
Writers Place 2014 Winners (papers in 
order) 
This is our Master List of the winners for the 2013-2014 Academic Year. For 
those who grant permission for their work to be published, links will be added 
at left to feature the work of our winners.  
  
WAC 101/ENG 101 Stretch 
1. “Nature’s Last Hurrah” by Jordan Reed (Instructor: Laura Cruser) 
2. “Old Faithful” by Zachary Armijo (Instructor: Laura Cruser) 
3. “Houseboat” by Parker Phillipson (Instructor: Laura Cruser) 
  
WAC 107/ENG 107 Stretch 
1. “Relationship between Indians and Spices” by Aditya Punnai (Instructor: Amy 
Shinabarger) 
2. “BCD Tofu House” by Minsoo Kang (Instructor: Emily Cooney) 
3. “The Nature of McDonald’s Popularity” by Jiacheng Yuan (Instructor: Stephanie 
Hartley) 
  
ENG 101 
1. “Roller Derby” by Tessa Thrasher (Instructor: Andrea Dickens) 
2. “American Media Murder Phenomenon” by Caitlin Rocha (Instructor: Dorothy Chan) 
3. “Does Racism Still Exist in the United States?” by Jean Troutman (Instructor: Tong 
Yu) 
  
ENG 102 
1. “Off to the Races” by Waverly Roeger (Instructor: Sarah Duerden) 
2. “Son of a Witch! How I Became a Norse Goddess-Worshipping Feminist” by Alena 
Chang (Instructor: Corri Wells) 
3. “E-cigarette Propaganda” by Christian Thielemier (Instructor: Alexandra Comeaux) 
  
ENG 105 
1. “‘Just Like the Movies’: The Reality of Unrealistic Portrayals of Love in Romance 
Films” by Amber Tufts (Instructor: Aimee Blau) 
2. “California Higher Education: What Does it Really Cost?” by Anna Von Schell 
(Instructor: Aimee Blau) 
3. “Where Scrutiny Combats Fear: Reassuring the Long-term Health Safety of GM 
Foods” by Amanda Wolf (Instructor: Don Fette) 
  
ENG 107/108 
1. “What Real Happiness Is” by Jiawen Geng (Instructor: Balbir Backhaus) 
2. “Why Do We Care About Obamacare?” by Yoonha Kim (Instructor: Emily Gorn) 



3. “Protection from the Unintended Effects of Pesticides” by Yoonha Kim (Instructor: 
Emily Gorn) 
  
ENG 217 
1. “Dog, Divorce or Death” by Julian Geiger (Instructor: Bruce Glenn) 
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Caitlan Rocha, "The American Media Murder 
Phenomenon" 
  
               As Simon Rodia said, “A man has to be good-good or bad-bad to be remembered.” In our 
technologically-dependent society, the approach modern media takes on mass/serial murder and 
murderers even encourages the phenomenon of violence, rather than discouraging it as it should. Why 
does this media take this approach? Capitalization! In the “mass market culture” that is America, 
entertainment and money are everything (Yardley). Humans as a whole, including myself, are 
naturally intrigued by what they fear, namely violent acts such as murder. Consequently, media 
framing of violent crimes as a whole is highly selective and unrepresentative in order to appeal to the 
masses. Disproportionate news coverage of mass murderers becomes borderline unethical as the 
media feeds the legacy of murderers- turning them into celebrities as a consequence of the “media 
circus” surrounding them. The ultimate question we must ask ourselves is, “How much coverage 
is truly necessary?” As a result of the superfluous coverage mass/serial murders receive, society 
becomes desensitized as these cases are dragged out until the “next big story” comes along. 
Extensive media surrounding contemporary killers depicts them as prominent figures of society, rather 
than as murderers. Coincidentally, a link between copycat crimes as a result of the unnecessary 
amount of media attention surrounding murderers has been found (although this association often 
goes unmentioned); in certain cases, the question was blatantly asked as to whether the extreme 
coverage of one particular killing spree directly induced another. Regardless, it is clear that the 
inescapable mass media exploitation of such tragic occurrences promotes sensationalist mimicry and 
creates a culture that glorifies killing. We see this through the immense success of movies such as 
“The Public Enemy,” and “Scarface.” It is impossible not to link their extreme popularity to their 
blatant glorification of murder. Through organized crimes, mob and gang activity, and sexual appeal, 
these movies have set a precedent that is difficult to match, often regarded as “roughest, toughest, 
and best of the gang films to date.” The characters in these movies, although horrifically violent and 
deceitful, have become emblems in this industry of movies that remains fueled by the public’s 
attraction to morbidity (Maltby). 
               Humans inherently have a “popular morbid curiosity.” This interest can be displayed in 
something as simple as the way traffic slows around a car accident; humans naturally want to know 
the facts, as gory or morose as they might be. In some cases, the more horrific the better, and it is 
this characteristic of human nature that fuels news sources to continue putting serial murders in the 
headlines and on the front page of newspapers and websites. This sensationalism leads tabloids to 
create conspiracies that attract audiences, as well as encourages other lesser-known businesses that 
thrive off similar interests. In the book, Natural Born Celebrities, by David Schmid, he introduces the 
“murderabilia” industry. This business offers everything from a lock of Charles Manson’s hair, at $995, 
to Ted Bundy action figures or a $300 brick from Jeffrey Dahmer’s apartment building. “The sale of 
murderbilia is just a small part of the huge serial killer industry that has become a defining feature of 
American popular culture since the 1970s. A constant stream of movies, magazines, T-shirts, trading 



cards, videos, DVDs, books, Web sites, television shows, and a tsunami of ephemera have given the 
figure of the serial murderer an unparalleled degree of visibility in the contemporary American public 
sphere” (Schmid 1). The success of this abnormally horrific industry shows what predominance serial 
killers play in our world today. It also displays the sick adoration some Americans have for these, as 
Mike Mayo ridicules, “glamour gangsters and noble outlaws and seductive serial killers” (Mayo xviii). 
From gangster movies of the 1920’s to Lifetime movies of today, glamorization of murderers is a 
tradition that goes far back, and this exploitation continues to be a prime way the entertainment 
industries benefit from the interest of murder. In addition, the public’s fascination with murder has 
prompted excessive media coverage. Through news outlets and the entertainment industry, a 
relationship has been established that exploits murder cases for the interests of public attention and 
capitalization purposes. 
                This relationship has been displayed in mass murder cases dating from the late 1800s and 
all the way up to the killing sprees that have captivated America in just the past year, such as the 
tragedy of the Sandy Hook Massacre. If a murder has any form of significance or originality, it is likely 
to attract media attention, thus gaining a public following. With infamy as the ultimate goal, new 
generation killers strive to be like “the ones who have demonstrated such long lasting importance that 
their names still evoke an immediate reaction and recognition: Manson, Capone, OJ” (Mayo x). What 
denotes a murder as “significant” enough to capture the attention of the America? When a murder, 
Mike Mayo explains, involves of a famous person, a great number of victims, astounding wealth or 
good looks, and/or a horrifying method, interest is piqued (Mayo x). In addition, a factor such as 
gender or racial status often plays a part into the depiction of the murderer. Racial status and gender 
stereotypes play a large role in how society reacts to specific murders. When presented with the word 
“murderer,” almost instantaneously a man is envisioned. However, when this man is a wealthy white 
man who has a family and clean record, society is quick to make excuses for the individual. On the 
contrary, depict the murderer as an African American man with a few brushes with the law, and 
society is pleased to see a “villain” put away. In another instance, when the perpetrator is a male with 
a female victim, society is quick to assume some type of sexual assault prior the murder. These 
stereotypes are embedded into our subconscious, however it is important to rely on facts rather than 
on our distorted intuitions when it comes to such serious tragedies. Regardless of these biases, “the 
simple truth is that the idea of murder fascinates us,” and media has not been slow to pick up on (and 
exploit) this reality (Mayo ix). From Edgar Allan Poe’s poetry to the modern Lifetime movies, cashing 
in on the stories of popular murders through various forms of entertainment has been an idea long 
practiced. 
             News outlets are the first sources that capitalize on violence. In 2012, a year where “mass 
shootings spiraled out of control,” excessive airtime made it nearly impossible to escape the tragedies 
(Kellner 157). From the shootings of Sandy Hook Elementary to the Movie Theater in Aurora, media 
sources were in high gear: putting out an endless stream of information on each tragedy. The public 
has an intense curiosity to know details of every aspect of murders, and the media is willing to give it 
to us, “the media- print, broadcast, web- all want to be the first to pass along those precious bits of 
information” (Mayo x). The painful truth is that the media seemed to work more toward understanding 
and justifying the killers, rather than mourning the loss of many lives. Although each man had 
different motivations, “they have in common crises in masculinities in which young men use guns and 
violence to create ultra-masculine identities in producing a media spectacle that generates fame and 
celebrity for the shooters” (Kellner 157).  The “ultra-masculine” identity that links these killers 
together refers to the distorted images violent movies such as Batman create of “real men” in our 
minds. Kellner relates these “crises in masculinity” to the current economic troubles of our country, 
and begins to break down the natural association between solving problems and violence. By the 
idolization of such violent, yet heroic and unrealistic characters, it is difficult to compare. In the case 
of the Aurora movie theater, the murderer told the police that, “he was the ‘Joker,’ a nihilistic killer in 
the Batman mythology” (Kellner 162). The joker served as a symbol of anarchy and the “dark side,” 
both of which relate to the way James acted that tragic day. In addition, several items of Batman 
paraphernalia were found in his house and car, suggesting his possibly turn from “hero” to “villain” 
(Kellner 162-165). Overall, media has been deeply criticized with its role in these tragedies, both in 
the exploitation of violent crime through entertainment, as well as in the unnecessary amount of 
coverage the stories and killers received (which left little room for family and friends to mourn in 
peace). It is easy to blame the entertainment industry, unrealistic idols, or socioeconomic issues, but 
ultimately what was done was at each man’s own will, and it is unfair to hold such influences liable. 
             December 14, 2012 served as a day of tragedy in America, especially for Connecticut. On this 
day, Adam Lanza entered Sandy Hook Elementary School where he fatally shot twenty children and 



