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Dear Readers,

This message serves as an official introduction to the first ever edition of The Podi-
um. Originally inspired by Chris Bracken ‘15 and his idea to host a student-written
opinion piece competition in November of 2014, The Podium has truly taken off
this academic year. Molding the initial idea into reality, The Podium staff began by
launching an advertising campaign to circulate our logo around campus. We then
went on to host two op-ed contests, in addition to conducting two school-wide
polling projects and collecting some of the most notable history papers written
throughout the semester.

Our three win-
ners from the past
semester wrote
noteworthy op-eds
that were all intel-
ligent, clear, cohe-
sive, and strongly

|| supported by rel-

|| evant evidence,

| thus meeting our

Podium , | Bad@um T | standards. Louis
. |

Gounden composed

= ) 7N
T ! (9 =
[ @ I_J “A Sheep in Wolf’s
u J Clothing” on the

European Migrant
Crisis, adeptly
crafting an argument in support of accepting refugees. In our second competition,
Thomas Wolpow’s “CO2 For Sale” and William Galligan’s “Political Climate Change”
were both deserving of victory and following an intense meeting full of indecision
and tiebreaker votes, The Podium elected to name both pieces as winners. “CO2 For
Sale” highlights the benefits of a “Cap-and-Trade” system to address climate change,
while Galligan creatively points to misconceptions about the Republican stance on
global warming in “Political Climate Change.”

Valuing the importance of current events and relevance of history, throughout our
many endeavors this past semester, The Podium has remained true to its mission,
publishing the best student-written work in history and current events. As we grow
from a new publication into a well-established journal, this mission statement will
remain the same.

After a semester of hard work, writing, planning, and designing, we are very excited
to unveil this finished product. Without further ado, please turn the page and enjoy.

-The Podium Staff

William McCormack, Ishaan Prasad, Robbie Warming, Coleman Walsh, Donavan Payne, Jeff Price, Duncan
Grant, Jared Stier, Luke Jordan, John Markis, Quin McGaugh, Jake Carter
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Author-Tomas Paris ‘17

Section-History on the Hill

Campus Cryptic

The “History on the Hill” section of The Podium will be the first article of each issue. It
will consist of a student-written piece that will present our readers with an anecdote of
Belmont Hill’s rich history.

Scientists call the phenomenon ‘acclimati-
zation’ It is when people stop noticing the weight
of their backpacks, or the rug they walk across
everyday in their own home. Perhaps you have
become familiar enough with Belmont Hill to start
forgetting about the small things on campus. There
is one particular part of the grounds that you may
have never noticed at all. Go to Shaler Wing, by
MacPherson, and check out the archway. Therein
will be found a black plaque set into the brick wall.
A message has been engraved onto it in cursive.
Here is a transcription:

“This brick was taken from the portico of
‘Christ’s Hospital’ School or Blue ‘Coat’ School which
was built on the site of the Monastery of Greyfriars
Newgate Street, London. The Statuette of the founder,
King Edward VI stood on this portico. The name Blue
‘Coat’ School came from the dress of its scholars which
is still required. Lamb and Coleridge both attended.
The school was moved to Horsham Sussex, England, in
1902. Mr. Samuel B. Dean gave the brick, he having ob-
tained it at the time of the demolition of the building
in June 1903.”

Above this plaque a weathered looking
brick bulges from the wall. The school it came from
still stands today; in fact, it has its own website
which provides a detailed account of the academy’s
history.

‘Christ’s Hospital’ School was founded in
1552 for the care of orphan children from London,
and burned down in the Great Fire of 1666. By
1705 the campus was reconstructed, which dates
the brick on Belmont Hill Campus at 300 some-
odd years old. According to a ‘Christ’s Hospital’
School Alumni (otherwise known as ‘an Old Blue’)
named Mr. Jones, the campus had been drafted
by Sir Christopher Wren, who also designed the
famed ‘St. Paul’s Cathedral’ five years later. Mr.
Jones found no mention in his school’s records of
Samuel B. Dean, who gave the brick to Belmont
Hill. Therefore, Samuel was most likely just visit-
ing London in 1705 at the same time that ‘Christ’s
Hospital’ school was being demolished and pieces
of the rubble were being sold to the public.

The brick brought to Belmont Hill School

by Samuel Dean can currently be found in Shal-
er Wing, right outside of the dining hall. The
building was made in 1928, having been named
after Nathaniel Shaler, a professor at Harvard
who was well known by the faculty at Belmont
Hill. Mr. Shaler taught at Harvard, and may
have been one of Dr. Howe’s professors when
he graduated from Harvard in 1901. However,
despite having his brick in Mr. Shaler’s build-
ing, Samuel B. Dean never went to Harvard.

Samuel and the brick which he gave
are mentioned briefly in Belmont Hill’s school
notes: “Mrs. Samuel B. Dean sent to Dr. Howe at
the death of her husband an interesting brick ...
It was Mr. Dean’s request that it be given to the
Belmont Hill School” Fortunately, more detail
regarding Dean can be found in a few other
sources. The archives at the Museum of Fine
Arts, located in Boston, mentions him in asso-
ciation with one of its galleries in 1908: “The
pieces shown ... were selected and placed in the
cases under the supervision of Samuel Bridge
Dean”. The Blithewold mansion, which was lo-
cated in Rhode Island and held great influence
over the domestic arts and crafts movement,
has an invoice about Samuel, stating: “He cate-
gorized himself as a ‘connoisseur and collector
of old lace™. Itis also recorded that he lived in
Boston from 1902, around the time he was in
London, to 1927, the time of his death. The only
other mention of Samuel Bridge Dean isin a
registry for the members of “The Massachusetts
Society of Sons of the American Revolution”.

The actions of Mr. Dean are otherwise
unexplainable. The reason for his gift to Bel-
mont Hill, passed on from his own deathbed,
to a School he never studied or taught at, may
never be known. He carried the brick now on
Belmont Hill campus, the brick which every
teacher and student has walked by dozens of
times, for 25 years and 6,548 miles, only to
give it away without any explanation. Perhaps
he believed in an ideal, which was held up by
‘Christ’s Hospital’ School, and which he wanted
to see continued at Belmont Hill. Without more
information, Samuel’s true intentions may nev-
er be known.
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Section-Opinion Pieces

The way Europe has handled its influx of
refugees is a disgrace to itself, its people, and to
supposed European ideals of equality and tol-
erance. Instead of welcoming people who have
risked everything fleeing from violence and op-
pression, Europe has branded them as violent and
lazy, putting far more effort into getting rid of
them than helping them. So much for tolerance...

For a continent that prides itself on up-
holding human rights, there is some massive hy-
pocrisy going on. Some European countries like
Hungary have closed their borders and started
building fences, while others horrifyingly refuse
to take in refugees solely on the basis of their
Islamic religion. This is nothing but undiluted
islamophobia, plain and simple. It harkens back
to 1930s Europe and the fascist attitudes towards
immigrants and minority groups.

Many countries cite security concerns,
but these claims lack any evidence, do nothing
but promote stereotypes of Muslims as terrorists,
and are nothing but fear mongering. The irony
here is almost laughable- these are people feeling
from terror, and to now being accused of being
terrorists themselves? Hardly. To this date, there
have been no instances, nor has there been any
evidence of a terrorist plot by any of the recent
refugees entering Europe.

On the note of fear mongering, based on
the media’s coverage of the refugee crisis, one
might believe that Europe is becoming sub-
merged under a swarm of people. This is a gross
misrepresentation. There are more than 500 mil-
lion Europeans. Most estimates put the number
of refugees expected in Europe in 2015 at around
1.5 million. Let’s put this in perspective. Leba-
non, a country of 4.5 million has taken in over a
million refugees. Jordan, with a population of 6
million, has almost a million refugees. Europe,
you are truly drowning under a human tidal
wave. How ever will you manage?

The sad part about this crisis? Europe
desperately needs these refugees. According to
the Pew Research Center, Germany’s population
will shrink by more than 20 million to around 60
million by 2050, with a senior population (65+) of
at least 33%, putting the dependency ratio (work-
force to nonworking) at a staggering 5:3. If this
were to come true, it would be cataclysmic for
Germany’s economy. Germany is not alone. Every
country in Europe, with the exception of Albania
and Macedonia, is facing an aging crisis.

A Sheep in Wolf's Clothing

Author-Louis Gounden ‘18

The solution? Immigration. For the most
part, refugees are young (54% of current refugees
in Europe are 18-34), hardworking, and almost
universally good for the economy, even in coun-
tries without a graying population, such as the
United States. For Europe, immigrants are an
absolute necessity in order to sustain any sort of
economic growth.

Europe needs to change its attitude to-
wards refugees, if not out of kindness or compas-
sion for other human being (given what we have
seen, this seems very unlikely), then for its own

self interest. Europe’s very survival depends on it.
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CO, For Sale

Author-Thomas Wolpow ‘16
Section-Opinion Pieces

The 2015 Paris Climate Change Conference is
scheduled - albeit tentatively after recent terrorist
attacks in that city - for November 30. Delegates from
more than 190 countries will convene to wrestle forth
a plan to curb greenhouse gas emissions. Hopes for
diplomacy are high: newfound cooperation stems both
from an overwhelming scientific consensus that backs
the anthropogenic causes of climate change, and from
a mounting concern within the global community that
our lack of environmental stewardship will soon yield
disastrous consequences like drought, rising sea levels,
and extreme weather. Indeed, a recent poll by the Pew
Research Center, which collected opinions from people
in forty countries, notes that the majority of respon-
dents are in favor of regulations to curb emissions. The
prospect that the Paris Conference will yield dramatic
results, however, is far-fetched given the dearth of
binding, top-down environmental regulation. Negoti-
ations will instead center around “intended-national-
ly-determined-contributions” (INDCs). In other words,
each country will design its own plan to cut emissions,
and no centralized, governing body will be there to hold
the countries accountable. Soft diplomacy coupled with
low ambition will simply not prove sufficient in keep-
ing global warming under 2°C, the tipping point that, if
passed, could prove catastrophic. In order to provide the
incentive for countries to ramp up every five years their
INDC framework, and ultimately cut carbon emissions
by sixteen gigatons, policymakers must wield the power
of economics. The world is ready to go green; nobody,
however, wants to lose money doing it.

At the micro-level, “green energy” - such as
solar panels, wind turbines, and geothermal - has
allowed individuals to cut long-term energy costs. Alas,
even conservative Republicans who like to scoff at the
worries of climate change support the economic ben-
efits associated with removal from the grid. It is time
to take environmental economics to the macro-level.
Currently, in today’s globalized economy, no industri-
alized country can feasibly reduce emissions to safe
levels without committing economic suicide. Until the
burning of fossil fuels and the environmental exter-
nalities associated with it are integrated into a market,
governments will never ramp up the INDCs set in Paris.
The global economy must move towards a full-cost
“Cap-and-Trade” market. Specifically, governments
would issue a “cap” to all emitters of greenhouse gas,
which places an allowance on emissions. The total “cap’
for each country could be based on a global emissions
goal such as the need to keep warming below 2°C. Any
institution that exceeds the cap will be penalized. The
“trade” incentivizes innovation, and allows firms to in-
vest productively. Whereas one firm may find it easy to

’

limit emissions, another firm may need years to develop
the proper technology. Furthermore, a “Cap-and-Trade”
system, after initial quotas have been set around a glob-
al emissions goal, is self-regulating and eliminates the
exploitation of the atmosphere as a global commons.
China plans to implement nationally a Cap-and-Trade
system by 2017; the country’s efforts should be com-
pounded by a similar pledge by the United States and
the rest of the world.

