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by Carter Brown

Most of us remember the 9.0 
magnitude earthquake and fol-

lowing tsunami that rocked Japan 
on March 11, 2011 culminating in 
the failure of various nuclear power 
plants, the most unstable of which 
was the Fukushima Daiichi plant. The 
incident became so severe that it was 
given a threat level of 7 on a scale of 
1 to 7; the only other nuclear event to 
reach this level was Chernobyl. The 
U.S. watched the situation unfold on 
the news for many months until it ap-
peared to be contained. During this 
time there were updates on the evacu-
ations, threat levels and comparisons 
to Three Mile Island and Chernobyl, 
but eventually, the issue faded from 
the spotlight as other issues around 
the world took precedence.
   However, during last nearly three 
years since the incident, it has come 
to light that the situation was graver 
than it initially seemed. The affected 
plants were run by the electric util-
ity Tokyo Electric Power Company 
(TEPCO), and evidence shows that 
TEPCO cut corners while the Japa-
nese government turned a blind eye 

in spite of safety concerns.
According to a report by the Carnegie 
Endowment (“Why Fukushima Was 
Preventable,” March 2012), Japan’s 
Nuclear and Industrial Safety Agency 
(NISA) failed to “review compliance 
with tsunami safety standards and 
also to update them in light of both 
emerging new evidence and evolving 
international standards.”
     So, the utility was able to save 
money by ignoring the risk of nuclear 
contamination, the effects of which 
are now beginning to become evident 
on a large ecological scale.
     The radiation effects in Fukushima 
are much worse than previously stat-
ed. At the end of last year the BBC re-
ported that levels of radiation around 
the plant were 18 times higher than 
previously reported by TEPCO. This 
discrepancy was due to the fact that 
TEPCO was using instruments with 
a limited range. The new calculation 
of leaking storage tank was said to 
be 1.8 sieverts per hour. To put this 
in perspective, four sieverts leads to 
sever radiation poisoning and often 
results in death. This poses a severe 
threat to workers cleaning up and on 
the surrounding environment.

However, the radioactive debris is 
not confined to Japan and much has 
been leaking both underground and 
into the Pacific Ocean. Additionally, 
TEPCO has been dumping some of 
the water from their contaminated 
water tanks into the sea, adding to 
the radiation levels and leading to 
what some call a “plume” of radioac-
tive water expected to reach the west 
coast of the United States early this 
year. Though diluted, the radiation 
is still present, and is still potentially 
harmful if it builds up.
     A research group from Stanford 
University measured increased lev-
els of radiation in all tuna they test-
ed in the Pacific Ocean, but went on 
to say that it was not a public health 
concern. Similarly, the Canada Food 
Inspection Agency (FIA) has stated 
that the levels of radioactive isotopes 
present in fish are still small enough 
to be of little concern.
     But back in Japan, the threat of 
contaminated seafood is a major con-
cern with some fish over reaching 
100 times the marker of being unsafe 
for human consumption. South Korea 
has even banned importing Japanese 
fish due to this threat.

     Naturally, many environmental 
activists have been using this event 
as an example of humanity wreaking 
havoc on the environment, but many 
such reports are exaggerated. While 
it is true that the waters surrounding 
Japan have been very much con-
taminated with radiation, the Pacific 
Ocean is a vast body of water and the 
isotopes will become diluted. The re-
search above from Stanford and the 
FIA demonstrate that radiation levels 
are still safe for human consumption.
There have also been many recent un-
explained deaths of animals along the 
western North American continent. 
For example, polar bears, walruses, 
and seals have all been found to have 
fur loss and open sores in Alaska and 
around the Bering Strait. The cause 
of these ailments is unknown; some 
environmentalists say that it’s due to 
Fukushima and others do not. How-
ever, hair loss and sores are classic 
symptoms of radiation poisoning, so 
until further research is done, the sit-
uation must be left open for investi-
gation.

Continued on Page 7
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EDITORIAL

Big Brother is watching you.
     On June 5, 2013, British news-

paper The Guardian delivered an 
alarming story, confirming the fears 
of many a paranoid individual.  The 
Guardian reported that the US Na-
tional Security Agency (NSA) seizes 
the metadata of every phone call and 
text message made in America.  This 
metadata includes the identities of the 
participants in these exchanges, the 
time of day and duration of each calls, 
and, interestingly enough, the location 
of the participants.  Given that, accord-
ing to Pew research group, the average 
American sends 42 texts per day (88 
texts for Americans aged 18-29) and 
makes five phone calls, the NSA has 
a detailed portrait of each American’s 
life—the many locations they travel to 
and from each day, whom they interact 
with, and how frequently they interact 
with each person.  To anyone who had 
any doubts, privacy is truly dead.

    The American constitution pro-
vides a system of checks and balances 
to ensure that power cannot become 
too concentrated in the hands of a 
single branch of government.  Cru-
cially, the executive branch can only 
act within the laws and mandates set 
by Congress and in the Constitution.  
To ensure that the executive branch 
does not overstep its constitutionally 
and legally set bounds, the judicial 
branch carries the responsibility of 
interpreting the law and government 
action, ruling as unconstitutional 
or illegal any practices that violate 
the law.  Unfortunately, this prudent 
system has almost completely broken 
down with regards to the NSA. Indeed, 
checks and balance can hardly be said 
to exist at all.