six adult staff members, as well as his mother and himself. Such a systemic occurrence of tragedies 
shocked the nation, “and As President Obama declared in his speech the night of the tragedy with 
tears in his eyes and his face twitching: ‘As a country, we have been through this too many times. 
Whether it's an elementary school in Newtown, or a shopping mall in Oregon, or a temple in 
Wisconsin, or a movie theater in Aurora, or a street corner in Chicago—these neighborhoods are our 
neighborhoods, and these children are our children.’ And then with a resolute look, Obama declared, 
‘And we're going to have to come together and take meaningful action to prevent more tragedies like 
this, regardless of the politics’”(Kellner 157). Although the tragedy of Sandy Hook Elementary was 
hard for everyone to stomach, China was suffering a similar loss. On the same day, Min Yongjun 
stabbed 24 people, including 23 children and an elderly woman, in a knife attack at Chenpeng Village 
Primary School (McClatchy). Although this tragedy was horrifying as well, little media surrounded this 
tragedy as all eyes were on Newtown. This disproportionality in coverage internationally brings the 
issue of unrepresentative coverage to the forefront. 
              With two violent rampages on primary schools in one day, mass media frenzy surrounding 
these occurrences exposed the issue of selective and unrepresentative media. While mass murders 
occur on a frequent basis, “Coverage of non-firearm mass murders is almost non-existent” (Cramer 
32). While some reporters “simply don’t consider these little murders to be newsworthy” (non-firearm 
mass murders), disproportionate murder coverage manipulates the public into believing we need 
stricter laws on gun control. However, mass murder by non-firearm such as arson and knives 
outnumber firearm mass murder greatly (Cramer 32). This natural appeal of certain weapons over 
others is inevitable, as some famed serial murderers of the past have deemed guns “too easy”. On the 
contrary, couldn’t one argue that rather than a need for more restrictions on guns or knives, it would 
be more beneficial to have a system better set up for mental health care? (Kellner 175). This 
perspective is seldom discussed, and as America continues to ask the wrong questions, these mass 
shootings and stabbings will continue. Regardless, the occurrence in China only further proves that 
violence by a non-firearm weapon can be just as harmful, however there is much less discussion about 
knife control. The unethical selectiveness displayed by the media is framed to intentionally scare the 
public into believing certain things that lead to agreeing to laws that restrict our rights. 
With excessive news coverage comes not only disproportionality, as displayed in the events of 
December 14, but also the significant issue of imitation. This “spirit of imitation,” as Cramer says, 
guides copycat murderers to follow famed killers on their overnight transformations “from obscurity to 
permanent notoriety” (Cramer 28-30). Although the link between extensive news coverage and 
encouraged nature of murder is apparent, this association often goes unmentioned. Regardless, it is 
clear that mass media exploitation of such tragic occurrences promotes sensationalist mimicry and 
creates a culture that glorifies killing. In 1989, two mass murder occurrences raised the question as to 
whether extensive news coverage of one murder directly induced another. In January, a deeply 
disturbed man named Patrick Purdy took an AKS and 9mm handgun to an elementary school at 
recess. He used his fully automatic weapon to kill five kids and wound 29 more, turning the handgun 
on himself at the end. For months after, his fame increased as he was given continual press attention. 
In September of that same year, Joseph Wesbecker attained the same weapons as Purdy and took 
them to his work where he, using the AKS as Purdy did, killed eight and wounded 13. Ending with the 
same finale as Purdy, he killed himself with the handgun. In investigating Wesbecker’s home, 
authorities found clippings of articles, pictures of Purdy, as well as magazines such as TIME and 
Newsweek that featured Purdy on the covers lying around his house. Although Wesbecker was not 
mentally healthy, it is impossible not to find yourself asking, "How important was the news coverage 
of Purdy’s crime in influencing Wesbecker’s actions?” Although the link between the two cases was 
obvious, TIME and Newsweek, two of the sources found lying around Wesbecker’s home, two main 
news sources that featured Purdy, did not reference the details of their association when discussing 
Wesbecker. This case points out the flaws in the disproportionality of murder case coverage, and 
provides an extreme example of the lethal results it can have. 
             In Clayton Cramer’s journal article, "Ethical Problems of Mass Murder Coverage in the Mass 
Media," it is clear that he puts the blame on the news media as encouragers of mass murder. 
However, on the contrary, he addresses an important counterargument: the effects that under-
coverage could have on the trust the public has in the news media. He points out that if media were to 
cover mass murder stories less, they would lose money, as well as “ignoring mass murder would 
quickly destroy their credibility, simply because mass murder, especially in the last few years, seems 
to be an increasing part of western culture” (Cramer  39). The amount of crucial news coverage has 
become an issue of ethics, however under coverage and over coverage has proven unhealthy in our 
society. However, it is clear that throughout history, Americans have “idolized destruction,” and it is 



this consumerism that has sparked such a growth in the celebrity status of mass murderers (Schmid 
22). Negative consequences from disproportionate news attention, such as copycat murders, bring us 
back to the ultimate question of how much coverage is necessary. And as Cramer mirrors in his own 
words, “How many innocent lives will we sacrifice to boost circulation or promote political agendas?” 
(Cramer 40). Glamorization of murder is a serious problem in our society, and in taking a step back, 
we see that news outlets are not the only industry capitalizing on violence. This “trend” of exploitation 
has worked its way into the entertainment industry as well. 
“Murderers, even the sickest serial killers, may be perceived as glamorous, romantic figures” (Mayo 
x). Glamorization of murderers today is as horrifyingly an epidemic as it is acceptable. When a killer 
appeals to the public, usually by being unusually wealthy or attractive, the case is likely to catch the 
public’s attention. As a result, the murderer begins to achieve celebrity status as the entertainment 
industry profits off their image and story. Because of this glorification of such unethical people, the 
public has begun to idolize certain prestigious murderers. For example, Marilyn Manson, the stage 
name of Brian Hugh Warner, a famous musician/actor, adapted his name from one of the most 
notorious killers of all time, Charles Manson. Although only a small step of glorification, these 
instances of idolization have a horrific impact on society, as seen in the 1986 case of Robert E. 
Chambers Jr. In this case, corrupt intentions of the entertainment industry were exhibited as a 
murderer became the “darling of Manhattan” (Yardley C2). The killer, Robert, was an attractive man 
who murdered a lovely woman by the name of Jennifer Dawn Levin, shortly after meeting her at a bar 
and leaving with her. Her body was found in Central Park, and although his guilt was apparent, agents 
and producers throughout America prayed for his innocence. Regarded as, “one of the hottest tickets 
in New York,” his immense good looks and “bad boy” persona made him a potential television and 
movie star (Yardley C2). This case is a prime example of desensitization by the media, as the “mass 
market culture” of America displayed blatant disregard was displayed for the victim. Rather than 
mourn her loss, the media fawned over the “next big star” and planned his road to stardom. Yardley 
mocks the display of murder in the modern era in his article by stating, “That’s entertainment! Film it 
in living color, cast a couple of well-known pretty faces in the lead roles, dress it up with enough 
socially redeeming pieties to satisfy the squeamish, and there you have it: two hours of primetime 
bubble gum” (Yardley C2). That a girl is dead and a young man may face the ruin of his own life is 
utterly immaterial to the vendors of “cheap thrills,” displaying the lack of a moral compass within the 
entertainment industry. 
              The entertainment industry profits off murder in excess; all forms of popular entertainment 
have been quick to exploit or adapt real crimes while the public is still interested. One of the largest 
industries of this exploitation is the film industry. “Movies have created the deepest and most 
pervasive transformations of murderers and other criminals into heroes” (Mayo xiv). From mob 
movies of the 1920’s to the movies of today such as the Scream series and Lifetime movies, “the 
serial killer is as quintessentially American a figure as the cowboy” (Schmid 24). The serial killer in 
movies has become a prominent figure in the industry, and movies attempt to recreate, yet 
dramatize, the morbidity and drama that captivated America initially. In the case of Robert E. 
Chambers, agents were so excited about the story because, “this case has all the elements. It has 
money, sex, a defendant who is movie-star handsome, a lovely girl and kids who seemingly had 
everything… it’s great because it’s a made-to-order story, a ‘real-life drama’ that the wizards of 
television can twist into whatever the market will bear” (Yardley C2). In the darkly humorous, erotic, 
and disturbing movie, American Psycho, the main character, Patrick Bateman (Christian Bale), leads a 
double life as a serial killer. As a deeply disturbed man, yet a wealthy investment banker surrounded 
by shallow people in his lavish, materialistic lifestyle, his escape becomes taking the lives of those he 
finds inferior or threatening to him. Although the movie takes a dramatic twist at the end, this 
controversial film is renowned as a "mean and lean horror comedy classic" by The New York Times. 
References to this morbid movie are found in Kanye West's music video "Love Lockdown,” and in the 
show Dexter, where the main character Dexter Morgan uses the alias "Dr. Patrick Bateman" to buy 
narcotics (Wikipedia). This success of such a gory and disturbing movie shows how the glamorization 
of murder continues to attract audiences. These murderers, fictional or real, become idolized icons in 
our society. In the end, “these glamour gangsters and noble outlaws and seductive serial killers are 
the stories we want to believe” and the movie industry will continue to capitalize off this until movie 
attendance/reviews say otherwise (Mayo xviii). 
                 Not only do television shows and movies capitalize off serial killing, but so too does the 
music industry. “Nebraska” by Bruce Springsteen obviously referred to the killings by Charlie 
Starkweather, and it is said that “the grim song comes closer to the truth of Charlie Starkweather than 
any of the films ever made about him” (Mayo xvi). His song shows a direct profit off the exploitation of 



murder. In the Smiths, “Frankly, Mr. Shankly,” we hear the lyrics, “Fame, Fame, fatal Fame, It can 
play hideous tricks on the brain, But still I’d rather be Famous than righteous or Holy, any day, Any 
day, any day…” (Schmid 1). This song discusses the rise of evil people as celebrities in our world. By 
saying “I’d rather be famous than righteous or holy any day” they are saying that celebrity status is 
more important than the evil acts it takes to get there. Such a song requires us to take a step back 
and look at the way our society is constructed. Is it possible that we willingly allow such violent people 
to become our idols and celebrity? It seems so, and “apparently even the most explicit rejection and 
condemnation of serial killer celebrity find itself implicated in (and perhaps even unwittingly 
encouraging the growth of) that celebrity” (Schmid 2). 
              As long as the public continues to worship criminals as heroes, the news outlets and 
entertainment industries will continue to deliver extensive coverage. Through disproportionate media 
framing and copycat murders, mass murder will remain a source of capitalization. Because of this 
glamorization, we will continue to see the negative consequences of the fame serial killers (both dead 
and alive) has on society (Schmid 2). From Jesse James, one of the first celebrity murders, to the 
infamous Charles Manson, “The Americans certainly are great hero-worshippers, and always take their 
heroes from the criminal classes” (Mayo ix). 
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Jean Troutman, "Does Racism Still Exist in the United 
States?" 

