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Editor's Letter 
We are in a unique place in the history of our democracy. As a nation, we have seen the 

birth of the internet and social media and have witness the rise and fall of movements born 
out of digital activism ranging from President Obama's 2008 campaign and Occupy Wall 
Street to the Black Lives Matter movement. In terms of current politics, the internet and so-
cial media has led to a society in which a major party nominee openly advocates against our 
most basic freedoms, be it press, religion, or due process, and third parties appear to be on 
the verge of a national resurgence. Needless to say, it's interesting viewing. However, at The 
Epoch Journal, we don't believe in just watching. 

In this issue of The Epoch, which commemorates our 10th anniversary, we put that 
philosophy to the test, and set out to explore the current state of our democracy. In his column 
Democracy is Coming to The USA, Noah Bums (A'18) discusses the state of profound in-
equality among Americans, and the movements necessary to solve it. Our Business Director, 
Ivan Syritsyn (A'19) in The Sinews of Democracy explores the effects of large campaign con-
tributions and the increased distancing between elected officials and constituents. Columnist 
Matthew Manotti talks in The Politic of Religion about the conflicts that arise when religion 
faces liberal democracy. In Battle for the Senate 2016, Henry Bartholomew (A' 19) and Cyrus 
Schiller (A' 19) take a more contemporary look at democracy, providing commentary on ev-
ery single 2016 senate race, including predictions for whether seats will flip, or stay in control 
of whichever party current occupies them. We also have some pieces from up-and-coming 
freshmen in this issue, such as Ryan Dau's (A'20) exploration, Living with Keynes, which 
shows the immense influence which John Maynard Keynes has had on macroeconomics, or 
Grace Villmow (A'20), who attempts to dispel many myths about genetically modified or-
ganisms in Your Right to Know. In my article In Their Own Words, I attempt to end this 10th 
anniversary issue of The Epoch with a meditation on the role of the media in a democracy by 
asking nationally-renowned (and occasionally reviled) journalists and politicians that very 
question. ■ 

-Sawyer Neale, Editor-In-Chief 

Addendum: As a result of budget constraints from the St. John's College Delegate 
Council, we will be switching to a subscription-based system of distribution for future is-
sues. If you're interested in receiving new issues of The Epoch Journal, send an email to 
smneale@sjc.edu with the subject "Epoch Subscription" and your full name in the body of 
the email, and future issues will be delivered straight to your campus mailbox. 
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POLITICAL ETHICS 

Democracy is Coming to 
the USA 

Linguistic And Political Absurdities, and What to Do About Them 
BY NOAH BURNS (A'18) 

It is currently a widely held opinion in main-
stream American politics that Donald Trump 
is a threat to American democracy. A number 
of reasons have been given. In an op-ed in 
the Washington Post in March, former trea-
sury secretary Lawrence Summers stated that 
Trump threatened American democracy be-
cause "he is running as modem day man on 
a horseback---demagogically 

American democracy is like fearing the ex-
tinction of the unicorn. It makes no sense to 
fear the demise of something that does not 
exist and has never existed. 

The problem is, I believe, one of lan-
guage. Words, once they enter the boxing 
ring of political discourse, are repeatedly 
punched in the face, to the point where they 

only emerge bloodied and 
offering the power of his per-
sonality as a magic solution 
to all problems- and making 
clear that he is prepared to 
run roughshod over anything 
or anyone who stands in his 
way." Three months later in 
Bloomberg, Jonathan Bern-

"It makes no sense 
to fear the demise of 
something that does 

not exist and has 

contorted. This creates two 
definitions for many words, 
a common sense one and a 
political one. Two sides of 
an argument often then pro-
ceed to make their arguments 
based on different definitions. 

never existed. " 

stein argued that the threat posed by Trump 
to American democracy is that "his only con-
sistent promise is 'winning' -- that he will re-
verse a perceived string of losses endured by 
the the U.S." In other words, he makes few 
real policy proposals, and therefore is not 
promising to represent anyone in a substan-
tive manner. Trump and some of his support-
ers have also suggested that the election will 
be fraudulent, spreading fears through the 
pundit class that the lack of faith in the pro-
cess will threaten American democracy. 

My immediate response to this con-
cern for the future of American democracy 
is bewilderment. Fearing the extinction of 
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A good example is the debate 
over the political movement Black Lives 
Matter. Black Lives Matter (which is not re-
ally a centralized organization) has been ac-
cused of being anti-law enforcement because 
of its protests against police brutality and 
the shooting of innocent, generally unarmed 
black men by police. Now, as far as I know, 
assault and murder are against the law. If the 
words "law" and "enforcement" mean what 
I (probably naively) think they mean, then, 
when a crime is committed, the person who 
causes the law concerning that crime to be 
followed should be considered the enforcer 
of that law. So far, that is all clear, and I think, 
uncontroversial: assault and murder are 

against the law, and the person who enforces 
the law should be called "law enforcement." 
When there is a police shooting of an inno-
cent man where no charges are filed, and the 
investigation is minimal and/or prejudiced, 
Black Lives Matter organizes and carries out 
protests to demand that the shooter be held 
accountable to the law. Now, according to our 
reasonable, normal definitions above, when 
Black Lives Matter demands that the law be 
followed, and participates in direct actions 
designed to cause it to be followed, Black 
Lives Matter is law enforcement. Therefore, 
when Black Lives Matter participates in the 
actions I described, unless Black Lives Mat-

enforce. If you define law enforcement this 
way, it suddenly makes sense how Black 
Lives Matter could be considered anti-law 
enforcement. 

This is true of the word democracy 
as well. Basically, common sensically, and 
etymologically, a democracy is a political 
system in which the people, have power. 
This is my understanding of democracy as 
well. With this definition of democracy, the 
idea that the United States is a democracy 
appears even more absurd than the idea 
that Black Lives Matter is anti-law en-
forcement. A 2014 study by Martin Gil ens 
of Princeton University and Benjamin 

ter is opposed to Black Lives 
Matter, Black Lives Matter 
cannot possibly be "anti-law 
enforcement". Conversely, 
when police commit assaults 
and murders, or any other 
violation of the rights of the 
people whose rights they are 
supposed to be protecting, 
they are not law enforcement, 
unless we reject Aristotle's 
principle of non-contradiction 

" ... the idea that the Page of Northwestern Univer-
sity, entitled Testing Theories 
of American Politics: Elites, 
Interest Groups, and Average 
Citizens, used public opinion 
survey data from 1982-2002 to 
attempt to answer the question 
of who really has the greatest 
causal influence on American 
federal policy. Gilens studied 

United States is a 
democracy appears 
even more absurd 
than the idea that 

Black Lives Matter 
is anti-law enforce-

ment." 

in the Metaphysics, and assert that one can 
both violate and enforce the law at the same 
time. 

This example illustrates the discon-
nect between common meanings of words, 
and special, technical meanings that arise 
once those words enter the political sphere. 
The reason that Black Lives matter can be 
considered anti-law enforcement is that the 
job of the police is not really to enforce the 
law. The police are an instrument of power, 
a means to maintain social, economic, and 
political hierarchies of privilege and influ-
ence. As an agent of power, they are to be 
respected like the power they represent. To 
defy the police is to defy the social order they 

1,779 issues for which there 
was polling data that included 

income demographic information and for 
which a significant policy alteration or 
complete maintenance of the status quo 
was the ultimate result. Gilens and Page 
summarized theirresults, saying, "The cen-
tral point that emerges from our research is 
that economic elites and organized groups 
representing business interests have sub-
stantial independent impacts on U.S. gov-
ernment policy, while mass-based interest 
groups and average citizens have little or 
no independent influence." Although pop-
ular opinion correlates with public policy 
roughly two thirds of the time, they argue 
that it would be wrong to claim a causal 
relationship based on that data. Average 
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voters and mass-based political groups get 
what they want only when they want what 
economic elites want. When the opinions of 
elites and average or poor citizens diverge, 
the elites almost always prevail: "When the 
preferences of economic elites and the stands 
of organized interest groups are controlled 
for, the preferences of the average American 
appear to have only a minuscule, near-zero, 
statistically non-significant impact upon pub-
lic policy ... . To be sure, this does not mean 
that ordinary citizens always lose out; they 
fairly often get the policies they favor, but 
only because those policies happen also to be 
preferred by the economically-elite citizens 
who wield the actual influence." Further-
more, elites expend significant resources and 
effort to making the population agree with 
them or divert them from politics altogether 
(for a treatment of this better than any I could 
give, see Noam Chomsky and Edward Her-
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man, Manufacturing Consent). Analyses with 
less scope have found similar results. For ex-
ample, a Washington Post article from June 
12th 2015 compared Bernie Sanders ' policy 
positions to public opinion polls, and found 
that for issues for which there is reliable 

' polling data, a majority of American agreed 
with Sanders. Nonetheless, Sanders ' posi-
tions were considered so radical that one of 
the principle arguments against him was that 
he would never get anything done. In other 
words, if you propose doing what the general 
population wants, you're a radical extremist 
and will go nowhere. 

Just like the case of Black Lives Mat-
ter and law enforcement, the discussion of 
the Trump-caused expiry of democracy ap-
pears to be an absurdity that flies in the face 
of common understanding and elementary 
logic. But as in that case, the absurdity can 
be obviated by recognizing that some of the 

participants are operating under a different 
definition of the word involved. In addition to 
the common sense, etymological definition, 
there is also an alternative, technical meaning 
of the word democracy. In this sense, a de-
mocracy is a political system run allegedly in 
the collective interest, but run not by the peo-
ple but by economic and social elites. In this 
system, the general population, or the "be-
wildered herd" as Walter Lippman described 
them in his book Public Opinion, is there to 
ratify the decisions of the natural aristoc-
racy, the (formerly exclusively, now merely 
predominantly) men of superior understand-
ing. The idea of such a natural aristocracy 
has a long history, and in American history it 
goes back to the beginning. To the so-called 
Founders, more than a modicum of democ-
racy was dangerous, and so the United States 
government was set up specifically to prevent 
it going beyond certain limits. In his notes on 
the secret debates of the Federal Convention 
of 1787, Robert Yates quotes James Madison 
giving a detailed description of his intentions 
for the Senate: 

" T he man who is possessed of 
wealth, who lolls on his sofa, or rolls in 
his carriage, cannot judge of the wants 
or feelings of the day laborer. The gov-
ernment we mean to erect is intended 
to last for ages. The landed interest, at 
present, is prevalent; but in process of 
time, when we approximate to the states 
and kingdoms of Europe; when the num-
ber of landholders shall be compara-
tively small, through the various means 
of trade and manufactures, will not the 
landed interest be overbalanced in fu -
ture elections, and unless wisely pro-
vided against, what will become of your 
government? In England, at this day, 
if elections were open to all classes of 

people, the property of the landed pro-
prietors would be insecure. An agrar-
ian law would soon take place. If these 
observations be just, our government 
ought to secure the permanent interests 
of the country against innovation. Land-
holders ought to have a share in the 
government, to support these invaluable 
interests, and to balance and check the 
other. They ought to be so constituted 
as to protect the minority of the opulent 
against the majority. The senate, there-
fore, ought to be this body; and to an-
swer these purposes, they ought to have 
permanency and stability. Various have 
been the propositions; but my opinion 
is, the longer they continue in office, the 
better will these views be answered. " 

The electoral college and the restric-
tion of the franchise to white, male, property 
owners were also powerful ways to protect 
the wealthy and powerful from the demands 
of the general population for equality. The 
result of Gilens and Page's study, that when 
the general population and the economic elite 
disagree over policy the elite win, is not an 
aberration from or degeneration the Ameri-
can political system. It is the system working 
as it was intended to, defending wealth and 
privilege from the popular will. 

The important question is, which kind 
of democracy is preferable? Madison's argu-
ment was recently recapitulated quite clearly 
by Andrew Sullivan, in the title of an article 
on the dangers that Donald Trump poses to 
American democracy (in the technical sense): 
"Democracies End When They Become Too 
Democratic" (New York Times Magazine, 
May 1st 2016). In other words, when "the 
barriers to the popular will" are gone, the 
result is that the bewildered herd will mess 
everything up. He also warns of the democra-
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tization of the media through the emergence 
and large scale dissemination of alternative 
sources of information. "Yes, occasional ra-
tional points still fly back and forth, but there 
are dramatically fewer elite arbiters to estab-
lish which of those points is actually true or 
valid or relevant. We have lost authoritative 
sources for even a common set of facts. And 
without such common empirical ground, the 
emotional component of politics becomes 
inflamed and reason retreats even further." 
Sullivan is to be directed to the track-record 
the newspaper that published 

problems attributable to elite policy. Due to 
time and space, I can only give a perfunctory 
summary of these problems, but I'm sure you 
know many of them already. The gist of it is 
that the elite economic-political doctrine of 
choice for the last thirty five years, neolib-
eralism, has been smashing success - for the 
elite. Economic inequality has been increas-
ing for the last thirty years, and continues to 
increase even during the administration of 
such a radical socialist as Barack Obama. Ac-
cording to a September 10th, 2013 article in 

Pravda The Wall Street Jour-

his article under their slogan 
of "All the news that's fit to 
print" (is that really any less 
deranged a claim than the 
name of the Soviet propagan-
da institution, "Truth"?). Ac-
cording to Sullivan it is better 
that we share common lies 

" ... the 62 richest 
nal, the economic recovery 
from the 2008 : financial crash 
has not stopped the increase in 
economic inequality. It cites a 
study by UC Berkeley, which 
it summarizes as finding that, 
"All told, average inflation-

people in the world 
own as much wealth 
as half of the world's 

population. .. " 

than argue over what is true. 
These noble lies allow for government by 
the responsible set of men, so that they may 
make good policy decisions that will lead to 
high standards of living and safety. 