     Taking the role of the judiciary 
in this farce is the Foreign Services 
Intelligence Court, or FISA.  But the 
FISA is no ordinary court, and does 
not operate under the rules required in 
every other judiciary proceeding.  In a 
constitutionally legitimate court, there 
are two sides, a prosecution seeking 
grievances against the accused, and a 
defense seeking to protect its own in-
terests.  Both sides are wholly aware of 
the minutia of the case, with the goals 

of the prosecution clearly and publicly 
stated, and with all relevant evidence 
made available to each side.  Both 
sides are represented by attorneys, and 
the result of the case is retained in the 
public record.  Not so for FISA and 
the NSA.  In the FISA only one side 
is allowed to present its case—indeed, 
only one side is allowed to be aware 
that there is even a case to present: the 
NSA.  The atrocity of this dynamic 
becomes clear when one realizes 
which side is excluded: the citizens 
of the United States of America, we 
the people.  Replacing our public, 
constitutionally mandated adversarial 
judicial procedures is a terrifying new 
system in which the NSA simply sends 
its plans to be rubberstamped by FISA.  
To any who doubt that the FISA is a 
rubberstamp consider that in the past 
ten years FISA has ruled against the 
NSA in only 10 out of 20,909 requests.  
That translates to a 99.9% win rate for 
the NSA.

     If the NSA were subject to actual 
rather than fabricated oversight from 
a judiciary, then their activities would 
undoubtedly be found to be unconsti-
tutional.  The fourth amendment to 
the US Constitution, which is in place 
to protect privacy rights, ensures, or 
is meant to ensure, “The right of the 
people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no Warrants 
shall issue, but upon probable cause, 
supported by Oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be 
searched, and the persons or things 
to be seized.”  As stipulated in the 
amendment, the government is pro-
hibited from conducting unreasonable 
searches against Americans, including 
searching their “papers,” or, in modern 
parlance, personal communications 
and their associated data.  A search is 
unreasonable unless there is “probable 
cause” to suspect wrongdoing, and this 
probable cause can only be obtained 
through the issuance of a warrant 
“describing...the persons or things to 
be seized.”  Seizing metadata, as the 
NSA does, is clearly a search of Amer-
icans’ personal information, and is a 

violation of the Fourth Amendment 
unless accompanied by a warrant de-
scribing the persons being searched, 
and the probable cause justifying that 
search.  The blanket warrants issued 
by FISA, blessing the NSA’s search-
es of Americans’ metadata, clearly 
lack a description of probable cause 
for searching or of the persons being 
searched (anyone and indeed everyone 
can be and is searched).  A true court 
that was more than a rubberstamp, a 
court without ten of eleven justices 
being republican conservatives, would 
likely rule the NSA’s searches uncon-
stitutional and illegal.  

     The activities of the NSA also 
defy the First Amendment to the con-
stitution, which prohibits “abridging 
the freedom of speech.”  Ask yourself, 
would you speak openly and frankly if 
you knew you were being watched and 
recorded? Do you speak the same way 
in public as you do in private?  Do you 
separate the speech meant to be heard 
by authority figures from the speech 
meant for close confidants, even when 
you technically have done nothing 
wrong?  Do you trust that authority 
will not ever misuse its power, and 
the information it obtains, even when 
its actions are shrouded in complete 
secrecy?  If you answered no to any 
of these questions, then it should be 
clear to you that the NSA’s activities 
violate Americans’ First Amendment 
rights to free speech.

     But enough with philosophical 
abstractions and hypotheticals; let’s 
discuss the concrete ways in which 
unconstrained government surveil-
lance has been used and can be used to 
harm and target the American people.  
In 1955 the FBI began illegally track-
ing the personal activities of Martin 
Luther King Jr., investigating him 
for alleged ties to the “foreign” threat 
of communism.  MLK’s antiracist, 
antiwar, and antipoverty beliefs and 
actions stood firmly against the estab-
lishment, and thus the establishment 
was intent on eliminating this threat 
to their power.  

Continued On Page 7

To Rescue The First and Fourth 
Amendments, End the NSA
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The Limits of Body Positivity 
On Body Image Vrinda Jagota

Jennifer Lawrence is, and has been, 
Hollywood’s favorite “It” girl for 

the past few years, with reason. She’s 
charming and accessible, successful 
but modest. She has become the face 
of loving your nonconventional body, 
of embracing your awkward, of going 
for that extra slice of pizza. Much of 
her fan base circulates video clips 
and gifs of her telling interviewers 
she would never diet for a role, loves 
fast food, and thinks starving yourself 
is dumb. 
     While her message is an important 
one for women of all ages and body 
types, she is, of course, speaking from 
a privileged position. A Huffington 
Post article recently discussed how her 
rhetoric is extremely different from 
that of Melissa McCarthy- a much 
heavier actress. Lawrence can and 
does talk about wanting to look like 
a “real person”, about how she would 
never change herself for the sake of 
industry success. But what is lauded as 
“rising above beauty norms” for Law-
rence is condemned as unhealthy and 
irresponsible for McCarthy, who often 
publicly apologizes for her weight 
rather than celebrating it, saying that 
she’s not sure why she’s not thinner, 
as she eats well, that she wishes she 
were “magically a size 6.” 
     There is clearly a double standard in 
place by fans when it comes to whom 
we idolize, what we respect, and what 
we want out of our celebrities. Do we 
really think all bodies are beautiful? 
Or all bodies that fall within a certain 
margin? And what happens to the peo-
ple on the periphery? Granted, it could 
be argued that Jennifer is expanding 
the range of what we consider beau-
tiful, but the danger with viewing her 
as the ultimate emblem of progress is 
pseudo-acceptance. This type of ac-
ceptance leads to complacency rather 
than real progress. If we only look for 
deviance in the bodies we already find 
conventionally attractive, what are we 
actually accepting? The Huffington 
Post article emphasized that while 
Lawrence is serving as a positive role 
model, it is important to remember 
that we allow her to be a role model 
because we are comfortable with her, 
that the difference in the way she is 
perceived versus the way McCartney 
is perceived in fact reinforces the way 
we think negatively about women who 
are actually overweight. 
     However, this apparent “fat-sham-
ing” is not the end of the issue. Law-
rence is speaking from a position of 
privilege, and if we forget that when 
she makes statements about how 