  
            Racism is something that is a part of the history of the United States. Regardless of whether it 
continues or ceases to exist, it is absolutely necessary to recognize its existence in the past. Open 
racism at a point in time was acceptable and commonplace, and being racist was considerably 
normal.  After America really became a melting pot of different peoples, it began to be assumed that 
racism absolutely could not exist and thrive in a nation like this. However, not everyone thinks this 
way, and not everyone has had the same experiences in their day-to-day lives. Depending on 
countless factors, the question, “Does racism still exist in the United States?” could be answered in a 
myriad of ways. This has been a big question in the 21st century, and remains unanswered because it 
is really impossible to answer simplistically with a yes, or no. 

http://www.tandfonline.com/%3E
http://sensesofcinema.com/2003/cteq/public_enemy/%3E
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Psycho_(film)%3E


            For this specific question, I created a survey of 10 questions to administer to 20 people. Of 
the 20 people that took the survey, to get a variety of answers, every 4 were categorized into a 
certain group of people. These groups were Asian, Black, Latino, White, and Other.  For even more 
diverse responses to the questions I had peers, out-of-state friends, out-of-country friends that now 
live in the United States, guys, as well as girls, take this survey. These 10 questions asked about 
community diversity, interactions with different races, feelings about certain groups of people, the 
existence of racism in today’s society, experience with racism, the race of the survey taker, parental 
influence on opinions on different races, portrayal of different races in the media; and finally, 
President Barack Obama’s first election to office in 2008 and its significance. The results varied as 
expected; while certain questions had practically unanimous answers, others were not as evenly 
responded to. Each of these questions also relates on multiple levels to the research that I collected. 
            A common belief that constantly refutes the continued existence of racism is the diversity of 
the United States at this point in time. Being one of the most diverse countries in the world, it is 
viewed as increasingly difficult to dislike or even hate people that you live with and see every day. 
This idea has been named the “contact theory.” “…interracial contact or the ‘contact theory’; as 
developed by social scientists posits that increased interracial contact will nurture greater tolerance 
and increased positive racial attitudes” states Richard Setlzer, an author who explores the realm of 
racism and experiencing it (Seltzer 233). This theory actually correlates with the data that I collected 
from my survey. 90% of those whom I questioned answered that they did, in fact, live in a diverse 
community. Seltzer’s Experiencing Racism delves into the depths of racism in all categories and 
subcategories faced by born-and-raised Americans and immigrants. However, Seltzer does digress, 
“some research does show that greater diversity does not lead to greater tolerance and 
acceptance”(Seltzer 233). Essentially, the contact theory remains just a theory and has yet to be 
proven. Furthermore, this does not mean that the 10% that do not live in diverse communities are 
more likely to be racist and that the 90% that do are less likely, or vice versa. Interracial interactions, 
whether or not leading to “greater tolerance and acceptance,” are still crucial to the formation of any 
type of relationship between races at all. 100% of the surveyed young adults answered that they had 
neither bad, nor very bad experiences with other races. 
            On the other hand, those who argue that racism is everlasting do not necessarily have 
anything that disproves their opinion. Other factors that can influence a personal perspective on the 
issue are race, social class, region, age, and numerous others. Although with subsequently older 
generations, it is more possible that they be somewhat more prejudiced due to the time period and 
region in which they grew up. Of the surveyed people, 80% claimed to not harbor any hateful feelings 
towards any groups of people. 20% claimed they did. M.J. Maher is a psychotherapist that analyzes 
race, diversity, and “racial harmony” through counseling in Racism and Cultural Diversity. Maher 
argues that feelings like these are due to not knowing “the importance of self-awareness of one’s 
racial beliefs, feelings, prejudices, experiences, and thoughts…” and above all a, “lack of self-
awareness” (Maher 17). These misplaced hateful feelings can also be the aftermath of bad experiences 
with other groups of people in daily life, or as a nation. For example, the attack on 9/11 instilled an 
immense sense of xenophobia in Americans and many still are weary of foreigners, especially from the 
Middle East. What only makes it more difficult for this xenophobia to slowly disappear is the 
representation of the “other” in the media. Despite that only 10% of the people that I surveyed 
believed to be true the way the media portrayed the other groups of people, these portrayals are still 
affecting a decent amount of people. 
            Other than the media, there are other ways that a group or groups of people form 
preconceived notions about other groups of people. A couple of these ways are what is heard from 
other people and seen in the community, and what is heard at home. In my survey, the question 
“Have your parents’ views on different races of people affected your personal views?” had surprising 
results. 50% said yes, while the other 50% said no. Based on my survey alone, this information 
means that one of every two people will share the same views with his/her parents on other people. 
Likewise, one of every two people will form his/her own views on other races in a different way or on 
their own. If the parents had good or neutral experiences with other races, then a non-prejudice 
mentality would most likely be passed on to the children. Unfortunately, if the parents not only had 
bad experiences with different people and are also from a place where there is not much diversity at 
all; the child would most likely be raised a very biased, prejudice, and close-minded person. Robert E. 
Hall, a professor in the School of Social Work at Michigan State University, analyzes these concepts in 
Racism in the 21st Century. This sort of passed-down racism would be considered “[r] acism caused 
by internalized ideals and societal institutions…” (Hall 25). The internalized ideals that Halls is talking 
about would be what the parents got out of their experiences with other groups, and the influence it 



had on the way they see the “other” from that point on. The societal institutions would be the 
community of which the parents are apart and that influence on the way they continue to see the 
“other.” 
Beyond the question of racism still existing, many question whether it is even a big issue today. In 
such a progressive society, we as a people would like to believe that we are beyond something as old-
fashioned as racism. George Lipsitz, American Studies scholar and Professor in the Department of 
Black Studies at UC Santa Barbara, explores this conception in How Racism Takes Place. He considers 
that “[b] ecause these inequalities started with discrimination in the past, one might expect that they 
would become less important over time…”(Lipsitz 13). Interestingly enough, of the people that I 
surveyed 63.16% felt that racism was a big issue today, leaving 36.84% that did not. This correlates 
well with two other questions that I included in the survey. These two questions are: “Do you believe 
people are still treated unfairly because of the color of their skin?” and “Have you personally been a 
victim of racism?” The extremely vast majority, 95%, answered that they did in fact feel that people 
were still mistreated because of skin color, leaving 5% that did not. However, only 45% of them 
stated that they had personally been victims of racism. The majority have not been victims of racism 
at any point in time in their lives. So, some of these people know, have known someone, or have 
experienced racism themselves. Jeff Shantz is an anarchist activist and sociologist that has explored 
racism and culture. Shantz explores “an inner need to be recognized in a society that treats us as 
equals, regardless of our uniqueness” (Shantz 142). The idea of this need in a way explains these 
peoples’ high-level perceptivity to racial injustice, regardless of the fact that the majority of them had 
not even experienced it themselves. 
            Barack Obama’s election has proven to be one of the greatest moments, historically, in the 
United States. He is the first non-white president to ever be elected into office. Not only is this a huge 
step for race relations, but it also proves that this country has in fact come a long way from its 
unfriendly, racist past. This being said, one of the most discussed topics after his election was whether 
or not we lived in a post-racial society now that a person of color was now the President. There is still 
no consensus on whether or not we do. From my survey, 40% disagreed and 5% strongly disagreed 
with the statement that President Obama’s 2008 election marked the beginning of a post-racial United 
States. 25% remained neutral, 20% agreed, and 10% strongly agreed. Clearly a substantial number 
of these people do feel that his election does not stand for this.  In Communication Realities in a 
“Post-Racial” Society: What the U.S. Public Really Thinks of President Barack Obama, Mark P. Orbe 
explores the election of Barack Obama and what exactly that means to the members of this modern 
society. In this book he wrote about the answers he got when he asked people if race mattered now 
that Obama was president. “Some participants (but clearly not the majority) see Barack Obama’s 
election as a sign of a ‘post-racial’ United States,” writes Orbe (Orbe 93). He then quotes a twenty-
six-year-old woman from California who described her race as human; she stated: 
“at this point, the whole race thing is over . . . it doesn’t matter anymore. We’ve transcended it. Now 
we have a black president, so clearly we are not racist”(Orbe 93). 
            Although in this example it is one person that thinks about this election this way, she is 
definitely not the only one. It is impossible to say whether what she stated is true or not. Moreover, 
many strongly conclude that there is no race issue and that the media simply played the “race card” 
during the election. The race issue “sells well with the general public” (Orbe 94). 
            To conclude, individuals all across the United States have varying opinions on whether or not 
racism still exists today. The problem with answering this question is that so many factors influence a 
person’s response. Since no two people live the same life, it is impossible to have an exact same 
answer, let alone a consensus among the hundreds of millions of people in the United States. To take 
full advantage of this essay I also think that it is necessary to state that my survey does not stand for 
a national standard, but for reference and support purposes. “Does racism still exist in the United 
States?” will continue to be a big question in the 21st century simply because it cannot be answered. 
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Jean Troutman, "Does Racism Still Exist in the United 
States?" 

  
            Racism is something that is a part of the history of the United States. Regardless of whether it 
continues or ceases to exist, it is absolutely necessary to recognize its existence in the past. Open 
racism at a point in time was acceptable and commonplace, and being racist was considerably 
normal.  After America really became a melting pot of different peoples, it began to be assumed that 
racism absolutely could not exist and thrive in a nation like this. However, not everyone thinks this 
way, and not everyone has had the same experiences in their day-to-day lives. Depending on 
countless factors, the question, “Does racism still exist in the United States?” could be answered in a 
myriad of ways. This has been a big question in the 21st century, and remains unanswered because it 
is really impossible to answer simplistically with a yes, or no. 
            For this specific question, I created a survey of 10 questions to administer to 20 people. Of 
the 20 people that took the survey, to get a variety of answers, every 4 were categorized into a 
certain group of people. These groups were Asian, Black, Latino, White, and Other.  For even more 
diverse responses to the questions I had peers, out-of-state friends, out-of-country friends that now 
live in the United States, guys, as well as girls, take this survey. These 10 questions asked about 
community diversity, interactions with different races, feelings about certain groups of people, the 
existence of racism in today’s society, experience with racism, the race of the survey taker, parental 
influence on opinions on different races, portrayal of different races in the media; and finally, 
President Barack Obama’s first election to office in 2008 and its significance. The results varied as 
expected; while certain questions had practically unanimous answers, others were not as evenly 
responded to. Each of these questions also relates on multiple levels to the research that I collected. 
            A common belief that constantly refutes the continued existence of racism is the diversity of 
the United States at this point in time. Being one of the most diverse countries in the world, it is 
viewed as increasingly difficult to dislike or even hate people that you live with and see every day. 
This idea has been named the “contact theory.” “…interracial contact or the ‘contact theory’; as 
developed by social scientists posits that increased interracial contact will nurture greater tolerance 
and increased positive racial attitudes” states Richard Setlzer, an author who explores the realm of 
racism and experiencing it (Seltzer 233). This theory actually correlates with the data that I collected 