In order to respond to this argument, 
we can conduct a very simple test. Does the 
set of responsible men, or the natural aristoc-
racy, or the social and economic elite, what-
ever you want to call them, accomplish what 
it has allegedly empowered itself in order to 
do? If economic elites were empowered by 
the design of the United States' political insti-
tutions, and they have maintained that power 
over the course of its history and up to the 
present, then, like a candidate for powerful 
office, they have a record. The results of that 
record can be seen by simply looking around. 
Your perception of the state of affairs might 
depend upon your socio-economic status, but 
any even mildly objective look at the state of 
the United States shows significant problems, 
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adjusted income per family 
climbed 6% between 2009 and 

2012, the first years of the economic recov-
ery. During that period, the top 1 % saw their 
incomes climb 31.4% - or, 95% of the total 
gain - while the bottom 99% saw growth 
of 0.4%." A recent Oxfam study found that 
this phenomenon is not limited to the United 
States, unsurprising in the era of globaliza-
tion. According to Oxfam, the 62 richest peo-
ple in the world own as much wealth as half 
of the world's population, a decrease from 80 
the previous year, and 388 in 2010. And what 
are the wealthy doing with all this money? 
There is a crisis of investment. Banks are still 
not lending for productive purposes, even 
after they have become more profitable than 
they were before the financial crisis thanks to 
the use of taxpayer money by the government 
to bail them out. From trade agreements (like 
the protectionist TPP) to so-called austerity 
(just how austere is it to force Greece to take 
more of your money that you know it won't 

I 

be able to pay back to you?) to privatization 
of public goods and tax cuts and loopholes 
for the wealthy, the neoliberal economy is de-
signed to transfer the wealth and income of 
the poor and working class to the economic 
elite. And the political system is designed to 
keep the poor and working class from tak-
ing it back. Meanwhile, in the United States, 
that growing part of the population that lives 
in poverty suffers decreasing life-expectan-
cy, hunger, homelessness, cuts in education 
(which was already designed to indoctrinate 
them), and the constant to work long hours at 
difficult or degrading jobs to survive. Throw 
in the foreign policy decisions of elites over 
the same period, from 1-3 million dead in Iraq 
and a collapsing region, to and endless and 
expanding war on terror (if the methods of 
war on terror were going to work, shouldn't 
the problem be getting better, not worse, after 
15 years of using them?), and so-called mob 
rule is looking pretty good. 

But no such thing as "mob rule" is re-
quired to ameliorate some of these problems. 
Since the kind of "democracy" that empow-
ers elites and either represses, anesthatizes or 
indoctrinates everybody else has been a mas-
sive failure, we plebs might try expanding the 
kind of democracy that empowers the people 
generally. There are some very simple ways 
in which this could be done. They have very 
little to do with elections. Achieving real de-
mocracy will not mean changing who is in 
power, which is simply exchanging one elite 
for another. If there were a right person to 
be in power, we wouldn't need democracy. 
It isn' t about "who has the power?", who is 
in a position of centralized power, but about 
power simply. The whole point of democracy 
is that people should have power over their 
own lives, and that they should share pow-
er over their collective lives. Achieving this 
kind of democracy is very simple in theory: 

just do it. We could start organizing ourselves 
into small democratic societies today. This is 
more difficult in practice, because of what is 
required of us to sacrifice in order to do this. 
But there are some places where it might be 
easier to start than others. 

One strategy to move our society in 
a democratic direction is a protest move-
ment. The goal of a protest movement is 
not to establish an anarchist society, like the 
pure democracy that I just hinted at, but to 
positively impact the Overton window (the 
range of acceptable policies) and to turn pas-
sive bystanders into political actors. A protest 
movement, borrowing from a formulation by 
Milton Friedman (who would probably be 
horrified to see his name here, which is why I 
am invoking it), it isn't about getting the right 
people in power (there are no right people, 
remember?), but about making it impossible 
for the wrong people not to do less wrong 
things. 

The right thing, however, would be to 
dissolve the institutions of centralized power 
themselves. That's where the second strategy 
comes in. Instead of trying to make its tyr-
anny less brutal through protest, the second 
strategy, direct action, asserts immediately 
the right and responsibility of people to gov-
ern their own affairs. It is the practice of a 
truly democratic, anarchist society. In an arti-
cle that I strongly recommend reading called 
"Election Madness," the late historian How-
ard Zinn wrote about the history of direct ac-
tion, and how it is more important than elec-
tions. 

" [T]he mortgage foreclosures 
that are driving millions from their 
homes-they should remind us of a simi-
lar situation after the Revolutionary War, 
when small farmers, many of them war 
veterans (like so many of our homeless 
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today), could not afford to pay their taxes 
and were threatened with the loss of the 
land, their homes. They gathered by the 
thousands around courthouses and refused 
to allow the auctions to take place. The 
evictions today of people who cannot pay 
their rents should remind us of what peo-
ple did in the Thirties when they organized 
and put the belongings of the evicted fami-
lies back in their apartments, in defiance of 
the authorities. " 

In other words, if they evict your 
neighbor because they lost their job, don't 
wring your hands at the system at large or try 
to make the government that let's people get 
thrown out on the street less tyrannical: get 
the community you live in to come together 
and put their stuff back back in their home, 
and help to keep them there. There is a move-
ment doing this in East Harlem, started by 
Latina immigrant women, called Movimien-
to Por Justicia en El Barrio. The anarchist 
inspired movement has fought both political 
battles of city-wide import through protest, 
such as zoning reform and gentrification, 
and small battles of simply keeping people in 
their homes and providing them with dignity. 
More than this, however, it has become a free 
12 THE EPOCH JOURNAL 

community itself. Josefina, a member of the 
movement, says in a YouTube video, "I like 
to be like a bird: to be free, to fly! ... With-
out anybody managing me." If a corporation 
wants to build a pipeline that the community 
doesn't want, we can follow the example of 
Native Americans in North Dakota right now, 
and prevent them from building it. If the gov-
ernment wants to send us to war against our 
will, we must refuse to go and help others to 
refuse, 

Finally, since economic elites control 
the policies of the government, it follows that 
the center of power in our society is not po-
litical but economic. Furthermore, most adult 
Americans spend most of their time within 
the economic sphere, at work. But the eco-
nomic sphere is even more lacking in democ-
racy than the political sphere: it has none at 
all. Corporations are command economies 
based on strict hierarchies, and are mostly 
not accountable to the public. Workers, say 
General Motors factory workers (if there are 
any of them left), have no control over the 
content of their work. They cannot decide to 
start making more fuel efficient cars, even if 
they generally agree that this is a necessary 
step towards averting climate catastrophe. In 
other words, the people who are living and 

working in a community don't have control 
over what is produced in and for that com-
munity, and the conditions in which they pro-
duce it. The minimal exceptions are thanks 
to organized labor, a "democratic distemper" 
within the economic sphere. The simple solu-
tion to this problem, that people spend most 
of their time within authoritarian structures 
beyond their control, taking orders, is to de-
mocratize the work-place. The people who 
create the wealth and do the 

such as B corporations, or stakeholder cor-
porations, worker-owned cooperatives, com-
munity owned grocers, and anthroposophical 
banks. 

Popular movements like Black Lives 
Matter, Movimiento Por Justicia en El Barrio, 
the gay rights movement, the environmen-
tal movement, and the anti-war movement 
are small democracies, in the shared-power 
sense. If we want self-determination, it is 

work should take control over 
that work and the wealth that 
they produce with it. I'm not 
talking about electing manag-
ers. Workers should be mak-
ing communal decisions about 
what they produce based on 

"If we want self-
determination, it is 
self-evident that we 

must accomplish it by 
living freely. " 

self-evident that we must ac-
complish it by living freely. As 
philosopher and writer Albert 
Camus put it, "The only way 
to deal with an unfree world is 
to become so absolutely free 
that your very existence is an 

their common values and needs, and organiz-
ing a way to carry out the production accord-
ingly. To the aristocrats, who think this would 
destroy profitability and that workers could 
never be competent enough to run their own 
affairs, I reply just as I did to their argument 
about government: look at facts. General Mo-
tors was run according to the elite domina-
tion model, and it was run into the ground, 
contributing to climate change and environ-
mental destruction and decimating the lives 
of its employees ( among other infractions, 
like knowingly failing to report serious mal-
functions that led to the deaths of dozens of 
customers). Is there any reason to think that 
workers will do worse than that? If you are 
still not convinced, look into the hidden his-
tory of the American workers' movements 
of the nineteenth century, when the proposi-
tions I just expounded were considered self-
evident to working people. It did not come 
to pass because of violence on the part of the 
government for industrialists, not because of 
any lack of competency. You might also want 
to research cooperative enterprises of today, 

act of rebellion." Only then 
will the absurdity of our political, social, and 
economic life abate, and free individuals will 
be able to control their own fates. Only then 
will we have democracy in any sense worth 
of the name, and of us. ■ 
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LAW & TECHNOLOGY 

The Ultimate Battle for 
Market Freedom 

Apple Inc. & Samsung Electronics Co. 
BY STUART LOMBARD (A'19) 

It isno secret that Steve Jobs hated having 
competition. And the launch of the original 
iPhone in 2007 was no different. With its 
release, he intended to capture the growing 
smartphone market by releasing a product 
that no one had ever seen before. But com-
petition is always lurking and Apple would 
have no weapon to eliminate them with, but 

been a manufacturing defect. Even today, the 
fact that the microphone, headphone jack, 
and micro-USB connector do not line up in 
perfect symmetry on the bottom of Samsung 
smartphones upsets a few device reviewers. 
In comparison, these things line up perfectly 
on the bottom of Apple smartphones. 

And it was not just the smartphone it-
self that Apple was accusing, in fact they did have a suitable 

weapon, and one that had cost 
already cost them hundreds of 
millions of dollars: Patents. 

" ... they claimed that but the packaging. The way 
Samsung chose to put their 
phone in a box was suppos-
edly in violation of an Apple 
patent that covered the way 
the iPhone was to be pack-
aged. While all these things 
may seem just slightly ridicu-
lous, Apple's claim was that 
all these components, from 

Apple was no stranger 
to the patent war games when 
they filed a lawsuit against 
Samsung Electronics Co. in 
April of 2011, having recent-
ly lost a long battle over the 
iPod. Among the patents that 

Samsung was inten-
tionally trying to sell 
a product that tricked 
customers into think-
ing they were buying 
an Apple product ... " 

Apple was claiming Samsung infringed upon 
were the rounded comers of the phone itself, 
the fact that the phone had a glass screen that 
covered the face of the device, equal black 
borders on each side of the display, and the 
grid of icons on the home screen. I find these 
to be ridiculous grounds for suing, since 
uniformity has always created physically 
appealing products. Imagine for a moment 
having a smartphone that had 1 cm of bezel 
space on the right side of the display but 2 cm 
on the left side. Such an occurrence would 
make for a product that looked like there had 
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the packaging, to the construction, to the 
User Interface all came together to create the 
iPhone, and in that a product that was dis-
tinctly Apple. Essentially, they claimed that 
Samsung was intentionally trying to sell a 
product that tricked customers into thinking 
they were buying an Apple product, and not a 
product created by Samsung. 

Ever since the beginning of time peo-
ple have been mimicking each other, and it is 
the essence of humanity that in order to ad-
vance we must look at each other's creations 
and improve on them. We have many compa-

nies that make ballpoint pens, and while they 
all serve the same function, there just happen 
to be better pens that are superior to others. 
And while all ballpoint pens owe their exis-
tence to the same mechanism that allows for 
ink to cling to a tiny ball that in tum transfers 
that ink to the paper, the writing experience 
is something that is extremely personal and 
can be studied. Therefore, many companies 
are able to compete with each other to cre-
ate ballpoint pens that make people feel good 
when they write with them. Many pens are 
inexpensive and some can cost hundreds of 
dollars. Companies like Parker aim to create 
the perfect writing experience with tried and 
tested weighting that make their pens dis-
tinct. If I see a pen with a clip that resembles 
an arrow, I will assume that the pen was made 
by Parker. A Parker pen is something that I 
expect to be of exemplary quality. The Parker 
experience would not be possible if the peo-
ple who had invented the ballpoint, rollerball, 
or fountain systems had aggressively fought 
companies who wished to use the technology 

to create their own distinct writing experi-
ence. 

Apple, like most companies, will 
fight to retain their intellectual property. The 
easiest way to do this is by filing patents. 
However, when Apple filed U.S. Registration 
No. 3,470,983 with the intent of protecting 
the iPhone's design, they were ignoring the 
fact that companies like Samsung Electron-
ics had already released products fitting that 
description years prior to the release of the 
original iPhone in 2007. Unfortunately for 
Samsung, they have not done very well in US 
courts where I find there to be a clear bias in 
favour of Apple. The British courts actually 
sided with Samsung when Apple brought a 
lawsuit over the design of the original Galaxy 
Tab 10.1. 

The law is a murky place and despite 
Samsung's countersuits concerning the de-
sign of Apple's products, they are still fight-
ing to decrease the damages that the courts 
have decided Samsung owes Apple. 

The problem here is not that Apple 
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is wrongly accusing Samsung of design in-
fringement, because for all intents and pur-
poses, they did. The problem is that com-
panies like Samsung were already building 
phones that fit the description of the patent 
before it was filed, and well before the release 
of the original iPhone. Dur-

glass, and some colourful icons displayed on 
the screen, but it is iPhone, never the iPhone, 
but simply: iPhone. A product that they want 
people to feel is more than just a phone. 

The problem with all this is that by 
patenting even the most minute details and 

marketing every minor fea-
ing the earlier court proceed-
ings, it was discovered that 
Apple had indeed taken a lot 
of inspiration for their design 
from Sony, even going so far 
as to have an employee create 
professional CAD renderings 
of Sony-like phones. Sam-
sung brought this up and also 

" ... the market pres-
ture as a game changer, they 
are stifling innovation. By in-
tentionally trying to eliminate 
competition, they are also 
cursing themselves. Because 
we can argue all day long 
about which company stole 
X feature from the other, but 

sure on companies to 
create good products 

ends with healthy 
competition that ben-
efits the consumer. " 

brought up the CAD drawings for phones 
they were making in 2006. And I think that 
if Samsung or Sony had filed patents relating 
to their design choices, then this story would 
have been different, as it would have been 
them suing Apple. But should they have? 

I would say no, they should not have, 
and I do not think Apple should have either. 
But if there is a sole factor that has made Ap-
ple so unbelievably successful, it is design; 
design and marketing. It has been a long time 
since Apple has put forth any real innovation. 
Nowadays, iPhones are just borrowing from 
features that have already existed in other 
smartphones. But by marketing these features 
effectively, they tend to take the credit. Apple 
does deserve a lot of praise though for tak-
ing features and polishing them to make them 
slightly duller but easier to use. They create 
products that seem like so much more than 
just phone or just a computer: they bring a 
whole host of technology into a package that 
makes people feel good, and like they do not 
have to learn all the technology. Apple still 
remains the king of ease-of-use. This is what 
Apple is trying so hard to protect: it is not just 
a phone with rounded comers, a display of 
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the fact is that when people 
borrow ideas from each other, the features 
tend to improve. And the market pressure on 
companies to create good products ends with 
healthy competition that benefits the con-
sumer. Apple and Samsung are good for each 
other in this respect. Apple has not been in-
novating lately, and so many consumers have 
switched over to Samsung who are deliver-
ing powerful, feature-rich phones with a styl-
ish design. Apple must recognise this as their 
profits have fallen, and they will undoubtedly 
be trying to innovate and implement the next 
big feature that will drive the market forward. 