“dumb it is to diet” to conform to a 
norm, we are allowing for the isolation 
of women who do not feel empowered 
enough to rise above the oppressive 
female ideal. If we forget that Jennifer 
Lawrence is, despite her not-quite-
model-skinny physique, actually very 
conventionally attractive, it becomes 
more difficult to have a candid discus-
sion about eating disorders and strug-
gles with body image issues, which are 
already heavily stigmatized as shallow 
narcissism rather than serious mental 
disorders. In contrast to Lawrence’s 
strength, struggle with weight seems 
unjustified, the issue almost passé.  
However, as shown with McCartney, it 
is clearly not the case that defiance of 
norms is accepted for all bodies. There 
is still a beauty standard in place, even 
if it has been loosened, which makes 
body-appreciation a radical exercise 
for those outside Hollywood’s stan-
dards.
     This is, of course, not really a fault 
of Lawrence’s. She didn’t ask to be 
born the way she is, and there is no 
denying that she has had to face her 
share of prejudice. However, there is 
a problem with the way she is blindly 
idolized. In a world where Lawrence is 
lauded for being effortlessly beautiful, 
a less conventionally attractive woman 
caring about her appearance becomes 
weak. In fact, anybody caring for 
appearance, exerting effort, is weak 
when “effortless” is praiseworthy. It 
is especially difficult, and requires 
varying degrees of effort, for women 

who don’t see faces like their own on 
television and billboards to approach 
Jennifer’s nearly ubiquitous white 
beauty. It’s admirable that Lawrence 
is confident in her body, but it is often 
ignored that she doesn’t look like most 
of us. 
     She has stylists. She is the face of 
Dior. She is blonde and white and has 
perfect skin, layers of makeup, and 
clothes designed to flatter her body. 
For her to tell us we don’t need to 
worry about our bodies glosses over 
the problem, and in fact, makes body 
image issues the problem of a “lesser 
person.” Lawrence is a hero because 
she isn’t anorexic despite all the pres-
sure she’s under. There’s no denying 
that. What is troubling is the question 
that comes next: So what does that 
make someone who is anorexic? 
Someone who may be under even 
more pressure? Are they an antihero? 
A bad role model? Lawrence implic-
itly gets her identity by comparison 
and competition with other women. 
Where are the gifs of women who 
have battled and overcome anorexia 
or bulimia? These women are far less 
often viewed as heroes. There exists 
a two-sided pressure that is rarely dis-
cussed. Women must be conventional-
ly attractive, of course, but it has to be 
without trying, because femininity is 
considered shallow and unintelligent. 
What is missing in a world where 
Lawrence tells us she would never 
change her body, is someone telling us 
why they might feel like they had to, 

why it’s ok to feel like that, and how 
to deal with those feelings.   
     Women and men of color, lower 
socioeconomic status, with crooked 
noses or imperfect teeth have much 
less positive reinforcement, and are 
therefore at much greater risk of dis-
liking their bodies. When we praise 
Lawrence without recognizing her 
position, we create an impossible 
situation where women are expected 
to “eat like a caveman”, effortlessly 
rising above any and all expectations 
while maintaining a conventionally 
attractive aesthetic and appeal. 
     As Jennifer Lawrence is idolized 
without any accompanying discussion 
of how she achieves her empower-
ment, it becomes increasingly difficult 
to be an actor or actress who does fall 
prey to the norms imposed on him or 
her. The critical eye turns towards peo-
ple who are not acting like Lawrence, 
rather than to the problem of the small 
margins within which we gauge beau-
ty. Lawrence has said that it’s “dumb” 
to starve yourself, as if this behavior 
is a pastime. The problem is not really 
Lawrence, but the way she is interpret-
ed, without any conversation about her 
perspective or any reassurance that 
NOT being Jennifer Lawrence is ok, 
too. It’s great to see a healthy woman 
making it in Hollywood, but it is trou-
bling if we are becoming complacent 
with an almost-conventionally-perfect 
woman as the emblem of change. 

CP

Photos Courtesy of myhungergames.com and usmagazine.com
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Gridlocked: Chris Christie 2016
Amanda Aragon  On Scandal in Jersey

On September 9, 2013, the Port 
Authority shut down two of the 

three lanes on the George Washing-
ton Bridge in order to conduct a traf-
fic study. These lanes connected Fort 
Lee, NJ, to New York City. What re-
sulted was a catastrophic traffic jam 
that blocked  emergency vehicles 
and public school buses from attend-
ing to emergencies and transporting 
children on the first day of the school 
year. In response to the massive jam, 
the mayor of Fort Lee, Mark Soko-
lich, texted Port Authority Deputy 
Executive Director Bill Baroni say-
ing, “Presently we have four very 
busy traffic lanes merging into only 
one toll booth. ... The bigger problem 
is getting kids to school. Help please. 
It’s maddening.” Additionally, EMS 
was delayed in four emergency sit-
uations, with their response times 
nearly doubled as they struggled to 
get though the gridlock. In one case, 
a 91-year-old woman died, though 
it’s not clear whether the doubled re-
sponse time contributed to her death. 
Despite the mayor’s attempt to con-
tact the Port Authority, claiming that 
there was an “urgent matter of public 
safety in Fort Lee,” he was met with 
‘radio silence.’ 
     It was later revealed that the clo-
sures might have been a punitive act 
against Democratic Mayor Sokolich, 
who failed to endorse Chris Christie 
in the November election. On August 
13th, Bridget Anne Kelly, Deputy 
Chief of Staff to Republican Gov-
ernor Christie, emailed David Wild-
stein, of the Port Authority saying, 
“Time for some traffic problems in 
Fort Lee,” to which Wildstein re-
sponded, “Got it.” After being con-
tacted by Sokolich about the delays, 
Wildstein sent the message, “Is it 
wrong that I am smiling? I feel badly 
about the kids I guess...They are the 
children of Buono voters,” referenc-
ing Barbara Buono, a Democrat who 
ran against Christie in 2013. By Sep-
tember Sokolich was trying to deter-
mine if the closures were a deliberate 