from my survey. 90% of those whom I questioned answered that they did, in fact, live in a diverse 
community. Seltzer’s Experiencing Racism delves into the depths of racism in all categories and 
subcategories faced by born-and-raised Americans and immigrants. However, Seltzer does digress, 
“some research does show that greater diversity does not lead to greater tolerance and 
acceptance”(Seltzer 233). Essentially, the contact theory remains just a theory and has yet to be 
proven. Furthermore, this does not mean that the 10% that do not live in diverse communities are 
more likely to be racist and that the 90% that do are less likely, or vice versa. Interracial interactions, 
whether or not leading to “greater tolerance and acceptance,” are still crucial to the formation of any 
type of relationship between races at all. 100% of the surveyed young adults answered that they had 
neither bad, nor very bad experiences with other races. 
            On the other hand, those who argue that racism is everlasting do not necessarily have 
anything that disproves their opinion. Other factors that can influence a personal perspective on the 
issue are race, social class, region, age, and numerous others. Although with subsequently older 
generations, it is more possible that they be somewhat more prejudiced due to the time period and 
region in which they grew up. Of the surveyed people, 80% claimed to not harbor any hateful feelings 
towards any groups of people. 20% claimed they did. M.J. Maher is a psychotherapist that analyzes 
race, diversity, and “racial harmony” through counseling in Racism and Cultural Diversity. Maher 
argues that feelings like these are due to not knowing “the importance of self-awareness of one’s 
racial beliefs, feelings, prejudices, experiences, and thoughts…” and above all a, “lack of self-
awareness” (Maher 17). These misplaced hateful feelings can also be the aftermath of bad experiences 
with other groups of people in daily life, or as a nation. For example, the attack on 9/11 instilled an 
immense sense of xenophobia in Americans and many still are weary of foreigners, especially from the 
Middle East. What only makes it more difficult for this xenophobia to slowly disappear is the 
representation of the “other” in the media. Despite that only 10% of the people that I surveyed 
believed to be true the way the media portrayed the other groups of people, these portrayals are still 
affecting a decent amount of people. 
            Other than the media, there are other ways that a group or groups of people form 
preconceived notions about other groups of people. A couple of these ways are what is heard from 
other people and seen in the community, and what is heard at home. In my survey, the question 
“Have your parents’ views on different races of people affected your personal views?” had surprising 
results. 50% said yes, while the other 50% said no. Based on my survey alone, this information 
means that one of every two people will share the same views with his/her parents on other people. 
Likewise, one of every two people will form his/her own views on other races in a different way or on 
their own. If the parents had good or neutral experiences with other races, then a non-prejudice 
mentality would most likely be passed on to the children. Unfortunately, if the parents not only had 
bad experiences with different people and are also from a place where there is not much diversity at 
all; the child would most likely be raised a very biased, prejudice, and close-minded person. Robert E. 
Hall, a professor in the School of Social Work at Michigan State University, analyzes these concepts in 
Racism in the 21st Century. This sort of passed-down racism would be considered “[r] acism caused 
by internalized ideals and societal institutions…” (Hall 25). The internalized ideals that Halls is talking 
about would be what the parents got out of their experiences with other groups, and the influence it 
had on the way they see the “other” from that point on. The societal institutions would be the 
community of which the parents are apart and that influence on the way they continue to see the 
“other.” 
Beyond the question of racism still existing, many question whether it is even a big issue today. In 
such a progressive society, we as a people would like to believe that we are beyond something as old-
fashioned as racism. George Lipsitz, American Studies scholar and Professor in the Department of 
Black Studies at UC Santa Barbara, explores this conception in How Racism Takes Place. He considers 
that “[b] ecause these inequalities started with discrimination in the past, one might expect that they 
would become less important over time…”(Lipsitz 13). Interestingly enough, of the people that I 
surveyed 63.16% felt that racism was a big issue today, leaving 36.84% that did not. This correlates 
well with two other questions that I included in the survey. These two questions are: “Do you believe 
people are still treated unfairly because of the color of their skin?” and “Have you personally been a 
victim of racism?” The extremely vast majority, 95%, answered that they did in fact feel that people 
were still mistreated because of skin color, leaving 5% that did not. However, only 45% of them 
stated that they had personally been victims of racism. The majority have not been victims of racism 
at any point in time in their lives. So, some of these people know, have known someone, or have 
experienced racism themselves. Jeff Shantz is an anarchist activist and sociologist that has explored 
racism and culture. Shantz explores “an inner need to be recognized in a society that treats us as 



equals, regardless of our uniqueness” (Shantz 142). The idea of this need in a way explains these 
peoples’ high-level perceptivity to racial injustice, regardless of the fact that the majority of them had 
not even experienced it themselves. 
            Barack Obama’s election has proven to be one of the greatest moments, historically, in the 
United States. He is the first non-white president to ever be elected into office. Not only is this a huge 
step for race relations, but it also proves that this country has in fact come a long way from its 
unfriendly, racist past. This being said, one of the most discussed topics after his election was whether 
or not we lived in a post-racial society now that a person of color was now the President. There is still 
no consensus on whether or not we do. From my survey, 40% disagreed and 5% strongly disagreed 
with the statement that President Obama’s 2008 election marked the beginning of a post-racial United 
States. 25% remained neutral, 20% agreed, and 10% strongly agreed. Clearly a substantial number 
of these people do feel that his election does not stand for this.  In Communication Realities in a 
“Post-Racial” Society: What the U.S. Public Really Thinks of President Barack Obama, Mark P. Orbe 
explores the election of Barack Obama and what exactly that means to the members of this modern 
society. In this book he wrote about the answers he got when he asked people if race mattered now 
that Obama was president. “Some participants (but clearly not the majority) see Barack Obama’s 
election as a sign of a ‘post-racial’ United States,” writes Orbe (Orbe 93). He then quotes a twenty-
six-year-old woman from California who described her race as human; she stated: 
“at this point, the whole race thing is over . . . it doesn’t matter anymore. We’ve transcended it. Now 
we have a black president, so clearly we are not racist”(Orbe 93). 
            Although in this example it is one person that thinks about this election this way, she is 
definitely not the only one. It is impossible to say whether what she stated is true or not. Moreover, 
many strongly conclude that there is no race issue and that the media simply played the “race card” 
during the election. The race issue “sells well with the general public” (Orbe 94). 
            To conclude, individuals all across the United States have varying opinions on whether or not 
racism still exists today. The problem with answering this question is that so many factors influence a 
person’s response. Since no two people live the same life, it is impossible to have an exact same 
answer, let alone a consensus among the hundreds of millions of people in the United States. To take 
full advantage of this essay I also think that it is necessary to state that my survey does not stand for 
a national standard, but for reference and support purposes. “Does racism still exist in the United 
States?” will continue to be a big question in the 21st century simply because it cannot be answered. 
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Anna Von Schell, "California Higher Education: What does 
it Really Cost?" 
            In recent years, the California State higher education system—including the Universities 
of California and California State Universities—has encountered a budgetary crisis.  With the 
increasing debt that the state, as a whole, is accruing, the state school system is floundering to 
stay afloat without enacting major tuition hikes.  California’s public universities have long been 
touted as home to some of the more prestigious degree programs—both undergraduate and 
graduate—ranked nationally and internationally right alongside the nation’s top private 
institutions.  Now, the very residents who have worked, as students and as taxpayers, to build 
and promote that reputation are suffering at the hands of these California universities, as the 
state turns to out-of-state tuition payers to make up for budget cuts and mismanaged funds.  
Although the UC and CSU system insists that they have no choice but to make out-of-state 
students foot the bill for the state’s own debts, these universities should maintain a blind 
admissions process in order to protect in-state students from being rejected on a financial basis. 

Since the year 2000, UC’s and CSU’s have steadily lost funding with only one exception: the 
2006-2007 school year—when schools were, somewhat surprisingly, granted funding.             In 
case that doesn’t scare you, since 1985, the cost to attend state universities has increased 559% 
as state legislators, chip away at funding appropriations (Kingkade). Students statewide have felt 
the effects of these budget cuts and budget gaps in the UC and CSU system.  Since 2003, the 
cost of enrolling in the California higher education system has steadily increased year to year.  
Today, students are expected to pay more than triple the amount of annual tuition and fees that 
they were a decade ago.  There is no present cap on the amount that the UC and CSU system is 
allowed to charge in tuition, diminishing the affordability and more importantly the accessibility 
of the state’s higher education institutions.  Year to year and even semester to semester, tuition 
goes up and the quality of education goes down as budget deficits force major, institution wide 
cuts to available classes and student resources.  According to The Bay Citizen, a non-partisan, 
non-profit organization promoting investigative journalism in the Bay Area, a hub for much of 
the vocalization of student unrest: the current tuition trend has proven to be the “the longest 
period of steady tuition increases for California’s two public university systems in 50 years” 
(Gollan). At its current rate, UC and CSU systems are well on their way to pricing the majority of 
California residents out of the market. 



This current funding dilemma has been a hot button issue in every election cycle for nearly a 
decade.  With no state guidelines regarding the dollar amount of or frequency with which states 
choose to implement tuition hikes, California students and residents alike, are shell-shocked at 
the record-breaking increases and have fought these proposed budget cuts and tuition hikes at 
the polls.   It is important to note that these efforts have not been made in vain; however, their 
minute successes at the polling booths over the past five years have come at a cost to students 
seeking resident status at public universities.  Not only have state schools turned to the 
traditional methods of cutting back on expenses: furloughed employees and admissions freezes, 
for example; but, state schools have now turned to a more taboo method of accepting out-of-
state applicants seeking admission to bridge their “need” for funding.  To combat the influx of 
resistance they have received with regards to in-state tuition increases, the California school 
system has found a loophole in the state populace’s voting power: admit more out-of state 
students.  Currently, out-of state tuition stands at nearly double that of in-state tuition—not 
including the multitude of other fees and expenses associated with attending college.  By virtue 
of tuition alone, why wouldn’t the state school system recruit from beyond its’ border to 
maximize funding and profit?  It sounds like the perfect solution.  However, state institutions 
have failed to recognize that without the capacity to support an increased student population, 
someone is going to get the short end of the stick and right now, it’s in-state students. 

             Although administrators of the UC and CSU institution deny claims that the sudden influx 
of out-of-state admissions accompanying the drop in California resident admissions serves to 
plug the current—and highly publicized—budgetary crisis, it is difficult to overlook this glaring 
trend.  In 2010, the UC system’s admission of California residents dropped starkly from 71.6% to 
65.8% with no substantial shift in quality of applicant, while out-of-state admissions jumped 
from 51.4% to 61.3%, again with no substantial shift in quality or quantity of applicants 
(Kingkade).  By numbers alone, it’s hard to deny that this is anything less than an arbitrary push 
by the UC Board of Regents and CSU Board of Trustees to seek higher paying pocketbooks.  
Furthermore, according to recent numbers published by the Palo Alto Weekly, a local, award 
winning newspaper located in the heart of the Silicon Valley—a hub for the promotion of higher 
education: “At the most popular campuses, the non-resident admission numbers are even 
higher: 40 percent of this fall's freshman admits to UCLA are non-residents, 32 percent at San 
Diego and 28 percent at Berkeley” (Kenrick).  The only campus to lower out-of-state admissions 
being UC Berkley, which recently came under fire after enrolling 30% non-residents to its 
student body in 2012 (Gordon).  Though the numbers may seem trivial, a definite trend is 
present—UC and CSU schools are recruiting students to their more highly coveted campuses 
and equally qualified California residents are slowly but surely being relegated to the, not only 
less popular, but also less valuable campuses in terms of quality of education.  



               In order to appease the intrepid whistleblowers, California Senator Michael Rubio (D) 
proposed the California Students First Act, capping undergraduate enrollment of non-resident 
students in the UC system at 10 percent—though this act does nothing to protect student 
interests on CSU campuses.  While it is true that steps are being taken to cap admissions and 
maintain quotas, and these steps are much appreciated amongst California’s competitive 
applicant pool, a look at the numbers reveals that the act is no more than a façade.  Institution 
wide, the UC goal is to maintain enrollment of out-of-state students to 10 percent; however, this 
goal is misleading.  Though the system as a whole will cap their out-of-state undergraduate 
enrollment at 10 percent, there are no campus specific limits.  Thus, the highly sought after 
campuses with the best programs are becoming increasingly out of reach for California 
students—by no fault of their GPA’s or SAT’s, as is the case with the aforementioned UCLA, UC 
Berkley and UC San Diego—three of the most competitive public universities in the entirety of 
the state.  According to UC administrators, all California students who met the eligibility index 
were offered admission to at least one campus, however that campus might not necessarily be 
the best campus to serve any specific student’s needs, i.e. it may have been a campus lacking 
the student’s desired degree program or a campus that was not feasible for residency.  Still, 
eight of the nine UC campuses increased their admission rate of out-of-staters, crowding out 
qualified California residents, leaving many with only one option, UC Merced.  That is not to say 
that UC Merced and its equivalent CSU’s do not provide a solid education to their students—the 
real issue here is that equally qualified students no longer have a choice to attend the best 
program for their interests, it is one or none—a grim prospect for many residents, and one that 
has many of them eager to speak out against the system (Anson). 