This is why the precedent set now 
is so very important. If the judiciary allows 
companies to become patent trolls, then 
the market will slow down because there is 
a blockade in the flow of ideas. Here at St. 
John's College we are encouraged to collabo-
rate and share ideas for the betterment of the 
entire polity and also the outside world. Intel-
lectual property is important, but if the inven-
tor of the ballpoint pen system had restricted 
their invention to one company, it would be 
a very dull world. When companies are al-
lowed to compete, the consumer wins. ■ 

POLITICS 

The Digital Election 
How Technology is Changing our Democracy 

BY MORGAN ANASTASI (A'18) 

The impact of technology on the political pro-
cess has never been greater. The rapid advance-
ment in social networking technology has brought 
with it many effects and side-effects. This has 
been a paradigm shift for how democracy is done. 
It is clear that any account of the upcoming elec-
tion would be incomplete and shallow if it did not 
include a thorough account of the deep systemic 
changes wrought by the rise of digital communi-
cations. 

right ideologies. Brexit was a Twitter hashtag be-
fore it became a political reality while being op-
posed by most members of the traditional media. 
Anyone can post a video on YouTube and poten-
tially reach an audience of millions. Every tiny 
piece of campaign errata and minutiae is instantly 
disseminated across what might be described as a 
flourishing ecosystem of armchair commentators, 
analysts and comedians. This rag-tag commentar-

Early this summer, a 
group of Congresspersons staged 
a sit-in over a controversial se-
ries of gun-control restrictions. 
After the CSPAN feed was cut, 
Congressmen and women turned 
to a mobile telephone app called 
"Periscope" to broadcast their 
struggle to the world. Mean-

"This rag-tag com-
mentariat is, as any 

random cross-section 
of the population is 

bound to be, frequent-
ly mis-informed, un-
informed or both. " 

iat is, as any random cross-sec-
tion of the population is bound 
to be, frequently mis-informed, 
un-informed or both. By giving 
everyone an equal voice, the in-
ternet has made it more difficult 
to discern the insightful analysis 
from the idiotic puns and ama-
teur stand-up. The tweets of an 

while, in an apartment in a fashionable neighbor-
hood in Massachusetts, a man in his early twen-
ties was logging on to an online imageboard to 
anonymously share his opinions on the election 
with the world. These online imageboard com-
munities ( often designated by the term "/pol/") 
have become breeding-grounds for such notori-
ous online memes as "Pepe the Frog" and have 
fostered an entirely new strain of conservative 
thought: the digital world of the "alt-right". 

The internet has given everyone a voice -
from amplifying the voices of previously margin-
alized groups through powerful movements such 
as Black Lives Matter to giving a platform to far-

individual with a Ph.D. in politi-
cal science are frequently indistinguishable from 
those of any random online jokester. 

Epistemologically, this is devaluing the 
distinction between knowledge - what we know 
for sure, what has been called justified true be-
lief - and conjecture - what we merely suppose or 
wish to be true. We have devalued the epistemic 
distinction between sources who know what 
they're talking about and random idiots with an 
opinion. 

Different forms of media have distinct 
and unique properties that shape how we experi-
ence those forms of media - watching a movie is 
always a very different experience from reading 
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the book it's based on. The internet has it's own 
set of properties - looking at a friend's vacation 
photos on Facebook is much different from get-
ting a letter with them tucked inside. The inter-
net, in particular social media, creates a sort of 
competitive race for "likes" or "shares". This 
functions as a classic example of what is known 
in psychology as a Skinner box - each "like" or 
"re-tweet" an individual gets serves as a source of 
behavioral reinforcement, making the user crave 
for more. 

The spread of digital technology has also 
made our democracy more open and transparent 
- even when those in power wish it weren't. Just 
a few days before the Democrats were to hold 
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their convention in Philadelphia, a massive leak 
of e-mails sent by top Democratic Party officials 
occurred. This leak exposed how the Democratic 
nominee, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, col-
luded with high-ranking members of the Demo-
cratic party and supposedly neutral media outlets 
such as CNN and MSNBC to gain an advantage 
in her primary contest against Vermont Senator 
Bernie Sanders. Experts now suggest that the leak 
had connections to Russian state actors. Nonethe-
less, international cybercrime has now become an 
important and illuminating part of our electoral 
process. 

Technology has always impacted how 
our political systems function, from ancient Ath-
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ens to Machiavelli. But today, digital technology 
is so abundant and ubiquitous that it permeates 
every aspect of our lives. And because man, as 
Aristotle puts it, is by his very nature a political 
animal, technology is permeating our political 
lives in a way it never has before. We now live in 
highly-technological bubbles of almost pure arti-
fice, in instant communication with every other 
bubble of technological artifice across the globe. 
At every moment, the internet throbs and pulses 
mechanically with the latest news, belching out a 
continuous exhaust of thinkpieces, hot takes, and 
armchair analysis. 

What does this mean for the future? 
Where will this interconnectedness lead? It is im-
possible to predict for certain, but it seems clear 
that campaigns will surely use digital technol-
ogy with ever-greater levels of sophistication. 
Imagine a campaign running millions of highly-
targeted micro-campaigns, in which they target 
individual voters separately, rather than attempt-
ing to appeal to them en masse. For example, if 
an individual is known for purchasing outdoor 
hiking gear on Amazon, they will be shown a 
candidate's positive record on environmentalism 
and climate change. Likewise, a voter who fre-
quently watches YouTube videos on hunting and 
rifles might be shown a candidate's rating with 
the NRA. 

Whoever is ultimately successful in this 
electoral contest might end up being irrelevant -
the systemic and epistemic changes the election 
has brought will long outlive the Presidential 
term of whoever the victor turns out to be. 2016 
actually might not end up being remembered for 
the election of the first female President, nor for 
the election of a bombastic outsider, but rather for 
the ever-accelerating development of communi-
cations technology and the electoral changes it 
has brought. ■ 

RELIGION & POLITICS 

The Politic of Religion 
On The Conflict Between Liberal Democracy and Religion 

BY MATTHEW MANOTTI (A'18) 

Why can't religious people keep their religion 
out of politics? In short, this is because religion 
is inherently political. By that, I do not mean that 
all religions fit on our typical left-right political 
spectrum, but that religion helps build commu-
nity- it helps develop a polity. 

Religions of all kind bring people togeth-
er. Whether in churches, temples, or mosques, 
religions endow their adherents with a desire to 
worship and practice as a group 

countries are united in that many of their citizens 
share the same customs, beliefs and values. The 
same is true for Hindu nations, Christian nations, 
and the like. Religion thus provides a social basis 
on which men can work together. 

The challenge for the modem state is 
creating this social solidarity within diversity. 
Without religion providing common ground on 
which to rest our values, the mob or government 

in a similar way that a city exists 
as a single entity. However, reli-
gion is not bounded by location, 
as a city or nation is. Instead, re-
ligions create a solid society by 
means of common beliefs, mor-
als, and practices. A man from 
Ethiopia and a man from Germa-
ny have very little in common. 
There is no particular reason that 

"Without religion 
providing common 
ground on which to 
rest our values, the 
mob or government 
has taken the place 
of declaring what is 

has taken the place of declaring 
what is good and evil. In other 
words, before Sparta's laws were 
not written in stone, but chiseled 
into the fabric of society. Now, 
we have chiseled the laws into 
stone. Without religion providing 
a common foundation on which 
society can remain a solid whole, 
we have had to develop other 

good and evil. " 

they ought to consider each other as part of a sin-
gle group. If these two men met on the comer of a 
street of some foreign city, they have no reason to 
be loyal to each other. Until they share a common 
ground, they are strangers, not neighbors. 

Historically, religion has provided that 
common ground. I have often heard that religion 
divides people. This is true- it divides people into 
their religious groups. But without the religion, I 
doubt that men would have been anything other 
than atoms whose unity and solidarity is weakly 
provided by province and locality. Instead, re-
ligion creates cross-national polities. Muslim 

means of creating the "E Pluri-
bus Unum". Some of these methods are econom-
ic (there's a reason we have this phrase stamped 
on our money), others are political (a centralized 
government), and others are technological (social 
media gives us groups to which we feel we can 
belong). I wonder if there is an upper limit to the 
solidarity that these means can provide. Diverse 
cities can be peaceful, but I am not convinced that 
the inhabitants of those cities are happier than 
the inhabitants of small communities. In a small 
town, everyone is your "neighbor," and is likely 
to have the same values, customs, and beliefs that 
you have. Thus, a citizen of a small town has a 
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greater sense of belonging- of being wanted and 
having a place in the community. That is not 
true of the city, where "neighbors" are few and 
"strangers" are many. How much trust can be de-
veloped between people who do not know each 
other, who have no knowledge of an individual's 
reputation, and who are not guaranteed to share a 
common set of values. Still, the hard data on the 
subject seems to be hotly debated, and I doubt 
that the conversation on the topic will end in my 
lifetime. 

I do not know if the modern liberal de-
mocracy is compatible with religion. It appears 
as though one must eliminate the other. If the 
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king rules above God, then God is dead. If God 
rules above the king, than the king is not really 
the center of power. While both systems have ad-
vantages and disadvantages, it would be prudent 
to recognize what is being lost as the foothold of 
religion is loosened in America. Let us not for-
get Durkheim's discovery in Suicide, a Study in 
Sociology- that Protestants (a religion founded in 
individualism) kill themselves more often than 
Catholics or Jews. A man who is free from any 
social ties to which he must adhere himself is a 
man who is lonely. ■ 

INTERNATIONAL POLITICS 

The Collapsing Consensus 
Democracy in Decline and the Remaking of The West 

BY CYRUS SCHILLER (A'19) 

The world is awash in troubles. The troubles 
range from economic and political uncertainty to 
influxes of refugees to religious fanaticism, and 
everyone in the world has something to worry 
about. The troubles affecting our western society, 
and the effects that stem from them, are the symp-
toms of an ailing democracy. The idea of democ-
racy itself is not ailing, for it will endure in its 
formless abstraction; nor am I referring to de-
mocracy in practice, the pro-

gated and managed in practice, it will always be a 
hallmark of democracy, for better or for worse. 
Moreover, the treatment of women, slaves, and 
minorities in "democratic" societies, from an-
cient Athens to the United States, has blemished 
the system we tend to take for granted today. 
However, democracy today is practiced some-
what differently from ancient Greece or from the 
United States for much of its history. What is 

cess by which leaders are se-
lected and policies are 
adopted, for that will also 
persist. What I am referring 
to is the failure of the inten-
tion of democracy to be car-
ried out. Democracy, envi-
sioned by its proponents in 

" ... it is easy to see how 
democracies can run 

amok when harnessed by 
charismatic demagogues 
for their own personal or 

ideological ends. " 

meant by democracy nowadays 
is the culmination of centuries 
of liberal political thought. This 
"Liberal Democracy" as I see it 
is the consensus that free speech, 
cultural and religious pluralism, 
political democracy, public edu-
cation, and economic liberalism 

history as the fairest political system, whereby 
the people constituting a political unit serve as 
their own voice in its affairs, and where gover-
nance is entrusted to the governed, is manifestly 
in decline. Is democracy defeated? Will it and 
similar strains of thought be eradicated by these 
troublesome times? In all fairness, democracy 
has seldom ever been completely fair for all peo-
ple constituting a polity. From Alcibiades to Hit-
ler to Donald Trump, it is easy to see how democ-
racies can run amok when harnessed by 
charismatic demagogues for their own personal 
or ideological ends. Many political philosophers 
have written about the toxic influence of power 
and the desire for it, and while these can be miti-

constitute the best and most de-
veloped mode of civic life, the "good" that all hu-
man endeavor is directed at, to borrow an expres-
sion from Aristotle's Politics. In my exploration 
of the world as it is, I am approaching these noble 
ideas not as a critic, but as a mourner. For, while 
I believe wholeheartedly that liberal democracy 
is a fine system, it now appears that it is out of 
touch with the harsh realities of the world, and 
that it is being rapidly overtaken by fear, igno-
rance, and tyranny. I think that the origins of this 
decay lie in the expansion of globalization and 
the political, social, and economic consequences 
it has brought. After the Second World War, when 
much of the world lay in ruins, the victors split 
into two camps. The Soviet Union expanded its 
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sphere of influence in Asia and Eastern Europe, 
creating a rigid ideological bloc that propagated 
Marxist-Leninist thought both in the developed 
world and in the new nations emerging from the 
rapidly crumbling European colonial empires in 
Africa and Asia. Meanwhile, the United States, 
the United Kingdom, and France, soon to be 
joined by their former enemies Japan, Italy, and 
West Germany, set about creating a new global 
economic order based on capitalism and liberal 
internationalism. The idea behind this coopera-
tion was to prevent the spread of communism, but 
also to forever ensure that militarism would never 
again grip Europe and throw it into another world 
war. If there was to be peace and solidarity in Eu-
rope, there had to be economic cooperation. Spe-
cifically, the adversarial tension between France 
and Germany had to end. From these humble be-
ginnings, the organization of postwar Europe that 
later become the European Union would expand 
over the decades into the largest free trade area in 
the world, and the symbol of European integra-
tion. In the coming decades, these previously 
war-ravaged states experienced an enormous pe-
riod of economic growth and prosperity. Mean-
while, the U.S. was experiencing a boom of its 
own, and an entire generation of people, the baby 
boomers, grew up and came of age in the most 
favorable economic circumstances ever known. 
The U.S. also built up the postwar economies of 
Taiwan, South Korea, and its old enemy, Japan, 
making the capitalist economic miracle a truly 
global phenomenon. However, the United King-
dom was not as much of a beneficiary, as it owed 
much financial debt to the United States, its econ-
omy was shrinking, and its empire was rapidly 
collapsing. For many of Britain's leaders, mem-
bership in the thriving European community 
looked increasingly desirable, and by 1973, after 
overcoming much opposition, the U.K. was fi-
nally a member. By the 1970s, however, a series 
of inflation cycles and supply shocks rocked the 
western economies, bringing industrial restruc-
turing and financial hardship with it. The boom 
was definitively over. However, despite the sub-
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sequent change in attitude in the 1970s and 1980s 
towards more conservative, free market policies, 
exemplified by Ronald Reagan and Margaret 
Thatcher, the political consensus from the end of 
World War II remained, and the west rebounded 
somewhat in the 1980s and 1990s, although not 
without consequences, many of which we are still 
dealing with today. The 1980s also saw the ac-
celerated implosion of the USSR, and by the ear-
ly 1990s, the Iron Curtain had collapsed, releas-
ing an entire cohort of nations from oppression, 
and thus expanding of the western liberal consen-
sus. Some of these countries, such as Czechoslo-
vakia, transitioned relatively painlessly into this 
new global order. Others, such as Russia under 
President Boris Yeltsin, experienced crippling 
economic hardship and heightened social prob-
lems under capitalism. Vladimir Putin, who had 
been a KGB agent in the Soviet Era, then head of 
the FSB, which was Russia's post-Soviet internal 
security apparatus, and finally prime minister late 
in Yeltsin's second term, emerged in 1999 as Yelt-
sin's replacement at the helm, at a time when the 
Russian ship was rocked with considerable eco-
nomic misfortune and military decline, ethnic 
tensions, and the former Soviet Republics spiral-
ing out of Russia's control. At present, Putin has 
further consolidated his control over Russia, and 
the reformed presidency he inherited in 2012, af-
ter another stint as prime minister, has given him 
more power than he had known previously. At 
present, Russia is poised to assume greater con-
trol over its former subject states, as the proxy 
war in Eastern Ukraine continues and as doubts 
linger over whether NATO will make good on its 
commitments in Eastern Europe or not. Despite 
massive popular protests against his rule early in 
Putin's second presidency, it is now safe to as-
sume that Russia's experiment with democracy 
and liberalization is over. Press freedom is se-
verely restricted, and Putin can reign in Russia 
with firm control press freedom and law enforce-
ment, and little accountability to the Russian peo-
ple. On the other side of the continent, the Euro-
pean Union is experiencing problems of its own. 

