history of 
animosity, ideological entrenchment, and dissatisfaction with any 
outcome achieved.  Procedural justice theory argues that outcome 
satisfaction can be improved through increasing the perceived 
legitimacy of the process.  One way that has been discussed to improve 
that legitimacy is to improve the ability of the public to participate in 
decision-making processes, and the quality of that participation.  Many 
theorists argue that discourse theory is the means to achieve legitimate 
public participation in legislative and rule-making bodies.  
  In this paper, I will briefly summarize the current state of public 
participation in the natural resource management process, show how 
natural resource management is a wicked problem, define procedural 
justice theory, and then examine if Common Pool Resource (CPR) 
scholarship could decrease the wickedness of natural resource 
management problems through increasing process legitimacy. I will 
argue that CPR provides a normative model of natural resource 
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management planning that can reduce conflict and increase public 
satisfaction with outcomes. 
 Since the implementation of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) in 1969, public input has been mandatory in environmental 
decision-making processes.  There are several reasons cited in the 
literature for including the public in environmental decision-making. 
First, public participation is regarded as a proper and necessary function 
of democracy.  Second, public participation ensures that the needs of 
the public are being met.  Third, the project is regarded with less 
hostility if public opinion is solicited and heeded, increasing trust in 
government institutions.  Fourth, conflict among competing interests is 
resolved. Fifth, it educates and informs the public about policy so that 
they can effectively participate. And finally, the decision is regarded as 
substantively better if public values and knowledge are included 
(Shepherd and Bowler 1997; Beierle and Cayford 2002, 25-26).   
 This valuation of public participation was a change from the 
hierarchical, top-down management styles of natural resource 
management agencies during the first part of the century, which 
focused on scientific knowledge as the basis for management.  The 
National Forest Service and National Park Service were initiated partially 
as an outgrowth of the Progressive movement’s emphasis on expertise 
versus patronage as a basis for government as seen in Gifford Pinchot’s 
development of the National Forest Service and the evolution of 
management practices in Yellowstone National Park (Schullery 1997). 
The historic reliance on science as the main factor in decision-making 
has been tempered in recent years with an emphasis on incorporating 
public opinion into the process.  
 NEPA requires all federal agencies to conduct an Environmental 
Impact Assessment (EIA) before any major policy can be implemented.  
The EIA is intended to not only provide an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS), but also increase the quality of the decisions being 
made. The intent of the EIA is to inform the public about proposed 
projects and their impacts, but there are only limited requirements (or 
opportunities) for public input under the legislation.  The three main 
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areas of public input are in 1) scoping, which determines the range of 
issues to be addressed in the EIS; 2) public input in reviewing the EIS; 
and 3) judicial action to litigate the final EIS.   
 Unfortunately, with the way that NEPA requires public 
participation, comments are often solicited too late in the process to be 
effective in changing outcomes or presenting alternatives.  Often, the 
proposing agency is already committed to a specific plan, and “[p]ublic 
participation may become public relations: to defend a decision that has 
already been made, or to placate the public by soliciting opinions that 
are subsequently dismissed” (Shepherd and Bowler, 1997). 
   Agencies put substantial effort into the process of trying to 
sidestep the NEPA requirements, through modifying the plan to the 
point where the agency can file a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI), or a mitigated FONSI (Shepherd and Bowler 1997). The number 
of EIS filings in the last few years has plummeted by 75% from original 
levels as fewer and fewer agencies are willing to participate in an 
increasingly contentious and litigious process (CEQ 2004).  
 The Forest Ecosystem Management Assessment Team (FEMAT), 
created in 1993 at the request of President Clinton to “produce a plan 
to break the gridlock over federal forest management that has created 
so much confusion and controversy in the Pacific Northwest and 
northern California,1” was widely criticized for, among other things, its 
lack of public input. In the three-month process, 600 technical 
specialists worked in isolation as they analyzed the biological, ecological 
and societal impacts that were summarized in their report.2 Except for 

                                                           
1 From the preface to the FEMAT report, available online at 
http://pnwin.nbii.gov/nwfp/FEMAT/Preface/preface.htm 
2 FEMAT was a joint project of the Forest Service from the Department 
of Agriculture, the National Park Service, Bureau of Land Management 
and the Fish and Wildlife Service from the Department of Interior, the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration and National Marine 
Fisheries Service from the Department of Commerce and the 
Environmental Protection Agency.  This illustrates the bureaucratic 
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the Forest Conference held at the beginning of the process, public 
participation was virtually non-existent.  After the FEMAT report and 
draft EIS were issued, over 100,000 public comments were received and 
over 400 people provided comment at three public meetings (Lawrence 
& Daniels 1997). This lack of public involvement was reflected in a high 
level of dissatisfaction with the adopted plan, both in the resource-
dependent communities in the region and within the environmental 
movement at large. 

 “Wicked problems” of which natural resource planning is just an 
example, are social problems that are contextually, rather than 
technologically defined.  

As distinguished from problems in the 
natural sciences, which are definable 
and separable and may have solutions 
that are findable, the problems of 
governmental planning – and especially 
those of social or policy planning – are 
ill-defined; and they rely upon elusive 
political judgment for resolution. [The 
wickedness] reflects the diversity 
among the stakeholders in the problem 
(Rittel and Weber 1973).   

 The diversity of stakeholders is evident to those involved in any 
of the natural resource disputes in the region. Farmers clash with 
fisherman over how much water to release from reservoirs, extractive 
resource industries battle eco-tourism industries over the best and 
proper use of forests, ranchers and wildlife advocates scuffle over the 
appropriateness of wolf reintroduction.  Each issue brings out a new set 
of priorities and allegiances and alliances shift as issues evolve and 
develop in the policy arena.  Competing stakeholders are one of the 

                                                                                                                                  
complexity that further complicates the process of allowing meaningful 
public participation.  
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main barriers to effective natural resource management.  Discussing 
barriers to effective natural resource planning, LaChapelle et al, (2003) 
said that:  

“Wicked problems and messy situations 
are typified by multiple and competing 
goals, little scientific agreement on 
cause–effect relationships, limited time 
and resources, lack of information, and 
structural inequities in access to 
information and the distribution of 
political power. While synoptic 
approaches are suitable and highly 
effective methods of designing the 
future in situations where problems are 
well defined, values are shared, and 
goals unambiguous and uncontested, 
they are not well suited to messy 
situations…Successful planning is more 
than simply producing a product (e.g., 
the final planning document) but rather 
involves dimensions related to learning, 
relationship building, ownership, and 
improved social and political 
acceptability. In addition, issues of 
fairness, interaction, or mutual respect 
have been recognized to be critical 
attributes related to public involvement 
in land planning.” 

Rittel and Webber agree that “problem wickedness demands 
collective intelligence, or more precisely, tools and methods which 
create shared understanding and shared commitment” (1973). Both 
sets of authors agree that part of the solution to a wicked problem is 
the need to create a public area for idea formation and transformation 
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to occur. Additionally, this area needs to be one in which relationships 
of trust and equity are established and nurtured.  

The ongoing conflict in the Interior West over public lands policy 
is not just about the policies being pursued by federal agencies; it is a 
conflict over the very legitimacy of the procedures used to make policy.  
As symbolized by its ongoing efforts to privatize public lands and 
remove the federal government from natural resource management, 
the heart of the Sagebrush Rebellion was not just to have policy that 
they agreed with, it was to remove the federal government from the 
decision making process entirely (Anderson et al. 1999).3  This conflict 
over the role of government in natural resource planning is just one of 
the many ideological cleavages that cut across any effort to build 
consensus on outcomes.  Economic and social changes in the area have 
fundamentally altered the demographics of the region (Powers and 
Barrett 2001), which has increased political conflict throughout the 
west.  Changes are usually debated in a “dichotomous fashion: the Old 
West (rural, working-class, natural resource-based economy, resource 
use) versus the New West (urban, professionals, service-based 
economy, environmentalism)” (McBeth et al. 2005), which increases 
tension, conflict and mistrust.   

Research in narrative policy analysis has shown that interest 
groups craft their arguments with relative sophistication, creating 
winners and losers, drafting allies, and allocating costs and benefits to 
different groups.  It also shows that groups change their arguments 
depending on the political environment to take advantage of shifts in 
power.  These strategically represented viewpoints contribute to the 
high levels of dissatisfaction with the current process, because it 
decreases the legitimacy and validity of the process.  Participants are 
seen as strategically representing themselves and their interests, rather 
than engaging in honest discourse.  Any changes to the current system 

                                                           
3 This article is a publication of the Cato Institute, that recommends the 
selling off of all federally held lands, including National Parks like 
Yellowstone and the Grand Canyon. 
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need to be able to address the challenges of a rational choice based 
model of policy formation and create a more authentic realm in which 
political discourse can thrive. Additionally, Nie (2003) has identified an 
entire range of conflict drivers, including scarcity; policy surrogates, 
design and framing; conceptions of the sacred and importance of place, 
scientific uncertainty and disagreement, electoral politics and wedge 
issues, media framing, interest group politics, adversarial governance; 
constitutional, statutory and administrative language; and distrust.  All 
of these elements combine in varying formations to increase the 
wickedness of natural resource issues in the West. 

With increasing costs, public dissatisfaction, and judicial 
oversight of the natural resource planning process, it begs the question 
whether or not public input is a necessary or valid part of the process.  
With public comment sessions that “tend toward rhetoric and emotion, 
rather than science or substance” and because “key issues and concerns 
are known in advance, and little or no new information is gained from 
public involvement,” some participants view public comment sessions 
as dominated by people with a private agenda who are able to stop or 
delay the process with little cost to themselves (McKinney & Harmon 
2002).4 Although there are no substantive calls to eliminate public 
participation from the natural resource planning process, according to 
procedural justice theory, it is essential to restore legitimacy to the 
process for it to continue to have meaning for those involved. 

According to procedural justice theory, developed by Thibaut 
and Walker (1975), people have opinions not only about the outcome of 
a policy, but also about the procedure that was used to reach that 
outcome. For a procedure or process to be perceived as legitimate, it 
needs to incorporate certain qualities. 

Thibaut and Walker’s theory and 
research emphasized direct 

                                                           
4 This is a feature of our government as a whole, and not just in natural 
resource planning.  It is easier to stop policy than to implement it. 
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participation in the decision and the 
opportunity to voice one’s opinion as 
key principles by which people judge 
the fairness of a process. Soon after, 
Leventhal et al. added to this by 
proposing six principles for procedural 
fairness: (1) consistency over persons 
and across time, (2) suppression of 
personal self-interest (bias), (3) use of 
accurate information, (4) modifiability 
of decisions, (5) representativeness of 
the concerns of all recipients, and (6) 
adherence to prevailing ethical and 
moral standards (ethicality). More 
recently, Lind and Tyler added 
principles of neutrality, trust in the 
benevolent intentions of decision 
makers, and status recognition. (Smith 
and McDonough 2001) 

 These nine criteria define what is needed to create a legitimate 
process.  Many of these are absent either from the administration, the 
public, or both.  A major problem currently facing natural resource 
management is that each change of administration leads to different 
(and frequently opposed) policy positions.  This lack of consistency 
across time gives an incentive to litigate, because the possibility of 
holding up an unwanted action in the federal court system for four 
years is not farfetched.  Additionally, few individuals are willing to 
consider that the decision makers have “benevolent intentions,” 
especially when the administration is from the opposing party. 