              Ultimately, what is at stake here is California’s so-called “education guarantee” to serve 
qualified students of the state—a guarantee that many students and families not only rely on, 
but work their whole lives to pay into and support through their tax dollars in the hopes that 
they or their children might one day be beneficiaries of the system.  As previously noted, the 
California state school system maintains an eligibility index.  An index with specific academic 
requirements for all the UC and CSU campuses.  The purpose of this index is to allow state 
residents guaranteed admission to either the UC or CSU system, based on which academic 
profile they meet.  Over the last few years, the options available to qualified applicants who are 
supposedly “guaranteed” admission has been slowly diminished to only one campus in the UC 
system and a select few in the CSU system—bleak numbers for the state’s student population—
as the state recruits out-of-state and foreign students to attend its more competitive, higher 
profile campuses. 

Administrators of the UC and CSU institution deny many of the claims of the residents of 
California that this hasty and obvious trend in admissions has to do with the current financial 
state of the universities.  They argue, instead, that the current movement is a conscious effort 



on behalf of the institution to promote diversity on UC and CSU campuses rather than a means 
to alleviate funding needs.  According to former President of the UC school system, Mark Yudof, 
the increase in out-of-state admissions is no cause for alarm.  Yudof disputes the claims being 
made by California residents that highly qualified California students are being priced out of the 
school system by students who are willing to pay top dollar to attend the state’s public 
universities.  As Yudof puts it in an interview published in the Palo Alto Weekly, “‘It provides 
another form of diversity, and we also charge them a ton of money. If we charge them $30,000, 
I can take some of that and move it over to pay for what the Californians the Legislature isn't 
paying for’” (Kenrick).  Yudof claims the higher tuition premiums, paid by non-resident students 
subsidizes more California student’s educations—seen as merely an excuse by most California 
residents to mend a mismanaged and squandered portfolio for which the students of California 
should not be punished.  The school system repeatedly attempts to play-up the diversification 
and funding that increases in out-of-state tuition provides while concurrently downplaying the 
fundamental issues that so outrages California students and tax-payers.  California students 
continue to debate Yudof and his former colleague’s rationale as inadequate as they see their 
admissions numbers declining against international and out-of-state students. 

             Besides, a closer look at the supposed “diverse” recruits reveals that the students the 
California State higher education system is targeting are not, as stated in the Huffington Post, 
“poor students in rural China, or low-income minorities in Kansas; these are the students who 
have the ability to foot the higher out-of-state tuition bill” (Kingkade).  Though the Huffington 
Post is traditionally known for it’s conservative spin, Kingkade makes a valid, non-politically 
motivated point in recognizing that the “diverse students” might not be as diverse as one would 
hope. That is not to say that students from well to do families do not necessarily deserve 
admission, but the implication is pretty clear: the institution needs money and they need it now.  
Schools are not going after equally, if not more qualified out-of-staters who are in need of 
financial assistance to foot the soaring tuition bill, they are after students with deep pockets—
students who are willing and even more importantly, able to pay top dollar to enroll at any 
institution that will admit them.  Unfortunately, this comes at the expense of California’s 
students who cannot afford to shop-around for their education.  And even though they meet 
the intellectual and academic bar, they are discounted based on their financial needs. 

In response to the many California residents who see this credibility breach in Yudof’s statement 
to the public and refuse to accept his “diversification” plea, Kate Jeffrey, UC Interim Director of 
Admissions, offered up a much more feasible—though still difficult to accept—explanation for 
the current trend to the LA Times: “We have the capacity to educate many more students at our 
campuses.  What we don’t have is the funding to admit more California students” (Gordon).  A 
fact that no California student or resident wants to hear.  Still, the burden of misappropriated 
funds and budget cuts falls on the tax payer’s and students shoulders as California residents get 



priced out of the market.  However disheartening, Kate Jeffrey’s all-too-true statement to the 
public begs another question: Does the California State higher education system owe their 
loyalty to the tax-paying public who have built these universities, or is it free to function as a 
private institution? 

               As admission of California residents to the state’s higher education institutions falls to a 
historic low, and residents are left with nothing more than a litany of “we can’t” and patronizing 
explanations, a hard evaluation must be done to determine the purpose of the UC and CSU 
institution.  As an institution, the California State Schools and Universities of California, serve to 
promote the interests of tax paying residents.  With extortionate interest rates on student loans 
and a stalemate economy, students cannot afford to “shop-around” for an education.  The 
purpose of the state school system, in any state, is to provide for the educational needs of its 
residents.  Skyrocketing tuition, impacted classes, and declining admission of in-state residents 
hardly seems in-line with the institution’s mission.  

              For many California students, the impact is far greater than that dreaded “little 
envelope” though.  We must consider the bigger picture in the debate over the public university 
system.  For many students, state schools are their sole option for higher education.  State 
schools are supposed to benefit the student who does not have the luxury of attending a private 
university or the means of enrolling out-of-state.  To summarize the California Master Plan for 
Higher Education, California promises accessibility to some form of public higher education to 
all state residents.  A plan that is conveniently overlooked, time and again, by the UC Board of 
Regents and the CSU Board of Trustees as they enact tuition hikes and set, or perhaps it would 
be better put as fail to set, limits on out-of-state admissions.  When a state institution disregards 
its own purpose, as the UC and CSU system has done, not only are “in-staters” at a 
disadvantage, but so too are the state universities.  The system is mutually beneficial and money 
currently stands as the sole obstacle, impeding that relationship.  Equally qualified students are 
losing out in the admissions process and universities are losing out on support from state 
residents.  As it stands, the students of California are in a losing battle, with only two options: 
submit to the institution’s demands for exorbitant tuition hikes or risk losing favor with the 
admissions office solely by discrimination of residency.  

So what do we do to halt this rising trend?  A blind admissions process.  The only way to truly 
protect equally qualified students from any sort of institutional favoritism is to create an 
unbiased admissions panel; the only way to create a truly unbiased admissions panel is to 
create a blind admissions process.  From a student perspective, the only “fair” way to grant 
admission to potential candidates is to do it on the basis of merit.  When the state university 
institution begins playing favorites on the basis of tuition, the integrity of the institution, in its 
entirety, comes into question.  As an institution built on the promise of rewarding students with 



the promise of higher education, we must stand good on that promise—or the residents of the 
state lose faith in the system.  When the support of our residents falters…well, can I just say: 
you think state schools are in trouble now?  We simply cannot sustain without the residents of 
California, unless the UC and CSU schools become private institutions, and thus squash the 
mission of a state’s higher education system. 

               To admit students on the basis of merit, with neither knowledge of the student’s 
financial needs nor financial abilities, keeps us honest.  We reward, not only California students 
who have worked to maintain academic eligibility by the UC and somewhat less competitive 
CSU academic eligibility index standards, but also high achieving out-of-state students with the 
desire to attend some of the most well branded programs in the country.    As a student, I can 
tell you first hand, that rejection—though a letter that no student wants to receive—is natural.  
We understand that sometimes, we aren’t the best applicant with the most extra-curriculars or 
the highest GPA.  What we can’t condone is being denied access to the best education that our 
merit affords us because someone else’s pocketbook can afford more.  
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Amanda Wolf, "Where Scrutiny Combats Fear: Reassuring 
the Long-term Health Safety of GM Foods" 
  
  
          Despite the plethora of conclusive studies on the safety of GM crops, skeptics remain. They fear 
that long-term toxicological health effects of GM food consumption have not yet been well studied. 
Thousands of scientific studies have been performed to assess the safety of genetically modified (GM) 
food consumption. A review of the current, worldwide debate regarding genetically modified organisms 
(GMOs) in the Journal of Nature Inspired Computing (JNIC) asserts that an overwhelming majority of these 
studies conclude that “GMOs are as wholesome as other foods.”[1] Another paper published in 
the Journal of Biotechnology makes the same conclusion: “that foods and feeds derived from GM crops are 
as safe and nutritious as those derived from traditional crops.”[2] Obviously not satisfied with all the 
scientific evidence before them, Val Giddings (current Senior Fellow for the Information Technology 
and Innovation Foundation, 8-year VP of the food and agriculture department at the Biotechnology 
Industry Organization, and 10-year risk-assessor for the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service unit)[3] asks these skeptics, “When is enough?”[4] The truth is that 
current safety assessments performed on GM foods both outnumber those performed on conventional 
foods from traditional breeding and show that absolutely no greater health risks are posed by GM 
foods in the long-term. 
          More than twenty-two different world organizations attest to the safety of GM foods as is 
backed by scientific evidence (Figure 1).[5] Among other organizations, the International Seed 
Foundation reassures the appropriateness of current safety assessments performed on GM crops: “the 
safety of GM plant varieties is ensured through a most rigorous and comprehensive set of regulatory 
and quality assurance systems.”[6] These organizations either conduct their own research or fund 
research for further toxicology studies on GMOs, but only to ease the fears of the public, because they 
have seen the evidence, produced even through scrutinizing safety testing, that GM crops are no less 
safe than non-GM foods for consumer health. 
          While it is true that traditional toxicology tests are difficult to use in assessing the safety of GM 
foods, this only spawned the development of new and more accurate tests. Living organisms are 
complex and an array of other factors may induce adverse health effects that are not necessarily 
caused by the genetic modification.[7] [8]Traditional tests rely on administration of high doses of the 
test compound to see these effects which is often not feasible. Because the test compound is an entire 
food or organism, new assessments have thus been developed to guarantee their safety. These new 
assessments are appropriate in assessing the safety of GM foods in comparison to their counterparts, 
and if deemed safe, are indicative that long-term adverse health effects are irrelevant. 
          If conventionally bred foods are not subject to long-term toxicological studies, why should GM 
foods be?[9] Health concerns stem from the possibility that the protein whose gene is inserted into a 
host organism’s genome can become involved in toxicity or allergenicity.[10] If poorly 
inserted,[11] pleiotropy[12] could cause adverse phenotypic effects in the organism and thus toxicity 
or allergenicity in the consumer. However, changes caused by insertions, including pleiotropy, is a 
natural phenomenon that occurs randomly in normal chromosomal recombination during cellular or 
organismal reproduction. In other words, potential toxicological effects traced to genetic modification 
would be no different or worse than those effects that arise in conventional breeding or those even 
simply by nature. The only difference: “rigorous testing is undertaken for crops derived from modern 
agricultural biotechnology”[13] and not for conventional foods (Figure 2).[14] Again, should rigorous 
testing now be undertaken on conventional foods too, already assumed safe-for-consumption? 
Numerous safety assessments are performed with scrutiny on GM crops merely to pacify skeptics’ 
concerns about “long-term toxicological effects.” 
          The “acceptable daily intake” value assessment typically applied for a single chemical substance 
(i.e. pesticide/antibiotic residues)[15] in question may also be applied to GM foods. This method 
involves tracking levels of the chemical substance in animals given a high intake of the chemical. 
Because ‘high intake’ of an entire food with GM is hard to achieve and an entire food is extremely 
complex chemically[16], a new, more advanced and appropriate safety assessment has been 
developed. 