The Paris Conference is certainly a step in
the right direction. “Everyone is talking to every-
one,” remarks Laurence Tubiana, France’s top climate
spokesperson. In order to reverse the course towards
environmental destruction, however, drastic changes
are needed. Ms. Tubiana and others must realize that
non-binding efforts will simply not be enough to stop
countries from acting in their own self-interest. The
power of economics to change behavior must be wield-
ed to stay green.
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Political Climate Change

Author-William Galligan ‘16
Section-Opinion Pieces

Listening to the 2016 Republican Presidential
candidates discuss climate change would lead one to
think that most Republicans believe humans have no
bearing on global warming or that the phenomenon is
non-existent. Donald Trump, the Republican frontrun-
ner as of November 2015, even stated, “I don’t believe
in climate change” in an interview on CNN. Through
thorough investigations, however, it becomes clear
that there exists a silent majority of Republicans who
believe that humans cause climate change and that it
is a serious threat. Thus, in order to unify as a nation
and confront climate change, this misperception of
the Republican party must be debunked, and measures
must be taken to make going green economically ben-
eficial. In order to call attention to this silent Republi-
can majority, less credit must be given to polls that are
misleading. For example, a poll conducted by CBS News
and The New York Times in September 2014 asked
whether economic growth or the environment should
be a priority in America. Although most Republicans
believe climate change is a serious issue, the majority
still worries about the effects of economic regulation
and the expansion of governmental power. Thus, a ma-
jority of Republicans (51%) answered that the economy
should be given priority while only 40% answered that
the environment should be prioritized (the other 9%
were unsure or gave no answer). Poll questions such as
this one are problematic for several reasons. For start-
ers, the question turns the issue into a false dilemma—
limiting the subjects to prioritize either the economy
or the environment when, in fact, both could be priori-
tized simultaneously. Secondly, because such questions
make most Republicans choose their economic well-be-
ing over the environment, the results suggest that a
majority of Republicans are uninterested in addressing
environmental issues, when this is not the case. Because
of these flawed polls, most Republican candidates take
a hostile view of policies that would slow global warm-
ing.

Polls that allow for nuanced answers, howev-
er, reveal that a majority of Republicans—including
54% of self-described conservative Republicans--be-
lieve mankind has a role in climate change. Thorough
studies have also shown that only 35% of Republicans
agree with the Republican Party’s position on global
warming, but yet only 10% of conservatives support
addressing the issue by increasing government regu-
lation through the E.P.A. Therefore, despite what most
Republican candidates claim, most conservatives would
be supportive of measures that slow global warming, as
long as they do not include overwhelming government
intervention or hinder the economy. Therefore, the
Republican party should pay more attention to nuanced

polls and focus on confronting the issue of climate
change by working with Democrats to enact measures
that would make being environmentally friendly more
economically beneficial, yet still prevent overwhelming
government intervention. Possible measures include a
carbon tax on electric utilities that would be rebated to
consumers and a policy that would promote installation
of solar panels--allowing homeowners to sell electricity
back to power companies. Other tax incentives could be
used to promote investment into the research and de-
velopment of clean energy technology—furthering their
advancement and reducing dependence on foreign

oil. If America were to institute a series of bipartisan
measures to address climate change in an economically
beneficial way, it would set an international precedent
other countries could follow. America’s lead would also
make it easier for countries to negotiate legally binding
emissions reductions instead of non-binding INDCs (in-
tended nationally determined contributions) at future
international environmental conferences. This more
effective top-down approach would give the world a
better chance of reaching its carbon emissions goals and
of keeping temperatures from rising above two degrees
Celsius, the boundary above which global warming be-
comes incredibly dangerous.

Volume I o Edition [

February 2016



Donald’'s Trump Card: How His Controversial
Campaign Defies Modern Politics

Author-Mack Perry’17
Section-Opinion Pieces

Donald Trump’s presidential campaign seems
like a real-life SNL sketch; a sour Mike Myers wearing a
blonde straw toupee against Will Ferrell’s George Bush
trying to run for a third term. Trump’s sophomoric be-
havior, racist and sexist jokes, and unsupported politi-
cal statements have garnered much criticism and press
coverage. How is this man a legitimate presidential
candidate?

And how the hell is he the frontrunner for the
Republican Party?

Contrary to political logic and common sense,
Donald Trump is a standout in polls. Real Clear Politics
consistently ranks him in their top 3 popular candidates
overall, while USA News placed him #1 on their GOP
list on October 7.

Although he identifies himself as a “conserva-
tive Republican,” Trump debated about running as an
independent candidate; this terrified the Republican
party, proving they identified him as a real threat and
genuine option for office.

It is hard to see how some people take this guy
seriously. When he’s not saying “China” three hun-
dred times, he’s calling out his opponent for not being
hot enough to be president. His approach to debates
seems to be brazenly stating an outlandish idea (such
as deporting every single Hispanic in the country and
forcing Mexico to build a border wall), being asked on
how he will achieve this goal, then confidently re-
sponding with “I don’t know. I'm just gonna do it” Bold
strategy, Cotton. Even his slogan “Make America Great
Again” reflects the generality and thoughtlessness of
his campaign. How are we going to make this country
great again, Donald? He doesn’t know.

Have you ever seen a Trump 2016 campaign ad?
Neither have I. Instead of spending millions on TV ads,
his ridiculous behavior generates enough popularity
and coverage for his campaign. An October 6th Business
Insider article revealed Trump has only spent $2M this
so far, compared to Clinton’s $18M. He gains free ad-
vertising through his media domination, an innovative
solution in the world of ludicrous campaign spending.

Somehow his idiotic yet hilarious statements
have substance to them. America does need to fix their
immigration problem. Considering the recent shootings
at Umpqua and Sandy Hook, we are in desperate need
of gun reform. Perhaps banning all assault weapons
completely, as Trump suggests, is needed. Do we need
to create more jobs in America and stop shipping our
work overseas? Yes.

This campaign is showing that the American
people are looking for something different from the
political rhetoric found in every other candidate. Will
Trump be our next president? Hopefully not. He lacks

the proper knowledge, expertise, and brain to lead our
country; however, his bold and blunt statements do
have hidden lessons that should wake us up to the issues
we need to solve. Beneath the absurdity of Trump lies

a little common sense and a good basis of ideas that
should be heard. We need to make America great again,
just not with Donald Trump in the White House.
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European Migrant Crisis

Author-Gavin Colbert ‘18
Section-Opinion Pieces

Europe is currently seeing the largest mass atrocities in their homelands.
exodus of refugees since World War II. With at least
350,000 migrants crossing EU borders from Janu-
ary-August in 2015 alone, this is not only a European
crisis, but a crisis in which a solution can only be cata-
lyzed by a motivated international community. Political
leaders from around the world must unite to solve this
crisis and its many aspects to save these desperate peo-
ple hallowed by war, poverty, and persecution.

The European Union must enact legislative
change to address this crisis immediately. The lack of
unified legislation for the EU on the protocols of deal-
ing with migrants has led to divisions among the Union
with xenophobic countries like Hungary, contrasted to
some empathic counties like Germany (of all nations,
considering their history), who are welcoming these
people fleeing from despotic reigns and constant terror
to safer lives. The EU needs a fair, safe, and equal refu-
gee distribution program for every country, specified
areas where refugees are to be entered into a migrant
data base system and distributed, specified points of
legal entry in every country, strong border patrol, and
lastly the EU must be obligated to aid in solving the
source of the problem by helping fight the injustices of
ISIS and the Assad regime in Syria.

While the European Union as a whole must ef-
fect change in the results and poor management of this
migration, each country in the EU must also consider
how to manage this crisis individually through broad,
sweeping legislative, cultural, and social changes. Each
country in the EU needs an open mind free of xenopho-
bia and racism, an egalitarian policy for setting up the
migrants with stipulation and mixed school systems
with ESL and other language programs to increase
language proficiency allowing kids and parents in fit in
at school and in the workplace, and a policy for how to
safely return migrants if they desire to return home.

Finally, the International Community must
support the EU in this migrant crisis through pecuniary
aid and social assistance to raise awareness. Like many
other Americans, I myself have a pedigree of migration
as my ancestors sought better lives in America, leaving
behind their homes in Ireland and Italy. Therefore, as a
country of immigrants, the United States must also help
harbor migrants and financially support the flounder-
ing management of the EU in this crisis.

While current events of the crisis are difficult to
understand as they unfold, this migrant crisis is histo-
ry in the making. We must act now to welcome these
desperate people so future generations will remember
the courage and heroism of these migrants through
their flight to countries that actually welcomed them
with open arms, harboring them from the horrors and
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Kim Davis’'s Lawlessness

Author-Robbie Warming 17
Section-Opinion Pieces

Kim Davis annoys me. And it’s not because of
her bigoted actions of denying gay couples marriage,
for I am not exactly the passionate social-activist type.
What really flusters me is her blatant lawlessness in the
face of her duty as a public servant. In a nation of laws,
people cannot claim nonexistent reasons for infringing
upon others’ God given rights. By denying gay couples
marriage licenses, Mrs. Davis has neglected her consti-
tutional duty as a public servant.

As a private citizen, one is reserved the right
of religious freedom, as long as it does not obviously
encroach upon the rights of others. For instance, if a
priest refused to marry a homosexual couple, he would
absolutely have that right since he is a private citizen
performing a non-governmental ceremony. However,
Kim Davis is not a private citizen. She is a public ser-
vant. Being such, she relinquishes her claim to a reli-
gious exemption because her job, paid for by taxpayer
money, is to be a vessel in which the laws of the state
and federal government are carried out. And since the
Supreme Court, after a good amount of debate, ruled
that gay men and women’s right to marry is guaranteed
by the Constitution, the law of the land, she is com-
pelled to oblige by it.

Kim Davis is, essentially, a part of the gov-
ernment. This government is kept separate from the
Church in the First Amendment. Therefore, as long as
Mrs. Davis holds a job in the government, she cannot
blur the lines between church and state. Of course, she
can practice her faith openly and freely, but not while
clocked in.

Contrary to what some believe, one cannot shirk
one’s duty as a public servant by being, as Kim Davis’
husband put it, “an old redneck hillbilly.”

The fear that religious freedoms are being
dwindled away is understandable and should be ad-
dressed. However, this does not give people the right
to infringe upon rights of others, especially while in
government.
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Author-Brian Wilkins ‘20
Section-Research Papers

The Evolving Amendment

INTRODUCTION

While not included in the first ten
amendments to the United States Constitution,
the Fourteenth Amendment serves an import-
ant role in present-day America. The Fourteenth
Amendment forbids states from denying an per-
son “life, liberty, or property, without due process
of the laws. " This last clausse is an important, if
not the most important, part of the Amendment,
because it changes many of the aspects surround-
ing the definition of citizenship. As a result of
the Supreme Court’s interpretation, the Four-
teenth Amendment has greatly expanded civil

rights to encompass a wider range of people.

FOUNDER’S INTENT

Known in history as the man who abol-
ished slavery in the United States, Abraham Lin-
coln was an important and pivotal advocate for
the expansion of civil rights. He left the country
on a “liberal” path that granted the previously
owned slaves many basic human rights that they

did not possess before. Unfortunately however,

shortly after the war’s end Abraham Lincoln was
shot and killed. This act of treason set Lincoln’s
Reconstruction plans back because Lincoln's
successor, Andrew Johnson, was discovered to

be opposed to many of the values that Abraham
Lincoln supported during his Presidency. Ex-
pressing much displeasure towards the creation
of the Fourteenth Amendment, Andrew John-
son tried to use his Presidential powers to veto
the creation of the law. Much to the President’s
displeasure, the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fif-
teenth Amendments passed. With the mandatory
ratification in place for reintegrating Confeder-
ate states, the amendments now known as the
Reconstruction Amendments, were put into place
in the American legal system.? In spite of these
progressive amendments, the Jim Crow laws, poll
taxes, and grandfather clauses were created to
restrict the amendments. These loopholes in the
amendments were adopted by many of the south-
ern states and allowed for the subordination of
African Americans under the jurisdiction of the

law.
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PREVIOUS PRECEDENTS

The court case, Brown v. Board of Education
of Topeka was and still is one of the most important
civil rights cases ever to take place in American Courts.
Throughout the twentieth century, the problem of seg-
regation plagued many American schools, workplaces
and public areas. In the South, the Jim Crow laws, enact-
ed after the Reconstruction period, were in effect until
the mid 1960s.®> Segregation of blacks and whites was
enforced legally using the precedent set by the court
case Plessy v. Ferguson’s “Separate But Equal” clause as
justification.* Throughout the time between the court
case Plessy v. Ferguson and the ultimate decision of
Brown v. Board of Education, there were a number of
cases that were taken by the Supreme Court regarding
this matter; this list includes cases such as Murray v.
Maryland, Sweatt v. Painter, and Mclaurin v. Oklaho-
ma Board of Regents of Higher Education.’ This case
was one of the first cases taken on by the newly elected
Chief Justice Earl Warren, and it seemed like it might
be one of the many unsuccessful attempts at expanding
civil rights. However, because of the appointment of
Earl Warren, the Supreme court changed from being
conservative, to a more liberal.