Possibly most damning, however, for the ability of natural 
resource management to achieve a legitimate process is the inability of 
the current system to grant status recognition to the participants. 
“People care about having a voice in the decision-making process and 
about feeling that the decision-making body is neutral, trustworthy, and 
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respectful of the participant” (Ulbig 2002). One of the most frequent 
complaints from both sides of any issue is that their perspective is being 
ignored in the process. When public comment is limited and only 
allowed late in the process, it illegitimatizes the entire process and its 
outcomes. For procedural justice to work, it has to be responsive to the 
motivations of the participants. Satisfaction with outcomes is increased 
by satisfaction with the decision making process.  Notably, the 
relationship between outcome satisfaction and the perceived legitimacy 
of the process is even stronger when the outcomes are negative 
(Lawrence & Daniels 1997).  

The goal of NRMP is to settle upon a course of action that can 
be supported by the different stakeholder groups affected.  This 
consensus can be formed in one of two ways: through the appeal to an 
overarching value that takes precedence over the values being 
presented by either side; or by a claim to a value – though not 
necessarily an overriding one – that both sides share. Charles Taylor 
(1998) argues that the process of reaching the decision is important to 
the formation and ongoing maintenance of the community, as well as 
meeting the demands of procedural justice theory for increasing 
legitimation and outcome satisfaction.  He argues that if there are 
subgroups that are not listened to in the formation of decisions, then 
that group, in certain respects, is no longer bound by the will of the 
nation.  He goes on to say,  

These units must not only decide 
together but deliberate together.  A 
democratic state is constantly facing 
new questions, and in action aspires to 
form a consensus on the questions it 
has to decide, and not merely to reflect 
the outcome of diffuse opinion.  
However, a joint decision emerging 
from joint deliberation does not merely 
require everybody to vote according to 
his or her opinion.  It is also necessary 
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that each person’s opinion should have 
been able to take shape or be reformed 
in the light of discussion that is to say 
by exchange with others. (220) 

 
 Currently, public participation is outcome focused rather than 
process oriented.  Procedural justice theory emphasizes the importance 
of the process to increase satisfaction with the outcomes.  It rejects the 
public administration mantra of “If everyone is equally mad at you, then 
you have made a good decision” and replaces it with the higher goal of 
outcome satisfaction. With the many normative questions that seek 
answers in natural resource management planning, it is exceedingly 
difficult to achieve outcome satisfaction no matter the outcome 
selected.  The question therefore becomes are there changes that could 
be made to the current public participation structure to make the 
process more fair and outcomes more satisfactory? Natural resource 
management should not be about an attempt to balance science with 
values; science itself is value-laden and the priority given to science in 
the planning process is another value. Management should be an 
attempt to balance competing values. This is the contribution that 
procedural justice theory has to offer to the conflict: a way to make 
value compromises acceptable because of the legitimacy of the process. 
Is there a way to structure public participation in natural resource 
planning to legitimize the process to those involved?  

One approach that has not seen much application in natural 
resource planning in the United States of American is Elinor Ostrom’s 
Nobel Prize winning analysis of institutions that manage common pool 
resources (CPR). Organizations that have successfully managed common 
resources for extended periods of time demonstrate the following 
characteristics: 

1. Clearly defined boundaries – individuals or households 
who have rights to withdraw resource units from the 
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CPR must be clearly defined, as must the boundaries of 
the CPR itself. 

2. Congruence between appropriation and provision rules 
and local conditions – Appropriation rules restricting 
time, place, technology, and/or quantity of resource 
units are related to local conditions and to provision 
rules requiring labor, material and/or money. 

3. Collective-choice arrangements – Most individuals 
affected by the operational rules can participate in 
modifying the operational rules. 

4. Monitoring – Monitors, who actively audit CPR 
conditions and appropriator behavior, are accountable 
to the appropriators or are the appropriators. 

5. Graduated sanctions – Appropriators who violate 
operational rules are likely to be assessed graduated 
sanctions (depending on the seriousness and context of 
the offense) by other appropriators, by officials 
accountable to those appropriators, or by both. 

6. Conflict-resolutions mechanisms – Appropriators and 
their officials have rapid access to low-cost local arenas 
to resolve conflicts among appropriators or between 
appropriators and officials. 

7. Minimal recognition of the rights to organize – The 
rights of appropriators to devise their own institutions 
are not challenged by external governmental 
authorities. 

For CPRs that are parts of larger systems: 

8. Nested enterprises – Appropriation, provision, 
monitoring, enforcement, conflict resolution and 
governance activities are organized in multiple layers of 
nested enterprises (Olstrom 1990, 90). 
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Adopting CPR management style of public lands in the West would be a 
seismic shift in current management styles that are organized around 
federal and state bureaucracies. Instead of a “one size fits all” and 
therefor fits no one approach to planning, each area – preferably 
designed around a watershed to maximize ecosystem integrity – would 
become a common pool, with multiple resources that need to be 
managed. Being able to appropriate resources – whether it be timber, 
wildlife, or grazing land – would be managed by those people who have 
access to and depend on that land for various purposes. Instead of the 
planning being scattered through various organizations, agencies, 
interest groups and levels of government, it would be possible for each 
ecosystem to be managed by a separate group of interested individuals 
who would have the ability to make binding decisions and exercise 
coercive functions to enforce those decisions.  

 The CPR system of management then creates a group of 
persons who become embedded in long-term relationships of 
management that allow for the development of trust over time. It 
replaces an adversarial judicial approach to management with a 
discourse centered evolutionary approach that accounts for shifts in the 
interests of the people involved. While this is obviously a radical 
restructuring of the current system of administration, it is hoped that 
the improvement in outcome satisfaction that is seen in groups who do 
manage natural resources according to CPR standards, and the 
improved short- and long-term health of those resources would be 
sufficient incentive to encourage the reevaluation of current natural 
resource planning processes to allow for beneficial and necessary 
changes to be implemented. 
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CHINA’S CYBERCRIME: POLICY LOST IN GOBAL 
CYBERSPACE 

Timothy S.L. Ng 

 

Introduction 

The first decade of the 21st century has seen a rapid growth of 
institutionalized Internet adoption around the globe, especially in the 
developing areas of South-East Asia and China.  In 2008, China 
surpassed the United States as the world’s largest Internet market 
reaching 253 million users—a figure which has exponentially grown to 
over 420 million users in just two years, according to the most recent 
official figures as released in 2010 (Barboza 2008; CNNIC 2010).  With a 
nationwide online penetration rate of over 31percent, academics and 
reporters alike have been busy theorizing, publishing, and speculating 
about just what this new information source could mean for the socio-
political state of the world’s largest communist-governed nation and its 
people (MacKinnon 2007; Miniwatts 2010).  Although such discourse 
has been of great interest and use in the Western world, global 
advances in network infrastructure have created a widespread threat 
that has barely been researched or considered, yet remains a priority 
for security agencies and policy makers worldwide. 

 This report reviews and investigates the development of the 
Internet in China along with its role in Chinese Communist Party (CCP) 
government policy; it identifies the most significant participants in 
China’s online network and highlights its varying political controversies, 
along with the accompanying academic commentaries on the 
associated subject areas.  The significance of this study will reveal a 
concerning gap in the literature regarding Chinese Internet policy, 
recommending action for implementation that can benefit both 
academics and [inter]national security officers.  Although the media 
have begun to cover this issue’s growing importance, I claim specifically 
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that Chinese cybercrime is a dangerously under-studied, under-funded, 
and under-emphasized domain of Sino web activity and policy—a cause 
of pressing concern for both the Chinese government, as well as other 
major state actors within the international community. 

Literature Review 

Despite only a relatively short period of online activity, the 
subject of China’s Internet adoption has managed to attract a healthy 
scholarship on both sides of the globe, and has warranted a growing 
number of commissioned reports on its usership trends and anticipated 
future direction (Chase and Mulvenon 2002; TNS 2008; Libicki 2011).  
Inevitably however, this limited period of scholarly review has resulted 
in a heavy coverage of what I have identified as three main areas of 
concept focus: 1) the history and growth of Internet presence in China 
and predictions of its democratic influence on the state; 2) analysis of 
China’s “netizenship” and their online activities, with the conflicting 
arguments of whether or not the Internet is more a political tool for the 
CCP or an instrument for the masses; 3) discussion of China’s stringent 
censorship regime and the rising tide of digital activism and online 
dissidence. 

 These concepts have been well researched and documented 
from both within and outside of the academic network, in journals 
ranging in emphasis areas of social science and technology, to Asian 
studies and political science.  Indeed there exists out of necessity a 
significant overlap in coverage between these three key focus areas 
among each of the articles and papers authored on the subject of 
Chinese Internet policy, in an effort to make sense of the researcher’s 
main thesis points in context of this complex socio-political issue. Having 
observed such, the most common theme surrounding said subject 
relates to the development of Internet technology within China, and the 
speculative debate regarding whether or not the Internet (as the 
independent variable) will bring democracy to China (the dependant 
variable). 
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 Harwit and Clark (2001) have been among the first scholars to 
praise the Chinese government “for rapidly building the data network 
and seeing that access is being granted to a quickly expanding number 
of the country’s population” (377), and thus predict an ever-increasing 
role of government control on the web network as it continues to 
develop. Although they cite a likely power struggle over information 
control, they fully maintain that the Chinese government will still own 
the upper hand in online data control (378). On the inverse, Yang (2003) 
describes how civil society and the Internet will “energize” each other in 
their co-evolutionary development in China (406). He further expounds 
on this idea to claim that this “co-evolutionary process also means that 
civil society development will facilitate the democratic uses of the 
Internet” within the country (422).  Indeed, additional optimism for the 
Internet’s democratizing influence in China comes from Chase and 
Mulvenon’s 2002 RAND report, positing that “the Internet . . . will 
probably not bring ‘revolutionary’ political change to China, but instead 
will be a key pillar of China’s slower, evolutionary path toward increased 
pluralization and possibly even nascent democratization” (90). 

 Such attitudes of “democratic tech theory” also exist in 
eloquent force across much of Western journalism; Kristoff’s (2005) 
famed New York Times op-ed on the topic claims that the CCP has met 
its match in the Internet, and that the party leadership is digging its own 
grave by offering the people broadband net access.  Thomas Friedman 
(2001) intriguingly remains more torn on the issue; on writing about 
“The Five Myths” of rising China, he writes conflicting statements about 
the Internet’s ability to provide both a voice and information source for 
Chinese citizens, but references the limits and inability of such 
individuals to take meaningful action.  MacKinnon (2007) responds to 
such speculation writing that just because the Internet exists in China, 
this does not mean that democracy will arrive as a result of Internet 
implementation and its widespread use.  She identifies the Internet as a 
tool, but not a cause of political change, citing that “scholarship on 
China’s Internet and politics takes a more sober view” on influential 
political reform (31). 
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 Qiu (2000) describes the relationship between technology and 
democracy as a topic that has produced “binary opposition for 
decades,” citing several authors who hold that advanced technology 
leads to democratization, whereas others contend that it leads to the 
creation of monopolies (1).  His overall assessment however asserts a 
position that now appears to be the accepted overriding consensus on 
the debate—that the Internet will not bring a liberal democracy to 
China—although it will prove to be an indispensable tool of political 
reform for the people (Qiu 2000; MacKinnon 2007; Chung 2008; Liang 
and Lu 2010).  While this view has largely been validated within the 
academic realm, Yang and Li (2009) note a relative disregard by some 
Western scholars towards the indigenous Chinese analyses of real 
politics and theoretical progress, thus positing that additional research 
and a revision of the political vocabulary in the Chinese context will lead 
to a “significant advancement in the discourse of [Chinese] political 
science” (294).  Indeed the nature of the debate can only be proven 
over a prolonged period of time and therefore remains in need of 
constant analysis in order to prove and evaluate previous theories and 
hypotheses regarding the link between Internet development and 
political reform. 