In the high tide of liberal democracy during the 
1990s, the member states of the European Com-
munity ratified the Maastricht Treaty, establish-
ing the modem E.U. as a political union and pav-
ing the way for the eventual adoption of the 
common currency, the Euro. Since the adoption 
of the Euro and the consolidation of the European 
member states, the E.U. grew steadily (albeit un-
evenly) until the 2008 financial crisis, a defining 
event of our modem age. At the same time, nu-
merous migrants and refugees, mostly Muslims, 
were fleeing troubled regions of Africa and West-
ern Asia and are continuing to make their way 
into Europe, a process that had been underway 
for decades but started to accelerate due to war, 
poverty, and political repression following the 
2011 Arab Spring. As the union still grapples 
with the financial crisis and increased immigra-
tion, many countries have expressed frustration 
with the E.U. 's fiscal insolvency and tolerant im-
migration laws, both for immigrants within Eu-
rope and outside of Europe. For the past two 

years, special attention has been directed to 
France, a country with a large and mostly unas-
similated Muslim population, due to a number of 
extremely brutal terrorist attacks against ordinary 
French civilians. Many of these immigrants live a 
life apart from mainstream society, and the lower 
class neighborhoods where many of them reside 
have proven an effective breeding ground for 
radical Islamic terrorism. The backlash against 
the E.U. has been severe. The inability of the 
union to steer the hardest hit countries out of fi-
nancial ruin has given rise to numerous political 
parties pledging withdrawal from European fi-
nancial institutions, and many countries dealing 
with migrants and refugees have seen increased 
electoral success for far-right parties, which 
promise to uphold "European" cultural hegemo-
ny and strictly limit immigration. The biggest 
shock of all came in June 2016 when the United 
Kingdom had a referendum on continued E.U. 
membership, in which "Vote Leave" succeeded 
contrary to many peoples' expectations. The ref-
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erendum itself was nonbinding, however it does achieved considerable (but somewhat less) sue-
require the government to either commence cess by attacking unfair corporate practices, the 
negotiations or the parliament to trigger article 50 financial and pharmaceutical industries, and cam-
of the Lisbon Treaty. If the negotiations succeed, paign financing. Even though he lost, Sanders 
then the U.K. can most likely leave on favorable may provide a glimpse at the future of the left, 
terms with the European Union. If the negotia- even though he is only radical by American stan-
tions fail and article 50 is triggered, then all ties dards. By mobilizing a large and enthusiastic 
with the E.U. will be severed completely in two popular following against the political and eco-
years' time, which would be disastrous for both nomic status quo, Sanders offers a more progres-
negotiating parties. With Euroscepticism on the sive response to the Democracies' lagging for-
rise, some E.U. countries, particularly the strug- tunes and the rise of right-wing nativist and 
gling economies of the former Soviet bloc, have authoritarian parties in the developed world. As 
been regressing towards less political freedom countries that were once fertile for democracy re-
and cultural tolerance. In Hungary, where Prime gress into authoritarianism, and as authoritarian 
Minister Viktor Orban and his national conserva- regimes such as China become more powerful on 
tive Fidesz party dominate politics, there has the world stage, Democracies need to respond 
been a trend towards less liberal democracy. The with fresh vigor in order to reverse the ongoing 
freedom of the Hungarian press is being curtailed, decline of the Western ideal. But the question re-
new laws inhibit challenges to Fidesz policies, mains ambiguous: How are we as citizens of de-
and recently, a border fence was constructed to mocracies to respond to the woes of the modem 
stem the flow of refugees, which was accompa- world? Shall we give ourselves up to the reac-
nied by calls within Hungary to "keep Europe tionary tide of autarky, nativism, and tyranny? 
European". In the United States, meanwhile, Or, shall we breathe new life into our moribund 
Donald Trump has successfully capitalized on democracies by promoting more fair and open so-
decades of pent up white working class anger to cieties, with equal rights and economic and social 
become the Republican nominee for President of justice? The radical changes taking place in the 
the United States of America. As hard as it is to world call for radical responses, and this question 
believe, Trump's rise was predictable. From the is solely up to us. ■ 
1970s until now, the Republican Party was able to 
achieve lasting electoral success by shoring up 
support from working class white Americans, 
many of whom felt left behind by the Democrats, 
who since the 60s had arguably moved too far to 
the left and had become the party of civil rights 
and women's liberation. However, both parties 
were committed to the liberal democratic consen-
sus, and the decline of the parochial working 
classes in the rust belt continued unabated. In 
2016, frustration with establishment politics, re-
duced standards of living, and sluggish economic 
growth since the 2008 recession has given rise to 
two extraordinary candidates. Donald Trump 
achieved success on the right by bashing immi-
grants, free trade and mainstream politicians, 
while Senator Bernie Sanders of Vermont 
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ECONOMICS 

Living with Keynes 
How Willard Maynard Keynes Changed Economics 

BY RYAN DAU (A'20) 

"W e are all Keynesians now". 
This phrase, immortalized by a false at-

tribution to Richard Nixon, was penned by none 
other than the arch-free-marketeer Milton Fried-
man in a December 31, 1965 issue of Time mag-
azine. Consumers of "pop economics," a field 
which Friedman almost single-handedly found-
ed with the publication of the books Capitalism 
and Freedom along with Free to Choose, will no 
doubt be shocked, with good reason. Friedman 
made his career as a public intellectual by op-
posing the then-dominant Keynesianism in aca-
demic economics and public policy, allying him-
self with the Reaganite supply-siders in the 1980 
presidential election and before that serving as an 
economic adviser on the ill-fated Goldwater cam-
paign of 1964. What, then, could he have meant? 

Lord John Maynard Keynes (his father 
was a baron, a title he inherited) was a mathema-
tician-turned-economist who, in 1936, published 
The General Theory of Employment, Interest, and 
Money, a learned treatise on the "new econom-
ics" which he had played a key role in founding 
at the University of Cambridge in the early 20th 
century. Written to influence both economists and 
politicians at the height of the Great Depression, 
Keynes repudiated, almost overnight, what was 
called the "classical" view of the macroeconomy: 
changes in aggregate demand (the total amount of 
spending in the economy) only impact what econ-
omists call "nominal variables," things like pric-
es, interest rates, wages, and so on. Total spend-
ing has no impact on so-called "real variables," 

namely gross domestic product, unemployment, 
and so on. Thus, there exists an unshakeable di-
chotomy between the nominal economy and the 
real economy, with total spending, influenced 
both by private and public expenditures, impact-
ing only the former, and not the latter. Nominal 
variables are, to use the parlance of the time, a 
"veil" over the real economy, shrouding the im-
portant interactions between firm and client, em-
ployer and employee. As a result, government 
public works programs could, at a pretty penny, 
boost inflation, but not job growth. Recessions, 
then, were caused solely by government med-
dling: a regulation here, coupled with a minimum 
wage hike there, and the once flexible nominal 
variables become rigid and unmovable, propping 
up the unemployment rate. The solution to a re-
cession, then, is simple: just stand there, don't do 
something. Or, more accurately, liberalize mar-
kets, lower tax rates, and wait for the economy to 
come roaring back to health and wellness. 

And then came the 1929 stock market 
crash, and with it, the Great Depression. Gov-
ernments in Britain, America, and Western Eu-
rope followed the classical remedy for handling 
recessions (after engaging in half-hearted fiscal 
stimulus), and the economy stagnated. Keynes, 
in the General Theory, attributed this to what he 
called "nominal wage rigidities", or as they are 
sometimes called, "sticky wages". Due to a com-
bination of unionism, psychological forces (the 
so-called "money illusion", where workers and 
employers focus on nominal instead of real vari-
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ables), and the changing structure of the economy, 
wages were no longer flexible. As a result, even 
in totally unregulated labor markets, nominal 
wages could remain high even when demand for 
labor has fallen, producing what Keynes termed 
an "unemployment equilibrium". This result was 
viewed as impossible by classical macroecono-
mists. The only way to remedy this situation was 
to engage in vast, interventionist fiscal and mone-
tary stimulus: expand the money supply, increase 
spending, and cut taxes to boost labor demand 
such that it can absorb these nominal rigidities 
and return the economy to full employment. 

What happened next vindicated what 
was now called "Keynesianism" via the biggest 
fiscal stimulus program in world history: the 
Second World War. As a result of rearmament 
programs across Europe and North America, 
unemployment fell to the point where there was 
labor scarcity instead of a labor surplus, and the 
boom carried on in America through the '50s 
(propped up by other fiscal stimulus programs, 
notably Dwight D. Eisenhower's interstate high-
way project). Within academia, Keynes's models 
for how the macroeconomy operated became the 
de facto, if not the de jure, method for exploring 
the operations of the economy and of the busi-
ness cycle. Thus, even dissident economists like 
Milton Friedman relied on these models when 
critiquing left-wing government policies, using 
Keynes 's premises to reach decidedly different 
conclusions. 

Thus, with modifications of Keynesian 
theory, although the general picture provided by 
Keynes is correct, it fails in the particulars; gov-
ernment spending may be stimulative, but it prob-
ably isn' t worth the long-run cost of the stimulus, 
for example, or according to the monetarists ( of 
whom Milton Friedman was their chief intellec-
tual leader) only changes in the money supply 
can influence aggregate demand, making fiscal 
stimulus entirely impotent. Likewise, the rational 
expectations revolution inaugurated by the writ-
ings of the New Classical macroeconomists John 
Muth and Robert E. Lucas, Jr. placed severe lim-
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its on the capacity for aggregate spending to in-
fluence real variables, a partial return of the clas-
sical dichotomy between nominal and real factors 
in the economy. On the Left, the New Keynes-
ians adopted healthy portions of the new rational 
expectations model, finding that while one could 
stay broadly Keynesian in one's policy outlook, 
the ability for active fiscal and monetary policy 
to ameliorate recessions and depressions must be 
acknowledged as being highly limited. 

Nonetheless, even today when one opens 
up any principles of macroeconomics textbook, 
he or she will be confronted with the income-
expenditure model, sticky wages, aggregate de-
mand-aggregate supply models, all taken (and 
modified with a healthy dose of multivariate 
calculus and linear algebra at the graduate level) 
from the General Theory. All of us ( or at least all 
of us trained in economics) are in this very real 
sense Keynesian. 

However, if one was to consult the av-
erage conservative, you would hear a decidedly 
different narrative: the economics profession was 
bamboozled by Keynes, tricked by a master rhet-
orician into cleaving the thin edge of the socialist 
wedge into capitalism. The so-called "supply-
siders", led by the unorthodox economist Arthur 
Laffer and a group of journalists and policy intel-
lectuals situated principally at The Public Interest 
and The Wall Street Journal, aided by Friedman's 
disingenuous popular writings which conflicted 
explicitly with his work as a professional econo-
mist, attempted to resurrect classical macroeco-
nomics in the public sphere, hoping this would 
spill over into academia. However, this was not to 
be: as of this writing, there is not a single "supply-
side economist" at any Ph.D granting economics 
department in the United States. 

To make a long story short, Republicans 
needed an alternative model to Keynesianism 
that could be easily explained to voters, inadver-
tently alienating economists ( due to supply-side 
economics' lack of formal and empirical rigor) 
who might have been sympathetic to the Rea-
gan tax policy. Termed "voodoo economics" by 

George H.W. Bush when he ran against Reagan 
in the 1980 Republican primary, the supply-sid-
ers argued that tax cuts could increase govern-
ment revenue under certain conditions, a partially 
correct result summarized in the now-infamous 
Laffer curve, and that labor supply was remark-
ably sensitive to tax cuts, a mostly wrong result 
disproven by data compiled on labor force par-
ticipation and the productivity of labor after the 
Reagan tax cuts were passed. Thus, one could cut 
taxes, boost GDP, increase government revenue, 
reduce the role of government involvement in the 
economy, and increase labor productivity all in 
one fell swoop. What more could a conservative 
ask for? 

Alas, this was not to be; Reagan's tax 
cuts ballooned the deficit, had no noticeable 
impact on labor productivity, workers ended up 
working fewer hours after the taxes than before, 
and GDP growth recovered to its historical norm 
but did not increase beyond that as the supply-
siders predicted. 

Today, in the wake of the fiscal stimulus 
program imposed by Barack Obama, according 
to a recent poll taken by the American Econom-
ic Association, a majority of macroeconomists 
(including several conservatives) believe that 

Obama's efforts to revive the economy were suc-
cessful in reducing unemployment and increas-
ing GDP growth, although there are still divisions 
over whether this plan was worth the cost. Some 
conservatives, especially the "reform conserva-
tives" situated at National Affairs, have made 
peace with Keynesian economics in the same way 
that Friedman has; the models are right, even if 
the policy prescriptions are wrong. Nonetheless, 
in Donald Trump's platform, one sees the typical 
supply-side prescription for America's economic 
woes, namely, sharp cuts in marginal tax rates on 
capital gains, personal income, and corporate in-
come. The mediocre effects of radical tax cuts, 
when isolated from the other positive economic 
reforms of the Reagan administration (chronicled 
popularly in Paul Krugman's Peddling Prosper-
ity), should give conservatives pause about con-
tinuing to put such undue faith in the prognostica-
tions of the supply-siders. 