act against him. The Port Authority 
responded that the closures were the 
result of a traffic study. Later, in No-
vember, Baroni testified before the 
Assembly Transportation Commit-
tee that the lane closures were for a 
traffic study ordered by Wildstein. 
He said the biggest mistake was not 
informing Fort Lee officials and the 
Port Authority Director, Patrick Foye. 
     The biggest question of this con-
troversy is whether or not Governor 
Chris Christie was involved in the 
closures. Christie denied any in-
volvement and asked his staff if any-
one knew about the closures. They 
all denied having any knowledge. In 
January when the story made nation-
al news, Christie claimed that he 
was “misled” by a staffer and was 
“deeply saddened” by the “unaccept-
able” conduct. In a subsequent press 
conference it was revealed that Kelly 
had been fired (Wildstein and Baroni 
both resigned earlier). The very next 
day, hundreds of documents became 
public which revealed that Foye at-

tempted to stop the closures because 
they were “hasty and ill-advised” and 
also may have been “illegal.” Chris-
tie then announced his intention to 
apologize to Sokolich, to which the 
latter replied, “Call the folks that had 
to deal with traffic Armageddon that 
week. Don’t call me.”
     However, there are many who do 
not believe Christie’s claim that he 
was uninvolved. Opponents of Chris-
tie point to the staffing changings 
that have occurred at Port Authority 
since Christie took office in 2010. 
According to a lawsuit, since 2010 
the agency has been staffed with al-
most eighty people loyal to Chris-
tie, including Wildstein, who went 
to high school with Christie. Given 
these connections, opponents argue, 
it seems unlikely that Christie was 
kept in the dark. However, there re-
mains no clear evidence that Christie 
was involved, and the investigation 
will continue to determine which, if 
any, federal laws were broken.   
 In the wake of this contro-

versy, the Hoboken mayor has stated 
that she was pressured to support a 
project tied to Port Authority. Addi-
tionally, Christie has been accused 
of withholding Hurricane Sandy re-
lief funds from Hoboken for political 
reasons (Hoboken is 11 percent re-
publican). Hoboken’s mayor claimed 
she asked for $130 million in aid and 
only received $300,000. A new joint 
legislative panel is meeting to inves-
tigate these assertions as well as the 
closures. 
 The results of these investi-
gations could have serious implica-
tions for Christie, who is a favorite 
for the 2016 Republican presiden-
tial nomination. His approval rating 
has dropped almost 20 percent since 
November 2013, and 37 percent for 
voters who use the George Washing-
ton Bridge. However, the presiden-
tial election is still two years away, 
which leaves a lot of time for senti-
ment to change. The results of the in-
vestigations may reveal what type of 
president Christie will make. 

Courtesy of politico.com

by Jonathan Jaffe

To what extent do the rights of the 
fetus supersede the rights of the 

mother? This was the question posed 
in Fort Worth, Texas, as father, Er-
ick Muñoz, fought for his pregnant 
wife’s right to be taken off life-sup-
port after having been declared med-
ically and legally dead. Believed to 
have suffered from a pulmonary em-
bolism, 33-year-old, Marlise Muñoz, 
remained in the intensive care unit of 
John Peter Hospital for eight weeks 
before a decision was reached as to 
whether or not it was legal to take her 
off of life-support.
      Typically, patients decide wheth-
er or not they wish to be resuscitated 
prior to being admitted to the hos-
pital, and the hospital then acts in 

DNR: Baby on Board - Braindead and Pregnant
accordance with the wishes of the 
patient in the instance that the need 
to resuscitate arises. However, Mar-
lise’s case was unique because while 
she had told her husband that she did 
not want to be resuscitated, the hospi-
tal claimed that the decision was not 
up to her. According to a Texas law 
instituted under the Texas Advanced 
Directives Act, it is illegal for Texas 
hospitals to withdraw life-sustaining 
care from a pregnant patient, regard-
less of that patient’s wishes. This 
meant that Marlise would have to 
remain in the intensive care unit for 
up to 18 weeks while doctors waited 
for the fetus to grow old enough to be 
delivered alive.
     According to a 2002 study, it 
would cost the Muñoz family be-
tween $2,000 and $3,000 per day to 

keep Marlise alive, and an additional 
$280,000 to preserve the fetus after 
birth. While the costs associated with 
these advanced medical procedures 
are staggering, and perhaps they 
would be warranted in order to en-
sure the birth of a healthy baby, but 
in the case of the Muñoz family, the 
fetus was determined to be “distinct-
ly abnormal.” This means that the fe-
tus would not be born healthy. In fact, 
according to a statement made by 
Erick’s attorney, the fetus’ lower ex-
tremities were deformed to the point 
that the gender of the child could 
not be determined. However, the fe-
tus’ deformities did not stop there; it 
suffered from a build up of fluid in 
its skull as well as a potential heart 
problem. Nevertheless, hospital ad-
ministrators strongly opposed taking 

Marlise off of life-support and will-
ingly fought the ensuing legal battle 
against the Muñoz family in court.
     After a nearly eight week legal bat-
tle, the state district judge decided that 
the hospital was misapplying state 
law to disregard the family’s wishes 
and ruled that a woman who was med-
ically and legally dead should in fact 
be removed from life-support if that 
had been her living wish. However, 
this case sparked much controversy 
across Texas where pro-life and pro-
choice groups debated the morality of 
such a decision. While many Texas 
residents were in favor of keeping the 
mother on life-support, the ultimate 
decision of the court provided the 
family with the peace they required, 
ending their tragic, public battle over 
Marlise’s fate. CP
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Global Cooperation in the 21st Century
On International Affairs Evan Harley Janssens