          This assessment is based on the idea of substantial equivalence (SE). If a GM food is 
determined to be SE to the conventional food, then it is guaranteed to be “no less safe than the 
conventional food under conditions to similar exposure, consumption patterns and processing 
practices.”[17] This method thoroughly compares the biochemical, phenotypic, and agronomic traits 
associated with the GM food and its traditionally bred counterpart. It shows that if the GM food is SE 
to its counterpart, which has a history of safe consumption, then the GM food is just as safe and the 
possibility of long-term health effects is negligible.  In other words, if a GM food is as safe as its 
traditionally bred counterpart, then “the possibility of long-term effects is highly unlikely.”[18] A GM 
food shown to be equivalent in substance (namely, chemical composition) to a non-GM food, 
consumed for decades without any correlation to adverse health effects, will assuredly not pose health 
concerns decades from now. 
          This idea of SE determination screens the set chemical constituents of the GM crop against 
known compounds to identify those with potential adverse biological activity. It actualizes in the form 
of four testing steps that apply a multitude credible techniques: literature searches, in vitro/vivo/silico 
toxicology, molecular characterization, estimation of protein expression/exposure levels, 
bioinformatics, field trials, animal feeding studies, and nutritional assessment.[19] Each of the four 
steps deal with each of the major parts of the gene transformation process: 1) the host crop 
(traditional crop), 2) the gene insert and the transformation vector, 3) the gene product (desired 
protein) and its byproducts, 4) the new crop/food.[20] A comprehensive compositional analysis is 
performed on the host crop and the gene product, transformation vector (may contain other genes), 
and any gene byproducts are compared against known, safe-for-consumption proteins. If a gene 
product is not structurally identical or homologous to an existing, safe protein, then additional more 
acute toxicological tests are performed on the specific protein. Those worried about long-term health 
effects caused by genetic modifications, specifically cancer, can be reassured that any gene products 
that mimic other identified carcinogenic proteins “will be easily recognized in acute toxicological 
studies” because “such biological activity is predictable from protein structure.”[21]  Biochemical 
structure is indicative of biological function. By screening a protein or compound against homologous 
structures whose biological activity is understood, the activity of the new compound can be deduced 
and thus determined if undesirable, beneficial, or negligible. 
          Potential long-term health effects feared from GM food consumption are well-analyzed in 
current safety assessments performed on bioengineered crops for animal feed and human food. These 
assessments test for toxicity based on comparative analysis with previously identified toxins and 
allergens. Because biochemical structure defines physiological activity, homology tests between a new 
protein to be introduced into a conventional crop and databases of well-known proteins can predict 
adverse activity. Current safety assessments not only analyze this gene product but also any other 
gene products that may result from a transgene[22]. Furthermore, even though genetic mutations are 
just as likely to produce undesirable phenotypes in traditionally breed crops, they are considered 
safer-for-consumption. “The scrutiny” of safety tests on GM foods “provides more assurance of safety 
to human health.”[23] If anything, these GM crops are scientifically proven as safe for human health 
than their counterparts from traditional breeding and should not be the focus of health concerns. 
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[2] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 79. 
[3] ITIF Experts: Val Giddings, 2014 йил March <http://www.itif.org/people/val-giddings>. 
[4] See Footnote 1. 
[5] Figure 1 from site link, Val Giddings, Ag Biotech Opponents Want the US to Emulate European Regulation of 
Biotechnology – They Should Think Again… , 2013 йил 09, 2014 йил 03 <http://www.innovationfiles.org/ag-biotech-
opponents-want-the-us-to-emulate-european-regulation-of-biotechnology-they-should-think-again-2/>. 
[6] See Figure 1, ISF statement. 
[7] Ketih T. Atherton, “Safety Assesment of Gentically Modified Crops,” Toxicology 181-182 (2002): 421-426. Pp. 422. 
[8] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 81. 
[9] Bryan Keogh, “Biotech Crops' Seal of Safety Does Not Convince Skeptics,” JNCI: News 104.7 (2012). Pp. 500. 
[10] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 83. 
[11] For further explanation of gene mis-incorporation, see pp. 111, Behrokh and Ali M. Ardekani Maghari, “Genetically 
Modified Foods and Social Concerns,” Avicenna Journal of Medical Biotechnology 3 (2011): 109-117. 
[12] Pleiotropty: when one gene affects the phenotypic expression of other, often unrelated genes 
[13] See Footnote 9. 
[14] Figure 2, Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, 
integrative approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 84. 
[15] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 82. 
[16] See Footnote 7. 
[17] See Footnote 15. 
[18] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 103. 
[19] Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: the importance of an holistic, integrative 
approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. Pp. 85. 
[20] 4 steps of the safety assessment process. Andrew Cockburn, “Assuring the safety of genetically modified (GM) foods: 
the importance of an holistic, integrative approach,” Journal of Biotechnology 98 (2002): 79-106. 
[21] See Footnote 12. 
[22] Transgene: a gene transferred from one organism to another by natural means or genetic engineering. 
[23] Ketih T. Atherton, “Safety Assesment of Gentically Modified Crops,” Toxicology 181-182 (2002): 421-426. Pp. 425.  
 

 

 

ENG 107/108  

Jiawen Geng, "What Real Happiness Is" 
          Every time I stand beside the Trevi fountain and throw a coin into the pool, I always make a 
wish that all my family and friends could be happy everyday. All the time, I regard happiness as a 
significant element, making me feel life is substantial. Not only I, but also all human beings around 
the world keep exploring and pursuing happiness without stop. However, what is real happiness? 
          This elusive and fuzzy concept extremely confuses mankind. Like Nathaniel Hawthorne, a great 
American author in the 19th century, says, “Happiness is like a butterfly which, when pursued, is 
always beyond our grasp, but, if you will sit down quietly, may alight upon you”(qtd. in Brooks). To 
catch this “butterfly”, people have studied happiness for decades. Though it seems easy to figure out 
the problem, it is actually hard to define what it is. 
          Approximately in the 1520s, people created this word from “happy” and “-ness”, defining it as 
“good fortune”. Then from 1590s, people understood the meaning as a “pleasant and contented 
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mental state”(“Happiness”). Cary Cooper, a psychology professor at the University of Lancaster, 
states, “Eudemonic happiness comes from achieving something that we feel is worthwhile, and 
requires a sense of a purpose and drive”(2). For the individual happiness, social scientist Nancy Etcoff 
gives us the answer. She notes that happiness is attributed to three major sources: genes, events and 
environment. The most significant source of happiness is gene and personality, which accounts for 
50%. The other 40%, which are made up activities and relationships and only 10%, however, come 
from income and environment. 
          According to her report, the genetic part is relatively hard to change and people pursue 
happiness with an inherent ability, such as babies prefer sweet to bitter taste. Income and 
environment surprisingly account for a small part. In other words, wealth is not the main factor to 
dominate human’s happiness. In my own opinion, the society increasingly worships money and people 
give up many cherished things, like kinship or friendship because of money. Money also becomes 
more important for developing people’s living quality. So it seems that people are happier as money 
increases, but not indefinitely. A better material life might not enrich mankind’s mental world and a 
billionaire might not as happy as a poor person. The part of activities and relationships is more crucial 
for people to own happiness but unfortunately, this part is also what people choose to give up. 
          Practically, scientific data indeed helps us understand happiness deeply. Beyond this factor we 
could explore the meaning of global well-being from different regions. For a poor child who lives in the 
African slum, the happier thing is to be full all day instead of owning interesting toys. For a billionaire 
living in Upper East Side Manhattan, the happier thing is to have a bosom friend instead of making 
social connections with business partners. For an artist who spends a long time finishing one work, the 
happier thing is receiving understanding and identities from audiences instead of benefiting with 
money from his work.  According to the map of “Happiest Places on Earth”, countries are marked by 
different colors to compare their sense of happiness. It is obvious to find that people in the developed 
countries (e.g. Australia, Europe and America) feel happier than poorer developing countries (e.g. 
China, India and Africa) The reason of the condition is those advanced countries have been taking 
steps to understand the well-being of their nations in order to fulfill and enrich people’s happy life. 
“Social, economic and environmental well-being together define gross global happiness,” the Secretary 
General of the UN agenda explains (qtd. in Cooper). 
           For me, happiness means someone could achieve his goals or things he wants to own. 
However, people are increasingly greedier than before and they desire to obtain things with higher 
expectations and lower satisfactions. This situation impacts negatively so that people are not as happy 
as in the past. The growing suicide rate shows it well. Nowadays, there are more suicides than 
homicides in the United States. Additionally, there is a rash of suicide in China. The World Health 
Organization predicts by the year 2020 that depression will be the second largest cause of disability 
(Etcoff). Though we could not totally conclude unhappiness leads to suicide, a positive emotion is 
undoubtedly important for individuals to live and work today. In this case, we should think more about 
how to get happiness. 
           Someone might think successful people are happier than others in the current society because 
they own more things while others struggle for success. The “successful people” I mention here 
broadly refers to those who have a high income, position and social status. So does being more 
successful equal happiness? The answer is no. It is said, “Success is not the key to happiness, 
happiness is the key to success.” For example, my uncle Xu, a CEO of a big company who is generally 
regarded as a successful businessman, owns enough wealth and respects. But he is actually not happy 
at all because there is too much stress on his shoulder and he has to suffer from it. Every day he gets 
up early and works until midnight. He spends most time working while a little time being with his 
family. His 5-year-old daughter treats him as a stranger and he cannot feel the warmth from his 
family. He eats dinner with business partners almost every day and drinks a lot. Several months ago, 
he was diagnosed with a bad stomach ulcer sadly. Though he is rich and powerful, he loses his family 
and health. In this case, success cannot make people happier. 
            Caring much about others’ views is another reason, reducing our sense of happiness. Today, 
we like to compare with others’ apparel and to comment on them. Though we love what we wear or 
buy, our emotions can be easily influenced by external factors. For example, my hair used to be very 
long and curly. I kept this haircut for about 2 years and others think it fits me well. However, Arizona 
is really hot for me and also the long curly hair becomes a big burden instead of a beautiful sign. I 
need daily shampoo and drying to keep my hair clean. To save time and live more comfortably, I 
decided to cut my hair shorter during Spring Break and now my hair is much shorter than before. I am 
really happy about my new haircut because I switched my old appearance into a new look. On the first 
day after holiday I went to class, my good friends surprisingly found my new look and all of them 



seemed to dislike it. They thought the short hair is not as suitable as my long one. In addition, they 
considered I looked very mature in this haircut. After listening to others’ comments, I was regretful 
and doubted my decision. I was depressed about my new haircut and I need much time to grow my 
hair long. Others’ comments changed my ideas and emotions quickly. This is a terrible but common 
situation, which transform our happy mood into depression. 
          Like my own experience above, the means to keep happy is avoiding others’ comments. 
Though we need to hear about people’s opinions frequently, we should follow our heart firmly without 
hesitation among different voices. I love one saying from Albert Einstein: “If you want to live a happy 
life, tie it to a goal, not to people or things.” If you want to be a great scientist like Einstein, just pour 
all your attention on your research and don’t be afraid of being regarded as a “crazy man” by others. 
If earning money is the happiness thing for you, you just try your best to get money even if others 
think that you are a miser. If your real dream job is to be a police officer, you should not study 
accounting or business marketing even though you might have a high wages. Your career is doing 
what you like so every day will be happy and passionate. Our happiness is defeated by that we care 
too much about other people or things instead of achieving our goals. 
            In summary, my definition about real happiness is to achieve your goals and do not care 
about others comments. Happiness is a journey, not a destination. The process of pursuing the goals 
is the happiest thing.  
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Yoonha Kim, "Why Do We Care about ObamaCare?" 
  