The rest of the ideological spectrum, in-
cluding a great many conservatives and conser-
vative economists, from Robert Barro to N. Greg-
ory Mankiw, have learned to live with Keynes. 
It's time that the rest of the Right learn to live 
with him, too. ■ 
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ELECTION 2016 

Battle for the Senate 2016 
Will Trump Spoil the Party? 

BY HENRY BARTHOLOMEW (A'19) 
AND CYRUS SCHILLER (A'19) 

Authors Note: the following is a rundown 
of every U.S Senate Election taking place in 
November 2016. State-by-state commentary 
is indicated by HB for Henry Bartholomew, 
and by CS for Cyrus Schiller. Incumbency 
is noted by an "I " following the candidates 
party. 

Alabama 
Shelby (R) vs Crumpton (D) 

No matter how great the potential Clintonian 
wave of victory, let us be frank, it will do nothing 
to change the outcome of the race. Alabama has 
been a Republican stronghold for many years, 
and it is unlikely that fact will be changing for a 
long time. Safe Republican. - HB 

Alaska 
Lisa Murkowski (R-I) v. Ray Metcalfe (D) 

Senator Lisa Murkowski emerged from a prima-
ry defeat in 2010 to win a second full term with 
a successful write-in campaign. This year, with 
tea-party challengers safely out of the way, she is 
poised to easily win a third term. Ted Cruz won 
the Republican primary here, and Murkowski's 
ambiguous stance on Donald Trump may actu-
ally help her more here than it would in other 
states. The Democrats meanwhile, nominated 
Ray Metcalfe, a progressive state legislator who 
supported Bernie Sanders during the primaries. It 
is fairly certain that Metcalfe has no chance, since 
Murkowski has a greater spending and name rec-
ognition advantage, is incumbent, and occupies 
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middle ground that Metcalfe cannot possibly 
seize in this very red state. Safe Republican. - CS 

Arizona 
John McCain (R-1) vs. Ann Kirkpatrick (D) 

This one is highly interesting. John McCain, a 
long time target of the Tea Party, is facing a pri-
mary challenge. While polls show he is likely to 
clear that hurdle, his advanced age, along with his 
great unpopularity with the far-right in Arizona, 
may lead to the end of his almost three decades in 
the U.S. Senate. While Rep. Ann Kirkpatrick, his 
Democratic opponent, would not ordinarily pose 
a great threat to McCain's political career, his si-
multaneous fierce feud with, and tepid endorse-
ment of, Donald Trump does not sit well with 
many in either party in Arizona, a state Trump 
carried handily in the primaries. For now, I am 
giving this one to McCain. However, a decisive 
defeat for Donald Trump in Arizona, which is a 
clear possibility due to his standing with Hispanic 
voters, may turn out to be McCain's writing on 
the wall. Toss-Up. - CS 

Arkansas 
John Boozman (R-1) vs. Conner Eldridge (D) 
Ironically, one state Hillary Clinton will most cer-
tainly not be carrying in November will be the 
one in which she served as First Lady. While Ar-
kansas was a Democratic stronghold for most of 
its history, even holding out while the rest of the 
South swung Republican, those days are clearly 
over, and Republicans have practically transfor-

-med it into a one party state. Arkansas has a 
strong populist tradition, and that -- combined 
with a socially conservative white majority in an 
overwhelmingly rural state is the single biggest 
thing going for Donald Trump. Senator John 
Boozman was handily elected in the GOP wave 
of 2010, and a defeat this year is highly im-
probable. While Former U.S. Attorney Conner 
Eldridge has a lot of strengths as a candidate, the 
enormous unpopularity of national Democrats, 
particularly President Obama and the former 
first couple, all but eliminates the possibility of 
his election. Safe Republican. - CS 

California 
Kamala Harris (D) vs. Loretta Sanchez (D) 

Speaking of one party states, here is California, 
home of Richard Nixon and Ronald Reagan, and 
today a living testament to the GOP's failure to 
broaden its electoral appeal and bring diversity 
into the party. While Republicans do repre-
sent areas of California in the U.S. House, the 
heavily populated and fast-growing areas of the 
most populous state in the Union are about as 
likely to vote Republican as Alabama is likely to 
vote Democrat. In fact, the GOP is so irrelevant 
as a statewide party that they could not even 
nominate one of their own in a blanket primary, 
where the top two finishers face each other in an 
Election Day runoff. At the same time, the ques-
tion for Donald Trump is not quite how many 
votes he will win in California, but how many 
he will lose. In fact, Clinton's victory in Cali-
fornia will almost certainly amount to a wave 
so massive that no mad surfing skills can rescue 
the Republican Party in California from immi-
nent drowning. For now, the choice is between 
Kamala Harris, the popular Attorney General 
of California, and Loretta Sanchez, a moderate 
Congresswoman from Orange County. While 
Harris is the favorite, a Democrat will win no 
matter what. Safe Democratic. - CS 

Colorado 
Michael Bennet (D-I) vs Darryl Glenn (R) 

At first glance, Senator Michael Bennett ap-
peared to be in trouble. First of all, he was re-
elected by a razor thin margin in 2010, in what 
was a terrible year for Democrats. Secondly, 
his senior partner, Senator Mark Udall (D), 
was swept out of office in 2014 when he lost 
to Corey Gardner (R), in what was an equally 
disastrous year for Democrats. Bennet's op-
ponent, retired Air Force Lieutenant Colonel 
Darryl Glenn, hails from the Republican bastion 
of Colorado Springs. However, what makes the 
greatest difference now is Donald Trump and 
the presidential election. While Republicans 
dominate vast rural and suburban swaths the 
metropolitan areas of Denver, Boulder, and Fort 
Collins are sufficient to lend this state a light 
blue hue. Election polls so far show that Michael 
Bennett has little to be concerned about. Likely 
Democratic. - CS 

Connecticut 
Blumenthal (D-1) vs Carter (R) 

The only poll here shows Blumenthal crushing 
Carter by a full 30 points. Furthermore, Con-
necticut hasn't voted Republican in decades. No 
contest. Safe Democratic. - HB 

Georgia 
Isakson (R-1) vs Barksdale (D) 

Isakson has a commanding lead over Barksdale, 
and I suspect that it would take something going 
truly off the rails for him to lose. Safe Republi-
can. -HB 

Idaho 
Mike Crapo (R-1) vs. Jerry Sturgill (D) 

Behold this rural and mountainous state out west, 
known for its potatoes and minerals. Oh, and the 
Gem State has voted overwhelmingly for Repub-
licans well into the present and has not elected a 
Democrat to a U.S. Senate seat since 1974. Safe 
Republican. - CS 
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Illinois 
Mark Kirk (R-1) vs Tammy Duckworth (D) 

Oddly enough for such an important state, Illinois 
has had remarkably little polling. What little there 
has been has shown Duckworth with a lead, how-
ever, it really is difficult to say. As it is a rather 
Democratic state in a presidential election year, 
and in light of the polls we've seen, Leans Demo-
crat seems appropriate, but with a hefty portion 
of salt. - HB 

Indiana 
Todd Young (R) vs Evan Bayh (D) 

Here we have a really interesting and important 
race. Indiana is traditionally a rather Republican 
state. It's gone red year after year, with the only 
recent exception being 2008 by a hair. However, 
it has a very good chance of falling into Demo-
cratic hands. Evan Bayh is a household name in 
the state, having been a governor and a senator 
in the past. He is popular across the aisle, with a 
full 16% of Trump supporters saying they intend 
to vote split ticket to vote for him. He has con-
siderable financial reserves, having a blistering 
$9,500,000 in hand. He has high approval ratings. 
By contrast, his opponent, Young, has never held 
any national office, is far less well known, and 
has spent most of his money already, being stuck 
at barely a million in cash reserves. And a mere 
3% of Clinton voters said they intended to vote 
across the aisle for him. While the state's natural 
conservatism could well kick in, polls show Bayh 
with an excellent lead, and it will be tough for 
Young to hold on. Leans Democratic. - HB 

Iowa 
Chuck Grassley (R-1) vs. Patty Judge (D) 

Even though Senator Chuck Grassley has made a 
name for himself as Judiciary Committee chair-
man by obstructing Merrick Garland's Supreme 
Court nomination, it is unlikely to hurt him in 
his reelection prospects. There is likely to be less 
Trump fallout in Iowa than in other states. While 
former Lt. Governor Patty Judge is a strong can-
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didate, and while Hillary Clinton is favored to 
win this light blue state, Grassley is not going to 
fall easily. Likely Republican. - CS 

Kansas 
Jerry Moran (R-1) vs. Patrick Wiesner (D) 

Ah, Kansas. You never disappoint us with your 
cereals, your wide open plains, and your stead-
fast commitment to the Grand Old Party, even re-
electing your much despised governor two years 
ago over a Democrat whom even many Republi-
cans supported. Even though Ted Cruz trumped 
Donald Trump in the 2016 Republican Primary 
here, Trump is extremely unlikely to lose this 
overwhelmingly white and rural state, and the 
freshman Incumbent Jerry Moran practically as-
sured a victory in November, and due to Trump's 
low standing with college educated suburban 
voters, who mostly support Republicans in presi-
dential elections, Moran is likely to outperform 
Trump. Safe Republican. -- CS 

Kentucky 
Rand Paul (R-1) vs Jim Gray (D) 

Rand Paul has a national profile, and is well liked 
and respected by many. While his fights with 
Trump have undermined him somewhat, Paul 
should have little trouble locking this state up. 
Safe Republican. -- HB 

Louisiana 
Jungle Primary 

Louisiana is unique among U.S. states to have 
a blanket primary on Election Day, and follow-
ing the "Jungle Primary,", which sadly does not 
involve _ actual jungles, the top two candidates 
face each other the following month in a runoff 
election. The top tier candidates to replace Sena-
tor David Vitter (R) on the Republican side are 
Reps. Charles Boustany and John Fleming, and 
State Treasurer John Kennedy (No, not THAT 
John Kennedy). The most popular choices on 
the Democratic side are Public Service Commis-
sioner Foster Campbell and Caroline Fayard. The 
most recent major polling in the race was in June, 

showing Kennedy and Campbell as the high-
est polling candidates. In addition, KKK leader 
David Duke is running, although the sheer size 
of the Republican primary field, his low stand-
ing in the polls, and his sheer infamy makes it 
highly improbable that he will advance to the 
runoff, despite running alongside Donald Trump, 
who, unlike Duke, appears to finally be taking 
off the sheets as his advisors try to wake him up 
to the reality of his struggling presidential cam-
paign. While it is uncertain who will ultimately 
triumph in the primary, John Kennedy's fiscal 
conservative credibility as state treasurer, along 
with numerous high-profile endorsements and a 
commanding lead in the polls, make him the most 
likely choice for U.S. Senator among Louisiana 
voters on Election Day. In the runoff, Kennedy's 
party affiliation in red Louisiana will likely be too 
much for Campbell to overcome. Even though 
the Democrats are less divided than the Repub-
licans this year, it would take a series of grave 
missteps for the GOP if Campbell is to be elected. 
Thus, I predict that John Kennedy will be sworn 
in as U.S. Senator come January. Likely Repub-
lican. -- CS 

Ohio 
Rob Portman (R-1) vs. Ted Strickland (D) 

Ohio is one of those states you just know will be 
impossible to predict. Almost election cycle al-
ways depends heavily to which way it goes, its 
population can swing both ways, etc. However, 
we can say a few things. We can say that Port-
man is outspending Strickland by a 3 to 1 margin, 
that he has an effective political machine, that he 
is relatively moderate, that he enjoys a relatively 
high approval rating, and that Republicans will 
sink a lot into defending this state. We can also 
say almost all recent polls have shown him with 
something of a lead, albeit not a huge one. In light 
of that, I would say Leans Republican, albeit with 
a pinch of salt there. -- HB 

Maryland 
Chris Van Hollen (D) vs. Kathy Szeliga (R) 

Very little polling has been done in this state, as 
it is generally considered that Van Hollen has 
roughly the same chance as losing as a crab sur-
rounded by hungry Marylanders has of surviv-
ing. What polling has been done shows Hollen 
up by as high as 25%. While some might point 
to the Republican governor as a reason for hope, 
it is worth noting that he won in an off year, with 
lower turnout, which traditionally favors Repub-
licans, in a year that was a Republican tidal wave. 
Now, it's shaping up to be a tough year for the 
Republicans with Trump, it's not going to be an 
off year, and state Republicans have distanced 
themselves from their own party. Safe Democrat. 
--HB 

Missouri 
Roy Blunt (R-1) vs. Jason Kander (D) 

Once the quintessential bellwether, Missouri has 
been trending redder for the past couple of years, 
breaking its record of voting for the winner in 
every presidential election since 1908, when it 
voted against Barack Obama not once, but twice. 
By now, the rural heart of this heartland state has 
turned decisively against the Democratic Party, 
and outside of the two large metropolitan areas of 
St. Louis and Kansas City, as well as the Demo-
cratic island of Columbia, home of the University 
of Missouri, the National Democratic Party is not 
as competitive in elections as it used to be. Nev-
ertheless, Jason Kander, the fresh faced Secretary 
of State and Afghanistan combat veteran, is an 
exceptionally strong candidate for the Demo-
crats. While polls show the incumbent Republi-
can Senator Roy Blunt ahead by a few points, a 
Clinton victory in this reddish tinged state, which 
is improbable but definitely possible, may just 
be enough to for Kander to outrun Blunt in this 
tight contest. If Senator Blunt is defeated, I sug-
gest that he overcome the Blunt trauma and move 
to Colorado to continue his political career there. 
Leans Republican. -- CS 
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Nevada 
Joe Heck (R) vs. Catherine Cortez Masto (D) 
Republicans have had their eye on Harry Reid's 
Senate seat for a long time, and the retiring Dem-
ocratic leader is leaving a space that the Repub-
licans hope to fill. In 2010, the GOP destroyed 
its chances of defeating Harry Reid in a winnable 
race by nominating Sharron Angle, a Tea Party 
fanatic and all around weak candidate. This time, 
the Republicans nominated Representative Joe 
Heck, a much more formidable challenger. To 
succeed the outgoing Harry Reid, the Democrats 
nominated Catherine Cortez Masto, the former 
Attorney General of Nevada who would be the 
first Latina Senator if elected. In an off year elec-
tion, I think this race would go straight to Heck 
(Ha!), since Republicans tend to do better in mid-
term elections. Presently, Heck also leads in the 
polls by a few points. However, Cortez Masto 
could easily be the main beneficiary of the higher 
turnout from a presidential election, and Donald 
Trump on the ballot definitely adds a different 
Angle (Ha!) to this swing state Senate contest. 
Toss-Up. -- CS 