In a world marked by upheaval and 
interconnectedness in political, 

economic, and social realms, peace 
rests on the ability of the major pow-
ers to sustain an enduring regime of 
mutual cooperation, diplomacy, and 
international law. The United States 
can and should play a crucial role in 
facilitating the transition to a “world 
of liberty under law.” This is not an 
argument in favor of American su-
premacy, but rather American leader-
ship in meeting the complexities of a 
dynamic, interdependent system. 
  At an ideal minimum, lasting sys-

temic peace is marked by an absence 
of great power conflict. The possibil-
ity of war does not disappear from 
international relations, but anarchy 
is muted by active efforts to diffuse 
fervent animosities among rising 
powers, primarily via collective se-
curity arrangements. States usually 
obey binding multilateral agreements, 
participate in intergovernmental insti-
tutions, and submit to adjudication and 
mediation of conflicts and disputes. 
Concrete, legitimate channels of non-
violent resolution exist; diplomatic 
bargaining reigns in the face of exor-
bitant costs of modern warfare. Min-
imal inter-state conflict bestows new 
opportunities and risks for states. On 
the one hand, the dividends of peace 
allow states to reallocate national re-
sources away from military defense/
deterrence towards more productive 
investments at home. Peace should 
lend to a growing consensus on the 
desirability of civil, political, and 
socio-economic rights for all peoples. 
This is the most significant element 
of constructive peaceful relations 
among great powers. On the other 
hand, the potential for complacency 
and neglect of global responsibilities 
rises as states prioritize domestic 
needs to the expense of cooperation. 
A revitalized regime of international 
law, in addition to the fruits of global 
economic integration, should induce 
states to respect and abide by the 

terms of their informal and formal 
mutual obligations. To aspire to this 
ideal model of global peace, the major 
powers ought to underscore collabora-
tive, united policymaking. Indeed, the 
advancement of civil/political liberties 
and economic well-being mandates 
nothing short of a global campaign to 
promote a basic set of socioeconomic 
rights (e.g. adequate nutrition, shelter, 
access to medical care, education). 
The benefits of civil and political 
freedom on individual empowerment 
are to naught without a semblance of 
“basic capability equality.” Through 
the gradual pacification of inter-state 
rivalries, an emphasis on diplomatic 
tact rather than military might, and 
the diligent enforcement and renewal 
of the primacy of international law, the 
major powers can confidently pursue 
a future of systemic peace. 
  Leadership on the part of the 

United States can ease the transi-
tion to systemic peace in the twenty 
first century. The institutionalization 
of “self-perpetuating” constructive 
peaceful relations is by no means a 
linear, guaranteed process. Following 
its brief stint as world-hegemon after 
the implosion of Soviet Communism, 
the decline in American preponder-
ance need not usher in a period of 
catastrophic uncertainty and power 
politics. The enormity of internal 
dilemmas (burgeoning national debt, 
crumbling infrastructure, decreasing 
international economic competitive-
ness, socioeconomic immobility, 
educational gaps, etc.) is matched 
by an ebbing in geopolitical vision. 
The self-manufactured financial cri-
sis of 2008 shook confidence in the 
American model throughout East 
Asia, bolstering the attractiveness of 
the “Beijing consensus.” After two 
costly military adventures, and the 
recent tumult of the Arab Spring, 
America’s position in the Middle East 
is crippled. Furthermore, the ongoing 
shift in power to Asia has drastically 
altered and complicated international 

politics. Arguably, the contemporary 
system is also defined by a “tectonic 
shift” in “nonpolar structure.” Power, 
of varying kinds, is dispersed, rather 
than concentrated, among a variety of 
actors – many of which are not states, 
such as multinational corporations, 
supranational organizational bodies, 
and individuals. In addition, interna-
tional security may wane if the US 
miscalculates the strength of its “soft 
power,” and proceeds, in a last ditch 
attempt to maintain a unipolar struc-
ture, to bluntly impose its claimed 
universalistic liberal values on rising 
powers. A misperception, by the latter, 
on the degree of belligerence in US 
policy would equally trigger risky 
political and economic consequences 
for global stability. Also, placing faith 
in “peace through strength” mandates 
recognition of the chronic lack in cred-
ible deterrents to power concentrated 
in one state. Pax Americana must give 
way to Pax Mundi. 
  Therefore, it is evident that Ameri-

can imperium is no longer attainable, 
nor even a desirable precondition for 
global peace in twenty-first century 
international politics. America’s uni-
polar moment has passed, but its sys-
temic preeminence has not (yet). The 
opportunity, thus, arises for America 
to cooperate with other powers to en-
sure the development of a revitalized 
regime of international law – one that 
establishes codified legal entitlements/
practices for advanced industrial and 
developing states alike, regarding the 
rules of global economic exchange 
(e.g. trade/financial liberalization, 
international labor/capital mobility), 
and conflict resolution (e.g. durable in-
stitutions for mediation and arbitration 
among states). Conducting official ne-
gotiations between diplomats of rising 
and major powers, on a semi-yearly 
basis, would enhance the likelihood 
of global consensus. This bedrock of 
international order paves the way for 
multilateral, inclusive breakthroughs 
in the realm of civil and socioeco-

nomic rights. Sustained lev-els of 
economic prosperity and a relative 
easing of geopolitical rivalries (at least 
in comparison to the Realpolitik of the 
twentieth and earlier centuries) would, 
in theory, allow states to transcend the 
costly struggles in blood and treasure 
of recent past, and envision steps to 
spread and promote individual socio-
economic freedom across the globe. 
Civil and political liberties would 
follow such a gradual emancipatory 
process of peace. Given its advanta-
geous position in existing international 
organizations, the United States can 
help lead, and concomitantly accom-
modate aspiring powers into global 
security and economic institutions, 
by proposing new enforcement-type 
sanctions on states who fail to legally 
comply with treaty obligations that 
regulate international economic ac-
tivity, abide by impartial rulings by 
world courts, and respect entrenched 
norms, like the “Common Heritage of 
Mankind.” Moreover, American initia-
tive could prompt the strengthening 
of the jurisdiction of the International 
Criminal Court, by advocating for 
its empowerment in the prosecution 
of individuals charged with crimes 
against humanity. Global economic 
integration is already eroding state 
sovereignty as we know it, placing a 
straightjacket of constraints on state 
action. Prudent American leadership 
towards a more constructive system 
of peace ought to recognize the same 
reality applies (albeit at a slower pace) 
with the consolidation of international 
human rights law. Sovereignty must 
be reconceived as a responsibility. An 
invigorated embrace of the primacy of 
international law in shaping mutually 
beneficial outcomes, in economic 
and security realms, is imperative for 
global systemic peace. It follows that 
diplomatic bargaining among compet-
ing interests is a necessary and consis-
tent, if at times arduous, outcome of 
peaceful relations. 
  Amelioration of historical antag-