 Moving on from here, the academic literature progresses into a 
discussion detailing the key players or participants of Chinese Internet 
use, and a second debate that seeks to better understand whether the 
Internet is being used more powerfully as a tool for the CCP, or for the 
people themselves. 

 Expounding upon this previous concept area, Hachigian (2001) 
explains how and why “Jeffersonian information policy” (Qiu 2000, 1) 
cannot work in China. Hachigian (2001) thus claims that although the 
introduction of the Internet into China did create a temporary shift in 
information control from the state to the citizens, enforcement of state 
regulation and limits on network content and use have successfully 
restored the state’s previously solid hold on the flow of information.  In 
addition, Hachigian highlights how the CCP have utilized and recognized 
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how the Internet has become a “commercial goldmine,” identifying not 
only the government and the people as major players in online activity, 
but businesses too being a fundamental participant in the nation’s 
Internet policy (118). 

 Although many journalists, activists and foreign officials reject 
China’s strict control over the “Great Firewall” (BBC 2010; Clinton 2011), 
other scholars explain that China is simply exercising its sovereign rights 
over the Internet network in order to maintain necessary political 
control (Wu 1997; Qiu 2000).  It is this light that such scholars persist in 
making it clear that democracy is not an inevitable political path as a 
result in ease of access to more kinds of information. 

 A key question many academics have failed to sufficiently 
address is whether or not Chinese users are even interested in online 
political discourse; many have simply assumed this interest to be the 
case.  Several corporate research studies have however helped 
businesses and policy makers better understand China’s online market, 
discovering that in fact, a large majority of users are really only 
interested in seeking online entertainment in its varying forms, social 
networking, and meeting new friends online (Markle 2005; TNS 2008).  
These studies have also revealed how the Chinese (along with other 
neighboring Asian states) users are partial to creating social spaces on 
blogs, bulletin boards, chat rooms etc, whereas browsing trends in their 
Western counterparts show a greater affinity for uses that enhance 
education and business or commercial purposes. 

 Jongpil Chung (2008) is one such scholar who has offered a 
more useful perspective on how government control of the Internet has 
influenced its users, juxtaposing authoritarian China with democratic 
South Korea to compare the effects of such approaches within relatively 
similar social cultures.  While Chung admits that both countries have 
experienced an increase in freedom of information, he concludes that 
China’s regime “has shown interest in the Internet as a tool for 
informing its citizens of what it wants them to know,” and that “thus 
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far, China has successfully controlled the people’s use of the Internet, in 
order to maintain social stability and ultimate control by the party-
state” (750-751).  South Korea on the other hand has experienced 
greater political participation, illustrating the link between technology 
and institutions, and how the Internet as a tool can help enhance the 
political influence or ideals of a particular state or regime.  Yang (2003) 
and Li (2010) have also made valuable contributions to this area of 
socio-political analysis, highlighting the significance of the political 
impact on state control as the most powerful force in shaping the public 
ethos. 

 Again, scholars over time have come to reconcile the debate 
between citizens versus state control of the Internet, as continued 
research has proved the power of the state in this case. This leads to a 
review of the third main focus area of popular academic study: 
Censorship and digital activism. 

 Although this concept area is the least covered amongst the 
three main focus topics as published on Chinese Internet policy, there 
still remains enough of a scholarship to nullify a possible gap in the 
research; this said, journalistic media has quite naturally however led 
the field in coverage of the most important information as current 
events and drama on the subject continue to unfold, specifically within 
the borders of China (Fallows 2009; Ramzy 2010; Jacobs 2011). The 
subject of censorship and digital activism is also somewhat unique in 
comparison, as the literature tends to relate matter-of-fact information 
as opposed to argue in debate over whether or not this occurs; the 
subject of interest lies more in the controversy over the necessity of the 
censorship, and the involvement of several US companies in the 
facilitation of such censorship (MacKinnon 2009; Liang and Lu 2010).  

 Chase and Mulvenon (2002) assert that censorship has not 
stopped dissidents and activists from accessing prohibited sites or 
communicating freely with each other across fiber optic lines, but that 
they have been able to successfully subvert state censorship through 
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means of proxy servers and VPN use. MacKinnon (2007) too agrees, 
however adds that the censorship regime has indeed prevented many 
would-be activists from participating in vigorous political discourse, 
while effectively silencing the rest who may otherwise engage in 
political discussion. Brettell (as cited by Ho and Edmonds 2008) has 
shown how various NGOs and INGO’s have utilized the Internet within 
China’s borders to establish international grassroots movements to 
engage in activist behaviors—this trend of foreign involvement in 
Chinese dissent is becoming a new area of growing interest for scholars 
with Asian studies affinity.  

 The academic discussion on censorship and digital activism is 
therefore one more of social rather than a strictly political interest; 
analyzing why so many businesses and individual users resort to self-
censorship to avoid punishment, or why some risk their lives, livelihood, 
and existent freedoms in attempting to dissent against the regime, is 
the real topic at study in this instance (Liang and Lu 2010). 

 From a brief review of these three areas then, we see that the 
study of China’s Internet policies are exciting, complex, important, and 
controversial, yet, too much emphasis it seems has been invested in 
these trends when another related area of interest poses a much more 
real and imminent threat to both domestic Chinese society, as well as to 
the rest of the world.  As aforementioned in the introduction, this gap in 
the literature appears likely as a result of scarcity of historical time 
coverage of the issue, but I would also add that a difficulty in gathering 
such data has prevented more scholars from researching in this area of 
cybercrime. 

 Liang and Lu (2010) have done well to be the first to identify the 
scarcity of study surrounding cybercrime activities, and have articulated 
the weakness of current Chinese laws and regulations to combat this 
concerning phenomenon.  There currently exists only one scholarly 
article addressing Chinese cybercrime (“Fighting Cybercrime: Legislation 
in China”) which offers an overview of cybercrime legislation in China, 
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and claims, like Liang and Lu, that the current legal framework in China 
is insufficient to serve the rapid changes in all forms of cybercrime (Qi, 
Wang and Xu 2009).  Unfortunately, the journal this article is featured in 
is currently subscribed to by only three universities within the whole of 
the United States, and no libraries currently hold this article—sad proof 
of the concerning gap in this research area. 

 There does however exist a credible and comprehensive report 
regarding cybercrime in Taiwan, which calls for the promotion of 
cybercrime research, and offers pragmatic strategies for countering this 
rising phenomenon, which could prove very useful as a comparison to 
cybercrime trends in China (Chung, Chen, Chang and Chou 2006).  As 
usual, blogs and newspaper reports are filling the information void for 
the public and academics, yet major research in this area is needed in 
order to better advise government policy makers and law enforcement 
teams around the world.  Too much focus on ideological reform and the 
controversy of the Great Firewall have resulted in an inequitable use of 
scholarly resources that has led to this lack in knowledge surrounding 
cyberterrorism and cybercrime. 

 Many questions thus remain in the quest to understand the 
mind and demographic of China’s growing legions of cyberterrorists. Is 
the rising gender imbalance of young, single males going to produce a 
niche army of cyber hackers? How can cyberpolice trace the crimes and 
decipher hoax crimes from real threats? Are our military and classified 
databases strong enough to withhold such attacks? As the words 
“cybercrime” and “cyberterrorism” become household lexicon, 
academics will have the responsibility of educating the world on how to 
confront this new 21st century vice.  Indeed, theory and philosophy are 
an indispensable ingredient in the effort to provide solutions and 
enhance the practice of international realpolitik. The study of 
cybercrime requires our most earnest attention. 
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HISTORY REPEATS ITSELF 

Paul Barrus 

 As the circumstances in America and the world change so do 
the foreign policies that the United States pursues. The world is now 
watching as the people of Egypt riot in the street for change and 
democracy. The Obama administration has reacted with a cautious tone 
concerning these riots in Egypt. The impact on our American foreign 
policy is yet to be determined as well as any change in the direction we 
may take concerning the Middle East, however, the last few years have 
shown similarities to another particular time in American history. The 
current foreign policy of the United States with Barak Obama presently 
shows a striking similarity to American foreign policy during the Richard 
Nixon Administration. Although these two US Presidents are very 
different in personality, and each administration had or now have 
different domestic policies, there are more similarities than differences 
between these two US President’s foreign policies.   

 One of the main reasons for the similar foreign policies is 
because of similar circumstances during the time of each president’s 
service. The similarity in foreign policy between the two presidents has 
now become apparent. First, both presidents are similar in how they 
handled ending unpopular wars and bringing troops home from foreign 
lands; second, their official foreign policy stance is comparable, and 
third, their willingness to talk with foreign leaders is alike.   

Obama came into office taking over the responsibility of wars 
that in the beginning were largely popular, but were losing vital support; 
specifically the Iraq war had become extremely controversial. Nixon also 
came into office taking over a war that had begun as a fairly popular 
war, but was rapidly losing support. The Vietnam War had over 60% 
approval rating in 1965, but by 1968 its approval rating had dropped to 
around 40% (Hook and Spanier 2010).  When the Iraqi War first started 
in 2003 the American people largely supported the war. A Gallup poll 
asked Americans if sending troops to Iraq was a mistake, and over 70% 
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said it was not a mistake, but by the year 2008 less than 40% thought it 
was not a mistake, and over 60% thought it was a mistake (Gallup 
2011). These particular wars were each in truth just a smaller picture of 
a much greater international struggle. When Nixon entered office, the 
nation was enduring the Cold War, and when Obama entered office the 
nation was confronting the “War on Terror.” 

Both of these unpopular wars had begun because the leaders at 
the time thought it was in the nation’s best interest, or at least claimed 
that it was in the nation’s best interest. The enemies being fought in 
these wars were different in the Cold War and War on Terror, but each 
struggle appeared from the beginning to be a long term fight that would 
require patience from the nation. However, there is one notable 
difference between the wars presently being fought and Vietnam War 
in that there have been fewer casualties of American soldiers in the 
present conflicts. The Vietnam War had about 10 times more casualties 
than the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan combined. The wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan have claimed the lives of 5,860 American soldiers whereas 
the Vietnam War had 58,220 casualties (The Washington Post 2011). 

It would be a simplification of the facts to say that a change in 
American foreign policy happened only because of the change in 
presidency from George Bush to Barak Obama or from Lyndon Johnson 
to Richard Nixon. Obama has changed many things, but it is well known 
that Bush made changes himself before he left office, such as his 
handling of the Iraq conflict. Bush changed his military tactics and began 
the counterinsurgency strategy that has been considered a success by 
many war experts. Obama has followed Bush’s uses of 
counterinsurgency in handling the war in Afghanistan. Nixon also 
followed a military tactic used by the previous president in handling the 
war in Vietnam, but it was not seen as beneficial. Nixon supposedly had 
a plan to end the war, and according to Brigham the plan was to follow 
a tactic of President Johnson’s.  Nixon “continued a process called 
‘Vietnamization,’ an awful term that implied that Vietnamese were not 
fighting and dying in the jungles of Southeast Asia. This strategy brought 
American troops home while increasing the air war over the DRV and 
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relying more on the ARVN for ground attacks” (Brigham 1999). This may 
not have actually been Nixon’s plan, but Melvin Laird, who was 
Secretary of Defense from 1969 to 1973 said, “Richard Nixon was 
elected in 1968 on the assumption that he had a plan to end the 
Vietnam War. He didn’t have any such plan, and my job as his first 
secretary of defense was to remedy that—quickly”  (Laird 2005).    