In this case, the Brown family requested and
acquired the help of the NAACP, and the expertise of
the Civil Rights lawyer, Thurgood Marshall.®* Marshall
argued that Linda Brown, who was eight years old at
the time, was not allowed to go to the school closest to
where she live, and instead had to walk across a busy
trainyard to get to the school that she was permitted
to go to. Thurgood Marshall argued that this situation
violated the Fourteenth Amendment. Agreeing with
Marshall’s argument, Chief Justice Earl Warren elected

himself to write the majority opinion in which he stat-

We conclude that in the field of public education the
doctrine of "separate but equal" has no place. Sep-
arate educational facilities are inherently unequal.
Therefore, we hold that the plaintiffs and other
similarly situated ... are... deprived of the equal
protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth

Amendment.

This ruling paved the way for many other civil rights
cases to take place in the years to come.

The court case of Loving v. Virginia expanded
the Fourteenth Amendment to include the civil rights
of marriage between two people of different races. This
case involved Mildred Jeter, a woman of color, and Rich-
ard Loving, a man of white descent,® both of whom were
residents in Virginia and were married in the District of
Columbia. The two newlyweds soon moved back to Vir-
ginia where they were both arrested and charged with
the violation of the state's antimiscegenation statute.
This law banned interracial marriage and the couple
were both sentenced to a year in jail.? When introduced
to the Supreme Court, the question that was posed
“Did Virginia's antimiscegenation law violate the Equal
Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment?”*°
provoked a unanimous decision among the judges.

In the majority opinion, Chief Justice Earl War-
ren stated that marriage is one of the “basic civil rights
of man" He later states “The Fourteenth Amendment
requires that the freedom of choice to marry not be
restricted by invidious racial discrimination. Under
our Constitution, the freedom to marry, or not marry,

a person of another race resides with the individual
and cannot be infringed by the State,”> wording that is
very similar to that of John Locke during the American
revolution regarding the basic rights of life, liberty and
property.?

The court case Obergefell v. Hodges further
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expanded the Fourteenth Amendment to include the
protection of gay marriage. This case involved several
different cases brought by plaintiffs from Ohio, Mich-
igan, Kentucky, and Tennessee who sued their corre-
sponding states’ agencies surrounding the problem
of gay marriage in America.” The plaintiffs in most of
the cases argued that the state laws that banned same
sex marriage, or those that refused to recognize legal
same sex marriages that took place in different states,
as going against the equal protection, and due process
clauses in the fourteenth amendment.” One of the
groups put forth claims under the Civil Rights Act of
1866.° While in all of the cases, the trial court was in
favor of the plaintiffs, the U.S. court of appeals for the
Sixth Circuit stated that “bans on same-sex marriage
and refusal to recognize marriages performed in other
states did not violate the couples' Fourteenth Amend-
ment rights to equal protection and due process”” The
two questions that were faced by the Supreme Court
included, “Does the Fourteenth Amendment require a
state to license a marriage between two people of the
same sex?”® and the follow-up question of “Does the
Fourteenth Amendment require a state to recognize a
marriage between two people of the same sex that was
legally licensed and performed in another state?”” The
case was under judicial review for around two months,
and the court voted 5-4 in favor of Obergefell thus
allowing gay marriage in the United States, and over-
throwing the precedent that was set in the court case
Baker v. Nelson in 1972, which stated that denial of same
sex marriages could be denied constitutionally.

In the majority opinion of this court case, Justice
Anthony M. Kennedy stated “The right of same-sex
couples to marry that is part of the liberty promised

by the Fourteenth Amendment is derived, too, from

that Amendment’s guarantee of the equal protection

of the laws.”?® He later went on to say, “Rights implicit
in liberty and rights secured by equal protection may
rest on different precepts and are not always coexten-
sive, yet in some instances each may be instructive as

to the meaning and reach of the other”? While the end
decision of the vote was not unanimous, the majority
opinion that was expressed in this case did show a lot of

the ideas that this country will need to move forward.

CURRENT CONTROVERSIES

On December 7th, 2015, Republican candidate
Donald Trump proposed, “A total and complete shut-
down, of Muslims entering the United States, until our
countries representatives can figure out what the hell
is going on?2 This one quotation has split the Amer-
ican public opinion over the constitutionality of such
a controversial proposal. Eric Posner, a law professor
at the University of Chicago Law School, argues that
“the immigration law delegates to the President ex-
tensive powers to exclude people who he thinks might
threaten security, or any way might be detrimental to
the interests of the United States.”?* Along with Eric
Posner, multiple other law professors have argued that
Donald Trump's ambitious plan may work. Peter Spiro,
a Temple University law professor reasoned that “Con-
gress has already given the President broad powers to
suspend the entry of “any class of aliens as immigrants”
if their entry would “be detrimental” to the nation’s
interests.”?

On the other hand, some constitutional lawyers
argue that this proposal violates the Equal Protection
and Due Process clauses of the 14th Amendment. Wil-
liam Banks, a professor at Syracuse College of Law stat-

ed, “Aside from being outrageous, it would be unconsti-
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tutional,”® going on later to point out guarantees of due

process under law.? Another scholar skeptical about
Donald Trump's ban, Harvard Law professor Laurence
Tribe, stated, “I believe Trump’s unprecedented propos-
al would violate our Constitution,’? while in an inter-
view with NBC News.?® While the Anti-Trump charge is
being led by many lawyers and professors from America
and the rest of the world, much of the general public are
scared that history may repeat itself and create another
situation comparable to that of the internment of Jap-
anese-Americans during World War II and the Chinese

Exclusion act of 1882.

CONCLUSION

Unlike some of the other amendments in the
United States Constitution, the Fourteenth Amendment
has evolved in a way that suits the needs and desires of
modern day America. While it took ninety-two years
for blacks to get some of the
same civil rights as whites in America, and one hundred
and forty-seven years for gays to get many of the same
“basic human rights” of others, America is slowly warm-
ing up to the idea of a free nation, where all share the

same rights, as the founding fathers intended.”
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The Beast from the East

China’s Increasing Military Strength and How Their Economy Made it Happen

Author-Shane Rockett '19
Section-Research Papers

In the middle to late 1800s, China suffered a series
of defeats at the hands of the British in the Opium Wars
and the Japanese in the Sino-Japanese War. These losses
ultimately led to a loss of sovereignty by the Chinese
government and the end of the Chinese empire. Once
the Chinese Communist Party gained control of the
country in 1949 by expelling the Japanese and forcing
the nationalists to retreat to Taiwan, they fully un-
derstood the importance of having a strong military
to back up their government. The People’s Liberation
Army has held the title of world’s largest army in terms
of military personnel for many years, but as the world
continues to move towards more advanced military
technology, China finds itself falling behind. Thus, Deng
Xiaoping introduced military modernization as one of
his Four Modernizations, with the goal of turning the
PLA into a force capable of competing with the tech-
nologically advanced militaries of the modern world,
and harnessed the growing economy in order to fund
developments in military technology. The growth of the
Chinese economy has affected the military by increas-
ing their ability to develop military technologies, giving
them a larger influence on geopolitics, and augmenting
their military capabilities to a strength comparable to
the United States. In 1978, the economic reforms intro-
duced by Deng Xiaoping as a part of the Four Modern-
izations, were the first step toward a more advanced
Chinese economy. One of Deng’s Four Modernizations
was the modernization of national defense, which in-
cluded the reform of Chinese military policy.!

The history of China’s military dates back centu-

ries, but the modern expansion of the Chinese military
is particularly visible from around 1980 to present day,
following the same pace as their economic growth. The
People’s Liberation Army is the official army of Chi-
na’s Communist Party, and has been the official army

of China since the Communist Party’s rise to power. In
accordance with the Four Modernizations, non-combat
sections of the People’s Liberation Army were disband-
ed in order to foster economic growth for a new form
of Chinese economy.? Soon after, in 1983, the internal
security and border patrol units of the PLA were trans-
ferred to become a part of the People’s Armed Police
Force.? The civilianization of these groups of the armed
forces created more jobs to make up for the jobs taken
away by the modernization of agriculture, which in-
cluded farming technology advancements, reducing the
amount of human labor needed in China’s agricultural
sector.* Another military change brought about by Deng
Xiaoping was his resignation from his position as Vice
Chairman of the People’s Republican Army, giving the
leadership role of the Army to Yang Dezhi, a military
commander.’ Deng’s resignation from his military post
furthered the separation between Chinese government
politics, and Chinese military policy. In 1982, the State
Council and the Central Military Commission released a
new change for China’s Military. This new policy al-
lowed for the recruitment of nonmilitary students and
graduates of institutions into the People’s Liberation
Army for leadership and commanding positions after
undergoing a small amount of military training. This act
was passed with the goal of creating a new generation

of officers and commanders who were well educated,
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young, and specialized in military technologies.

Following Deng’s priority of reducing military
force in order to harbor economic growth, in 1985,
China initiated a two year program with the goal of
reducing their armed forces by 1 million troops. Older
and less educated troops and officers of the PLA retired,
while small sections of local PLA divisions were trans-
ferred to law enforcement and other civil authorities.’
Again, the PLA was modernized when their manage-
ment reorganized the previous model of field armies
into joint force armies enabling the PLA for combined
arms warfare, as opposed to having a uniform style of
unit for an entire army. Moving towards the late 1980s,
the PLA added anti-chemical technologies, air support,
and naval units, to their new style of military organiza-
tion.?

In the 1990s, as China watched the effects of
western nations’ military technology in the middle east,
the Chinese military leadership realized that the mas-
sive amounts of ground troops the PLA possessed had
become obsolete with new forms of weaponry. To learn
about the changes of military technology, and how to
defend against them, scholars from the Academy of
Military Science of Beijing sat in on American meetings
regarding the advancements of military policy, most of
which were made possible by the invention of comput-
ers with higher processing power.’ The Chinese General
Chen Zhou said, “Our great hero was Andy Marshall in
the Pentagon. We translated every word he wrote.”°
During the 1990s, another military development on the
global scale occurred. The ‘revolution in military affairs’
also known as the RMA, was the title given to the array
of new technologies changing how leaders thought
about military policy. The General-Secretary of the

CCP, Jiang Zemin, was intent on growing the abilities

of the Chinese military, to be better suited for the new
military frontier being created by the RMA." Unlike

the Chinese military policies of the past, where large
amounts of funding would go towards the develop-
ment of ground troops which could be supported by the
large population of China, military funding would now
be directed at the air force, navy, and technologies in
missiles and bombs. With the continuous success of Chi-
na’s economy, the Chinese military leadership is mov-
ing towards beginning a transition to organize their
naval forces into an aircraft carrier based system.”? The
transition is extremely expensive, and the only other
country whose navy resembles the model is the United
States. Certainly, the ability for the Chinese to carry
out this model will be a testament to the growth of the
Chinese economy.

China’s foreign trade has increased their con-
fidence in one of the political battles of which China
has been a part for decades: Taiwanese Independence.
In 2000, China threatened to use military force against
Taiwan, if Taiwan did not continue reunification talks
with China. The United States has previously offered
to aid Taiwan is any such invasion were to take place,
and with this knowledge, the Chinese government has
threatened Taiwan, an unthinkable act before the eco-
nomic growth of China augmented their military forc-
es. In 1996, China demonstrated their military power
by testing missiles near Taiwan during the presidential
campaign, which only led to rallies from the separatist
candidate and his supporters.”® Such boldness from the
Chinese military comes as a direct result of their new-
found status both in military technology and foreign
trade.’ In 2010, China surpassed Japan as the world’s
second largest economy, and as China’s trade influence

continues to grow around the world, more specifically
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Southeast Asia¥ Taiwan finds itself running out of op-
tions. ASEAN is the association of Southeast Asian Na-
tions, and China is their largest trading partner. Many
Taiwanese businesses have invested in China, and over
500,000 Taiwanese people live in China permanently.
To this day, China continues to push for reunification
with Taiwan, whereas the Taiwanese policy stands that
no Taiwanese politician can begin talks with China
without first gaining a consensus from the Taiwanese
voters.®

Naval Power in the Taiwan strait has been a
focus of China for the purpose of overcoming American
interventionY, should China attempt to attack Taiwan.
After the Chinese missile tests off the coast of Taiwan,
the United States sent two aircraft carriers into the
Taiwan Strait. CBSA and RAND, two independent Amer-
ican information companies report that by 2020, China
will be able to prevent American aircraft and aircraft
carriers from operating within the string of islands off
the east coast of China, including Taiwan, known as the
First Island Chain.’® In 2005, China’s government passed
the Taiwan Anti-Secession Law, which demands that,
should Taiwan declare independence, and if the Chinese
government thinks that a peaceful unification between
the two countries is thus impossible, China would react
with military force.”