New Hampshire 
Kelly Ayotte (R-1) vs Maggie Hassan (D) 

This race will be a terribly tight one. Ayotte is 
running in the shadow of Trump, and her limbo 
of being neither fully for or against Trump has 
not produced a great wellspring of enthusiasm 
among her base. The race has attracted loads of 
outside spending, and while Ayotte does main-
tain an advantage in that regard right now, she 
is being undercut by Trump's swiftly decreasing 
popularity in the state. Recent polls show Has-
san opening up an edge, however, it is too far out 
from Election Day to be sure which way the race 
will go. Toss-up. -- HB 

North Carolina 
Richard Burr (R-I) vs Deborah Ross (D) 

North Carolina is an odd state to be up for grabs 
this year. It has voted Republican in 8 of the last 
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10 presidential elections, and as recently as 2004 
Republicans were winning by as much as 13 
points. Now, however, the polls show nearly dead 
heat. Clinton has a substantial edge over Trump, 
that has an excellent chance of bleeding over. To 
top things off, the Republican governor Pat Mc-
Crory, is also up for re-election, and is extremely 
unpopular thanks to the North Carolina bathroom 
controversy, having an astonishing 47% disap-
proval rating. Burr is really conserving his re-
sources for the final push, and despite having a 
massive lead in financial reserves, Ross report-
ing 1.9 million, Burr with 6.9, he has spent barely 
anything. On the other hand, Republicans have 
registered 40,000 more voters than the Democrats 
have since last year, and Ross is a former ACLU 
director, which means that when Burr finally does 
unleash his financial reserves, he will have ample 
opportunity to paint her as a far, far leftist. 

Obviously this is going to be a very tight 
race, however, I'm inclined to say that it leans Re-
publican. Burr's closeness in the polls have come 
after months of being out of state and spending 
little. Republicans are hard pressed on resourc-
es, and can not afford to help him too much in 
this suddenly competitive race, however, he may 
not need the help. He may simply need to be left 
alone. If he can disassociate himself somewhat 
from Trump and McCrory, and can use his per-
sonal resources skillfully enough, he has quite a 
good chance. On the other hand, if Ross is able 
to make the race about Trump and McCrory, he 
may be swept away in a Democratic tidal wave. 
We think, though, that as veteran politician Burr 
can manage a good, disciplined campaign, and 
probably has a 55-60% chance of victory. Leans 
Republican -- HB 

North Dakota 
John Hoeven (R-1) vs. Eliot Glassheim (D) 

No major polling has been done in this sparsely 
populated prairie state, however, one is not re-
quired to know a great deal about North Dakota 
to know that Democrat Eliot Glassheim is about 
as likely to be elected Senator over incumbent 

Republican John Hoeven as a Rabbi is likely to 
be elected Pope. Safe Republican. -- CS 

Oklahoma 
James Lankford (R-1) vs. Mike Workman (D) 
Barring a massive Sooner-style Tornado that 
tears through the entire state, destroying polling 
stations in Republican dominated areas on Elec-
tion Day, there is absolutely nothing that can 
make this race competitive, especially when you 
account for the fact that the entire state IS a Re-
publican dominated area. So much for that fan-
tasy. Safe Republican. -- CS 

Oregon 
Ron Wyden (D-1) vs. Mark Callahan (R) 

Oregon is mainly remembered for Portland the ' largest city in the state, and which is known 
mainly for its thriving alternative culture and its 
quirky and unconventional residents. It was like 
San Francisco until San Francisco went totally 
mainstream. As you can imagine, no Republican 
would stand a chance of winning many votes in 
the Portland metropolitan area, which alone holds 
nearly half of the state's population. That, com-
bined with the rest of the "Left Coast" portion 
of the state, as well as the fast growing area in 
and around Bend, makes it nearly impossible for 
a Republican to defeat an incumbent Democratic 
Senator. There is nothing this year that would 
likely widen (Ha) Callahan's chances of winning, 
since Republicans are likely to do exceptionally 
poorly the presidential race here. You could tally 
up every single inhabitant of the rugged and po-
litically conservative interior of the state, and it 
still would not be enough to topple Ron Wyden. 
Safe Democratic. -- CS 

Pennsylvania 
Patrick Toomey (R-1) vs Katie McGinty (D) 

Pat Toomey had enjoyed a respectable lead here, 
right up until Trump's Kahn remarks, where he 
promptly tanked. Hope is not lost for him yet, 
however. Despite the fact that McGinty has been 
out fundraising him, Clinton apparently now con-

siders the state safe enough to withdraw some re-
sources from it, while the polls showing Toomey 
behind represent a swift and dramatic swift that 
may yet be reversed. However, that will require 
considerable skill on Toomey's part, and quite 
possibly a rejuvenation of the Trump campaign. 
Toss-up, but the Democrats have a golden oppor-
tunity here. -- HB 

South Carolina 
Tim Scott (R-1) vs. Tom Dixon (D) 

The day that the Republicans will have to fear 
losing South Carolina will be a true sign of either 
the end of the Republican party, or at the very 
least, its alteration out of all present form. Safe 
Republican. -- HB 

South Dakota 
John Thune (R-1) vs. Jay Williams (D) 

Senator John Thune was re-elected unopposed 
in 2010 with 100% of the vote. And in this deep 
red state, there are not going to be any Hillary 
coattails that Jay Williams can ride. Basically, the 
situation in South Dakota is as follows : in many 
ways just like North Dakota, only more Republi-
can. Safe Republican. -- CS 

Utah 
Mike Lee (R-I) vs. Misty Snow (D) 

Utah is an extremely Republican state, even 
though Donald Trump is proving to be more 
than most Utah voters can handle. Nevertheless, 
Trump is likely to at least win a plurality of the 
vote here, the Democrats' failure to present a for-
midable challenger to Senator Mike Lee makes 
his re-election all but assured. While many politi-
cos expected former Rep. Jim Matheson to enter 
the race, the popular moderate Democrat never 
did. Instead, the Democrats were left with Misty 
Snow, a grocery store clerk. All two major polls 
done in the last three months indicate that Snow 
must overcome an enormous polling deficit to 
pose even a small threat to the senator. Safe Re-
publican. -- CS 
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Vermont 
Pat Leahy (D-1) vs. Scott Milne (R) 

Casual polling shows this to be a totally safe 
Democratic seat, which is really only surprising 
if you're an exceptionally unobservant 6 year old. 
Safe Democratic. -- HB 

Washington 
Patty Murray (D-I) vs. Chris Vance (R) 

In many ways, Washington can be compared to 
deep-red Idaho, as the two share a similar culture 
on both sides of the border, and much of Wash-
ington's land area is rugged and mountainous. In 
fact, you can say that Washington is like Idaho but 
with a coast; a really, really liberal coast. Oh, also 
most of the population lives on said coast, espe-
cially in the bustling tech hub of Seattle, known 
all over the country as a bastion of progressivism. 
Actually, maybe Idaho and Washington are not 
all that similar. Safe Democratic. -- CS 

Wisconsin 
Johnson (R-1) vs. Feingold (D) 

Wisconsin will be a crucial state for Democratic 
victory in the fall. It hosts an extremely vulnera-
ble Republican candidate, and is a relatively safe 
Clinton state. Feingold leads Johnson by a com-
fortable 11 point margin, and there is little reason 
to suspect that Johnson can do anything to turn 

3 4 THE EPO CH JOURNAL 

this race around. Leans Democrat. -HB 

In Conclusion: The Democrat's path to re-
taking the Senate is arduous, but far from impos-
sible, and could consist of any number of paths. 
Their best path would be to start by retaking 
Illinois and Wisconsin, follow it up with a vic-
tory in Indiana, defend Nevada and then knock 
off Ayotte and Toomey. Combined with the very 
high probability they win the White House, that 
would give them an effective majority with Mr. 
Tim Kaine stepping in when . needed. However, 
they can do more than the bare minimum. They 
want icing, and lots of it. There are at least 5 other 
Republican states that have a chance of falling to 
the Democrats, and while they all are tinted red, 
only a few would have to fall to ensure that the 
Democrats could have a very nice hold on the 
senate. 

Meanwhile, the Republican path will lie 
in retaking Nevada, and holding New Hampshire 
and Pennsylvania. If they can really dig into those 
states, and not lose many of the pinkish ones up 
for grabs, they'll have a chance. But they'll be 
fighting a dozen battles, with an unpopular candi-
date, and weaker fundraising than normal. They'll 
be truly pressed to keep up on all fronts. Demo-
cratic victory seems likely, if they play their cards 

FEMINISM & TECHNOLOGY 

In Defense of Tumblr 
Feminism 

The influence of this one-of-a-kind social media platform on the 
coming of age of an entire generation 

BY KATELIN SAFFORD (A'18) 
Authors Note: This work contains references 
to rape, child abuse, and PTSD. 

lf you were to google the term "Tumblr Femi-
nism," one of the first links that would pop up 
in your search would lead you to Urban Dic-
tionary, a site that allows users to submit defi-
nitions for a plethora of words and terms that 
you may not find in a Webster's Dictionary. 
The Urban Dictionary entry for Tumblr femi-
nism reads: "The school of feminist thought 
that, instead of fighting for gender equality, 
is more concerned with seeming liberal and 
feminist and not actually *being* feminist. 
This is often achieved through strict internet 
doctrine and openly ostracizing those who do 
not agree with them. One other symptom of 
Tumblr Feminism is that, when asked to ex-
plain their opinions, sufferers will get angry 
and storm off rather than actually answering 
the question." This is a pretty standard defini-
tion, where the addition of the word "Tum-
blr" to the concept of feminism has brought 
along with it all sorts of ugliness and negativ-
ity. The definition even seems to distinguish 
between Tumblr feminism and "real" femi-
nism by stating that Tumblr feminists are not 
"actually *being* feminist(s.)" So we've es-
tablished that "Tumblr" here is the bad word. 
But what is Tumblr? 
Tumblr is one of the many social media plat-

forms that has popped up in the last decade. 
Tumblr advertises itself as a "microblogging" 
platform, where users run non-traditional 
biogs consisting of long and short text posts, 
pictures, gifs, videos, and audio files. They 
can "reblog" things from other biogs onto 
their biogs (similar to the sharing feature on 
Facebook) and follow biogs, whose content 
will show up on their "dashboard" (which is 
similar to the timeline feature on Facebook.) 
Tumblr is unique in that the content is very 
varied and there is a huge measure of ano-
nymity. The blog does not need to have your 
name attached to it and the picture doesn't 
have to be your face. Content ranges from 
everything to photography, history, politics, 
music, education, art, fiction, and personal 
posts about everyday life. Businesslnsider 
found that Tumblr is rare and valuable as an 
advertising platform because 46% of their de-
mographic consists of folks between the ages 
of 16-24, one of the more difficult to reach 
demographics. They also found that "more 
total time is spent on Tumblr than on bigger 
social networks like Twitter, Linkedln, and 
Pinterest." This is likely because of the em-
phasis on multimedia content, meaning that 
many users spend a lot of time creating and 
interacting with the content, rather than just 
browsing their feeds or shooting off quick 
tweets. 
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So how did Tumblr become a bad word? 
One thing that immediately comes to mind 
is that unique and very young demographic 
that Tumblr has attracted and maintained. 
The demographic is both young and fairly 
politically vocal, which has led to Tumblr, 
more than many other social media sites, be-
coming infamous for cringe-worthy political 
blogging. Under the umbrella of "cringe-
worthy" I mostly include folks who refuse 
to acknowledge any other viewpoint or who 
dogmatically believe what they've been told 
and try to enforce what they think is right 
without allowing for conversation, growth, or 
learning. This is where the Urban Dictionary 

that many people find distasteful, and that is 
the one that has expressed a demand for "safe 
spaces" in their online and o:ffline worlds. 
Safe spaces simply refer to places online or 
in real life where people can feel safe, par-
ticularly with regard to their traumas. A safe 
space is a place where someone with com-
bat related PTSD doesn't have to be worried 
about seeing a graphic war picture, where a 
rape survivor won't encounter any mention 
of rape or coercion. This involves, in a sense, 
a censoring within the space to keep upset-
ting things out. Part of the hive mind men-
tality that often crops up in the super liberal 
Tumblr demographic is one that is hell-bent 

definition likely comes from. 
Not allowing for discussion 
leads many people to wonder 
why these folks would ex-
press themselves the way they 
do, and they conclude that is 
perhaps because they like the 
appearance of being liberal 
more than they care about the 
actual issues involved. There 
can also be a "hive mind" that 

"I also believe that 
on protecting survivors of 
abuse. In this sense, I think 
they err on the right side. I 
absolutely feel that no one 
should be shunned for their 
opinions, and it is infinitely 
important to listen to people 
who disagree with you. I also 
believe that people have a 
right to cut others out of their 
lives who harm them, and a 

people have a right to 
cut others out of their 
lives who harm them, 
and a right to spaces 

where they can re-
treat from concepts 
that hurt them ... " 

is established in large online 
spaces like Tumblr, which disallows for any 
thought or questions that put the hive mind's 
collective opinions at risk. This hive mind on 
Tumblr often protects itself by vigorously re-
jecting and ostracizing anyone who slips up, 
say by asking a question or doing something 
deemed racist or sexist or otherwise, with an 
implied insistence that mistakes are unfor-
givable and people can never change. While 
"calling out" the people in your life that you 
love who make mistakes can be an important 
way of dealing with an issue, it must be ac-
knowledged that mistakes can be corrected or 
learned from. 