onisms among and within states and 
the promotion of nonviolent civil 
disobedience are significant goals 
of lasting systemic peace. National 
reconciliation remains a priority for a 
handful of individual powers. Poland 
and the Russia must forge a new polit-
ical and economic partnership that re-
solves lingering cultural hatreds from 
the legacies of mass atrocity during 
World War II and Soviet intervention. 
Sino-Japanese reconciliation is essen-
tial for geopolitical order in East Asia. 
The repercussions of overt hostility, in 
the form of military force or punitive 
economic sanctions, would cast a pall 
over united efforts to construct a more 
peaceful world. Ethnic, cultural, and 
religious tensions threaten the collec-
tive security of rivals, such as India 
and Pakistan. Surely a concerted effort 
by the major powers to underline the 
feasibility and rationality of nonvio-
lence would contribute to peace. 

Continued on Page 6

  Courtesy of globalcountry.org
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In our globalized economy, youth fi-
nancial literacy is equally essential 
as a mathematics or science educa-
tion. When winter comes, we want 
children to be ants, not grasshoppers. 

On April 26th, 2013, Senator Kay 
Hagan (D-NC) introduced her 

“Financial Literacy for Students Act” 
as an amendment to Part D of the El-
ementary and Secondary Education 
Act (1965).  She permits additional 
grants for “State educational agen-
cies” to incorporate financial literacy 
education into every level of public 
schools and “provide professional 
development” in teaching the cur-
riculum in “core academic subjects” 
at these public schools.  A floor vote 
condemned her bill to the Commit-
tee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions, joining 79 brethren in the 
legislative necropolis.
     Premised on the idea of personal 
sovereignty, financial literacy educa-
tion emboldens buyers to control their 
own financial situations.  Self-agency 
through an understanding of “finan-
cial products, services, and concepts” 
leaves students “empowered to make 

informed choices” and better “their 
present and long-term well-being 
says the Maryland State Curriculum 
for Personal Literacy Education (Jan-
uary 2010).  While the gambit from 
banking to investment is covered, 
the focus of the education is to locate 
the problem of and solution to poor 
financial decisions in students and 
consumers. 
     Despite faint national attention, 
financial literacy education is a con-
tested battleground.  In the past three 
congresses, according to Govtrack.
org, eleven out of ninety bills (12%) 
regarding financial literacy education 
have passed with a single resolution: 
1 was signed by Obama.  Financial 
literacy therefore falls under state ju-
risdiction. Fourteen out of thirty-nine 
states that incorporate possess finan-
cial literacy educational curriculums, 
according to the National Council 
on Economic Education’s Survey of 
the State’s Economic and Personal 
Finance Education in Our Nation’s 
Schools (2007) actually require the 
course for graduation.  
     Entrenched oppugnants fear the 
personal finance education campaign 

is writing a check it cannot cash.  
Paralleling mountainous costs, asso-
ciate professor Lauren E. Willis at 
the Loyola School of Law highlights 
the model’s counterproductively. The 
model dupes “consumers into think-
ing they can master the financial ser-
vices market” while “placing blame 
upon them for their failure to do so.”  
Contrastingly, impassioned by the 
2007-8 housing/mortgage crisis, vin-
dicates trumpet this educational par-
adigm as securing economic progeny 
and a preventive measure against an-
other crisis.  The Fiscal Times writer 
Suzanne McGee champions the per-
sonal finance standard’s ability “to 
enable people to ask skeptical ques-
tions,” in her March 2013 article, and 
enlighten students on the best way to 
achieve personal financial well-be-
ing.”  
     Financial literacy, or personal fi-
nance, is the backbone of our econ-
omy; all its components-us-have to 
have strong fiscal understanding and 
make healthy financial decisions so it 
runs optimally.  Opponents see little 
financial literacy can do against the 
“enormous disconnect,” as coined by 
the Executive director of Networks 
Financial Institute at the Adult Fi-
nancial Literacy Conference in April 
2006, historically “between the ed-
ucational and information needs of 
America.”  Traditionally innovation 
often outpaces regulation/education, 
but this logic doesn’t balk medical 
or scientific education.  Concurrent 
with these models, financial literacy 
impart intransient tools and lessons 
to prepare students for the future and 
unknown.  It is the wax in the ears 
of the consumers against the sing-
ing vendors, saving customers from 
“passivity,” according to Robert B. 
Cialdini in his 2001 piece Influence: 
Science and Practice, when befriend-
ing a seller or falling victim to prom-
ised financial asylum, according to 
the Home Ownership Preservation 
Initiative survey in 2006.  It saves 
the customer from information over-