Even with the impressive growth of China’s
economy being reflected in their military, the growing
influence of modern China should not be overestimat-
ed, as there are still many factors working against the
growth of a new Chinese military. For one thing, China
remains a middle income country, and its leaders con-
sent that the growth of the Chinese military must take
a back seat to the development of the Chinese economy,

where 82 million people live on less than one dollar a

day.?® Additionally, the dramatic increase of military

spending is reflective of the increased GDP, and not

of the national income, reflecting the growth of state-
owned companies and not the wealth of the Chinese
population. Also to be noted, China has not increased
the percentage of their GDP on their military, spend-
ing 2% each year, meaning the growth of their military
comes naturally, following the growth of their econo-
my.? As a result of the One-Child Policy, China will need
to support a huge aging population with a much smaller
population of working class citizens. More than 20% of
China is over 50 years old, and soon the taxes to support
them will fall on the miniscule generation created by
the One-Child Policy.? As this effort begins, it will be
clear how determined China is to grow their military.
Also, the Chinese development of military technology
still suffers from the effects of the arms embargo im-
posed by the West after the Tiananmen square protests
0f 1989.% For example, the Chinese struggled to develop
radar capabilities for their submarines, and to this day
rely on other sources of information in lieu of a sub-
marine-carried radar.? Lack of experience also works
against the strength of the PLA, whose last notable con-
flict was the Sino-Vietnamese War, of which both sides
claim victory after Chinese withdrawal.*

These limiting factors, however, cannot hide
the fact that the growth of the Chinese economy has
been tremendous, and in turn so has the growth of their
military. As the world moves toward globalization, the
United Nations increasingly calls upon China to uphold
its newfound military status with efforts to the best
interest of the globe. According to U.S. Army Chief of
Staff, General Mark Milley, “[The United States] wrote
the rules for the world,” as the frontrunner in military

prowess.” General Yao Yunzhu does not disagree, and
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has said, “[The military gap between the nations] is at
least 30, maybe 50 years.”?” General Yao has an opti-
mistic outlook on the future of Chinese relations with
the Unites States. She says, “Perhaps by the time we do
become a peer competitor the leadership of both coun-
tries will have the wisdom to deal with the problem.”?
Leadership around the world hopes that Yao’s vision
becomes reality; however, despite any political predic-

tions, only time will tell.
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Following World War I, the Russian govern-
ment and economy, among other spheres of the enor-
mous power of Russia, were in ruin, devastated by the
country’s participation in the war. Seeing the opening
for power, several political groups vied for control of
the Russian government in an effort to rejuvenate the
fragile political scene. Seeking to fill the power void
were the Bolsheviks, a communist political group led by
Vladimir Lenin.! After seizing power of the government
through the overthrow of the Provisional Government
in the October Revolution, the Bolsheviks had control
of the government, but were not well liked.? Vladimir
Lenin, understanding the discontempt for the Bolshe-
viks and looking to protect their position of power,
created the All-Russian Extraordinary Commission for
Combating Counter-Revolution and Sabotage, or more
simply, the Cheka.® The Cheka was the Bolshevik secret
police, established to investigate and deal with threats
to new Bolshevik regime.* Using terrorism to scare
the Russian people into submission, the Cheka carried
out arrests, interrogations, executions, and campaigns
in order to protect the Bolshevik party.’ Without the
Cheka, it is possible that the Bolshevik party would not
have retained power without the possibility of revo-
lution from their opposition. The Bolsheviks used the
Cheka as a vital tool to protect their regime and prevent
corruption of the party, allowing for the destruction of
all other forces which could possibly oppose their reign
of power.

The creation of the Cheka was possible through
a number of events and outcomes, specifically World

War I and the October, or Bolshevik, Revolution. The

initial opportunity for the Bolsheviks to come to power
arose from the abdication of the Tsar after the first Rus-
sian Revolution in 1917. With the Tsar away at war, the
Russian people looked to overthrow the government

to create political change. With the successful revo-
lution, and the abdication of the Tsar, the Provisional
Government was formed. However, the Provisional
Government’s dragging of feet regarding agrarian re-
form, as well as their perseverance to keep Russia in the
war, prevented them from staying in power long.¢ The
Provisional Government was overthrown, and going
down with it was the Okhrana, the secret police of the
Provisional Government.” As the Bolsheviks came to
power, they lacked an instrument of control similar to
Okhrana, a tool that would allow them to maintain their
authority and assert their power, which prompted them
to form the Cheka.

Established on December 20, 1917, the Cheka
was intended to be a temporary unit which would in-
vestigate anti-Bolshevik crimes.® The Cheka’s mandate
was to “persecute and break up all acts of counter-rev-
olution and sabotage all over Russia, no matter what
their origin” and to “bring before the Revolutionary
Tribunal all counter-revolutionaries and saboteurs and
to work out a plan for fighting them " Originally, the
Cheka did not have judicial power, lacking the authority
to arrest or punish a given individual. Lenin was quoted
in saying, “[the role of the Cheka is to] make preliminary
investigation only, enough to break up [counter-revo-
lutionary acts]”™ However, as time went on, the Cheka
grew exponentially, operating outside the rule of the

law. As the need for the Cheka increased due to growing
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opposition, the power and authority of the Cheka in-

creased as well. The Cheka evolved from a group with-
out judicial authority to a vital tool of the Bolsheviks in
maintaining their power and asserting control over the
population.

The Cheka asserted its dominance and force
through a number of tactics and strategies instituted
by the leaders of the Bolshevik regime, using a carte
blanche model in exercising its power.?? The first tactic
used by the Cheka was the destruction of their opposi-
tion. Led by the cruel and ruthless Felix Dzerzhinsky,
who was also known as Iron Felix or the Iron Count, the
Cheka was not restricted in completing its duties; it had
free reign, and was allowed to persecute, detain, tor-
ture, and execute suspected spies, tsarists, counter-rev-
olutionaries, kulaks, black marketeers, or any perceived
enemy of the state.’®! Therefore, any opposition the
Cheka received was crushed on sight; Lenin would not
allow the idea and possibility of an overthrow of the
government or any sort of revolution.”

From the beginning of the Bolsheviks regime,
the Bolsheviks were opposed by a number of groups,
whether it be the globally-backed Whites or the so-
cialists that the Bolsheviks had originally come from.
The opposition the Bolsheviks received was not to be
taken lightly, as the resistance from these groups posed
a threat to the Bolshevik regime. Therefore, Lenin’s
rationale in calling for the formation of the Cheka
was specifically based on the opposition that his party
received.’® The Bolsheviks were received criticism from
its own members, its former supporters, other socialist
parties, Tsarist supporters, and the Whites, who were a
military force.” The Cheka was necessary in asserting
control over the people of Russia, particularly in the

climate of a civil war. Destruction of the opposition was

used for both asserting domestic control and prevent-
ing resistance and revolution.

Another tactic used by the Cheka was terrorism,
and over time the brutal and relentless modus operandi
of the Cheka was given the name “Red Terror.”® The
Cheka instituted acts of terror and brutality as a means
to vitally establish control and assert their power over
the population.” Terrorism stemmed from the destruc-
tion of the opposition, but Red Terror went much far-
ther, asserting their newfound extra-judicial authority
over the people of Russia.?’ The Russian Civil War had
left the Bolsheviks without the resources to provide
fair legal trials, so instead of bringing suspected revolu-
tionaries to court, the Cheka would have them detained
or executed without trial, or sent to a troika. A troika
was a small trial set up which ultimately extended the
Cheka’s power, as it allowed them to interrogate the
criminal and decide the verdict, which often was the
death penalty.? This allowed the Cheka to essentially
legally murder suspected criminals.

The extension of the power of the Cheka and
their use of terror led to reprisals and executions
against those believed to be plotting against the Bol-
shevik party. The reprisals were done quickly, without
much negotiation; anyone suspected of corruption
would be acted on immediately.? Furthermore, the
Cheka instituted bloody terrorism; the deaths accumu-
lated directly from the Cheka totaled to about 250,000,
and indirect deaths were nearly two million. As Felix
Dzerzhinsky said, “organised terror - this must be said
openly - a terror which is absolutely essential in the
revolutionary period we are passing through?

The original mandate of the Cheka was in-
credibly ambiguous; however, the effectiveness of the

Cheka was vital in the protection and preservation of
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the Bolshevik regime. Despite the morally and ethical-
ly wrong methods the Cheka used in their reign, they
were still highly successful, as they completed their
job of protecting the Bolshevik party incredibly well.
The Cheka prevented uprisings, ended riots, and com-
pletely obliterated any form of opposition, whether it
be in-party critics or anti-communists.* Going beyond
the original mandate, the Cheka operated outside of the
law, and became a power which may never have been
intended, but was ultimately key in the continuation of
the Bolshevik regime. The effectiveness of the Cheka
came with harsh consequences, in the form of the lives
of hundreds of thousands of Russian people, although
exact numbers and specific information was never in-
cluded as a means to protect the legitimacy of the Cheka
as well as the Bolshevik regime. The Cheka were un-
ethical in their methods, yet highly successful. Without
the Cheka, the Bolsheviks most likely would not have
been able to sustain their power as long as they did, and
would have fallen quickly like the Provisional Govern-
ment did. Without the threat of uprising and revolt, the
Bolshevik government was able to focus on expanding
their power, implementing communism into Russian
government.

Although the reign of the Cheka was ended in
1922, the Cheka continued to have lasting effects on
Russia as a whole, whether it be politically or enforce-
ment.” The Cheka set the precedent for other secret
service groups in Russia, such as the KGB and the GPU.?¢
Not only did the Cheka set the precedent for other
groups, it changed the course of Russian government
entirely. Without the Cheka in place, the Bolsheviks
may never have been successful, and communism may
never have been implemented in Russia. Subsequently,

the Soviet Union would have a lower chance of rising if

communism was never established by the Bolsheviks.

If this was to happen, Russia government would be
significantly different than it is now. Not only would
Russian government be dramatically different, the
political dynamic of the entire world may have been
shifted, as Russia’s actions influenced many other na-
tions throughout the globe. Without communism and
the Soviet Union, Russia’s global affairs would possibly
have taken a different course, changing the world as a
whole. Ultimately, the Cheka had an immense impact
on the Bolshevik regime, and the Russian governmental

system as a whole.
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INTRODUCTION

With North Korea’s recent claim of detonat-
ing a hydrogen bomb, a potent thermonuclear fusion
weapon at least a thousand times as strong as the bombs
dropped on Nagasaki and Hiroshima, the risk North
Korea poses to the region must be evaluated.! A major
threat to US interests and allies in Asia is the hostile
communist regime in North Korea led by the youngest
of the Kim dynasty, Kim Jong Un. Tensions between
North and South Korea have historically been high
since the beginning of the Cold War; however, North
Korea’s increased military and cyber provocations as
well as its burgeoning nuclear weapons program have
exacerbated tensions in recent years. What makes
North Korea particularly dangerous is its unpredictable
and erratic behaviour that endangers not only its own
citizens but also the whole Korean peninsula. Its pursuit
of long range ballistic missiles, unrestrained uranium
enrichment in direct violation of UN Security Council
resolutions—US intelligence believes that North Korea
has stockpiled enough plutonium to create five nuclear
weapons—and recent claim of a successful hydrogen
bomb test have raised concern among the international

community.?