Obama promised to bring home troops from Afghanistan and 
Iraq, but the question was and still is, “When?”  Recently the troop 
levels have been reduced in Iraq, but this reduction has not taken place 
as fast as some thought it would.  Similarly when Nixon became 
president he promised to bring the troops home from Vietnam, even 
though he first expanded the area of fighting into Cambodia (Hook and 
Spanier 2010).  Obama has increased troops in Afghanistan because he 
has not wanted that theater of war to fall apart. A story was run about 
how House Democrats reluctantly voted for the $59 billion measure 
that will pay for Obama's 30,000-troop increase (press 2010).      

A former speech writer for Secretaries of State Condoleezza 
Rice, and Colin Powell wrote an article about Obama saying that he 
would likely following the direction Bush set at the end of his 
presidency. He wrote that “the pragmatic internationalism that Bush 
will pass to Obama was largely defined through changes made during 
the past four years. And for that reason, there might be more continuity 
between the second term of Bush and the first term of Obama than 
between the two terms of Bush himself” (Brose 2009).  This shows that 
it takes more than just a change in US presidents, but is more about the 
cycle of foreign policy. In the article by Brose, one gets the feeling that 
Bush had to learn lessons before he saw the need for policy changes. 
This is debatable, but leads to a good discussion on the reality that we 
are ever repeating certain aspects of history concerning our US foreign 
policy no matter who is in charge as our president.    

President Obama is anxious to leave Afghanistan, and has 
shown this by trying to set dates for withdrawal; however he also saw 
the need for an increase of troops in Afghanistan (Smith 2010). Obama’s 
original goal was to begin leaving Afghanistan by the middle of 2011. 
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"By the middle of next year we should begin the transition but that does 
not mean our presence will evaporate overnight," President Obama said 
to Italy's newspaper Corriere della Sera (Sera 2010). Former President 
George H.W. Bush’s Secretary of State and White House Chief of Staff 
James Baker conveyed support for "the overwhelming majority of 
Barack Obama's foreign policy agenda.” However, Baker expressed 
disagreement with a few items on Afghanistan, such as the President's 
determination to come up with a predestined date for withdrawal. 
Similarly, Nixon increased military aid to the South Vietnam’s fledgling 
army which was part of what Nixon called “peace with honor.” He did 
this so that the efforts in Vietnam were not completely in vain so that 
he could pull out our troops at the same time. President Obama is also 
determined to accomplish the goal of leaving Afghanistan while 
defeating Al Qaeda. Concerning Afghanistan, the president’s goal is “to 
disrupt, dismantle, and defeat al Qaeda.”  The President has made a 
goal in Iraq to “responsibly” end the war, by helping the Iraqi forces in 
three areas which are to “train, equip, and advise” (Hook and Spanier 
2010). 

In connection with the “War on Terror” One of Obama’s first 
actions was to make an executive order to end the Central Intelligence 
Agency’s secret interrogation program and to close Guantanamo Bay 
within a year. This was part of his desire to pursue a course that 
emphasized human rights. His attempt to close Guantanamo Bay has 
not been fully realized and the main difficulty is where to put the 
prisoners. It looks unlikely that his promise will be fulfilled before his 
term ends in 2013 (Yasui 2011). This attempt has been largely because 
Obama desires that the US maintains its virtue and upholds human 
rights, but in the case of Guantanamo Bay he has little to show for it. 
Nixon on the other hand was not as concerned about human rights. 
“Mr. Kissinger and the President [Nixon] he served were clear in their 
belief that human rights were made possible by security and were of 
secondary priority to the pursuit of American national security interest.” 
This was said of the Nixon administration by scholars very concerned 
with peace and human rights (Stohl, Carleton and Johnson 1984).   

http://www.reuters.com/places/italy
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Similar to the Nixon years, Obama has been moving away from 
unfavorable foreign engagements while attempting to maintain the 
overall goal of security in the midst of a looming threat. Nixon began to 
relax tension with the Soviets in what has been termed Détente. The 
Détente policy aimed at securing the US without the high costs of 
military intervention and crisis management. Kissinger was the 
mastermind behind many of the foreign policy decisions made during 
the Nixon years, and when he talked about the Middle East he said that  
“I made clear that my strategy would be to frustrate the Arab-Soviet 
relationship. Then once the Soviets were frustrated with the Arabs, we 
could begin a process towards peace in the Middle East”  (Kissinger 
1981).  This is comparable to the US trying to disrupt ties between Al 
Qaeda or other terrorist organizations and other sympathetic foreign 
states. This approach began with George W. Bush, but the policy has 
been less forceful with Obama which more closely resembles Kissinger’s 
policy of Détente. The Nixon Administration had acted on a unique 
foreign policy that consisted of six main points with the first and second 
being similar to Obama’s foreign policies. The first point of the policy is 
that “the United States has only a limited capacity to impose its 
preference on other states and peoples, even if it acts as a unified 
nation,” and second is that “the achievement of American objectives 
and the promotion of American interest hinges partly, and often 
importantly, depending on the policy area, on the behavior of other 
states and societies over which the American people and their 
government have only partial influence or control” (Kolodziej 1976). The 
current policy concerning Afghanistan and Pakistan stated on the White 
House’s website explains that “Strategy is comprehensive and flexible 
and will need to be fully resourced. In addition to the new troops the 
President has chosen to deploy, the strategy calls for significantly more 
resources to the civilian effort and frequent evaluations of our 
progress” (Obama 2011). The frequent evaluations can compare to 
what Kissinger wrote concerning the “…promotion of American interest 
hinges partly… on the behavior of other states and societies.” In other 
words one could say that Obama’s flexible strategy that requires 
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frequent evaluations is much like Détente in that the further promotion 
of American interests in Afghanistan will depend on Afghanistan’s 
behavior. Also, the idea of partial influence and limited capacity is 
something a state that has lost strength might say, and it is somewhat 
similar to Obama’s call to rely more on America’s “Soft Power” and to 
rebuild alliances (Hook and Spanier 2010). 

 On January 20, 1969, the day that President Nixon assumed 
office, a statement made by the Soviet Foreign Ministry expressed a 
willingness to discuss strategic limitations. President Nixon promptly 
voiced his support for these talks (State n.d.). The Obama 
administration has also sought for an easing of tension concerning 
foreign policy. It has stated that “finally, while there are instances and 
individuals who can be met only by force, the United States will be 
prepared to listen to and talk with our adversaries in order to advance 
our interests” (Obama 2011). 

With a willingness to talk to other leaders, both Obama’s 
foreign policy and Nixon’s foreign policy dealt with arms control. 
President Obama worked with Russia to seal the New Start program 
which is an arms control treaty. Obama said on this occasion that 
“together, we’ve stopped that drift, and proven the benefits of 
cooperation. Today is an important milestone for nuclear security and 
nonproliferation and for U.S.-Russia relations” (Baker and Bilefsky 
2010). This new signing reminds us of the cooperation that the two 
States had during the Nixon administration concerning arms reduction. 
This new treaty is beneficial, but is probably not as closely watched as 
was the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT), which happened during 
the Nixon Administration. SALT began in November of 1969 and finally 
had an agreement signed on May 26, 1972 (State n.d.).    

There are differences between the foreign policies of these two 
times, but the overall mood of the nation and its foreign policy are very 
similar. There may be similarities to our time period in other aspects to 
many other time periods, but clearly there are definite similarities to 
the time period of the Nixon administration which shows that history 
often repeats itself. 
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UNDERSTANDING CORPORATISM 

Timothy Lewellen 

“A good government implies two things; first, fidelity to the objects of the 

government; secondly, a knowledge of the means, by which those objects can 

be best attained.” 

--Joseph Story, Commentaries on the Constitution, 1833 

 

 