load with tools to synthesize options 
rather than simplify and default to 
the “most well-known,” according to 
Christopher J Anderson in his work 
The Psychology of Doing Nothing: 
Forms of Decision Avoidance Result 
from Reason and Emotion (2003),  
even if that option is inferior to oth-
ers available, according to Catherine 
G. McLaughlin’s work Health Care: 
Consumers’ Choices and Constraints 
(1977).  
     Students are not exempted from 
the market sirens; in fact, these they 
are more attractive targets because 
of their financial illiteracy.  Accord-
ing to a 2013 study by Youth Finan-
cial Literacy, thirty-three percent of 
students owe money to “a person or 
company” and 14% owe more than 
$1000.00.   Sean Moyer, an honors 
college freshman in Texas, killed 
himself after racking a $10,000 debt 
on his new credit card he received on 
campus and not knowing how to han-
dle it. 
     Youth financial literacy education 
is a game-changer, and needs to be 
implemented early.  On average, stu-
dents cement their understanding of 
finances in the 5th grade, with only 
32% of them discussing financial 
concepts with their parents, accord-
ing to the above study, according to 
a November 26 2013 Huffington post 
article by Ariana Huffington. What 
makes federal action necessary is the 
7% of those surveyed parents actual-
ly trusting their children understand 
financial and economic concepts. 
     Howard County, as cited in a 
November 18 2013 Baltimore Sun 
article by Sara Toth, and Oakland 
County, discussed in a November 14 
2013 article by Hadley Malcom, in 
Maryland are excellent examples of 
quality personal finance education, 
but for more substantive change, the 
reform must be coordinated and stan-
dardized.  The bill will be expensive; 
Missouri, one of the fourteen states 
requiring financial literacy education, 
spent $65.6 million to fund its finan-
cial literacy classes in 2006, accord-
ing to the Committee on Legislative 
Research Oversight Division in 2006.  
Yet, funds can easily be garrisoned 
without any systemic blowback.  If 
Congress cuts the military uniform 
budget, and standardizes all branches 
on the 2002 Marine Corps pixelated 
uniform, it will have enough to bank-
roll a national financial literacy edu-
cation campaign.  Over the past de-
cade, the Army and Air Force spent 
a combined $7.2 million developing 
subprime and dysfunctional suits 
mimicking the Marine Corps’ copy-
righted uniform, according to a Sep-
tember 26 2013 Military News article 
by Michael Hoffman.    Standardizing 
the military branches on the Marine 
Corps uniform will provide ample 
funds for national financial literacy 
courses without any systemic blow-
back.
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Learning to Act Our Wage
Matt Lynch On Financial Literacy

But, ultimately, reconciliation and 
nonviolence cannot substitute for sus-
tained global cooperation on conflict 
resolution and economic exchange – 
the dual pillars of stability, which en-
able progress on the threats to human 
security, such as global poverty and 
climate change. It is difficult to direct 
and measure progress on ideational 
change; reform of formal institutions 
is comparatively more practical. Fur-
thermore, nonviolent movements arise 
from civil society, and are often capri-
cious phenomena beyond the purview 
of global action and coordination. It 
is also costly and unwise for major 
powers to impose national settlements 
among diverse intrastate groups; such 
acts of reconciliation and societal 
‘healing’ must arise organically in 
order to succeed. 

Diplomacy and international law is 
the keystone of constructive peace in 
the twenty first century. A safer, freer 
world merits an underlying confidence 
in the efficacy of multilateral diploma-
cy, and an engrained respect for the 
moral authority of international law. 
Absent these integral features of sys-
temic peace, states lack the necessary 
guidance in realms of security and 
economics. Without an underpinning 
of streamlined, diplomatic procedures, 
and equitable, growth-inducing eco-
nomic rules of a global marketplace, 
major powers will face much hard-
ship and uncertainty in the pursuit 
of systemic peace and its promise of 
worldwide liberty and prosperity. 

CP

Global Cooperation Continued from Page 5
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A Memo for Phil Griffin, President of MSNBC
On Politics in Television Jon Yuan

EDITORIAL Continued

In the course of this surveillance, 
the FBI secretly recorded MLK hav-
ing an affair.  In 1964, the FBI sent 
MLK a tape recording of this scan-
dalous incident, along with a letter 
threatening to release the tape to the 
public if the civil rights leader did 
not commit suicide.  The letter stated, 
“King, there is only one thing left for 
you to do…. You have just 34 days in 
which to do it….There is but one way 
out for you. You better take it before 
your filthy, abnormal fraudulent self is 
bared to the nation.”  Similar attempts 
to quash dissent continue today. In 
2012, the FBI was forced by a Free-
dom of Information Act request to 
release (heavily redacted) documents 

detailing their activity related to the 
Occupy Wall Street movement.  A 
Huffington Post article reports, “If 
there was a unified mission behind 
the Occupy surveillance, it appears 
the purpose was to pass information 
about activists’ plans to the finance 
industry. In one memo from August 
2011, the FBI discusses informing 
officials at the New York Stock Ex-
change about “the planned Anarchist 
protest titled ‘occupy Wall Street.’”  
As is made abundantly clear from the 
FBI’s activities past and present, the 
threat that government surveillance 
poses is not hypothetical.  It is terrify-
ingly real, pervading our society like 
the tentacles of a malicious octopus, 
serving the interests of a wealthy elite 
at the expense of the liberty of average 

Americans.
     If there can be any hope of stop-

ping the NSA, it lies with Congress.  
The FISA court may be no more than 
a malleable rubberstamp, but one 
can hope that Congress might still 
be pressured to do something more.  
Congress has the power to end the 
NSA, to dismantle and eliminate it 
completely, to redirect its over $10 
billion to programs which benefit 
the American people.  But Congress 
will only act under the duress of the 
American people.  There needs to be 
a grassroots movement of national 
proportions, crossing party lines, and 
permeating every corner of American 
society.  We need to be angry.  We need 
to stand up and demand our rights be 
respected.  There is perhaps one piece 

of knowledge that can give hope in a 
climate where many may be tempted 
to despair: they are scared of us.  Why 
else, other than a deep fear, would the 
government pursue Edward Snowden 
so ruthlessly, forcing the landing of a 
sovereign Bolivian aircraft suspected 
of transporting Snowden, condemning 
Russia’s granting of asylum so force-
fully, and doing its best to ensure that 
Snowden never sees the world outside 
of a prison cell.  That we have gained 
knowledge of their activities frightens 
them.  They are scared of us, the peo-
ple.  For Big Brother may be watching 
us, but now, we too, are watching him.
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Accept reality Mr. Griffin – Fox 
News is beating your network.