South Korea, a major non-NATO ally of the Unit-
ed States, is most directly threatened by North Korean
aggression. South Korea’s capital, Seoul, lies within 120
miles of North Korea’s capital of Pyongyang and with-
in 35 miles of the Demilitarization Zone at the border,
well within the North’s artillery and short range missile

range. Because of the Mutual Defense Treaty between

Washington and Seoul, the US is pledged to defend
South Korea against a North Korean attack. Because of
North Korea’s unpredictability and access to an increas-
ingly potent nuclear arsenal, the US needs to forge an
agreement with China, North Korea’s most important
ally, in order to curb Kim Jong Un’s erratic and aggres-
sive behavior, end his nuclear ambitions, and eventually

transition into a more stable regime. Background

Having been annexed by Japan in 1910, the
Korean peninsula was divided along the 38th parallel
into two occupation zones by the US and the Soviet
Union after Japan’s surrender at the end of World War
IT in 1945. This division was intended to be a temporary
measure that would eventually lead to a reunified and
democratically-elected Korea under the auspices of the
United Nations in 1947; however, because of differing
ideologies, the USSR, preventing the elections, instead
supported the establishment of a communist regime—
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)—un-
der the leadership of Kim Il Sung. To the South, the US
backed the democratically-elected Syngman Rhee of the
newly minted Republic of Korea (ROK). Both the DPRK
and ROK were committed to the desire of a unified
Korean peninsula, but their ideological differences pre-
vented any meaningful progress. Per a UN agreement,
the Americans and Soviets both withdrew their military
forces from the region in 1949, but left many advisors
on the peninsula. While the United States desired to
have a democratic government in the region, Washing-
ton was not yet ready to commit troops to achieve this

goal3
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However, in 1950, the DPRK, still desirous of rul-

ing over the entirety of the Korean peninsula, launched
a swift invasion across the 38th parallel, driving the
ROK’s army all the way back to Pusan, a small area

on the southern coast of Korea. The US immediately
called for a UN Security Council Meeting, and with the
absence of the USSR—which was boycotting the UN
because of the issue of Chinese representation—was able
to pass a resolution calling for a DPRK withdrawal from
the South. The US then led a coalition to rout the DPRK
from South Korea, with General MacArthur’s famed
Incheon landing which allowed UN forces to drive back
the communists and restore the prewar status quo by

the end of September 1950.4

Despite having ended the DPRK’s southern
incursion, the UN decided to continue pushing north
in an attempt to rollback communist forces and unify
the peninsula under a non-communist government.
UN efforts were largely successful, pushing back the
communists to the North Korean-Chinese border by
October 1950; however, this success was seen as a threat
to Chinese security, causing China to commit troops to
Korea, thus forcing MacArthur’s forces back to the 38th

parallel.’

The conflict continued for three stalemated
years during which both China and the US were trying
to hold the 38th parallel demarcation line, and neither
was in a position to achieve total victory. On July 27,
1953, an armistice—not a formal peace treaty—establish-
ing the 38th parallel as the permanent demarcation line
between North and South Korea was signed by the US,
China, and the DPRK; South Korea abstained. The US
also signed a mutual defense treaty with South Korea

promising to protect the ROK from another North Kore-

an invasion.®

While the US has continued to back South Korea
postbellum, China has politically and economically
supported North Korea from Kim Il Sung through Kim
Jong Un—the third in the family dynasty. Stability in
the Korean peninsula has long been a primary goal of
Beijing, and by supporting North Korea, China is able to
maintain a friendly nation on its northeastern bor-
der which also serves as a buffer between China and
South Korea—which currently houses 29,000 US troops.
Since 1963 China has also been concerned that a fall
of Pyongyang would spark a massive border crisis as
hundreds of thousands of North Korean refugees would
try to flood into China. Because of these issues, Beijing
has been dedicated to maintaining the North Korean
government, calling for the international community
not to push Pyongyang too hard so as to avoid a regime

collapse.’

The DPRK has become so economically depen-
dant upon China that since the 1990s North Korea has
imported most of its food and 90 percent of its energy
from China as well as conducting 60 percent of the
DPRK’s total trade volume. Currently, North Korea runs
a 1.25 billion dollar trade deficit with China which some
see as a Chinese subsidy as North Korea cannot borrow.®
Beijing also provides direct aid to DPRK; the Congres-
sional Research Service wrote in 2010 that “It is widely
believed that Chinese food aid is channeled directly
to the military,” allowing food aid from international
organizations to be distributed to the starving masses,
“without risk that the military-first policy or regime
stability would be undermined by foreign aid policies of
other countries.” Without China’s economic and politi-

cal support, Pyongyang would inevitably collapse.
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Despite Chinese support for the Kim family

regime, there have been increased strain between the
two countries, especially after North Korea began pur-
suing nuclear weapons and long range missiles. When
the DPRK tested a nuclear device in 2006, China sup-
ported a UN Security Council resolution implementing
sanctions on Pyongyang, marking a change toward a
more punitive policy by China which it upheld through
North Korea’s second nuclear test in 2009. After a re-
laxation in penal measures, China resumed stringent
policies following the DPRK’s third nuclear test in 2013
by increasing trade sanctions, cutting energy supplies,
and demanding denuclearization talks. While the North
Korean nuclear program has caused tension between
Pyongyang and Beijing, China still does not want to
terminate its support for North Korea. In fact, between
2012 and 2013, Sino-North Korean trade grew 10 percent

to 6.5 billion dollars.®
ANALYSIS

North Korea currently does not pose a direct
threat to the United States as it does not yet appear to
have the long range ballistic missiles needed to reach
the US mainland—though North Korea’s 2012 launching
of a satellite into orbit proves it is on the path to devel-
oping intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs). Even
its recent claim of having tested a hydrogen bomb is
most likely an exaggeration as the resulting 4.8 mag-
nitude earthquake is nowhere near the 6.8 magnitude
seismic wave produced by the US’s 1971 hydrogen bomb
test under the Alaskan tundra."Though the DPRK does
not pose a threat to the US itself, it does pose a signif-
icant threat to South Korea—what Obama calls “one of
[America’s] closest allies and greatest friends.”? Perhaps

more dangerous to the ROK than nuclear weapons are

conventional artillery weapons, short range missiles,
and chemical weapons—which North Korea has stock-
piled—as they can easily be launched across the DMZ
into Seoul and followed up by an invasion utilizing the
DPRK’s 1.2 million man army, the fourth largest stand-

ing army in the world.”

The irrationality and unstable nature of North
Korean leadership makes the DPRK extremely unpre-
dictable and thus dangerous as Kim Jong Un would
be willing to sacrifice his own people—seeing that he
already commits a multitude of human rights violations
against his own citizenry—as well as commit political
suicide in order to achieve his ambitions. The current
US policy toward North Korea, implemented by the
Obama administration in 2009, is “strategic patience”
in which the US remains calm but firm as it waits for
North Korea to realize denuclearization is beneficial.*
This policy has not been effective in hindering North
Korea’s nuclear and ballistic missile development,
and negotiations in the Six Party Talks—involving US,
Russia, China, Japan, ROK, and DPRK-have been dis-
regarded by North Korea. In order to denuclearize the
DPRK and neutralize the threat they pose to the US’s
Asian allies, the US needs to address two primary areas:
increasing collaboration with China and reinforcing

South Korea.

Because of the interconnectedness between
Pyongyang and Beijing, the US needs to cooperate
with China in order to address the North Korean issue.
Though China has agreed to defend North Korea from
unprovoked aggression as stipulated by the 1961 Si-
no-North Korean Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation,
and Mutual Assistance, Beijing has shifted toward a

more ambivalent stance for defending North Korea as
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China is more concerned with its national self-interest

than ideological similarities, allowing the US to collab-
orate with China to reach the mutual goal of nuclear
disarmament. Like the US, China does not want North
Korea to continue its development of nuclear weaponry
and condemns North Korea’s supposed hydrogen bomb
test. Beijing realizes that nuclear devices in the hands of
a highly irrational and unstable actor such as Kim Jong
Un-albeit friendly to Beijing—is not in China’s best in-
terest. While China does not want to see the collapse of
the DPRK, nor a unified Korea as this would eventually
lead to another strong actor in the East Asian sphere

to counter China, Beijing still strongly opposes North
Korea’s nuclearization. The US should play upon this

by working with China, the sole economic and political
support of the decaying North Korea, to strengthen
economic sanctions against Pyongyang and force it to
denuclearize. North Korean leadership, however, is un-
trustworthy, often reneging on denuclearization talks;
therefore, the US needs to collaborate with China, South
Korea, Japan, and Russia to implement a North Korean
regime change. Though China may at first be opposed,
the looming threat of Kim Jong Un’s burgeoning nuclear
and ICBM program may cause Beijing to warm to the
idea and abandon their longtime ally. Ultimately, Chi-
na’s regional goal is to have stability in the neighboring

Korean peninsula.

The US also needs to continue to foster friend-
ly relations with South Korea and work together with
Seoul to reinforce and support it against a Northern
incursion. The US should continue to bolster the South
by sending in Aegis missile defense cruisers to the
Sea of Japan to intercept North Korean missiles, while

maintaining the 29,000 US troops already stationed in

Korea who supplement the 640,000 man South Korean
army along the DMZ. While improbable, an attack on
South Korea by the North is not out of the question due
to the irrationality and unpredictability of the DPRK.
The US needs to remain militarily vigilant in the Korean
peninsula in order to deter and prevent an attack from

occurring.

While North Korea poses a dangerous threat
to US interests, particularly South Korea, due to the
DPRK’s irrationality and burgeoning nuclear program,
it does not pose any imminent danger. Chief of Staff of
the Army Mark Milley claims that there are two pri-
mary questions that must be asked when assessing a
threat: is there intent to harm America and is there the
capability to destroy America? The DPRK has the intent
to bring grievous harm to South Korea and by extension
America, but it currently lacks the means necessary. The
US still needs to be proactive in addressing North Ko-
rea’s growing nuclear and long range missile program
to prevent Kim Jong Un from acquiring the capability
to do significant harm to America. Washington alone
cannot stop a China-supported North Korea; therefore,
only through collaboration with China, the last pillar
upholding the DPRK, can the Kim family dynasty be
phased out and a new, more stable government imple-
mented that is mutually beneficial both to US, Chinese,

and South Korean interests.
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Since the creation of the ECB and a common
currency, the euro, in 1998 and 1999, German citizens,
economists, and politicians have experienced both
satisfaction and disappointment with the new currency
and central bank. Nevertheless, the lingering effects
of the Great Recession and sovereign debt crisis in the
eurozone have undoubtedly caused German confidence
in the euro and ECB to decline. While former Chancellor
Helmut Kohl is widely considered the “father of the
euro,” although current Chancellor Angela Merkel has
publicly reaffirmed that Germany “needs Europe and
our common currency,” overall skepticism over the
euro and ECB has increased among both the country’s
citizens and leading policy makers.> A growing band
of ECB critics in Germany, including finance minister
Wolfgang Schauble and Bundesbank head Jens
Weidmann, have castigated the bank’s recent policies of
quantitative easing and inflation, while public opinion
has grown increasingly apathetic, even unfavorable,
to the country’s participation in the eurozone.® In
fact, rightwing political parties in Germany, such as
the AfD (Alternative fiir Deutschland), have emerged
to promote an exit from the eurozone and the
introduction of a neumark.” The new economic realities
in the country have prompted a once unthinkable

question: should Germany leave the eurozone?

BACKGROUND (1945-1999)

Before the Second World War, trade in Europe
had often been hampered by tariffs, strategically closed
markets, and a lack of political cooperation. After
World War II left the continent in ruin, nevertheless,
the combined effects of collective plight, American aid
(i.e. the Marshall Plan), and the Soviet Cold War menace

forced the countries of Europe down a path of political

and economic cooperation; the tragedy of two wars was

never to be repeated.?

Key to Europe’s transition from a continent
of conflict into a haven of peace and free continental
trade was the gradual unification of monetary policy
and currency into the ECB and Euro. After the removal
of national tariffs with the European Coal and Steel
Community (ECSC, 1951) and European Economic
Community (EEC, 1957), the European Monetary System
(EMS), launched in 1979 to further promote trade,
effectively pegged all EEC currencies to each other at
relatively fixed rates via the Exchange Rate Mechanism
(ERM).?

By establishing a fixed exchange rate between
EEC currencies, the EMS was the first step towards a
unified European currency, yet it had its imperfections.
Having the strongest economy and most stable
currency on the continent, West Germany could
effectively dictate monetary policy throughout Europe
with the EMS. The Deutsche Mark, due to German
economic strength, came to serve as the currency
of which all other EEC currencies were pegged.l®
Inevitably, the D-Mark’s dominance in continental
monetary policy caused resentment amongst other
EEC members; with national currency pegged to
the D-Mark on the ERM, EEC countries limited their
ability to use monetary policy (lowering interest
rates, mildly inflating) to combat economic stagnation
and recession.” Due to this, Britain (to the delight of
currency speculators such as George Soros) left the EMS
in 1992 in hope of stimulating the struggling domestic
economy by devaluing the pound.”? Similarly, France,
though it remained in the EMS, considered an exit
in 1983, when President Francois Mitterand’s fiscal

stimulus packages to France’s stagnant economy forced
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several devaluations of the Franc’s exchange rate on the
ERM to the nation’s dismay.”