Introduction 
 Corporatism traditionally is defined as a varying level of 
influence or control of the state by private entities, businesses, interest 
groups, or all of the above. Corporatism is a vehicle by which the voice 
of some groups of the people is amplified in the ears of elected officials. 
Corporatism can be either good or bad, in terms of reaching objectives 
that benefit the overall interests of the people, or it has the potential to 
undermine the constitutionally ordained and endorsed legislative 
procedure. Just as it can be good or bad, it can be effective or vain. 
Corporatism affects, either positively or negatively, the lives of all of us 
and anyone involved with the private entities and/or political 
constituencies. 
 It is my attempt in this paper to review and offer a critique of a 
sample of the scholarly literature available on this topic. Standing on the 
shoulders of giants, I wish to connect and comment on quotations from 
scholars, political scientists, sociologists, and economists. By 
commentary on their work, I wish to succinctly establish how 
corporatism plays into politics, why it is important to you and me, and 
to identify a large gap in the literature.  
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Literature Review 
There are three ingredients of corporatism, “an ideology of social 
partnership expressed at the national level; a relatively centralized and 
concentrated system of interest groups; and voluntary and informal 
coordination of conflicting objectives through continuous political 
bargaining between interest groups, state bureaucracies and political 
parties” (Katzenstein 1985).  
  Another scholar writes, “Corporatism refers to various types of 
institutional arrangements whereby important political-economic 
decisions are reached via negotiation between, or in consultation with, 
peak-level representatives of employees and/or employers, sometimes 
involving other interest groups and the state” (Kenworthy, 2002, 1). 
 Professor Kenworthy is saying that corporatism involves various 
institutions. Corporatism isn't a unitary, monolithic institution, rather it 
is an activity. Corporations, interest groups, and other organizations use 
corporatism to appeal politicians and related parties. Why? So that, 
“important  political-economic decisions are reached” (Kenworthy, 
2002). Important would be a relative term for what the corporations 
and other organizations perceive as importance, or rather, their self-
interests. With the involvement of private sector (and non-profit) 
entities being politically active and involved, the political theory of 
realism and the Adam Smith-style laissez-faire capitalism come to mind. 
Thus, it has been argued that self-interest is the driver for corporatism, 
this vehicle as I termed it previously. 
 Common examples of corporatism include negotiation of wage 
controls, import/export trade barriers, tax abatements and other 
factors in tax law, intellectual property law, unions, distribution, and any 
mutual-affecting policy. 
 To carry on the discussion, corporatism to another scholar, 
“denote[s] deliberate attempts to address undesirable outcomes of 
market solutions (due to what is generally addressed as "market 
imperfections" in economic theory)” (Graff, 2003, 13). Corporatism, to 
most companies, may not be a high priority in business activity from 
year to year, but during economic hiccups, downturns, and recessions it 
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is a way to try to have public policy cushion damage incurred from 
depressed economic conditions.  
  At other times policy makers and elected officials heed the 
lobbying efforts of interest groups to support poverty and the ills of the 
economy with targeted social welfare favors or programs.  However, 
these welfare efforts don't happen, “unless they are convinced that the 
institutional context allows these policies to affect economic outcomes” 
(Rueda, 2008, 351). 
An international perspective 
Larger multi-national corporations (MNCs) may participate in foreign 
lobbying, or corporatism in not only the United States, but other 
countries sovereign over divisions of the company. This is discussed by 
another scholar, as well as an argument that corporate 
internationalization may convert a world hegemon, at times into non-
Western, non-liberal orders of regional-hegemony (Ling, 1996). 
 A related concept in international relations is the so-called 
democratic peace theory. Defined, the democratic peace theory, 
“explicitly holds that it is the very nature of democratic political systems 
that accounts for the fact that democracies do not fight or threaten 
other democracies.” (Layne, 1994). The democratic peace theory is 
founded upon the philosophy that corporations and governments work 
together and there is an interconnected web of economic dependence. 
Allegedly, this web of economic dependence has enough strength to 
actually make states cooperate and maintain peace with other states. 
President Bill Clinton popularized this notion when, in his 1994 State of 
the Union address, he boldly proclaimed, “Democracies don’t attack 
each other” (Clinton 1994). There are outliers however, with the 2006 
war between Israel and Lebanon, and in 2008 the dispute over South 
Ossetia between Georgia and Russia.  
 Also in the international perspective, there are examples, with 
results both positive and negative, of corporatism's influence on the 
society of a nation. In an example of labor structures in Japan, 
McNamara concludes, “Corporatism remains the most promising 
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framework in explaining interest negotiation between state and capital 
in Japan” (McNamara, 1996, 379). 
Unionization 
After reading research for this literature review, I have learned that 
unions are a much larger subcategory of corporatism than I had 
previously considered. Unions have been found to be either productive 
or unproductive, depending on certain factors such as management's 
skill. A case study is provided by former Dean of Harvard Business 
College Kim B. Clark in the cement industry, of a 6-8 percent gain in 
productivity after unionization (Clark, 1980, 467). 
 Another scholar aggrandizes unions to an even greater level, “In 
a corporatist economy, labor unions, and in particular the federation of 
unions, are central players” (Wachter, 2007, 632). 
 Indeed, research shows there is a relationship between industry 
and policy making. That relationship consists of, “governmental action 
that intentionally alters (i) the market allocation of resources among 
sectors, or among firms within a sector, or (ii) the structural 
composition of a sector” (Kenworthy, 1990, 234).  
 Corporatism is a concept that as we shall discuss later, is 
mysterious. This will lead us toward what I found to be the gap in the 
literature. However, it is still measurable. Professor Cubitt's economic 
research used corporatism as part of a basis for his game theory 
mathematical model to conclude that, “These results show corporatism 
to be very important for macroeconomic performance in the model. 
Since they stem from general features of mixed motive games, one 
would expect them to be fairly robust in more complex environments” 
(Cubitt, 1995, 257). 
 Corporatism has been used as a model or paradigm in several 
instances, another shown, “is that the corporatist paradigm provides a 
template from which advanced industrial society can be cut. In its 
essence, it represents a synthesis of pluralism and statism: it fuses 
together the valid components of each” (Keehn, 1976, 39). 
The gap in the literature 
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Corporatism has been accused as being an attempt to undermine 
American democracy. It has also been argued by others to be a natural 
part of democracy and the legislative process in a developed society. 
Scholars have duly noted that, “The notion of corporatism continues to 
be controversial in the social sciences” but yet, “The development of 
corporatist structures is a main feature of most Western capitalist 
democracies. The effects of this development remain for the most part 
still to be investigated” (Rothstein, 1987).  
 The gap that I found in the research literature on corporatism is 
the mystery that enshrouds it, where is the disclosure? Rothstein and 
other scholars found it difficult to conduct research because of the 
scarce amount of data, and few examples of the results or “effects of 
this development...of corporatist structures” (Rothstein, 1987). 
Corporatism is a less-talked about, somewhat obscure activity that is 
meager in any public record, or long history of scholarly qualitative or 
quantitative analysis. There is little data to analyze in the first place, and 
the small portion of information is hardly accessible. It is also difficult to 
ascertain any tangible data or facts to analyze.  
 Scholarly work acknowledges my perceived gap in the literature. 
Kenworthy's research on corporatism and national unemployment 
causes him to, “attempt to answer three questions that reflect notable 
gaps in previous research linking corporations with low unemployment” 
(Kenworthy, 2002). 
 This mystery around the inner dealings of lobbying, political 
action committee (PAC) involvement and contributions and overall 
activities in corporatism makes it difficult on how to treat this subject. 
Specifically regarding corporate PACs involvement and financial support, 
Professor Wright in a wonderful piece of research, concludes,  

 “Despite recent concerns that political action committees have  
 supplanted geographic representation with representation 
 through occupational or socioeconomic groupings outside their 
 districts, the evidence uncovered here offers only weak support 
 for this claim. To be sure, the financial power of PACs has 
 increased the visibility, and quite possibly the influence, of 
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 special occupational and financial interests in American politics; 
 but the representation of those interests in the U.S. House of 
 Representatives still remains firmly rooted in geographic 
 constituencies” (Wright, 1989) 

 
After all my research, I did find some tangible data in this area in a 
couple scholarly works. An example is Hansen and Mitchell’s bold 
research:  
 “Of the 565 firms in our data set, 72.6% engage in some form of 
 measurable political activity at the national level. Lobbying is 
 the most common-54.6% have representatives in Washington 
 or retain counsel there. Roughly half (292 corporations, 51.6%) 
 have PACs, and 215 firms (38%) gave $500,000 or more to 
 charity. Restricting the analysis to the domestic Fortune 500, 
 56.4% lobby, 54.6% have PACs, and 42.2% give to charity” 
 (2000, 895) 
  
Although they admit, “One possible weakness in our results stems from 
the fact that we measure corporate readiness for lobbying activity 
rather than actual lobbying. We do not have a dollar measure of 
lobbying comparable to that of PAC and charitable contributions” (2000, 
898). This lack of data stunts research on the topic and limits it in 
potential.  
 Their final conclusion includes the following: “We argued that 
firms engage in political activities to exploit political opportunities to 
enhance their revenues and reduce their costs. But other interests also 
mobilize to influence the use of government resources and coercive 
powers that influence firm profits. The size (and therefore the visibility) 
of the firm increases the likelihood of public attention, mobilization, and 
policy activity” (2000, 898). 
 
Conclusion 
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 This lack of discussion, lack of data and lack of analysis makes it 
difficult for all of us to discern the current and evolving relationship 
between business and government. In the end, despite the concern of 
corporatist “fat-cats” buying off congress and politicians selling their 
services to the highest bidder, it is much more likely the case that 
corporatism simply increases their visibility and awareness and use 
campaign contributions as a way to open doors for inside lobbying 
consultation and to be granted political favors. The ongoing issue in 
relation to corporatism is how to restrain and provide oversight to this 
business activity from jeopardizing individual interests for the interests 
of an unruly capitalist entity.  
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GENDER AND FAMILY INFLUENCES ON POLITICAL 
AFFILIATION  

 
Sariah Suarez, Erick Juarez, Jeremy Lamoreaux, PhD 

 
Abstract 

The purpose of this study is to know if gender and family have 
an influence on political affiliation. The participants in the study 
consisted of Brigham Young University-Idaho students. The participants 
were controlled for the variables of gender, political affiliation as well as 
parents' influence on their political attachment. The study evaluated 
gender as a predictor for political affiliation. The study further looked 
into parents’ political affiliation as it influences the political affiliation of 
the participants. The method of collecting the data consisted of a survey 
with close-ended questions. The participants in the study were taken 
from a convenient sample of Brigham Young University-Idaho students. 
A simple random sample of the buildings on campus was used to 
determine the location where the data should be gathered. Then a 
systematic sample was employed to choose the participants for the 
study. No debriefing was necessary since there is no deception. The 
subjects were not subjected to any economic, emotional, or physical 
risk. Minimal risk about the findings might have an effect on the general 
population due to finding the knowledge for the true factors that 
influences their political affiliation and attachment. Even though there is 
no significant association between gender and political affiliation, the 
study suggests that there is a correlation between parent’s political 
affiliation and child’s attachment to a political party.  
 

Introduction 
There are gender differences in opinion regarding controversial issues, 

the study found that gender is an important factor when combined with 

political affiliation in order to see differences in controversial issues. 
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(Simon & Moneim, 2010) The study done by Park (1970) shows that 

older “Americans generally do not cherish the thought of sharing 

political power with their unpredictable offspring.” Regardless, Young 

people who reach the age of voting will influence politics (Park, 1970) 

Related to the hypothesis of the study conducted, offspring will be 

influenced by their parents’ political affiliation.  Political affiliation is 

important in the U.S. since it is used to predict voting behavior. A 

fascinating study done by Choi (2007) shows that there is a genetic 

component to voting behavior, “A study of identical twins and voter 

records led the researchers to believe that genetics is at least partially 

responsible for making a voter out of a citizen.” Although gender, age 

and race didn’t have a significant impact on whether or not someone 

would vote, family ties and the influence of political affiliation did 

impact voting behavior. This study is significant since learned behavior 

towards political parties can influence ones’ political attachment. (Choi, 

2007) The study by Jakobsen (2010) shows direct influence of religious 

groups and organizations on US politics. The sources of policies that 

promote gender and sexual inequality in the US are both secular and 

religious. (Jakobsen, 2010) Their study concludes that it is inaccurate to 

assume that religious influence in politics is necessarily conservative or 

that more secular politics will necessarily be more progressive than the 

religious variety. (Jakobsen, 2010) Either way, There is a strong 

correlation between religious influences on politics. This can also 

suggest that family plays an important role in influencing children’s 

political affiliation. Wilson and Sandomirsky (1991) found that religious 

affiliation is mediated by institutions such as the family, which provide a 

network of ties to the public sphere. They also found that women’s 

chances of affiliation are more affected than are men’sby parents’ 

religious affiliation. (Wilson and Sandomirsky, 1991) This is closely 

related to the hypothesis being tested whether parent’s political 
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affiliation influences the offspring’s political affiliation. Female role 

models can also influence party affiliation. A study conducted by 

Reingold and Harrell (2010) Shows that party does matter, taking into 

account both gender and party congruence between politicians and 

constituents, the author find that it is primarily female candidates of the 

same party who enhance women’s interest in politics. (Reingold & 

Harrell, 2010) Therefore it might be suggested that mothers do 

influence the political affiliation of their offspring. Westby and 

Braungart (1966) found that based on a relatively small number of 

student activists, “suggests that the class and party of the students’ 

family of orientation may be significant factors in understanding at least 

certain features of the student movement.” This is related to the 

research of interests since family does have a crucial influence on 

political affiliation of offspring.  

Method 
Participants 

The participants for this study were students from Brigham 
Young University-Idaho. No name, race, or ages were disclosed. The 
group of study consisted of the general population of Brigham Young 
University-Idaho students. A quota sample of 30 males and 30 females 
was used to gather the data from the convenient sample of students. 
 
Materials 

The participants were presented with a survey consisting of 
close-ended questions regarding gender, their political affiliation, and 
their parents' political affiliation.  
 
Design and Procedure 

Buildings on campus were put into SPSS to randomize for 2 
buildings were the data was collected. The participants were students 
from Brigham Young University-Idaho. They were given an inform 
consent form in order to participate in the study. The survey consisting 
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of gender, political affiliation, and parent’s affiliation was administered 
to a quota sample of 30 female students as well as 30 males students. 
 