There is another subset of this very 
young and politically interested demographic 
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right to spaces where they 
can retreat from concepts that hurt them and 
gather themselves, just like we sometimes 
disengage from heated conversations to take 
a breather or go home when we're tired. 
There's a middle ground here that is often 
missed in conversations about Tumblr and the 
demographic named after it. Safe spaces are 
so important, online and otherwise, for innu-
merable reasons. While critics would say that 
safe spaces isolate and insulate people from 
important issues of conversation, I would ar-
gue that having a space that is safe for taking 
a deep breath before talking about a heavy 
or close issue is absolutely invaluable for 
good conversation. I love talking about the 
issues that are close to me, even the heavy 

ones, because it's so important to talk about 
these sensitive things, but I can't be blindsid-
ed with them or my traumatic response will 
render me useless. I want to talk about these 
heavy or controversial issues, but it is crucial 
that I have a space where I can take a breath 
and prepare myself before entering the fray. 
Another critique of the desire for safe spaces 
is that it makes those who want them weak , 
or that people are weak for wanting them. 
My response would simply be that those 
critics are not rape survivors being asked to 
talk about rape, or traumatized soldiers being 
asked to look at pictures of deployment, or 
child abuse survivors being asked to watch 
documentaries about abused 

ligated to interact with it. My experience on 
the website was one of coming onto it as a 
conservative-leaning Libertarian teenager 
whose racist, sexist upbringing had left me 
with very rigid ideals about the world around 
me, that often caused me to discriminate 
against a whole host of people. I was con-
vinced that being a "girly girl" implied being 
vapid and selfish, which caused me to aggres-
sively reject my inherent love for feminine 
things and try to be more boyish. On Tumblr, 
many of the blogs I followed posted content 
I agreed with and liked- but much of it also 
challenged my worldview in a big and un-
comfortable way. I found that being able to 

quickly scroll past the things 
children. It can be impossible 
to understand the strength and 
resilience these people have to 
muster simply to get through 
their lives and try to process 
what they've gone through. 
Survivors' contributions are 
valuable and safe spaces help 
to protect and enhance the par-

"It can be impossible 
to understand the 
strength and resil-
ience these people 

I didn't like or want to read, 
without knowing or having to 
think about the person behind 
the post as I do on Facebook, 
allowed me to slowly absorb 
certain concepts and safely 
analyze my own feelings and 
position. I didn't feel threat-

have to muster to get 
through their lives ... " 

ticipation of these parties in conversations 
about the issues that affect them. And Tumblr 
was the first place I was ever introduced to 
this idea that has become so important for my 
own well-being and the richness of my aca-
demic life. 
This is why I can't help but defend Tumblr 
and its unique interface and way of present-
ing content, as well as much of the content 
itself. The idea of a hive mind goes both 
ways, and it has become quite trendy to rag 
on "Tumblr feminism" and the legitimacy 
of the platform. But much like twitter, Tum-
blr has helped to revolutionize the way we 
spread information and news. The interface's 
use of the scrolling mechanic, with the added 
anonymity not provided by Facebook, allows 
users to browse content without feeling ob-

ened reading something I 
didn't agree with, so I was able to process and 
respond more slowly. I didn't have any honor 
to uphold against a poster who didn't know 
me and I didn't know. And sometimes those 
opinions disagreed, I'm definitely not say-
ing I blindly absorbed everything I scrolled 
past, but I also found that I agreed in a bigger 
way than I expected, and it really changed 
my life. It opened up so many resources for 
me, in a way that helped me to set aside my 
pride and vain attachment to my previously 
held stances. I started to realize that loving 
pink cutesy stuff didn't have to contradict my 
strength, intelligence, and love for the people 
around me. 
I would venture to say Tumblr has more 
good content than bad, although I don't deny 
that plenty of bad content exists on the site 
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as well. Tumblr is not one entity- it is mil-
lions of different people with different ideas 
and passions and different ways of express-
ing those things to the world and the inter-
net. Like any group, there is a fair share of 
bad apples. But these bad apples are easily 
blocked, and you can self-select for the kind 
of content you want to see. While this can 
contribute to a hive mind mentality or an iso-
lating positive-feedback bubble, I maintain 
that social media should be primarily for fun. 
While Tumblr, twitter, and other social media 
platforms have helped to revolutionize the 
way we spread information, it is no substitute 
for real news and never will be. This is anoth-
er reason I find it too harsh to judge Tumblr 
simply by the vocal political content- there 
is so much beautiful art, witty fiction, and 
gorgeous music on the site, as well as tons of 
educational blogs focused on history, linguis-
tics, martial arts, and anything else under the 
sun that you could imagine. 
My experience on Tumblr was not unusual, 
either. So many young girls and women in 
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my generation were gently encouraged to 
love themselves by constantly scrolling past 
pretty image macros that demanded "LOVE 
YOURSELF," in all-caps, or short paragraphs 
helping to reason out common insecurities or 
damaging assumptions about femininity and 
a whole host of other things. The passive in-
formation sharing on Tumblr helped to arm an 
entire generation of girls (and young people 
in general) with the tools to care about them-
selves and empower others, an effect that is 
often overlooked in conversations about the 
radical, dogmatic sect that Tumblr somehow 
became synonymous with. I would encour-
age everyone to question why they hate an 
entire·website for a particular sect of people 
and ideas that can be found lurking within it's 
depths, and to challenge their perspective of 
this distinctive social media platform and the 
power it has to do good in people's lives. ■ 

POLITICS 

The Sinews of Democracy 
Campaign Finance and The Separation of Politician and Consti-

tutent 
BY IVAN SYRITSYN (A'19) 

"I've always said that power is more important 
than money. But when it comes to elections 

' money gives power ... well, a run for its money." 
--- Frank Underwood. 

For those who do not already know, 
Frank Underwood is the main character of these-
ries House of Cards wherein after being denied 
the promised position of Secretary of State he 
goes on through power and cunning to become 
the President of the United States. As Frank pro-
gresses throughout the show he constantly em-
phasizes that power is more valuable than money 
and that it is through such political power as he is 
acquiring that legacies are built. However, as his 
experience shows, power does not come without 
a cost. Frank Underwood happened to be part of 
the leadership of the very wealthy system that is 

the United States government. With a nominal 
GDP of $17.95 trillion, the US economy makes 
up 24.5% of the gross world product. This can 
give a lot of power to those who know how to 
maneuver these turbulent waters. That is why in 
the 2015-2016 election cycle the top sectors of 
the economy have spent over $1,482,521,410 in 
political donations in order to sway political par-
ties and candidates. 

These political donations are what enable 
different politicians to get reelected to their de-
sired positions without having to worry about los-
ing out to an almost always underfunded oppos-
ing candidate in an ever increasingly impersonal 
political environment. Congressional and Presi-
dential candidates have to care about hundreds 
of thousands and millions of people respectively. 
This explosion of population and expansion of 
voting power has reduced the individual power of 
the voter due to a simple process of division. As 
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the amount of eligible voters increases a greater 
amount of voters will be necessary to achieve the 
same amount of voting power. This decrease of 
voting power per individual has a logical correla-
tion in the isolation of politicians from their con-
stituency for no politician can truly listen to all 
people and understand their individual concerns. 
The only possible way that anything can be heard 
is if individuals come together and petition the 
politicians in unison. This, in a very basic form, 
is exactly what interest groups are and what they 
do. Some groups may be smaller than others in 
the amount of people that comprise them and no 
group is really large enough to vote in a politician 
by itself. Since they cannot di-

divided without any sort of focus those interests 
are thrown to the winds and are rarely heard by 
those at whom they are aimed. 

From what I have gathered so far I have 
determined that as the number of the electorate 
has grown and the individual impact of voices 
have diminished the political machine of this 
country has required more and more of a differ-
ent fuel. That fuel is money and inadvertently the 
time and lives of the people from whom this mon-
ey comes. For money is a representation of time 
spent and labor put forth. It doesn't appear in a 
person's hand out of thin air and from no cause. 
Thus as different campaigns need more money, 

it requires much more than aver-
rectly tie the politicians to them-
selves through votes, groups take 
advantage of their current condi-
tions and use money to influence 
their chosen candidates' points 
of view. As increased isolation 

" ... money has become 
arguably the most 

effective way to stress 
the importance of any 

issue." 

age people of common interest 
may put forth. Thus, even though 
money has always had a role in 
politics, its role and impact has 
been increasing to a far greater 
level than before. With this in-

of politicians has become more 
accepted, it is important to project that which is 
lacking in terms of personal contact through vari-
ous appearances wherein the public perceives the 
politician's understanding of the importance of 
personal contact and interaction. If the person up 
for election does not fulfill such rights the dis-
satisfaction of the public will grow as they would 
see the lack of effort to interact as a personal indi-
cator of the lack of care about themselves. These 
constant barrages of the public eye through po-
litical rallies and advertisements are quite expen-
sive, costing from a few hundred to over a thou-
sand dollars just for one 30-second spot on a local 
station. Thus, in a time when the average House 
seat costs near $1.7 million and a Senate seat 
near $10.5 million money has become arguably 
the most effective way to stress the importance of 
any issue. This phenomenon shows the effective 
application of the old phrase "United we stand 
or divided we fall." Wherever individuals have 
combined their money to push their interest so 
that their interests would be heard they eventually 
succeed. Wherever the interests of individuals are 
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crease the voters themselves are 
worth less and often seen as commodities gath-
ered and used at the appropriate time, with an ap-
pearance of goodness put forth to prevent tumult 
and dissatisfaction which would break people out 
of going along the rails preset for them. Thus as 
we go forward with our lives we will have to ob-
serve whether, as money becomes more and more 
influential in politics, the desires of the populace 
will be sufficiently addressed. Perhaps they will 
be, perhaps not. If not then we have to observe for 
how long the situation can sustain itself before 
something gives, whether those are more disorga-
nized or united will have their voices be dominant 
in the_political environment. Either way nothing 
stays the same forever and the winds of change 
wear down even the sturdiest of mountains. ■ 

AGRICULTURE 

Your Right to Know 
Fear of Genetically Modified Organisms 

BY GRACE VILLMOW (A'20) 

Let's get this out of the way first: a 
GMO is an organism whose DNA was changed 
in a laboratory, typically by taking a gene from 
a related species, bacteria, or virus, and inserting 
it into its cells or editing the genome itself. The 
key steps, according to Harvard, are identifying 
a trait of interest, isolating said trait, introducing 
it into the desired organism, and then growing 
the organism. The pictured diagram ( courtesy of 
the Monsanto Company) gives a basic overview. 
Enzymes (substances that organisms produce to 
act as catalysts that promote biochemical reac-
tions), gene "guns", and bacteria are all com-
mon ways to create GMOs, although you would 
be loath to find an American that could name 
any one of these ways, or even describe what a 
GMO is. In fact, a 2013 Rutgers survey found 
that 53% of people know "very little or noth-
ing at all" about GM foods, and a 2014 Pew Re-
search Center survey found that a mere 3 7% of 
American adults thought that GMOs are safe to 
eat, even though a comprehensive analysis by the 
National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, 
and Medicine has made it abundantly clear that 
they are; and 109 Nobel laureates (who unveiled 
their Letter Supporting Precision Agriculture just 
a few weeks ago) agree; and all GMO products 
must be FDA-approved before they are avail-
able for human consumption; and yes, GMOs 
are held to the same health standards that all our 
other food is. Why do Americans feel this way? 

Well, it's complicated. A bit of history: 
the FDA's first approval of a genetically-engi-

neered product was in 1921, before Watson and 
Crick discovered DNA. Frederick Banting and 
Charles Best extracted the hormone insulin from 
the pancreas ' of dogs and injected into a diabetic 
boy, saving his life and proving that insulin could 
treat human diabetes. To this day, 100% of in-
sulin used to treat diabetes is a GMO or geneti-
cally engineered product, but let's jump to when 
humans started figuring out what genes are in 
the first place - Watson and Crick, 1953. DNA 
is double-helix structure composed of billions 
of tiny sequences, and so the concept of splic-
ing and replacing these sequences to create an 
altered product was the next step in genetic sci-
ences. This is where speculators hit their first wall 
- when humans edit a genome, are they playing 
God? And, furthermore, is it ethical? Well, re-
gardless of your views, there was no one there 
to stop them, and thus Herbert Boyer and Stan-
ley Cohen developed and successfully cloned the 
first GMO in 1973, a strain of E. Coli made to 
acquire a plasmid (pSC 101 ), making it resistant 
to an antibiotic called Tetracycline. Together, the 
two scientists discovered that an enzyme (Eco 
RI) would slice pSCI101at a certain site. Into 
that opening, they inserted another gene that 
held resistance to a different antibiotic known 

' as Kanamycin. They repaired the plasmid, and 
successfully grew subsequent strains that were 
resistant to both Tetracycline and Kanamycin -
history was made, and the biotechnology industry 
expanded rapidly. We hit our next wall in 1994. 

Editing the genes in a mere bacterium is 
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STEP 1: Identify a trait of interest I 
Agricultural Need 

STEP 2: Isolate the genetic trait of interest 

Comparative analysis of 
genomes to identify trait 

Search appropriate 
environment 

Screen list of 
chosen plants 

STEP 3: Inset the desired trait into the new genome 

Gene Gun shoots DNA coated 
metal particles into seed 

STEP 4: Growing the GMO 
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Genetic trait is 
cut and pasted 
into a plasmid 
using enzymes 

► 
Plasmid inserted into 

bacteria that then infects cells 

Carefully controlled growth chambers are 
monitored to ensure that the new GMO 
grows and replicates. Ultimate growth 
conditions are determined at this stage. 

one thing - what about the food we eat? Well, 
the first commercially available GMO product 
for consumption was known as the Flavr Savr 
Tomato, from a Californian company known 
as Calgene. Submitted to the FDA in 1992 and 
deemed as safe as any other tomato in 1994, the 
Flavr Savr was made slightly more resistant to 
rotting and softening, while still maintaining its 
color and flavor. It ultimately failed as a money-
maker, but this is attributed to Calgene's general 
inexperience in terms of growing and shipping. 
Nevertheless, the Flavr Savr set a precedent, and 
other types of produce soon began to follow suit. 
Today, about 90% of com and soybeans produced 
in the United States are classified as GMO prod-
ucts, along with about 70% of papayas, 95% of 
sugar beets, and 94% of cottonseed. In addition 
to this, a whopping 70% of the processed food 
you've come to know and love at your local su-
permarket contains some form of genetically 
modified organism, usually derived from com 
or soybeans. So, we've been doing this since 
the 1920's - what's with all the uproar now? 