To solve the EMS’s imperfections, by the
1990s the final stage of unifying Europe’s money was
completed. As the Cold War ended and Europe’s largest
economy, Germany, was reunified, the stage was
set for further economic and political integration.*
Accordingly, the 1992 Maastricht Treaty set up the
political and monetary framework of what became
today’s European Union. Germany, unwilling to allow
the Mark’s stabilizing monetary influence to perish
unnoticed, proposed strict inflation, budget, and debt
restrictions for all member governments of the new
organization.” Thus, under the Maastricht Treaty’s and
Germany’s provisions, the Euro and the ECB, based in

Frankfurt, became reality on January 1,1999.%

THE EURO’S EFFECT ON GERMANY, EUROPE, AND
THE WORLD

Initially, the introduction of the Euro in
the German economy only prolonged unstable
economic conditions that had plagued Germany since
reunification. Even before the Euro, the economic costs
of reintegrating East Germany’s economy, globally
uncompetitive due to years of communism, proved
tremendous. In the early 1990s, German GDP per capita
stagnated around $23,000, unemployment rose to a
steady level over 8%, and the total government debt to
GDP ratio increased from 40% in 1992 to 60% in 1998."
At the Euro’s introduction, initially exchanged at 1.19
dollars, other eurozone nations, whose governments
had historically over-engaged in deficit spending and
inflation, felt the benefits of a strong new currency’s
stability, low interest rates, and low inflation.® In

contrast, the euro caused a rise in the cost of living in

Germany, while the country already was accustomed

to low inflation/interest rates in the days of the Mark.”
As many euro-skeptical German economists noted, the
euro erased the Mark’s past monetary power, while

it had yet to offer significant economic benefits in
return.?

Starting in 2005, Germany’s domestic economy
finally recovered from its post-unification woes.? In
the depths of Germany’s post-unification economic
doldrums, in 2003-2004 Chancellor Gerhard Schroder
enacted a series of structural reforms known as Agenda
2010.2 Overall, these reforms, including the notorious
Hartz IV labor reform, cut pensions and unemployment
benefits down to social welfare.?®* Although the labor
reforms sparked labor protests, gave rise to split
the Social Democratic Party, and forced Chancellor
Schroéder to resign, in 2005 the German economy
began to turn around, as GDP grew at 1.5-3% per year
and unemployment fell to 5.5% in 2012. Germany
had reformed its welfare state into a more neoliberal
market economy.

Nevertheless, just as the German economy
entered prosperity, its fellow eurozone members soon
faced economic difficulties. Historically, southern
european governments often engaged in deficit
spending, which inevitably led to high interest rates
for borrowing and inflation.?s Nevertheless, the Euro,

a strong currency, curbed inflation and brought

low interest rates; this allowed southern Europe’s
governments to engage even further in larger deficit
spending programs.? While credit was easily available,
southern European governments could even borrow to
repay their debts, yet after the 2008 Great Recession,
credit markets froze, and the PIIGS countries (Portugal,

Ireland, Italy, Greece, Spain) found themselves with
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massive debts that they could not repay.” Italy, the

eurozone’s third largest economy, amassed a $1.8
trillion debt by 2010, while credit rating agencies
such as Moody’s and Standard & Poor’s downgraded
the PIIGS’ government bonds to junk status (BBB+
and below) by mid-2010.% Banks in Spain, Ireland,
and Portugal all faced complete default, while most
alarmingly The Economist noted that Greece was
“teetering on the edge” of bankruptcy.?

With Southern Europe falling into an economic
abyss, Germany, along with the ECB and IMF, had no
choice but to enact a series of bailouts to contain the
crisis and avert global recession. German, ECB, and
private sector money poured into a $80 billion bailout
for Portugal in spring 2011, a $85 billion bailout for
Ireland in November 2010, and a $109 billion bailout
for Greece in July 2010.%° Furthermore, low-interest
(3.5%) loans from Germany, the ECB, and the European
Rescue Fund (EFSF) were doled to Greece, Ireland,
and Portugal, and the ECB increased emergency
lending to floundering banks in exchange for cuts in
government spending (austerity), structural adjustment
programs, and drastic banking reforms.* While the
emergency bailouts have stabilized the regional and
global economy for the time being, Europe’s issues, as
economist Johan van Overtveldt notes, are “far from
over.”®

After stabilizing the sovereign debt crisis with
taxpayer money, Germany has continued to experience
tension with the ECB over how to rebuild Europe’s
fragile and stagnating economy. Most recently, the
ECB’s decision in April 2015 to adopt Quantitative
Easing (QE) to stimulate the European economy has
unsettled German nerves.** The ECB’s quantitative

easing program seeks to pump money into the

Eurozone economy by purchasing government, even
private sector bonds.> The asset-purchase program,
worth $1.1 trillion,* intends to spark Europe’s
economy from the recent crisis and stagnation, and

it also aims to reverse the Euro’s deflationary trend
back towards a target inflation rate of just below
2%.% Although the primary German stock index DAX
boomed since the introduction of QE, many Germans
support the program reluctantly, as German economist
Marcel Fratzscher notes, “We don’t have to like the
programme, but we should support it”* In particular,
since the Weimar Republic’s days of hyperinflation

in the 1920s, Germans have always feared raising
inflation, and German economists, along with Angela
Merkel, also fear that by giving countries a short-term
easy way out of stagnation, QE would delay necessary
structural reforms in many eurozone economies to

restore Europe’s competitiveness in the global market.

FUTURE PLANS/POLICY

Germany’s future commitment to the Euro will
undoubtedly hold economic and political consequences
on a domestic, regional, and global scale. Domestically,
the Euro may subject citizens to greater monetary
volatility and burden taxpayers should another debt
crisis arise, yet a return to the D-Mark and monetary
supremacy in Europe via a new EMS may destroy
the eurozone, destabilize the EU, and erode Europe’s
political solidarity.* For Europe, German commitment
to the Euro determines the currency’s survival,
without its default creditor, the eurozone would have
already folded during the 2010 sovereign debt crisis.*
Globally, the economic stability of the Eurozone and
the European Union, with a GDP larger than the United

States, is of primary concern. As German commitment
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to the currency largely determines the

Euro’s fate, it by default holds great global economic
relevance.

Overall, although the establishment of the
Euro and ECB has burdened Germany with short-term
economic costs, the long-term economic and political
benefits of the bank and its currency ultimately
outweigh those costs. Though the current economic
woes of fellow eurozone members may impose a
greater burden on German taxpayers, politicians, and
government expenditures in the short run, in the long
run the continent’s monetary union will only benefit
the country by allowing it to expand economic and
political influence across Europe and the world.

Although some economists have proposed the
idea of “eurobonds”* and greater fiscal unification of
the eurozone as immediate remedies to the eurozone’s
current crisis, Germany should instead continue to
support the euro by promoting structural reforms
in other eurozone economies before pursuing fiscal
unification.*

The Euro and the ECB have so far burdened
Germany with short-term economic costs because of
the Euro’s volatility and the ECB’s control of Germany'’s
monetary policy. As the Eurozone’s sovereign debt
crisis and the ECB’s Quantitative Easing policy have
proven, the different economic habits of Germany’s
eurozone neighbors have caused the euro to become
more volatile/unpredictable than the Deutsche Mark,
while the ECB’s continental monetary policy has often
failed to serve the economic interests of the entire
eurozone. As economist Charles Wheelan notes, “The
European Central Bank now controls monetary policy
for the whole eurozone. This can be a problem if one

part of the currency zone is in an economic slump and

would benefit from lower interest rates while another
region at the same time is growing quickly and must
raise rates to ward off inflation”** The ECB’s 2015
Quantitative Easing policy, during a time of economic
prosperity in Germany, only exemplifies Wheelan’s
point, while the deficit spending habits of southern
Europe threaten German wishes for a strong, stable
Euro.

Despite the short-term economic costs
that the Euro has incurred on Germany, there do
remain economic and political benefits to the Euro
that outweigh such costs. Economically, a weaker,
more volatile Euro does have the perverse effect
of stimulating exports, the mainstay of Germany’s
economy.* Furthermore, the new currency further
stimulates German exports by destroying the currency
exchange trade barriers with other Eurozone members,
many of whom traditionally are net importers with
account deficits.* Politically, keeping the Euro further
promotes European integration and strengthens
the EU via greater economic ties. An economically
strong Europe, with Germany as the prime economic
and political power, will allow the country to exert
influence across the globe and perhaps even to become
a geopolitical equal of the United States and China.*¢
Furthermore, an economically intertwined Europe
would end Germany’s long-held fear of political
isolation and continental encirclement; as former
German chancellor Helmut Kohl once noted, the
solution to the age old “German question,” concerning
Germany’s simultaneous position of political power and
vulnerability on the continent, was a “Europeanized”
Germany.¥

In the short term, Germany should support

the Eurozone by promoting structural reforms for
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fellow Eurozone economies, while fiscal unity and

common “Eurobonds” should only come once the
entire Eurozone has reformed domestic fiscal policies
and regained competitiveness in the global market.
While the lack of a unified fiscal policy remains a
structural weakness in the European Monetary Union,
and although Eurobonds would initially appear as

an easy fix to the problem, due to the current gulf
between Germany’s and Southern Europe’s fiscal
policies and bond ratings (Germany is AAA and S.
Europe is junk), quickly uniting fiscal policy and
government bonds is neither politically attainable nor
economically beneficial for all.*® In the short term,

it remains impervious that Germany aid Southern
Europe by promoting economic structural reform
while minimizing the costs of austerity measures. By
funding southern european governments to become
more globally competitive and fiscally balanced before
unifying the eurozone’s fiscal policy, Germany can enjoy
the long term economic and political benefits of the
larger economic union without the burden of the past

and present costs.
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Section-Data Analysis

The issue of climate change is more rel-
evant than ever. With the first universal climate
agreement adopted at the COP21 conference in
Paris about a month ago, people across the world
are considering global warming, its impact, and
potential solutions. Both Democratic and Re-
publican presidential debates only add to this
multitude of growing discussion. As a result, The
Podium sought to decipher Belmont Hill’s opin-
ion on the issue.

A questionnaire was sent to everyone in
the community (excluding parents and alumni).
By sending an open invitation to the community,
we conducted the poll with a voluntary response
sample. It is important to note that using this
method may create potential for biased results,
as more opinionated persons may feel more
inclined to respond to the questionnaire. Two
other sources of possible bias were identified
after the survey was sent out. One question, not
included in the results, asked respondents to
prioritize either the environment or economy in
a mutually exclusive scenario, even when certain
solutions to climate change can positively affect
both. The wording of a second question, Should
the government pass environmental regulations
that may negatively impact the American econ-
omy?, may have also opened the survey up to
bias. Since the wording specifically highlights the
negative impact certain regulations may have,
but not the positive or neutral impact others may
have, respondents are more likely influenced to
answer No. Although possible bias was involved
in this question, a majority of 54.3% percent still
responded Yes. All possible sources of bias were
completely unintentional.

Although the majority of the Belmont
Hill community is typically thought to be Repub-
lican, of the 151 survey respondents, 107 (70.9%)
claimed they were either Democrats or Inde-
pendents (See Figure A). It is possible that the
political climate at Belmont Hill is shifting, as
students arrive and graduate each year; however,
a more likely explanation for the small amount
of Republican respondents lies in the use of a vol-
untary response sample. Liberals in America are
generally stronger proponents of environmental
regulation and are accordingly believed to feel
more opinionated on the topic of climate change.
Therefore, it is possible that liberals and indepen-
dents feel more compelled to respond to a survey
about this issue.

An examination of Figure B clearly shows
that the Belmont Hill community recognizes

Climate Change at BH

Author-William McCormack ‘18

Polling Conducted
Early January, 2016

the fact that global warming is occurring. In
addition, regardless of political party, Belmont
Hill is largely convinced the primary culprit for
global warming is mankind and its development
(See Figure C). A CBS News poll demonstrates
that when compared to the entire population of
America, Belmont Hill is far more insistent in
primarily blaming humans for climate change.