Results 
Gender and Political Affiliation 
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Since the p-value for the chi-square test is .112, which is greater than 
the level of significance (.05), we accept the null hypothesis. Somer’s d 
test for the p-value shows (.796), suggesting that the null hypothesis 
should be accepted. The study found that there is no significant 
relationship among gender and political affiliation. ᵪ² (2, N=30) = 4.381, 
P-value > (.05) level of significance, Somers’ d = -.033 
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Mother’s political affiliation and offspring political attachment  
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The results show that there is a correlation between mother’s 
political affiliation and offspring political attachment. The p-value is less 
than the level of -significance (.05) suggesting rejection of the null 
hypothesis. ᵪ²(4, N=30) = 32.991, Somers’ d= .377Mothers, whose 
political affiliation was democratic, influenced the political party of their 
children.  50% of the participants with a democratic party claimed to be 
democrat as well.  Mothers, whose political affiliation was republican, 
had a significant influence on their child’s political affiliation. The results 
show that 80.9% of participants were republican. Mothers who claimed 
a third party as a political affiliation influenced 60% of their child’s 
political attachment. The results suggest that there is a relationship 
between parents’ political affiliation and offspring political affiliation. 
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Father’s political affiliation and offspring political attachment 
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The study found that there is a correlation between father’s political 
affiliation and offspring political attachment. Fathers, whose political 
affiliation is republican, influence the political attachment of their 
children. 90% of participants whose father who was republican also 
claimed to be republican.  
33% of children whose parents were democrat also reported being 
democrat. 81.8% of children whose parents claimed a third party also 
had children who claimed to be from a third party. ᵪ²(4, N=30) =40.496, 
P<.05 the level of significant, Somers’ d = .627 
 
 
 



Opus Politicum 59 

Homogeneous vs. heterogeneous parent’s Political affiliation on 
student’s affiliation  
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The study found that there is a relationship between parents’ political 

affiliation and offspring political affiliation. The study also found that 

parents with the same political affiliation both republican, democrat, or 

independent, had children with the same party affiliation.  When both 

parents were republican, 89.5% of their children were also republican. 

When parents claimed to be democrat, 60% of their children were also 

democrat. When the parents reported being independent, 75% of their 

children were also independent. ᵪ²(6, N=30) = 40.384, P<.05, Somers’ d 

= .473 
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Discussion 
Testing for relationship between gender and political affiliation, 

the study found that there is no significant relationship among gender 
and political affiliation. Testing for a correlation between mother’s 
political affiliation and offspring political attachment, the study found a 
strong correlation between mother’s political affiliation and child’s 
political attachment. Mothers, whose political affiliation was 
democratic, influenced the political affiliation of their children.  50% of 
the participants with democratic parents claimed to be democrat.  
Mothers, whose political affiliation was republican, had a significant 
influence on their child’s political affiliation. The results show that 80.9% 
of participants were republican. Mothers who claimed a third party as a 
political affiliation influenced 60% of their child’s political attachment. 
The results suggest that there is a relationship between parents’ political 
affiliation and offspring political attachment. The study also tested for 
father’s political affiliation influencing their children’s political affiliation. 
The study found a correlation between father’s political affiliation and 
offspring political attachment. Fathers, whose political affiliation is 
republican, influence the political attachment of their children. 90% of 
participants whose father was republican also claimed to be republican. 
33% of children whose parents were democrat also reported being 
democrat. 81.8% of children whose parents claimed a third party also 
had children who claimed to be from a third party. The study found that 
parents with the same political affiliation both republican, democrat, or 
independent, had children with the same party affiliation.  When both 
parents were republican, 89.5% of their children were also republican. 
When parents claimed to be democrat, 60% of their children were also 
democrat. When the parents reported being independent, 75% of their 
children were also independent. The limitation that we encountered 
was the lack of diversity in the population. The data sample could have 
been bigger, which could bring our sample mean closer to the true 
population mean. Further research can be done to test for participant’s 
political affiliation based on moral and economic issues for their political 
attachment as well as education as part of their political affiliation. The 
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results obtained from the sample population in BYU-Idaho suggest that 
parental affiliation does have an influence on political affiliation of a 
child, and that gender does not influence political affiliation.  
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ALMOST PYRRHIC: TRAGEDY AS POLICY CHANGE  

J. Mikensie Cziep 

 Of the many analyses based on policy change, one major factor 

that has been left out is that of a trigger to begin the change. Theorists 

such as Sabatier, Baumgartner and Jones, and Kingdon have created 

theories surrounding the processes but not the triggers of major policy 

change. The author creates a hybrid theory that includes process but 

also three major factors-tragedy, media and memorial-to determine the 

trigger and the process of policy change. Tragedy is the trigger that 

creates policy change in the United States while media and the 

American view on memorials solidifies tragedy’s effect on policy 

making. 

 Among policy change theorists there are three main 
contenders: Baumgartner and Jones, Sabatier and Kingdon. In addition 
to these, Hofferbert offers another view and Bostdorff offers, not 
research specifically on policy change, but a view to the power of 
presidential management and promotion of crises, an emphasis the 
author wishes to address.  
 Baumgartner and Jones theorize that policies remain stable 
until the beliefs and values that surround them are shifted. Once this 
shift occurs, the policy is changed rather rapidly and acting institutions 
will uphold the changes (Baumgartner and Jones 1991). However, they 
do not discuss the cause of the triggers that cause the shift that then 
leads to policy change (1993).    
 Sabatier discusses policy change as a sort of game. That as the 
policy remains stable; one group has the power over it and when the 
competing group starts to steal power, the policy shifts (Sabatier 1991). 
When the policy changes the new group has taken control of the policy 
and will remain stable again until another competing group comes and 
tries to take it. Sabatier further theorizes that only periods of policy 



Opus Politicum 65 

turmoil are the result of the back and forth between two competing 
groups and until one wins there will not be a stable policy (1991).  
 Hofferbert contends that policy change starts in a general form 
with historical, geographical issues and socio-economic issues and then 
moves through the system and structure to them become a precise 
policy change (Warne 2008).  
 Finally, Bostdorff, an assistant professor of communication at 
Purdue, argues that policy, especially foreign policy, is changed by the 
President’s ability to promote and manage crisis (1991). The author 
agrees with Stone and Edelman when they assert that it is not just 
presidents that use this form of crisis rhetoric (Stone 2002, Edelman 
1985).  
 The final policy change theorist the author considered is 
Kingdon and the streams theory. Kingdon maintains that policies are 
affected by three streams that are always in place but only when 
converged make change (Soroka 1999). The streams consist of the 
political stream, the policy stream and the problem stream. The 
problem stream asserts that there must be a problem or issue that 
exists that demands human attention before policy change can actually 
be made. The political stream explains that the policy change desired is 
part of an already existing agenda that will be carried out as the streams 
converge. Finally, the policy stream states that there must be existing 
policy in place for the change to feed off of; the streams will not create 
all new policy, just change.  
 Kingdon, as described before, believes that policy change occurs 
following the occurrence of the three streams: political, policy and 
problem. Although the author fundamentally agrees that policy change 
cannot take place without a political stream (an agency with a purpose 
or agenda) and a policy stream (pre-existing policy that allowed the 
problem to occur because it is faulty policy), the author argues that the 
problem is actually a tragedy, a crisis or some other major event that 
triggers widespread movement and attention.  
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Quantitative and Qualitative Analysis 
 

Tragedy Analysis 
 More legislation is passed after tragedies involving children or 
guns. Although there is statistical significance to the later, there is no 
significant relationship between the victimizing of children and 
insurance of legislation. Graph analysis show that more legislation is 
passed in connection to tragedies involving guns, than tragedies 
involving any other type of weapon. 53.9% of all tragedies researches 
involved children, but a majority of legislation passed did not involve 
children.  
 More memorials are built for those who were slain unexpectedly 
than those that are killed by natural disaster. There is statistical 
significance for the creation of memorials involving any tragedy ( x2= 
67.792, p < 0.5) and the measure of association was strong( Cramer’s 
V=.668, p < 05). However, the exact opposite could be said of natural 
disasters ( x2= 1.942, p =.379, Cramer’s V=.160, p=.379).  Of all the 
different types of tragedies researched, the shootings, hate crimes and 
murder garnered the most memorials, one for each researched, with 
kidnappings and terrorism close behind. 
 A major political figure will create a symbol out of a tragedy 
more than not. After conducting this dataset, the author realized that 
her variables did not correlation with the computation. The variables 
were “Was there a symbol created?” and “Did a political figure speak 
out on the tragedy?” neither of which correlates the symbol to the 
political figure. For this, the author asserts that the variables support a 
correlation between a political figure speaking about a tragedy and the 
creation of a symbol (but not specifically by the political figure). There is 
a statistical significance to the idea that if a political figure speaks on a 
tragedy, that the tragedy will develop a symbolic significance to the 
people (x2=30.7000,p<.05, Cramer’s V=.449). 
 Celebrities will band together more frequently for victims of a 
natural disaster than for victims of shootings or terrorist attacks. The 
analysis shows that while there is a correlation between celebrity 
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involvement and all forms of tragedies(x2=68.790,p<.05, Cramer’s 
V=.673), there is no statistical significance between celebrity 
involvement and natural disasters (x2=.296, p=.863, Cramer’s V=.062).  
 Tragedies receive unique media attention. There is strong 
statistically association between a tragedy and the amount of unique 
media attention it receives. By unique, the author classifies long term or 
ongoing coverage, 24-hour coverage, exceptional criticism by media of 
the tragedy or situation surrounding the tragedy and media attention 
that contributes to the tragedy becoming a symbol or pop culture relic.  
 Shootings, hate crimes, and murder have the most powerful 
legislation passed. Although there is statistical significance to this 
dataset, there is no correlation (x2=98.056, p=.022, Somer’s d=.061). 
The statistics show that although tragedies will create more legislation 
than not, the powerfulness of the legislation, whether it is local, state or 
nationally affiliated, does not differentiate between different tragedies. 
Shootings do not create more national legislation than a natural disaster 
or a train wreck. 
 Which types of symbols are created most often from tragedy? 
For this hypothesis, the author compiled a simple frequency chart to 
determine the type of symbol that occurred most often among all the 
tragedies researched. The symbols were divided into people, action, 
object, reputation, catch phrase and other. The people symbols were 
those of people actually involved in the tragedy, whether the victims, 
the perpetrator or the survivor. The object was something like the black 
leather gloves from the OJ Simpson trial. An action object involved a 
major action of the tragedy, like “Drinking the Kool-Aid” in connection 
with the Jonestown mass suicide. A reputation was that the reputation 
of something was drastically altered as a result of the tragedy; for 
example, the reputation of FEMA in the 21st century is a result of the 
action taken or not taken in the wake of Hurricane Katrina. Finally, the 
catch phrase was something that was not an action or a person, but a 
saying or a phrase familiar to the tragedy, like the significance of “we 
are Marshall” following the airline crash that killed a vast majority of the 
team and coaching staff. Or the idea of adding “gate” onto the end of 
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any political scandal like ‘lobbygate’ or ‘lawyergate.’ A slim majority of 
tragedies had a symbol that embodied the event (44 our of 76 total 
tragedies). The most popular was the symbol of the people or persons 
involved. Followed closely by a symbol created by an object involved. 
    