One of the biggest names in the fight 
against GMOs is the Non-GMO Project. Estab-
lished in 2003 by a small "natural" grocery store 
in response to customers that were concerned 
about genetically modified soy lecithin in some 
of their products. They developed a campaign 
called People Who Want to Know, which wrote 
letters to the manufacturers of "natural" food 
products to discover the GMO status of their 
food. Inspired by the choice of the Big Car-
rot Natural Food Market (located in Toronto) to 
cease purchasing GMO products entirely in 2001, 
more and more companies, from non-profits to 
big name food companies, chose to capitalize 
on this Right to Know movement. And that's 
where anti-GMO companies excel: they disguise 
a fear campaign on the basis of pursuit of knowl-
edge. Who can argue with one's Right to Know? 
In fact, anti-GMO organizations just gained a 
major victory: Obama signed a bill in late July 
that will require GMO labelling for all GM pro-
duce in the United States. But if GMO foods are 

held to the same FDA standards as any other 
food, why would companies choose to do this? 

The answer is unsurprising: money. Take 
Chipotle Mexican Grill 's pledge to remove all 
GMOs from their menu - this wording makes 
it sound like they 've done a complete overhaul 
of their menu, but they've actually just replaced 
two items. They switched to a non-GMO com 
tortilla supplier, and they now use a certified non-
GMO canola oil as a pricier alternative to their 
old canola oil. Chipotle altered just two items, 
but as a business move, the anti-GMO campaign 
was genius. They produce exactly the same food 
at a higher price, and they get to advertise a bet-
ter alternative to their original product, draw-
ing uneducated consumers (remember the 53% 
in our Rutgers survey?) into their restaurant. 
Chipotle appealed to the ignorance to over half 
of the population in the United States, raised their 
prices, and kept the same 66 of the 68 items on 
their menu - and it worked. In the months fol-
lowing their G-M-Over It announcement, their 
price on the New York Stock Exchange jumped 
up over 100 points. This is absolutely brilliant 
from an economic perspective, but absolute non-
sense from a scientific one. Chipotle has not gone 
completely GMO free at all. They have no con-
trol over whether their meat has consumed GMO 
products or not (and when 90% of com in the US 
is a GMO, they typically do), and any sodas that 
they sell are also liable to contain GM products. 
This was actually brought up in a lawsuit, and 
it has since been put on their website that they 
do not control what their animals eat ... all the 
way at the bottom of their G-M-Over It page. 
Let's take a look at what else they have on there. 

They begin with defining how GM Os are 
made: "A GMO is created by inserting genes from 
one species (typically bacteria or a virus) into the 
DNA of another. This can result in a plant with 
characteristics that wouldn't occur naturally, such 
as producing pesticides or the ability to withstand 
high doses of chemical herbicides." Factually cor-
rect, but with misleading diction. The first word 
that stands out to me is "naturally", but let's look 
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at all the other ways Chipotle tricks its consumers, 
like "chemical herbicides". What is a chemical 
herbicide? Well, it's literally all herbicides. Every 
single one, because all herbicides have chemicals. 
Everything has chemicals. Water is a chemical. 
But chemical is a scary word, and so they include 
it - they're not wrong, but it's like mentioning 
that their grass is green and their water is wet. 

How about "producing pesticides"? 
That's a scary way of saying resistance to bugs 
and other vermin through the production of Ba-
cillus thuringiensis, or Bt, a bacterium part of the 
Bacillus cerus family. Found all over the world 
from soil to sand, Bt is differentiated from Bacil-
lus cerus because it contains a plasmid that pro-
duces protein crystals that are toxic to insects. Not 
only has the EPA found Bt non-

that it cannot be used upon any added colors, ar-
tificial flavors, or synthetic substances. We have 
thousands of food companies all over the world 
tricking gullible consumers into thinking they're 
buying healthier, safer products, even though the 
word "natural" has basically no meaning. Now, it 
could be interpreted that the specific gene com-
binations of GMOs do not occur "naturally", but 
that isn't the case, either - don't those very same 
sequences occur in other genomes? There is abso-
lutely no scientific basis to prove that one spliced 
gene would not work just as well in a different 
organism ... but they don't want you to know that. 

They don't want you to know the science 
of GM Os. They don't want you to know about 
the science ( or safety) of Bt. They don't want you 

to know that growing GMO pro-
hazardous to humans, but they 
have also exempted it from food 
residue tolerances, groundwater 
restrictions, endangered species 
labelling, and special review re-

" ... remember: the 
FDA has no spe-

cific definition for the 
word "natural". " 

duce can result in over 20% more 
yield in the same amount of space 
as a traditionally-bred organism, 
or that GM produce reduces pes-

quirements. It has no known ef-
fect on any wildlife other than insects. Essential-
ly, just because it is toxic to a grasshopper does 
not mean it is toxic to a human. Would you stop 
eating chocolate because it is toxic to your dog? 
I could rant and rave about "high doses of pes-
ticides" (typically farmers use the equivalent of 
one soda can over an entire field) and how they 
completely left out the actual science of genetic 
modification in favor of mentioning bacteria and 
viruses (more scary and meaningless words), but 
let's move onto my favorite word: "naturally". 

What does it mean for something to oc-
cur "naturally"? Bears occur naturally. So do 
earthquakes, radioactive decay, cancer, Ebola, 
and cockroaches. Meanwhile, in the unnatural 
department, we have vaccines, most of modem 
medicine (RE: insulin), air conditioning, and 
Twinkies. Between bears and Twinkies, I think 
I'll take my chances with the packaged pastry. 
Perhaps I'm being facetious, but remember: 
the FDA has no specific definition for the word 
"natural". The only stipulations of the words are 
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ticide use by 37% and increases 
farmer profits by up to 68%, and 

they definitely don't want you to know that any 
FDA-approved GM crops (read: every GM crop 
available for consumption) are safe, have always 
been safe, and will continue to be safe. The en-
tire anti-GMO industry benefits from consumer 
ignorance, at the expense of farmers, the environ-
ment, and even ourselves. Yes, consumers have a 
right to know - but a label won't educate them. It 
won't tell them which genes have been edited or 
for what purpose. The science of GM Os needs to 
be taught in schools, to ensure that students will 
grow up to be smart consumers that won't over-
pay for the same product just because it has a non-
GMO label on it. The bill Obama signed will only 
scare consumers away from perfectly safe food. 

Many consider GMO foods to be a step-
ping-stone towards eugenics, another highly con-
troversial matter that even I don't have a concrete 
opinion on. We have the ability to create super-hu-
mans; cure genetic disorders; and even eliminate 
diseases, but at what cost? Our humanity? I'll be 
the first to admit that I don't know how far is too 

far. However, to the extent of my concern, GMO 
foods are yet another boon of human scientific 
development, much like in-home electricity or 
my personal favorite invention, indoor plumbing. 
In some cases, such as Golden Rice, GMO foods 
have even been proven to provide nutrients that 
consumers would not otherwise have access to. If 
I can leave my valued readers with one message 
about GMOs, it is this: educate yourself. Whether 
you choose to consume them or not, GMOs have 
become a staple in agriculture and a constant in 
your medicine - and that is your Right to Know. ■ 
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JOURNALISM & POLITICS 

In Their Own Words 
Brief Interviews with Journalists and Politicians 

on the Role of the Media 

BY SA WYER NEALE (A'18) 

This election cycle, the press is under 
attack. From being blamed for the rise of Donald 
Trump, to the pronounced influence of the de-
mocratizing effects of social media on the spread 
of information, to both nominees acting with an 
ostensible contempt for the press -- either revok-
ing press access, as Trump has with the Washing-
ton Post, Politico, and the Huffington Post, or re-
fusing to hold press conferences, as Sec. Hillary 
Clinton did from December 2015 to September 
2016 -- the fourth pillar of our democracy appears 
to be both under pronounced scrutiny and to be in 
the process of being pushed out of the loop of our 
national conversation. With "mainstream media" 
becoming a popular slur for our news-sources, 
and in an age where anybody with a cellphone 
and Twitter can become a news reporter, we are 
forced to ask a serious question: what is the role 
of the press in a democracy? 

In April 2016, I, Sawyer Neale, was 
elected as a Delegate to the Democratic National 
Convention, representing Pennsylvania's 15th 
Congressional District. Over the course of the 
Convention, I had unparalleled access to journal-
ists, both unknown and widely-renowned, and 
governmental officials working on every level of 
government, ranging from municipal, to state, to 
federal-level. Upon realizing in the weeks lead-
ing up to the convention that I would have this 
degree of access, I decided to spend my week in 
Philly seeking to find answers to the question of 
what the press ought to strive for. In this seeking, 
I attempted to find answers from members of the 
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press, and politicians -- in their own words -- as to 
what role the ever-present media ought fulfil in a 
democracy. The following are some of the many 
responses I received over that week. Prior to the 
responses, which have been edited for clarity, are 
brief notes on the individual interviewed. ■ 

John Micek is the Editorial and Opinions 
Editor at The Patriot News. 

What, to you, is the role of the media in a 
democracy? 
"I've always seen us in an idealistic, old fash-
ioned way, as a hedge on power, as a watch-
dog on authority. Sometimes we accomplish 
that goal in the way we're supposed to, and 
sometimes we don't, but I'd like to think that 
more often than not, we succeed." 
What does the differentiation look like? 
"The good way is reporting how money is 
spent, is holding power accountable, like 
finding out if some politician stands to ben-
efit from a particular vote or a particular 
action he or she is taking, or if they are re-

warding supporters or contributors with quid-
pro-quo 's. Where we sometimes fall short is 
that there, frankly, aren't as many reporters 
as there should be covering government, es-
pecially local and municipal government." ■ 

Kristen Welker 

Kristen Welker is NBC News 's White House 
Correspondent and member of Sec. Clinton 's 

press corps. 
What, to you, is the role of the media in a 
democracy? 
"I think that our role is to be watchdogs for 
politicians, to hold them accountable for their 
actions, their words, their policy proposals, 
and their promises to the American people. 
That means that we absolutely necessarily 
need to do a lot of fact checking. We don't 
always get it right, but we try to. Our job is 
to give the American people as much infor-
mation as possible so that, on Election Day, 
they 're informed as much as possible." ■ 

Laura Olson 

Laura Olson is a reporter f or the Allentown 
Morning Call covering DC politics and 

policy. 
What should the media strive to do in a de-
mocracy? 
"I think, hopefully, we aren't only telling 
people what's going on, but also putting it 
into context. We should be saying 'here's the 
issues the candidates are talking about, here's 
where they agree, here's where they disagree, 
and why this is happening.' I think that's im-
portant because otherwise it's hard to make 
decisions as to who should govern us. So, 
we 're putting out information, as well as 
helping you sort through that information." ■ 
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MikeVeon 

Mike Veon is the Former Majority Whip in 
the Pennsylvania House of Representative, 

who resigned after being convicted as a part 
of the Bonus gate trials of 20 I 0. 

What is the role of the media in a democ-
racy? 
"I think the media has a very important role, 
and have held that role for a long time. Some 
of the media has seen that role changing, so 
that there is a more partisan press, today, for 
example, than there when I got into politics, 
just 30 years ago. Most of the press back then 
was much more neutral, and we've seen the 
landscape change in the way that the media 
covers politics. So, there was no FOX News, 
MSNBC counterpart opinions 30 years ago. 
This has made a dramatic difference in how 
media covers politics." 
Do you think this change is for better or 
for worse? What should they be striving 
to? 
"I think there is no one single thing that the 
media should do. I like the idea that there is 
a more partisan media presence. I understand 
that FOX News is going to promote the Re-
publican Party. I recognize that MSNBC is 
going to say better things about Democrats. 
I think that as long as you understand what 
the rules are, you can work with the media. I 
think there also should be, and there are, me-
dia organizations who play it very much so 
down the middle. There are many print news-
papers, for example, do a very good job of 
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staying neutral. They have editorial pages, of 
course, where they editorialize on who they 
support, why they think this person should be 
elected, but I think that their news coverage 
is still not slanted, not political. I think there 
are some broadcast reporters do that, but it's 
mostly in the print. I think that's an important 
component!"■ 

G. Terry Madonna is a prominent pollster 
and political commentator in Pennsylvania, 
and a professor of public affairs at Frank-
lin and Marshall College in Lancaster, PA, 
where he serves as director of F &M's 'Cen-

ter for Politics and Public Affairs' and as 
director of the nationally-renowned Franklin 

and Marshall College Poll. 
In view of politics in general, what should 
media strive towards? What's the ideal 
goal of the media? 
"I'm a little old fashioned, and here's why: I 
think when you're covering a campaign, you 
ought to write what the candidates say, keep-
ing it factual, not adding their own viewpoints 
about it. Don't put a line in there of interpre-
tation. It's strictly about what the candidates 
say. Now, on the other hand, when you're on 
the editorial page, all things are fair game. 
They can have any opinion they want. The 

thing that's more fascinating is that recently 
the fact that a lot of reporters, in addition to 
covering events, also themselves do editori-
als. They are writing think pieces and col-
umns, and that always results in the question 
being raised of 'well, when you're reporting, 
are you then adding your viewpoint into your 
reporting?' ... 
Another aspect of it, is that now you have 
a lot of reporters doing national talk shows. 
Like, you have a reporter from the Washing-
ton Post, or the New York Times, and now 
they're regulars for commentary, and so that's 
where the lines get blurred very quickly." 
So, in your view, the good kind of journal-
ism would be straight facts, straight news, 
minimal editorialism, right? Why does 
that matter? What's the goal of it? 
"It matters because you have readers who are 
influenced by it. As such, I think you have an 
obligation when you're writing a news story 
to just write the news. Here's another aspect 
that's pretty important: today, you have most 
viewers, most listeners, most readers, read 
and view and listen to the content and to the 
stations that reinforce their own views ... Un-
fortunately, most people today are only com-
fortable with their views being reinforced, 
which is critical. They don't often challenge 
their perception of the world, and I don't 
think that's healthy for democracy." ■ 

Mark Cohen 

Mark Cohen, elected in 1974 in the wake of 
Watergate, is the seniormost member of the 
Pennsylvania State House of Representa-

tives. 
What is the job of the media in a democ-
racy? 
"The job of the media in a democracy should 
be aiding the democracy. Giving people in-
formation in a manner that informs them, and 
doesn 't just inflame them. I think that the rise 
of FOX News over the last 20 years or so, 
has been a total disaster for the public. It's 
totally redefined journalism, and made jour-
nalism less reliable, and less effective in get-
ting across the message of what people are 
actually standing for. " 
A cross between a watchdog, and transfer-
ence of information? 
"I think they should be striving to give infor-
mation. Sometimes the watchdog approach 
does that, but all to frequently it results in, 
for example, illegal leaks of documents from 
prosecuting agencies, be it the PA Attorney 
General's Office or the FBI."■ 
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