In the 2014 CBS News poll, only 35% of Republi-
cans, 67% of Democrats, and 55% of Independents
felt “Global warming is caused mostly by human
activity such as burning fossil fuels.” The per-
centages of Belmont Hill Republicans, Democrats,
and Independents who primarily blame mankind
for global warming all far exceed 67, the largest
percentage as recorded by CBS News.

Belmont Hill’s stance on the presiden-
tial priority of climate change and the American
government’s actions are also more progressive
than the national population’s stance, yet there
is more disparity between party for these two
data sets (See Figures D and E). A November,

2015 Quinnipiac University poll of more than
1,400 respondents nationwide reported that 26%
of Republicans, 83% of Democrats, and 62% of
Independents felt the United States needed to do
more to address climate change. At Belmont Hill,
on the other hand, about 90% of Democrats and
Independents feel the American government has
not done enough and only 18% of Republicans
feel the government has done too much.

According to survey results discussed
above, the Belmont Hill community’s stance on
climate change appears to be far more progres-
sive and forward-thinking than the average
American’s. A combination of factors, most no-
tably young age and education, likely contribute
to this modern interpretation of global warming.
Finally, a variety of potential solutions to climate
change were proposed by the community, most
centering around the use of alternative, sustain-
able sources of energy, such as wind turbines and
geothermal. Other respondents articulated the
potential of carbon sequestration techniques and
government-regulated carbon taxes, but common
to all proposed solutions was the importance
of collaboration and international cooperation
in the future. As Belmont Hill students mature,
graduate, and enter the real world, based on
survey results, The Podium predicts this ea-
ger group, armed with ideas to combat climate
change, will work hard to eradicate the issue of
climate change.

Volume I o Edition [

February 2016

72
0
>
L
©
-
<
S
©
O
£
=
i,
O
a¥
)
L
—




Data

A RESPONDENTS BY PARTY

W Democratic WRepublican  Windependent

B BELMONT HILL ON GLOBAL WARMING'S
OCCURRENCE

Byes BENg ®Upsure

Volume I « Edition | 34 February 2016



a8 8 3

10

Should Global Warming be a Priority for

100%

80%

50%

A%

20%

Primary Culprit of Global Warming by
Party

Demacratic

Demacratic

American Government Action by Party

Dernacratic

Republican Independent

B Humand B Natural Flustuat

the POTUS?

ian

Republican Indegendent

HYe HNo

Regublican

HNot Enaugh  ®Taa Much

Independent

Volume [ « Edition |

35

February 2016



Donald Trump at BH

Author-Robert Warming ‘17
Section-Data Analysis

Polling Conducted
Early January, 2016

Our survey was conducted with a voluntary response sample. This means that we submitted
an open invitation to the entire Belmont Hill community and the individuals within said commu-
nity could respond voluntarily. It is important to note that this method does open the survey up to
bias, as more opinionated persons provide answers to voluntary surveys more frequently. Howev-
er, the information found cannot be disqualified and, we believe, can offer an important snapshot
of the school’s opinions on Donald Trump. The Podium staff would like to thank the entire Belmont

Hill community for participating in our survey.

There is no question that Trump has completely
thrown the Republican presidential nomination process
into disarray. His bombastic and often controversial
rhetoric has attracted crowds in the tens of thousands,
while also driving a divisive stake into any traditional
Republican or moderate’s heart. So, in the spirit of the
election year now finally upon us, the Podium decided
to test our own waters on the Trump Issue.

Our survey received 156 responses over 3 days.
The majority of these responses, 85.9%, were from
students. We also received 20 responses from faculty
members and 2 responses from alumni. Unfortunately,
no parents were reached. All responses received were
included in the final number crunching. The party
breakdown of our sample is as follows: Republican,
33.5%; Independent, 33.5%; Democratic, 31%,; Libertar-
ian, 1.3%; and Other, 0.6%. Of the participants, 42.9%
will be voting in the upcoming presidential election.
But on to the toupéed elephant in the room: Donald J.
Trump.

Trump fared the worst among Belmont Hill
Democrats, garnering an average rating of 4.77 (on a 1-5
scale, 5 being the strongest opposition rating). His right
wing social views and campaign centered on anti-Wash-
ington sentiment, as expected, did not resonate with
Democrats. BH Democrats averaged a 2.1 on the social
views scale (1=left-wing views), suggesting a moderate
left orientation. In addition, when asked whether they
approved or disapproved of Washington, Democrats
were fairly complacent, averaging a 2.95 (3 being indif-
ferent and 1 being approved). They also, in the general
election, remained extremely faithful to their party’s
chosen nominee, with Bernie Sanders garnering the
largest amount of support (91.7%) in a hypothetical run
against Trump. This makes sense since Sanders, accord-
ing to the survey, won the most support for Democratic
nominee, garnering 50% of the votes. The most unpop-
ular scenario for the Democrats, however, would be a
general election of Trump vs. O'Malley. In fact, 10.4%
said they would refuse to vote in such a situation. Even
so, O’'Malley crushed Trump 83.3% to 6.3%.

That being said, given that he wins the Repub-

lican nomination, Trump will not focus on winning

the hearts of Democrats come election time. As with
years before, Independents will ultimately be the ones
who swing the vote to our next President. So how did
Trump do with Independents at Belmont Hill? Well,
not so good. When asked whether Trump was good

or bad for America, regardless of whether he wins or
not, BH Independents resoundedly gave him a thumbs
down. On a scale of 1-5, they gave him a 4.1 (on a 1-5
scale, 5 being “bad for America”). Trump lost all three
matchups with Clinton, O’'Malley, and Sanders respec-
tively. The only real situation where he came close

to beating a Democrat was against Sanders, who only
received 51.9% of the votes. Trump received 25%, while
the other 23% chose not to vote, suggesting widespread
dislike of the extremes of both parties by Independents,
whose social and fiscal views both hovered around 3

(or moderate) on a scale of 1-5. Because of their more
moderate views, BH Independents came out to enthusi-
astically support O’Malley (71.2%) in a general election
bout with Trump (13.5%).

The reaction to the Trump Train has been
mixed among Republicans. BH Republicans ultimately
feel Marco Rubio is their best choice as nominee (win-
ning 36.5%). Trump came in with only 26.9% of the
votes... So you won’t exactly hear him touting The Po-
dium’s poll anytime soon. This lukewarm rejection of
Trump runs completely against National and Massachu-
setts GOP Primary polls. In an RCP national average,
Trump is currently far ahead in first at 34.5% of GOP
primary voters. Interestingly enough, the RCP average
of liberal Massachusetts trumps the national average,
placing Donald with the votes of 40% of GOP primary
voters this fall. And even though Trump’s main support
base at Belmont Hill lies within the BH Republican de-
mographic, they do not give him the amount of support
National or even state Republicans do. The topic of
Trump seems incredibly divisive within the Republican
ranks, even in the upcoming general election. Though
Trump wins all 3 matchups with possible Democratic
competitors, there seems to be a boycott brewing for
2016. About 15% of Republicans would refuse to vote in
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a Matchup between Trump and Sanders/O’Malley. That This presidential election has already changed
number rises to nearly 20% refusing to vote if he faces politics forever. And 2016 could very be year that faults
Clinton. Allin all, if Trump wins the nomination, the party lines. Quite simply, the Trump Problem seems to
2016 election cycle will not be a happy one for Republi-  have everyone baffled. All around the country, experts

cans at Belmont Hill. In a way, it has passed the point of  are rushing to figure out just how to deal with him, and

“picking the best of two evils” Some Republicans might voters are scratching their heads in choosing whether

just not vote. to ecstatically support or vehemently oppose him. Bel-
mont Hill is certainly not an exception.

Data
A Do you supoprt or oppose Donald Trump for President?
Support: 1 16 10.3%
2 18 11.5%
a0 3 10 6.4%
60 4 20 128%
Oppose: 5 92 59%
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'B In a matchup between Trump and Sanders, for whom would you vote?

Trump 5% 353%
Sanders 79 506%
Refusetovote 22 14.1%
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Israel-Palestine Conflict Basis

Author-William Weiter '16 & William Galligan ‘16

Section-Data Analysis

PROBLEM/CONTEXT

From October 1st to October 14th of 2015 - a
timeframe spanning two weeks after Israeli Prime Min-
ister Benjamin Netanyahu’s speech to the UN General
Assembly - rising tensions between Israel and Palestine
resulted in a surge of violence between the two groups.
Isolated stabbings as well as escalating clashes between
Palestinians and Israeli security forces prompted Ne-
tanyahu to crack down on the violence; however, the
conflict between Palestinians and Israelis did not abate.
As of October 13th of 2015, seven Israelis and 29 Pales-
tinians, including ten alleged attackers and eight chil-
dren, died in the outpouring of violence.! Disagreement
over the cause of these attacks and clashes became a
contentious issue. Netanyahu blamed Mahmoud Abbas,
President of the Palestinian National Authority, for in-
citing division between Israel and Palestine. However,
the executive committee of the Palestinian Liberation
Organization claimed that the string of violence was a
result of, “Israel’s...systematic and escalating violence of
occupation, whether in the form of settler-terrorism or
at the hands of the Israeli military using live ammuni-
tion.”

HYPOTHESIS

Because the Palestinian-Israeli conflict is such
a divisive issue and there are such distinct sides to the
dispute, it is expected that media sources in the Israe-
li-allied West will present a bias towards portraying
Israel in a positive light whereas pro-Palestinian na-
tions in the Middle East will reflect a bias in their media
negatively depicting Israel as the aggressor.

DATA COLLECTION

In order to quantify the biases of media sources
in the West and in the Middle East, this analysis will
attempt to qualify whether each article is pro-Israel,
pro-Palestine, or neutral based on certain keywords or
tone within the title or first paragraph of the article.
The next step in the analysis is to quantify the num-
ber of articles in each category for the different media
sources in the Middle East and West to see if thereis a
bias in the reporting. Examples of keywords identified
with each bias are listed below:

Pro-Israel
Palestinian violence
Palestinian stabbing
Israelis killed

Pro-Palestine

Israeli occupation
Illegal settlements
Palestinians injured/

hurt Israelis injured/hurt
against Palestine/Pal- Palestinian rage
estinians against Israel/Israelis

Terrorists
Palestine’s fault

Tone was the harder of the two metrics for bias
determination, as it is the sum of specific diction choic-
es, word order, and syntax - not necessarily recurring
keywords. Examples of pro-Palestinian/pro-Israeli tone
include the following with analysis of bias posted after
each:

Israel’s fault

1. “Palestinian shot dead allegedly after stab-wound-
ing soldier”

The use of the word “allegedly” questions the fac-
tuality of the stabbing account, making the Palestinian
seem more innocent or at least not proven guilty yet. By
placing “Palestinian shot dead” at the beginning of the
title, the article appears to be drawing attention to the
fact that a Palestinian was killed instead of his “alleged”
stabbing action, thus sympathizing with the Palestinian.

2. “AnIsraeli airstrike in Gaza killed a pregnant Palestin-
ian woman and her toddler, drawing a warning Sunday
from Islamist movement Hamas, as unrest spun further
towards a full-scale uprising.”

By specifying that the two killed Palestinians were

a pregnant woman and a toddler in the first paragraph

of the article, the media source casts a negative light

on the Israeli strike as it killed seemingly innocent

bystanders. The description of Hamas as an Islamist

movement also conveys a pro-Palestinian bias as many
countries including the US deem Hamas to be a terrorist

group.

3. “New Intifada looming as Israel kills more Palestinians”
By claiming that Israel is killing more Palestinians,
the article clearly is assuming a pro-Palestinian stance
as it portrays Israel as the aggressor. As an aside, “Inti-
fada” is an interesting word as it can convey different
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tones depending on context. For pro-Palestinians, “Inti-
fada” seems to symbolize Palestinian nationalism and

rebellion against the “occupying power,” whereas for
pro-Israelis, the word appears to represent mass sense-
less violence by the Palestinians.

4. “Leaderless Palestinian Youth, Inspired by Social Me-
dia, Drive Rise in Violence in Israel”

By blaming Palestinian youth for the increase in
violence and by not acknowledging any responsibility
which Israel might have in worsening the situation, the
article takes an obvious pro-Israel stance. The char-
acterization of the Palestinian youth as “Leaderless”
and “Inspired by Social Media” draws into question the
rationale behind Palestine’s push for Israel’s removal
from Palestinian territories.