            The United States is one of the wealthiest countries in the world, but it is far from the 
healthiest. Although life longevities and survival rates in the United States have increased over the 
past century, Americans live shorter lives and suffer from more illnesses than people in other high-
income countries due to a lack of health care; this is because 15.4 % of Americans reported in 2012 
are still uninsured which could lead to the low quality of health care (Galewitz, n.p.). 48 million people 
in the United States do not have health insurance, and 45,000 people who could survive if they had 
access to the health care are dying each year from illness that arises due to a lack of health insurance 
(Kaufmann, n.p.). 
            At this point, Obamacare is a proper alternative to provide quality health care and to save 
many lives by giving prevention and wellness. When I first came to the United States, I was very 
shocked at the expensive cost of health care. As a foreigner in this country, it gave me a fear that I 
should never get sick. Even if I might get sick in case, I thought that I could not afford to go to 
hospital. It is obviously inevitable for those who do not have health insurance because the cost will go 
up extremely without health coverage. The number of uninsured people in the United States is about 
the same number of population in my country, South Korea. It would be a tragedy and sadness if all 
of people in a nation have no insurance to access to health care; it could be one of the States in 
America. Many people in reality, particularly those in low-income, do experience this fact, and it is 
true that some of them are helpless and leave it behind although they have severe pains from illness. 
            Obamacare, which is a national health care plan aimed at reforming the American health care 
system, focuses on providing more Americans with access to affordable health care, improving the 
quality of health care, regulating the health insurance industry and reducing spending in health care 
(Obamacare Facts, n.p.). Considering the benefits and protections, it is necessarily needed by those 



who could die due to a lack of health care because of no health insurance. Therefore, Obamacare is 
legitimate reforms to save lives in that it improves the quality of whole life through the affordable 
high-quality health care across the class, gender, and generation. 
            First of all, Obamacare gives tens of millions of low-income Americans access to quality health 
care by lowering cost. Over half of uninsured Americans can get free or low cost health insurance 
through their State's Health Insurance Marketplace, and Medicaid, the state-federal program for poor, 
is expanded up to 15.9 million men, women and children below 138% of the poverty level to provide 
affordable health coverage to 17 million uninsured Americans  (Obamacare Facts, n.p.). Low income 
Americans will definitely welcome to have this legislation to become a law as it provides improved 
health care by access to affordable health insurance. Not only low-income Americans but also those in 
middle-income families have benefits from Obamacare because the high cost of medical bills is a 
major cause of individual bankruptcies in middle income or even high-income families. 
            Since the cost of health care is unreasonably expensive when it comes to intensive care or 
difficult surgeries, even members of Congress who oppose healthcare reform turn to a government-
run hospital (Dossey, 216). For instance, Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, who warned that a 
government control of health care would take away the care that people already have by delaying or 
denied treatment, went to one of those government-run hospitals when he had done a procedure. The 
Kentucky Republican flew to the National Naval Medical Center in Bethesda, Maryland, to have an 
elective coronary artery bypass surgery after it had been revealed that he had arterial blockages 
(Stein, n.p.). Even insurers do care about “money”, which means health care costs a lot. Therefore, 
Obamacare will save low-income Americans by providing access to quality health care through the 
affordable coverage. 
            In addition, Obamacare improves the quality of health care by providing better preventative 
and wellness services. In an aspect of Medicare, it is improved for seniors including eliminating the 
“donut hole,” which means hit the coverage gap, keeping rates down and expanding free preventive 
services. Millions of seniors have already saved money and taken advantage of the no out of pocket 
costs for preventive visits and wellness services (Blum, n.p.). Since the numbers of seniors who must 
choose between medicine, food, and utilities have increased over the past years, it will more influence 
on elders’ health care in the long-term. Furthermore, it will prevent people from getting illness by 
giving preventative care before a minor injury turns to a deadly form of disease. 
            There is an example of benefits from preventive care; it tells us why it is important. Here is a 
story of Independent Senator Angus King of Maine that shows how the preventive care by coverage is 
influential on life. When he was 29, a father of two young children, King obtained health insurance 
that included a free annual physical. At his first physical, the doctor noticed a mole on his back that 
turned out to be malignant melanoma which was a very deadly form of cancer. He had successful 
surgery because it had not spread yet, so he did not have to have chemotherapy. 10 years later after 
the surgery, he is a 39 year-old man in a healthy life. He said that if he had not had that coverage and 
the preventive care without the co-pay, he would not be today. Although melanoma is one of the most 
severe forms of cancer, it is also one of the most curable, which means if it is caught in time, we can 
save our life, but if not, we will die from the disease (King, n.p.). 
            As one of the most advantageous reforms, Obamacare eliminates pre-existing conditions and 
gender discrimination preventing from dropping from their health insurance coverage due to health or 
gender related reasons. It means that if you get sick or make an honest mistake on your application of 
health insurance, there cannot be dropped from coverage anymore. So far, insurance companies can 
drop someone's insurance policy if they exceed a limit on payments of claims, and their insurance is 
denied if certain pre-existing conditions are present (Dossey, 218). Even obesity is considered to be 
pre-existing condition. It is possible to be denied for family history over the generation. As an another 
example in real life, my English professor, Emily Gorn, has ever got rejected from her insurance 
coverage after an insurance company noticed that she had seen a dermatologist for a minor problem 
with her skin (Gorn, n.p.). 
            Gender discrimination in individual market as well as denial due to pre-existing condition, has 
been an issue. Only 14 states have banned gender rating on the insurance company, and only nine 
states require insurers to provide maternity coverage; in states where gender rating has not banned, 
94% of health plans available to a 30-year-old woman do not provide maternity coverage and 92% of 
the top plans charge women more although they have the same coverage plans. Moreover, non-
smoker women charge more than smoker men (Greenberger, n.p.).   
            Considering those kinds of issues with prior coverage plan, Obamacare does prevent the 
problems from being denied coverage or treatment for being sick, and being charged more for being a 
woman either. In addition to this benefit, Obamacare provides young adults with parents’ coverage up 



to age 26. Before the health care law, child care was removed by their insurance company usually at 
age 19, sometimes older if they are still full-time students; it allows them to access for free or more 
affordable costs although they are still unemployed that they are not able to be covered by their 
company or are attending school ("Young Adult Coverage", n.p.).    
            Although it is obvious and undeniable the fact that Obamacare has many benefits for health 
care, this political issue is still in debate and overheated across the States. Republican state officials 
and the National Federation of Independent Business are against Obamacare because individual 
mandate was unprecedented and unconstitutional as the federal government would be forcing 
Americans to buy a private insurance even though they already have one (“Supreme Court Upholds 
Centerpiece of Obamacare”, n.p.). In addition to personal mandate, Andrew Puzder, the CEO of CKE 
Restaurants Inc. which is the parent company of Carl’s Jr. and Hardee’s, points out employer mandate 
saying that Obama’s “wrong” health law is hurting job creation because it results in cutting off the 
numbers of employees in order to provide health coverage for all full-time employees; the more costs 
the businesses spend in a full-time employee, the less a full-time employee they can hire (“CEO Says 
Obama’s “wrong”.”, n.p.).  This turns out to be true at many companies who are cutting the full-time 
employee hours to part-time to avoid providing coverage to them. 
            However, small businesses can get tax credits for up to 50% of their employees’ health 
insurance to help balance the cost of buying health insurance for their employees. In addition, the 
benefits from the numbers of hiring will be outweighed by creating tens of thousands of jobs in 
healthcare and Government jobs (Obamacare Facts, n.p.).    Concerning big businesses, only 0.2% of 
businesses with more than 50 employees do not already provide insurance to their full-time 
employees and the top 2% of businesses and individuals in the US will pay some extra taxes 
(Obamacare Facts, n.p.); they might need to be readjusted with slight impacts to reduce the pressure 
of employer mandate. 
            Although Obamacare brings small negative financial effects on specific groups of Americans 
like who owns a big business, Obamacare does a lot right by offering a number of protections and 
benefits to all Americans. No one will be satisfied with the law without compromise and concession. 
This legislation is not just about financial issues, but it is about responsibility for all Americans related 
to life giving uninsured opportunities to survive by providing health care. Our health insurance costs 
may go up a little bit, but the quality of health coverage will get a lot better and also the quality of life 
will get even much better. The ultimate goal of Obamacare will be attained by providing all Americans 
to access health insurance, and eventually will lead to high quality of life by saving lives that are along 
with us. 
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Yoonha Kim, "Protection from the Unintended Effects of 
Pesticides" 
  