Media Analysis 
 A major part of the author’s theory reflects the effects of media 
on the portrayal of and subsequent action on tragedy. Media effects the 
average citizens perception of the world and tragedy (Bosdorff 1991).   
 The Media will use negative and alienating dialogue to describe 
the perpetrator instead of neutral dialogue. The difficulty in calculating 
this hypothesis is that the perpetrator is not always framed. In natural 
disasters and accidents, the cause may be something beyond human 
control, but someone may be blamed for making the matter worse. In 
the Columbia Space Shuttle Accident, NASA was blamed for foam that 
had fallen off and instigated the crash when in reality, the foam fell off 
quite frequently and was typically noting unusual (Wikipedia). However, 
the foam that flaked off led to the death of several US astronauts and 
the first Israeli astronaut (Wikipedia). 
 Another example is the reputation for FEMA following hurricane 
Katrina and the distaste for the FBI following the crash of TWA Flight 
800 (Wikipedia). Both federal groups were blamed for ongoing 
problems, investigations and additional deaths.  
 However, there is significant statistical support for the 
correlation between the negative media coverage and a tragedy with a 
known perpetrator (x2=81.130, p<.05, Cramer’s V=.731).  The author 
argues that to truly understand this argument, a more thorough content 
analysis should be done on tragedies that include only perpetrators and 
then on natural disasters and accidents as a third party is blamed for 
additional damage.  
 Media will use positive and uplifting dialogue to describe the 
victims and survivors instead of neutral dialogue. Similar to the multiple 
definitions of a perpetrator, the labels ‘survivor’ and ‘victim’ were 
different between many involved in the tragedies researched. Many 
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actually survivors or victims do not wished to be labeled either, or they 
prefer survivor over victims (Jennings 1999). Furthermore, in cult crisis 
situations, many viewed the cult members as ‘different’ or ‘strange’ and 
thereby separating them from being relatable or mourn-able victims 
(Docherty 2001).   
 There was no statistical association between the positive 
labeling collected and the victims in which the labeling represented 
(p=.671, Cramer’s V=.042) however, the author asserts that there was 
significant approval of the victims and survivors, regardless of the label, 
by those who knew them well (family and friends).  
 The media will find a villain in every story more than not. There 
was statistical evidence for this hypothesis when comparing the tragedy 
and if there was some person or group vilified in articles describing the 
tragedy (x2=30.53, p<.05, Cramer’s V=.432). Nevertheless, the media 
could not have always given the ‘villain’ label. The author suggests that 
upon further study, one might find that the families of victims or the 
community of bereavement determines the labeling that is then picked 
up by media coverage.   
 The Media focuses more on negative news than positive news, 
including negative aspects on a story rather than positive updates. For 
one week, the author followed major news programs: CNN, MSNBC, 
FOX and ABC5 and tallied the negative stories and positive stories each 
carried on their main webpage. Of the four, FOX on average carried the 
most negative stories while ABC carried the least.  
 Although no official stats were completed for this data set, the 
author finds it reasonable to assume that media does cover mostly 
negative stories. However, she would also contend that the week she 
was covering the stories was also a week following the major tsunami 
and nuclear crisis in Japan and the week preceding major US 
government shut down so her data collect was slightly biased because 
many of the stories were updates on these rather negative events. 

                                                           
5
 The author followed the major network webpages but did not cite them in 

the bibliography. They are abcnews.com, FoxNews.com, cnn.com and 
msnbc.com. 
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 Furthermore, the author would argue that additional study 
could reveal a difference between liberal and conservative media 
coverage and the number of positive and negative stories and whether 
or not one story is viewed negatively or positively. 

 
Memorial Analysis 

 The second addition to the author’s theory includes the effect 
on memorials and symbols following tragedy. As analyzed before, 
people are the most created symbols following a tragedy, and symbols 
coincide with political figure’s rhetoric on a tragedy. There is strong 
correlation between a tragedy and the creation of a symbol but it is not 
statistically significant (x2=58.351, p=.138, Cramer’s V=.650). Of the 
tragedies researched, the total number to have some kind of memorial 
built after it was 47, 61.8% of the total. Those that did not receive 
memorials were usually natural disasters.  
 The memorials built ranged from permanent structures like 
those of WWII (Mayo 1988), makeshift memorials along fences 
(Linenthal 1998) or memorials from outside sources (Grider 2007). The 
author found all of these memorials in her research. The most 
commonly occurring memorial was a simple granite statute or stone 
with he names of those lost and a quote or saying to accompany it. Also 
popular were temporary memorials featuring flowers, candles, balloons 
that decorated the fences and buildings surrounding the location of the 
tragedy. This occurred most prominently at the fence surrounding the 
Federal Building hit during the Oklahoma City Bombing.  
 The author discovered that even when there was a granite 
statue, there was also a memorial place dedicated to a person or people 
slain. Following his death, Pat Tillman’s high school football stadium was 
renamed in his honor (Wikipedia). The crew of the Challenger had 
everything from high school stadiums, to schools to stretches of 
highway dedicated in their honor (Wikipedia). This phenomenon has 
been occurring since the end of WWI; this idea of living memorials, and 
the author asserts that it favors proactive measures following a tragedy.  
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Conclusion 
 The author holds that a majority of her hypotheses were true 
and that media, memorials and symbols do hold a great effect on the 
power of tragedies in American policy change. However, the author 
discovered multiple challenges and problems with her presentation. 

Problems with Research and Analysis 
 There is no way that an undergrad could compile enough 
research in two months to be able to present an analysis of all tragedies 
and disasters ever to have occurred in the United States from 1970 on, 
let alone from the beginning of the nation’s existence.  
Data Collection 
 One of the biggest problems the author faced was collecting 
complete and cohesive data on a range of disasters and tragedies. What 
might have been easily accessible about a murder was difficult to track 
down for hurricane victims. What was obvious for a shooting was a little 
hazy for a hostage crisis. When trying to discover the number of 
memorials present for the different incidents it was difficult to find 
information even on a broad Internet or database search. In one 
instance, the author knew that there was a memorial at the location of 
the Teton Dam break, but Internet search could not reveal the same 
information.  
 Aside from simple collection, the decision to determine what 
was and was not a tragedy was also a difficult one. Tragedy can be easily 
determined by the fact that there is loss of life, so it was easy to pick 
events like the Columbine High School Shooting, or the Oklahoma City 
bombings. Tragedy is also easily defined by events like natural disasters, 
where both loss of life and property occur. Events like terrorist attacks, 
whether executed by domestic or international forces, are tragedies 
because of loss of life, but also loss of security. Events like the Vietnam 
War, the impeachment of President Clinton, Watergate, or the death of 
Michael Jackson were a different matter. The determination of tragedy 
in these cases could be looked at through advocate and non-advocate 
eyes, liberal or conservative eyes. A unique issue with these events was 
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that there were different forms of victims and perpetrators that looked 
at the event in unique ways as well.  
 A final issue with the collection of data was deciding which 
events of each category to study. To provide effective random sampling, 
it was important to not choose events that I knew fit my hypothesis but 
it was also important to pick tragedies that were recognizable to the 
general public. The author did not have a library of murderers or 
kidnappings in the United States to be able to pick ten or so at random. 
Many of the events included in the study were those that were 
recognized for their media attention and easy recollection by the author 
and her husband.  
 The author learned that tragedy is determined not simply by the 
loss of life, but also by political spectrums, pop culture, loss of property 
and changes in everyday life.  
The Analysis 
 In analyzing individual hypotheses, the author discovered that it 
was difficult to create a reliable study on tragedies like murder and 
kidnapping because the sampling size for these individual crises was 
rather small compared to the number of murders and kidnaps that 
happen every year (almost 800,000 in a one year period according to 
the US Department of Justice). In order to better understand how these 
tragedies affect the study as a whole it is important to understand them 
on a more individual level.  
 Furthermore, the tragedies the author selected cover a wide 
range of events that could also be grouped into smaller and more 
specific categories. For example, natural disaster and any form of 
terrorism could have a complete study all to themselves. Furthermore, 
there seemed to be different reactions to these different events that 
warrant an individualized study (see the study above). There could also 
be a division between politically motivated crimes like terrorism, 
shootings and hate crimes and those that were not politically motivated 
like serial killers or natural disasters.    
 Analysis was also affected by the media attention received by 
tragedies that then lead the author to select them. Without the media 
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following the events like the JonBenet Ramsey killing, or the Green River 
Killer received during the author’s lifetime, they may not have been 
chosen for the study for the simple fact the author may not have known 
about them. This media following also effects some of the results of the 
hypotheses as mass media attention means that political powers will 
also pay more attention (Althaus and Largio 2004) and the families of 
victims will also gain more public support (Linenthal 1998). This skews 
the effects as the changes in policy may be attributed solely to media 
and not to the tragedy itself. Just like the definition of tragedy has so 
many faces, so does the analysis of the same.  
The Application 
 The largest obstacle to this study was the application of tragedy 
as a policy change mechanism. It is not hard to foresee this challenge, as 
this is a new theory on policy change. The author concedes that 
tragedies do cause policy change that can be seen with policies like the 
Matthew Sheppard and James Byrd Jr Hate Crimes Act, the Adam Walsh 
Act and changes in federal policy following natural disasters. However, 
further research is needed before the author can confidently argue that 
tragedy causes all policy change. To better understand this policy 
change mechanism, the author believes research must be done on the 
local, state and national level. Not all tragedies receive national 
attention, so what is their policy change effect in local communities? 
What of the state level? 
 Moreover, the author did not consider that some of the policies 
she researched may have already been in the legislative process and the 
tragedy just allowed for a ‘speed up’ of proceedings. This situation 
would make the legislation void to the study because the theory is that 
tragedy creates policy change; it does not just help it along. 
 A final analytical challenge was that of policy change that has no 
connection to tragedy. Although the author only discovered tragedies 
that did not create policy change, she did not conduct research to find 
the reciprocal: policy change that occurred without a tragedy.  Because 
of a lack of understanding of this reciprocal, the author cannot 
confidently stand by the idea that all policy change is created out of 
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tragedy. However, she can stand by the belief that tragedy does affect 
everyday American life.  

Conclusion 
 The author concludes that the media controls more of the 
policy change than it truly realized. A major example that coincides with 
the authors findings are the works of Bulliet and Althaus and Largio. 
Both sources used from these authors concluded that the media, 
following the 9/11 attacks altered and shifted the beliefs about the Arab 
and Muslim world. Furthermore, Bulliet sited several instances where 
he, as an expert of Middle Eastern culture and studies, was asked to lay 
specific blame for instances that had no scientific proof for blame (see 
Bulliet 2003).  
 The author supports these claims as her research demonstrates 
that the media has a controlling and negative affect on the way 
tragedies are handled. Additionally, media can influence the public’s 
perception of a tragedy depending on what and how they report the 
events.  
 The author further concludes that the American schema of 
living memorials provides them with a desire to be involved in order to 
make their world better, to learn from the mistakes that caused a 
tragedy and to prevent the tragedy from ever reoccurring. In this, not all 
of the policy change that comes from tragedy is hastily manipulative; 
rather, it is momentum to change what they see as a flaw in the 
American system.   
 This over involvement in the aftermath of tragedy is wonderful 
and has created a great deal of good for the American people suffering 
from such tragedies. But the author has to ask, it is action based on the 
genuine desire to change? Or is it out of sheer habit. Obviously, it would 
seem a contradiction to ask such a question, but the author wonders if 
temporary memorials following a shooting and the demand for better 
gun control are genuine emotion and impact, or the effect of an 
American fetish with violence and tragedy. Much good has come from 
this fetish, but is it morally correct? The author’s research was 
inconclusive on the matter. 
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 The way American’s deal with tragedy may not by Pyrrhic. But 
there is much still to be learned about tragedy’s effect on policy change 
and the role media and memorials play in the role of tragedy. 
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A DEFENSE FOR THE NOMOS: SOCRATES’ ARGUMENT AGAINST CIVIL 
DISOBEDIENCE  

Joshua Rutkowski 

The debate of what constitutes justice has spanned the 
centuries. Ancient Greece is no exception. According to Sophocles’ 
Antigone, one must adhere to eternal law, or the physis, in order to be 
just. Opposed to this view is Socrates’ argument in the Crito. Socrates 
claims that it is not obedience to the physis that determines justice but 
rather compliance with the socially constructed laws that govern the 
polis. Thus, it is the nomos, or written law, that supersedes the physis in 
moral obligation. Does Sophocles’ view of obedience to a divine moral 
law compose a just life? Or rather, does the observance of the social 
written law define justice? If one faces a dilemma of conflicting rules of 
law, which one should be followed? Both authors provide examples of 
contradictory commands to defend their position. 