5. “We’ll Treat Terrorists First if They’re More Severely

Wounded”

By referring to Palestinian aggressors as “Terror-
ists,” the article labels what some Palestinians see as a
movement to remove Israeli presence from Palestine
into a series of senseless terrorist attacks. Also, by jus-
tifying Israeli medics’ failure to treat hurt Palestinians,
the article title is illustrating a clear pro-Israel bias.

DATA
Tables:

To briefly summarize the core qualifications for
pro-Israel or pro-Palestine bias, if the article highlights
Palestinian deaths, the illegality of Israeli settlements,
or the source of Palestinian discontent and recent
violence as a result of the systematic oppression and
occupation of Palestine by the Israelis, then the article
is quantified as pro-Palestinian; if the article highlights
Israeli deaths, Palestinian terrorists, or Palestinians
randomly and senselessly stabbing or attacking Israe-
lis, then the article is quantified as pro-Israeli. If the
article fits the criteria for neither of these biases, then
it is classified as neutral. Although Israel is geographi-
cally located in the Middle East, its media sources were
included in the group of Western media sources due the
country’s close ties with Western nations; therefore, in
this analysis, when the terms “West” or “Western” are
used, they refer to the West and Israel. Similarly, the
Middle Eastern group of media sources excludes Israe-
li news outlets; thus, the terms “Middle Eastern” and
“Middle East” refer to everything in the Middle East,
excluding Israel, unless otherwise specified.

Table A: Articles from Middle Eastern Media Sources (Count):

Jordan Times Arab News (Saudi Arabia) Iran Daily PNN
Pro-Israel 0 0 0 0
Pro-Palestine 29 11 8 25
Neutral 2 1 4 5

Table B: Articles from Middle Eastern Media Sources (Relative Frequency):

Jordan Times Arab News (Saudi Arabia) Iran Daily PNN
Pro-Israel 0 0 0 0
Pro-Palestine 93.55 91.67 66.67 83.33
Neutral 6.45 8.33 33.33 16.67

Table C: Articles from Western Media Sources (Count):
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Wall Street New York The Guardian | Haaretz Israel National
Journal Times News
Pro-Israel 5 8 11 5 10
Pro-Palestine 2 5 4 2
Neutral 5 6 1
Table D: Articles from Western Media Sources (Relative Frequency):
Wall Street New York The Guardian | Haaretz | Israel National
Journal Times News
Pro-Israel 41.67 42.11 45.83 31.25 76.92
Pro-Palestine 16.67 26.31 16.67 43.75 15.38
Neutral 41.67 31.58 37.50 25.00 7.69
Graphs:
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DATA ANALYSIS

Relevance: The data collected is relevant to the question
posed at the beginning of the observational study as it
illustrates the biases, and sometimes lack of biases, of
media sources in the West and Middle East. The articles
examined are taken from October 1 to October 14, 2015,
a period spanning two weeks after Netanyahu’s speech
to the United Nations General Assembly. During this
timespan, violence in Israel-Palestine escalated.

STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE
West:

It was hypothesized that Western media sourc-
es would have a pro-Israel leaning because of the close
relationships between Western nations, such as the
United States and the UK, and Israel. Most of the West-
ern media sources, excluding the Israeli National News,
however, did not display as much of a pro-Israel, an-
ti-Palestine bias as was expected. As shown in Table D
and Figure 2, within the first two weeks of October 2015
only 41.67% of the Wall Street Journal’s articles concern-
ing the Israel-Palestine conflict took a pro-Israel stance.
Similarly, only 42.11% of the New York Times’ articles
and 45.83% of The Guardian’s articles concerning the
surge in violence were pro-Israel. Although there were
noticeably more pro-Israel articles than pro-Palestine
articles in the Wall Street Journal, New York Times, and
The Guardian, the number of neutral articles in these
newspapers was surprisingly large, with neutral articles
making up 41.67%, 31.58%, and 37.5% of the total arti-
cles in their respective media sources (see Table D and
Figure 2). The substantial presence of neutral articles
in the newspapers from the United States and Great
Britain may reflect how their particular countries are
attempting to promote cooperation between the two
parties as a way of alleviating the tension. The United
States Secretary of State, John Kerry, embodied the
West’s more balanced approach to the conflict when he
stated in a speech that he and other members of Con-
gress were working with both Israelis and Palestinians
to “stabilize the situation” Kerry also refused to blame
either side for the outpouring of violence in his speech
and stressed to both parties, “the importance, political-
ly and privately, of preventing inflammatory rhetoric,
accusations or actions that could lead to violence.”? The
outstanding reputation of these newspapers and their
international readership might also drive these news-
papers to take a more neutral view of the situations

they cover in their daily articles.

The Wall Street Journal, New York Times, and
The Guardian, despite having similar frequencies of
pro-Israel, pro-Palestine, and neutral articles, varied
greatly in the total number of articles written about
the conflict. As shown in Table C and Figure 1, the Wall
Street Journal, with a total of 12 articles, contained the
least number of articles regarding the friction between
Palestine and Israel of all the Western media sources.
The Guardian, on the other hand, published the largest
quantity of articles, 24, regarding the violence. The New
York Times, with 19 articles, published slightly more
than the average number of articles written by Western
media sources, 16.8. This difference in the number of
articles might reflect the different circumstances of the
United States and the UK. For example, the controver-
sy over the recent Iran nuclear deal might take a more
front and center position in American news than in
British news due to the United States’ large role in the
making of the deal, and thereby taking print space away
from American coverage of the Israel-Palestine conflict.

The Israeli newspaper, Haaretz, provided, per-
haps, the most surprising results of the study. Being an
Israeli paper, it was expected that Haaretz would take a
very pro-Israel stance. Instead, as shown in Tables C and
D and in Figures 1and 2, the study found that between
October 1st and October 14th of 2015, only 31.25% of the
16 articles written about the Israel-Palestine conflict
were pro-Israel. In fact, the newspaper took a pro-Pal-
estine leaning, with 43.75% of articles having a pro-Pal-
estine bias. This leaning was a result of Haaretz’s clear
opposition to the Netanyahu administration, which was
reflected in the large number of articles that criticized
Israel’s President for escalating the situation. Thus,
Haaretz’s pro-Palestine bias is more of a result of its
opposition to the Netanyahu administration thanitisa
result of its support for Palestine.

The data, shown in Tables C and D and in Fig-
ures 1and 2, concerning the Israel National News sup-
ported the hypothesis the most. Within the two-week
timespan, 76.92% of the 13 articles written about the
conflict took a pro-Israel stance. The number of arti-
cles sympathizing with Israel greatly outweighed the
number of articles taking a pro-Palestine stance, which
comprised only 15.38% of the total number of arti-
cles taken from the Israel National News. Thus, as was
hypothesized, the media source strongly supported the
actions of Israel.
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The difference in biases between the two Israeli
papers illustrates the controversial nature of the issue.
As evidenced by Netanyahu'’s slim majority in congress,
many Israelis have different points of view when it

comes to such divisive issues as the surge of violence
between Palestine and Israel.

Middle East:

The media sources from the Middle East showed
a strong pro-Palestine stance, and therefore supported
the hypothesis. This slant was reflected in the over-
whelming number of pro-Palestine articles published
by the Jordan Times, Arab News, Iran Daily, and the
PNN, in which pro-Palestine articles comprised 93.55%,
91.67%, 66.67%, and 83.33% of their respective media
source’s total number of articles included in the study
(See Table B). Furthermore, none of these Middle East-
ern media sources published a single article that was
considered to be pro-Israel. This highly unbalanced
view of the issue is a reflection of the prevalent feelings
of animosity towards the Israeli nation that is found
throughout the Arab and Persian countries included in
the study.

Of the Middle Eastern media sources observed
during the two-week timeframe, the Jordan Times and
the Palestinian News Network (PNN) published the
most articles concerning the issue, with 31 and 30 arti-
cles, respectively (See Table A). The Arab News and the
Iran Daily, on the other hand, both only published 12
articles (See Table A). This disparity is possibly a conse-
quence of the geographical proximity of each of these
countries to the conflict. With the conflict taking place
near Jordan and directly affecting Palestine, it makes
sense that the surge of violence would receive a great
deal of attention in Jordan and Palestine. On the other
hand, because Iran and Saudi Arabia are geographically
distant from the conflict and Iran is more directly af-
fected by the recent nuclear deals, it is understandable
that the crisis would receive less consideration in these
two nations.

It is noteworthy, however, that Jordan should
publish the most, in both count and relative frequency,
of pro-Palestine articles, despite its government’s close
relationship with the Israeli government (see Figures 1
and 2).2 After further inspection, however, it is evident
that the nation’s close ties with Israel is due primarily
to Jordan’s relationship with the United States and not
its citizens’ acceptance of Israel as a nation. Because

Jordan is dependent on the United States’ economy,
political support, and military assistance, it is forced to
ingratiate itself with the Israeli government despite its
people’s hatred for the Jewish state.* Therefore, even
though the country is outwardly friendly towards the
Israeli government, Jordan continues to internally
attack Israel, as illustrated by the pro-Palestine slant of
one of its main newspapers.

Demonstrated by the pro-Palestine stance found
in many Middle Eastern media sources, most Arab and
Persian nations in the Middle East see Israel as a threat,
particularly with its unofficial nuclear capabilities.
Therefore, it seems logical that they would assist their
fellow Muslims in Palestine in their quest to rid the area
of Israeli influence.

Reporting Differences:

While conducting the study, differences were
observed between the events that received news cov-
erage in Western media sources and the events that
received coverage in Middle Eastern media sources. For
example, one event that took place within the time-
frame was the launching of an Israeli airstrike into
the Gaza Strip in response to Palestinian rockets being
launched from the same area. This airstrike resulted
in the death of a pregnant, Palestinian woman and her
three-year-old daughter. This news story, obviously
portraying Israel in a negative light, appeared a total of
five times across all of the Middle Eastern media sourc-
es, yet appeared only once in Western media sources in
a Wall Street Journal article. By reporting on this story
several times, Middle Eastern media sources showed a
strong pro-Palestine, anti-Israel bias. In contrast, the
Western media sources, most of which failed to ac-
knowledge the incident, demonstrated a pro-Israel bias
by keeping the event relatively hidden from the public
eye.

In conclusion, it was determined that Western
media sources and Middle Eastern media sources dif-
fered in the way they portrayed the Palestinian-Israeli
conflict between the dates of October 1st and October
14th, 2015; however, while Middle Eastern papers sup-
ported the hypothesis, Western papers did not. Instead
of all taking a hard pro-Israel stance, most Western
media sources took a neutral stance—covering the
conflict with similar numbers of pro-Israel, pro-Pales-
tine, and neutral articles (see Figure 2). This neutrality
was a reflection of the West’s balanced approach to the
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situation. The Israel National News, however, was the
only Western news outlet that supported the hypothe-
sis, as it overwhelmingly supported Israel (see Figure 2).
On the other hand, Middle Eastern media sources were
very pro-Palestine and anti-Israel--a manifestation of
their animosity towards the Jewish nation—and there-
fore were aligned with the expectations established in
the hypothesis. (See Figures 1and 2) The large number
of pro-Palestine articles found in Middle Eastern media
sources also suggests that the issue is much more press-
ing in that region than in the West.

A more thorough investigation would include
an expansion of the time frame to include dates prior
to and during the UN conference in New York. This
would have provided a control group, as the increased
timespan would illustrate the biases or lack of biases
of Western and Middle Eastern media sources prior to
the escalation of tensions between Israel and Palestine.
Also, a more in-depth analysis would include additional
news outlets and other forms of media, such as live vid-
eos found on Television news stations and social media
posts. These additional media outlets would expand the
amount of information included in the study, and, as a
result, the data collected would have more accurately
displayed the true biases of Western and Middle Eastern
news sources. In a more in-depth analysis, more care
would also be taken to exclude all op-ed pieces, which
could skew the data. Several op-ed pieces may have ac-
cidentally slipped into the articles that were included in
the study, and therefore could have caused inaccuracies
in the analysis’s results. Without these opinion-based
articles, the data would more accurately reflect the true
biases of the media sources.

Endnotes

1 John Kerry condemns terrorist attacks against Israeli civilians, The Guardian,
October 2015.

2 John Kerry condemns terrorist attacks against Israeli civil

3 Israel and Jordan: The Middle East’s Odd Couple, U.S. News, March 28, 2014

4 U.S. Relations with Jordan, U.S. Department of State
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