     This past Fall Fox News under-
went a major schedule realignment 
– shocking, for a network known 
for its consistent, steady, primetime 
lineup of Bill O’Reilly, Sean Hann-
ity, and Greta Van Susteran. Perhaps 
sensing its problems of an aging cast 
of primetime hosts, Fox News elected 
young network starlet Megyn Kelly, 
formerly of the network’s afternoon 
news program America Live, to host 
a new 9:00pm primetime series, The 
Kelly File.
     The ratings from the first week were 
astounding. After a somewhat non-im-
pressive first night debut, The Kelly 
File picked up steam on the second 
night and has become another break-
out hit in Fox News’ sturdy primetime 
lineup. According to The New York 
Times, “Ms. Kelly provided the lift 
that Fox News had been looking for 
in attracting the viewers who make 
money for cable news networks: those 
between the ages of 25 and 54. After 
losing among that group on her first 
night to Rachel Maddow on MSNBC, 
Ms. Kelly improved by 116 percent 
in that category Tuesday night, more 
than doubling Ms. Maddow’s ratings.”
“In fact, she managed to beat Ms. 
Maddow on MSNBC and Piers Mor-
gan on CNN combined Tuesday night 
among those 25-54 viewers, with a 
total of 623,000 (up from 289,000 
on Monday) compared with 291,000 
for Ms. Maddow and 169,000 for Mr. 
Morgan. The result meant that Ms. 
Kelly had the biggest news audience 
in the category that news advertisers 
seek to reach on Tuesday, topping 
even the reliable leader, Bill O’Reilly. 
Mr. O’Reilly on Tuesday averaged 
578,000 viewers between 25 and 54 
years old.”
     The numbers for The Kelly File 
were so impressive that the president 
of rival cable news network MSNBC, 
Phil Griffin, called for an investiga-
tion.  According to Mediaite, Phil Grif-
fin told a group of MSNBC employees 
this past October, “you guys should 
be doing some investigations [on Fox 
News] – I have never seen it in all my 

FUKUSHIMA    
Continued from page 1

 TEPCO has a series of cleanup 
projects that must be done, the cost 
of which has been so great that the 
Japanese government has had to pro-
vide aid. The fuel rods need to be re-
moved from the defunct reactors, a 
job easier said than done. There are 
over 1,500 fuel assemblies that may 
be damaged located in Reactor 4, the 
most unstable part of the plant, which 
was not online during the earthquake 
and tsunami. This operation proves 
challenging, for the entire procedure 
will have to be performed underwater 
due to gas that will be released which 
becomes radioactive when exposed 
to the air. There is little room for er-
ror—the process has been likened to 
“pulling cigarettes from a crumpled 
pack.”

Furthermore, TEPCO must remove 
the melted fuel in the other three re-
actors that went through meltdown. 
Radiation levels there still prevent 
workers from entering to fix the sit-
uation, and TEPCO does not plan on 
removing the melted fuel until around 
2020, just as the summer Olympics 
come to Tokyo.
Until then, there are concerns about 
the fuel melting down into the ground 
and getting into the groundwater. 
TEPCO has presented various plans 
to prevent such radioactive waste 
from leeching into the ground. How-
ever, as the situation in Fukushima 
continues to unfold, precautions must 
be made, and TEPCO must not con-
tinue to take the same financial short-
cuts that made this disaster so treach-
erous to begin in the first place. CP

years of cable, same overnight, same 
everything, and they doubled their 
ratings in a day? It is impossible.”
Mr. Griffin had also tried to shake 
things up on his network’s primetime 
lineup, removing the working man’s 
Democrat, Ed Schultz, in favor of a 
younger progressive voice – Chris 
Hayes.  The resulting ratings have 
been disappointing, to say the least.
If I’m reading your vibe correctly, 
Mr. Griffin, I would say somebody’s 
a little jealous. As much as we can 
laugh at Fox News’ questionable jour-
nalistic ethics, we have to hand it to 
them – they know how to reel in the 
viewers. They’ve developed perhaps 
the most loyal audience in all of cable 
news. Furthermore, Megyn Kelly is 
an attractive, intelligent anchor who, 
while still marred by certain contro-
versies, seems to be a little bit less 
ideologically focused than her Fox 
News colleagues.
    Don’t get suspicious, Mr. Griffin. 
Accept temporary defeat and try and 
make MSNBC, the network for us 
progressives, more competitive by 
continuing to nurture your roster of 
new talent, including Melissa Har-
ris-Perry, Alex Wagner, Ronan Far-
row, and Chris Hayes.
     Because if current trends and 
demographics prevail, most of Fox 
News’ viewers won’t be alive in a 
few decades.  

CP
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The  lasT  laugh

“With all the hoopla over the Super Bowl,  
everyone forgot Groundhog Day. What hap-
pened was the groundhog saw his shadow 
and then kept watching it. He thought it 
would be more exciting than watching that 
stupid Super Bowl.” 
      –Jay Leno

“Here’s something I find hard to believe. An-
thony Weiner makes between three and four 

hundred thousand dollars a year as a political 
consultant. Anthony Weiner! How bad are 

you doing when you start saying to yourself, 
‘What would Anthony Weiner do now?’” 

          –Jay Leno 

  

“The President gave a great State of the Union 

address. President said we must stay vigilant 

against foreign threats – and yet – Justin Bie-

ber remains a free man.” 

–Bill Maher 

“Russia is implementing the most intensive 
security in Olympics history. The government 
will monitor every email, every social media 
message, and they will listen in on every phone 
call. In fact, people are now comparing Russia 
to the United States. That’s how bad it is.” 

      –Jay Leno

“NSA leaker Edward Snowden was just nomi-
nated for a Nobel Peace Prize. When Snowden 

asked where he could pick up the award, 
the organizers said, 

‘Um, 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue.’” 
     

–Jimmy Fallon