 I argue that the debate in the Crito offers a practical response 
to the dilemma of justice and that observance to the nomos, and not to 
the physis, defines justice and is necessary to the survival of the state. 
The Crito proposes an idea that ultimately benefits society in general. If 
one is to disobey the nomos it leads to social decay and eventually an 
anarchic system. To promote the benefit of humankind and social 
interaction, the physis must forfeit its sovereignty to the nomos.  I also 
present the fallacy of sole adherence to the physis due to the relativity 
and lack of empirical knowledge in relation to eternal law. Thus, 
Socrates’ argument in the Crito provides a real-world application of 
one’s duty in regards to law. 

 Should one be expected to accept a law that is unfair and 
ultimately harmful to the people? Such is one of the many questions 
raised in the Crito. Socrates is being charged with the death penalty for 
a crime that in reality bears no capital offense. Should he accept the 
death penalty even though he did no wrong? Or should he defy 
Athenian law and flee? He declares to his dear friend and pupil Crito, 
“we must examine…whether it is just for me to try to get out of here 
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when the Athenians have not acquitted me.” i He then begins his 
argument that one’s moral duty is to respect the law of the state, which 
ultimately protects the individual, regardless of perceived injustice in 
these circumstances. The Laws, personified by Socrates during this 
debate, declare that the continuance of civil order rest upon the 
citizens’ obedience and that by disobeying the established rule of the 
state one is in fact destroying it. ii  

Crito opposes Socrates during this conversation because he 
does not want to lose his friend to an unjust decree. He proposes that 
Socrates should flee Athens and save himself from an unjust law. He 
even suggests that he would financially support Socrates’ escape and 
that shelter would be provided for him in Thessaly.iii All Socrates needed 
to do is walk away and he would have been saved. However, Socrates 
believed it was his moral obligation to respect the law of the polis 
regardless of it being unjust. Doing so would be living the correct and 
just life. Each citizen has made an agreement with the city, in a certain 
sense, and that agreement includes the duty to obey the law. If the law 
protects the individual, the individual must protect the law. If the law 
provides everything to the individual, the individual must therefore be 
in servitude to the law. iv Thus one must obey these rules for he is in 
servitude and breaching that contract would be unjust to the polis and 
society in general.   He finishes his discussion with Crito by reaching the 
conclusion that he must obey the written law even if he must face death 
for “this is the way the god is leading [him].” v  

Farrell explains that the argument in the Crito is two-fold: first, 
Socrates’ claims that he would be breaking his word if he escaped; 
second, if he escaped he would injure the state. vi The Laws in the Crito 
describe the agreement between citizen and polis. They assert, 

So decisively did you choose us and agree to be a citizen under 
us. Also, you have had children in this city, thus showing that it 
was congenial to you. … Now, however…you pay no heed to us, 
the laws, as you plan to destroy us, and you act like the meanest 
type of slave by trying to run away, contrary to your 
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commitments and your agreement to live as a citizen under us. 
vii 

Socrates had every chance to leave the city before the law opposed him. 
He chose to remain in Athens his entire lifetime, and by choosing such a 
course he choose to live by Athenian law. Just when the law finally 
turned against him, leading to his death, he could not retreat claiming 
injustice. He made a contract and had to fulfill it to live the just life.  
 If Socrates had in fact escaped the city, he would, according to 
the Laws, prove the destruction Athens. Farrell observes, “suppose that 
what the Laws are getting at is this: if he were to attempt to escape, 
Socrates would be acting on a maxim which would have disastrous 
consequences for the state if it were accepted and acted upon by 
people generally.” viii If everyone acted upon his or her perception of 
what was right or wrong, in opposition to the written law, it would 
create an anarchic system and would benefit no one.  This is the 
problem that society faces if nomos is ignored. Anarchy is no of no 
benefit to anyone, and if a social structure is to be enjoyed, citizens 
must make this agreement with the state to abide by its laws to be 
protected by them. Doing otherwise brings only destruction. Allen, 
defending Socrates’ decision in the Crito, notes, 

[No] city can exist and not be overturned in which legal 
judgments once rendered are without force, but may be 
rendered unauthoritative by private citizens and corrupted. To 
escape is to destroy the law which enjoins that judgments 
judicially rendered are authoritative; the fact that the City did 
not decide the case correctly is irrelevant, for Socrates has 
entered an agreement with the Laws to abide by such decisions 
as the City may render.  ix 

It is the agreement that each citizen makes with the state that 
determines justice. Independent of the sociopolitical structure, or even 
the equity of the law, each citizen, according to Socrates, is bound to 
serve and uphold the law.  

Sophocles’ view of the nature of law and the obligation of the 
individual in the Antigone contrast the tragic acceptance of Socrates.  
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Civil disobedience, if aligned with observance to divine law, is lawful 
according to Antigone’s example. Antigone, much like Socrates, faces 
the death penalty. The dilemma is exact: should one follow divine law if 
it contrasts with written law? Much like Socrates’ situation, her crime 
was not necessarily a capital offense. She is charged with burying her 
rebel brother who tried to overthrow the kingdom. Her brother, 
Polyneices, tried attacking Thebes and during the siege he was killed 
during the fight with his brother, Eteocles, the former king.  Creon, the 
next of kin and heir to the throne, decreed that the burial of Polyneices 
was forbidden and that his corpse should be left untouched. Such a 
decree was in accordance with established law. x Antigone, defying the 
edict of the King, decides to bury her brother due to the moral 
obligation of obedience to the divine law of burial decreed by the gods. 
Not burying Polyneices, according to her, would be an open defiance to 
physis and surpasses the duty to comply with the nomos of Thebes and 
Creon. She does so knowing that she could face death. Such an act can 
only be accomplished with her courage knowing that she is living a 
higher law.xi 
 What exactly is this “higher law?” Robinson proposes, quoting 
Justinian from the sixth century, “All nations who are ruled by laws and 
customs are governed partly by their own laws, and partly by those laws 
which are common to all mankind. The law which a people enacts is 
called the Civil Law of that people, but that which natural reason 
appoints for all mankind is called the Law of Nations, because all nations 
use it.” xii Natural reason, as Justinian defines it, is what constitutes this 
higher law. In other words, it is the conscience of man. Every individual 
has this gift of distinguishing between right and wrong and therefore 
has the divine laws innately inside of him.  These laws bind mankind 
regardless of nationality, culture, language or background. It is equally 
applicable to all. As the Antigone states, the origin of these laws are 
“[not] now, nor yesterday’s, they always live, and no one knows their 
origin in time.” Then, as her defense for disobeying King Creon’s 
command, she continues to say, “So not through fear of any man’s 
proud spirit would I be likely to neglect these laws, draw on myself the 
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gods’ sure punishment. I knew I must die”. xiii Thus, Antigone defends 
her position that civil disobedience is just if one’s own conscience.  
 The Antigone proposes a compelling argument. Should one follow 
god, or a divinely constructed set of rules, that oppose state law? 
Sophocles says yes. Central to his view is the question that if one is to 
disobey a law, is it better to disobey the law of the land or the law of 
the gods? Antigone, in her conversation with Creon after being caught, 
answers, “Nor did I think your orders were so strong that you, a mortal 
man, could over-run the gods’ unwritten and unfailing laws.” xiv Law 
ultimately is eternal, defends Sophocles, and man’s social construction 
of law must concede to this higher law.  

However, Antigone’s example lacks legitimacy and application 
to the present or past sociopolitical system. As Hathorn argues, 
Antigone’s decision to obey the physis is not based on knowledge but 
rather speculation on the unknown. xv How can one know the divine 
law? Who determines its validity or origin? Who declares it? If left to 
man, the law is open to interpretation. If left to the gods, in the Greek 
sense, there must be a concise explanation of what is expected of man. 
However, as stated by Burns, even in ancient Greek society, there was 
so much religious diversification in every polis that the Antigone cannot 
be used as a basis to defend laws that are universally applicable. xvi  Each 
city worshiped its own god, with that gods respective worship practices 
and doctrine. There was much disagreement between the different 
cities over religion. Even the gods in ancient Greek society disagreed 
with each other, so how could laws that emanate from them be valid? 
Facing today’s problem, the world is a heterogeneous society, and who 
determines what the divine law is? There are countless established 
religions and even more personal creeds that men follow in the world 
today. Does one group have the authority to define divine moral law for 
the rest of mankind? Does such authority also include enforcement? 
Such are some of the questions one raises while reading Sophocles’ 
argument of obedience to the physis.  
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 Holt argues that Antigone’s defiance is not in accordance with 
Greek culture of the day. He opposes the view that Antigone was 
following a religious code by stating,  

“Religion was focused more on prayer and ritual than on beliefs and 
ethical demands, more apt to produce traditionalists and conformists 
than dissidents and martyrs. Far from providing a basis for criticizing the 
polis, religion was an integral part of it.” xvii According to him, one 
cannot say that Antigone was following the gods in her decision. Her 
crime was personal, for it involved her brother, and so her motives 
could have been more personally biased than religiously. As Holt stated, 
the religion is an important part of the polis and both are intrinsically 
connected. Thus, according to his view, the physis and nomos need not 
disagree nor oppose each other because of the socio-ecclesiastical 
system established in ancient Greece. If these institutions are divinely 
sanctioned, as Burns points out, then “we must respect…the customs 
and traditions of our own polis”. xviii These customs and traditions 
include the written law. Since the gods have declared the validity of the 
state, the validity of the law of the state therefore is divinely ordained.  

 Both Socrates and Sophocles have provided clear examples of 
their position on the dilemma of justice. To Socrates, it is absolute 
obedience to the nomos that determines justice. Sophocles rejects this 
notion and suggests that living a just life can only be achieved through 
following the physis. As shown forth, Sophocles’ definition lacks 
application to the real-world problem of justice and is irrelevant due the 
fallacies revealed. The Antigone fails to provide an example of 
adherence to eternally accepted divine law—due to the diversity of the 
deities and religious practices in each Greek polis—it also does not 
provide a clear argument of how one can receive knowledge of the 
divine law. Obedience is only speculation of what the law could be. If 
following the divinely constructed laws constitutes justice, Sophocles 
does not provide a clear enough argument. Socrates’ argument proves 
valid and is applicable not only to yesterday’s Greek society, but also to 
today’s sociopolitical arena.  
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