            A pesticide is a substance used to kill, repel, or control certain forms of plant or animal life 
that are considered to be pests (“Pesticides.”, n.p.). Pesticides include herbicides for destroying weeds 
and other unwanted vegetation, insecticides for controlling a wide variety of insects, fungicides used 
to prevent the growth of molds and mildew, disinfectants for preventing the spread of bacteria, and 
compounds used to control mice and rats (“Pesticides.”, n.p.). Although pesticides are used for 
reducing insect-borne diseases with a goal that increases food production and higher tolerance to 
severe weather conditions, the residues of pesticides severely affect to human health, the 
environment, and the ecosystem. Today, there are a number of concerns about unintended effects of 
pesticides on human and ecosystem health. 
            DDT, dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane, is one of the most important chemicals in pesticides. It 
was introduced by Allies during World War II to control typhus and malaria outbreaks, and it has 
saved millions of additional lives through pest control. After the war, DDT was the first pesticide to 
come into widespread agricultural use (Chemistry of The Environment, 492). While it has been very useful 
to kill and control unwanted substances due to its selective toxicity and persistence, it turned out to 
be harmful to human bodies and the global ecosystem when it is exposed to the environment for a 
long time. 
            For example, when DDT becomes bioconcentrated in bodies, it disrupts endocrine systems by 
mimicking hormones, and blocking the hormones signaling resulting in reduced male fertility and early 
puberty in girls, and malformed body organs in animals. There was a new research study that shows 
pesticides link to higher melanoma risk. It was carried out by scientists at the University of Iowa; they 
found a direct association between pesticides and skin cancer (Black, n.p.). In addition to the effects 
on human health, it causes a population decrease of the top of the food chain by accumulating in 
bodies. For example, the marine organisms which have high concentrations of DDT have been 
ingested by eagles, resulting in high concentrations of DDT in eagles. By interfering with hormonal 
signaling of eagles, eagle eggs get thinner shells due to less calcium and the shells are easily broken 
by the eagles during breeding. This leads to a substantial decrease of population and destroys the 
ecosystem in the long run (Chemistry of The Environment, 496). 
            Pesticides are also responsible for a loss in biodiversity because of pesticide runoff and air 
pollution by pesticide spray. The persistent organic pollutants like DDT used in warm climate regions 
transport to the Arctic which is known as the “grasshopper effect”; those persistent substances which 
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are both volatile and water soluble or semivolatile and hydrophobic are most likely to accumulate in 
the Arctic ecosystems (T. Gouin et al., 139).  Organochlorines used as pesticides in warm climates 
enter the food chain and end up in higher animals like polar bears fat because organochlorines are 
very soluble in fatty materials. Since DDT is hardly degraded, it still remains in the air even after the 
banning of the use of DDT. 
            In respects to the concerns, it has been a global scale issue all around the world and now it is 
time to take action to protect human and ecosystem health and environment from the unintended 
effects of pesticides by enforcing regulations of pesticides use by government, developing alternatives 
like biopesticides and biofertilizers, and encouraging research on green chemistry such as targeted 
pesticides.  The problems with pesticides effects can be avoided by the following proposals and 
benefits from the solutions will be apparent. 
            First, stringent regulations by government are needed to restrict of pesticides uses. Industries 
where use pesticides are required to disclose what pesticides they use to inform users of intensity of 
hazards from pesticides they use. In addition, exports of chemicals and pesticides on the PIC list, Prior 
Informed Consent list, are required the prior informed consent of the importing country; this gives 
developing countries in particular the power to decide which potentially hazardous chemicals they 
want to receive and to exclude those they cannot manage safely (“Safer Alternatives to Malaria-controlling”, 
n.p.). An accompanying scientific report, Pesticides Pose Serious Risks to Children, published in the 
scientific journal Pediatrics, highlights various risks for children, including those living or working on 
farms and those at risk of acute poisonings or chronic exposures to pesticides used in houses, daycare 
centers and schools (McManus, n.p.). Therefore, legislation needs to be established no-spray zones 
around schools, residences, medical facilities, roads and waterways (Pollack, n.p.). Enforcing 
regulations by government will allow people to aware of the level of hazards and people can reduce or 
avoid exposing from the hazards.  
            Second, Toxicity can be reduced by using alternatives like biopesticides and biofertilizers. 
Biopesticides which are derived from natural materials could work without using toxic chemicals so 
that biopesticides are safe to use for control pests by non-toxic mechanisms. Biopesticides are 
inherently less toxic, and generally affect only the target pest, effective in very small quantities, easily 
biodegradable resulting in lower exposures and largely avoiding the pollution (Raja, 1). As many 
plants have evolved their own chemical defenses against insects, they can be used as natural and 
environmentally benign insecticides by making insects paralyze. For instance, pyrethrin, which is 
inspired form naturally occurring pesticide, is obtained from pyrethrum, a daisylike flower. It is 
unstable to sunlight; however, pyrethrin-like insecticides have been developed that are chemically 
modified to improve their stability in environment. Since pyrethroids react like DDT by targeting the 
sodium channel of insect nerve cell, it will be useful as an alternative for DDT (Chemistry of The 
Environment, 503). 
            In addition, Biofertilizers, one of the important components of integrated nutrient 
management, can replace the chemical fertilizers for sustainable agriculture. As they are cost effective 
and renewable source of plant nutrients to supplement, the demand for biofertilizers has been 
increased since the last decade due to its eco-friendly characteristics and a worldwide trend to reduce 
the reliance on chemically derived fertilizers (Raja, 2). Therefore, biopesticides and biofertilizers will 
be important to improve the conditions for pesticides uses. 
            Last, research should be boosted on green chemistry which is the design of chemical products 
and processes that reduce or eliminate the use or generation of hazardous substances ("Green 
Chemistry", n.p.). According to EPA, Environment Protection Association, Green Chemistry Program is 
spurring innovation, strengthening the economy and protecting the environment; by reducing waste 
and increasing efficiency and competitiveness, green chemistry is improving our economy; in 2011, a 
Pike Research Report concluded that green chemicals will save industry $65.5 billion by 2020 by using 
less resources that produces less wastes ("Green Chemistry", n.p.). It has been aimed to use 
renewable resources as possible and less resource generate less waste, and 12 principles of green 
chemistry has been proposed by Anastas and Warner. 
            In Green Chemistry: Theory and Practice which is the first book on the subject, the authors Paul 
Anastas and John Warner enunciated the following 12 principles: 

1. Prevention 

2. Maximize atom economy 

3. Design less hazardous chemical synthesis 

4. Designing safer chemicals and products 



5. Safer solvents and auxiliaries 

6. Increase energy efficiency 

7. Use renewable feedstocks 

8. Reduce derivatives 

9. Use catalysts, not stoichiometric reagents 

10. Design for degradation after use 

11. Real-time analysis for pollution prevention 

12. Minimize the potential accidents 

(Anastas & Warner, n.p.) 
            The number one principle, prevention, is the most important because it is better to prevent 
waste than to treat or clean up waste after it has been created. Many applications of green chemistry 
are actively pursued in chemistry departments. Targeted pesticide is an example of number four 
principle which is design safer chemicals. Research on the biochemistry of insects led to the discovery 
of hormones that control their growth and sexual behaviors. If it applied to target insects at the right 
time, the insect’s life cycle can be disrupted by the chemicals. Also, pheromones can be used to 
prevent them from finding mates by baiting insect traps that contain high concentrations of toxic 
chemicals. By doing so, it will kill the insects much more efficiently than when using broad-scale 
sprays (Chemistry of The Environment, 504). 
            While these proposals are reliable and beneficial to control pests protecting the environment, 
there are still arguments against the solutions. Concerns about the costs to develop alternatives would 
be the biggest one. It is understandable, however, is also worthy investing in order to protect human 
and animals from hazards which can be avoided by efforts and will ultimately lead to save lives and 
the environment. There is another concern that malaria increases after the ban of DDT, thus there is a 
call to use DDT again to help fight malaria in developing countries; that is why we need to empower 
research to develop and introduce more environmentally-friendly alternatives as soon as possible. 
            For example, there are some natural alternatives proposed by Sonora Environmental Research 
Institute: in order to repel flies placing the sachets anywhere that flies are causing a problem, which 
made with cheesecloth and stuff them with dried basil leaves, bay leaves, cloves and eucalyptus oil 
and spraying roaches directly with soapy water to kill cockroach ("Some Natural Pesticide 
Alternatives.", n.p.). Although these alternatives are not as much strong as the chemical pesticides, 
they are a lot safer for pets, human, and environment. Many other industries have been studying and 
developing eco-friendly alternatives to make them more effective. 
            Although pesticides are used for limiting crop losses and to control pests, they have been 
obviously generated problems with humans and the environment resulting in destroyed ecosystems. 
Awareness of the dangers from pesticides use can be reduced the negative effects and avoided them 
before problems are created. Also, enforcing regulations by government will enforce accountability for 
pesticides use. Conclusively, it is vital to protect lives from unintended effects of pesticides by 
regulating use of pesticides, development of alternatives like biopesticides and biofertilizers, and 
boosting green chemistry, therefore we can ultimately produce high quality food without generating 
damages humans and the environment in the future.  
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WAC 101/ENG101S 

Jordan Reed, "Nature’s Last Hurrah" 
  

            Nature’s Last Hurrah is my generation. When I was around seven years old, I always wanted 
to be out in the green fields of nature, and running around the base of giant pine trees while the sun’s 
rays beats down on my light ivory skin. The smell of sunscreen followed me like a shadow. The 
freshness of the air drew me outside every chance I could get. Yet, my little cousins, Hayden and 
Owen would rather be inside. They are between the ages of six and eight; they are balls of pure 
energy. They love running around and playing games, but not outside. Tag indoors is dangerous for 
them and all the breakable glass in the house. When I went to my Grandparent’s house up in 
Scottsdale on March 1st, I noticed the minute we walked into the house Hayden went straight to the 
computer to watch Netflix and Owen went to the Wii. My Grandparents and I were out on the back 
porch just talking. Their house backs up to a golf course and is perfectly shaded from Arizona heat. 
The view is breathtaking; it looks like tiny dark green hills, polka dotted with white Jasmine flowers. 
The sweet scent of Jasmine drifts through the wind. It almost feels like I am in a painting. Hayden and 
Owen only came outside to eat their lunch and ask questions. I asked their mom, Nicole, if they like 
playing outside and she said “No, not really. I am hoping that changes when we get settled into the 
new house with a backyard. The only time they play outside is at school and when Owen goes to 
soccer practice and Hayden to cheer.” Compared to my childhood this was unheard of. 
I was around seven when I lived in Castle Rock, Colorado. When I was younger, winter was the best 
time of year. Colorado’s winters were my personal white wonderland. I would slowly wake out of a 
deep slumber and stretch like a cat in my bed. The clock glowed green numbers that read seven 
o’clock in my semi-dark room. I would unravel the blankets from me like a basketball player taking off 
an ace bandage. My tiny hands reached for the gray rope that hung like a loose noodle from my white 
blinds. As I pulled, white light filled my room and reflected off my light purple walls. My light blue eyes 
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would be staring like a deer in headlights into my front yard. My once dark green front yard now had a 
white blanket of fresh snow covering it. A squeak of delight would escape my lips. The next thing I 
knew my fingers were closing around my gold doorknob and flinging my white door open. 
          I would clomp down the stairs to the kitchen where I knew my parents would be eating 
breakfast. My mom told me “You sound like Santa Claus’s reindeer stomping on the roof, they way 
you ran down the stairs.” I would just blush and ask when I could go outside and play. She said “later” 
as she gestured for me to sit down. The sweet smell of brown sugar would fill my nose as my mom 
put a hot bowl of oatmeal in front of me. The metal spoon would feel cold in my grasp but the oatmeal 
made my body feel warm. It felt as if a flower made of fire was blooming in my stomach. My mom 
would switch on my favorite movie at that time, Spirit: Stallion of the Cimarron. It has dawned on me that 
this was her way of getting me to shut up and stop begging her to go outside. This movie would kill 
about an hour and half of me waiting, a yellow Stallion galloping across the screen now occupied my 
attention. By the time sister woke up the movie was over and she would eat breakfast and then ask if 
we could go out a play in the snow. The temperature would be a little warmer by about a couple of 
degrees; instead of being 50 it would be around 60. At this time my mom would have no choice but to 
let us outside. We darted upstairs and pulled on our winter clothes. I looked like a giant blue 
marshmallow and my sister looked like a pink one. We waddled like penguins to the laundry room 
where my mom was waiting with our green and purple circle sleds and a can of anti-static spray. It 
smelt like being sprayed by a skunk; it lingered on you until you went out into the open air. 
          After that we ran out the laundry room door, took an immediate left, scampered under our 
deck to the backyard. The echo of kids’ laughter filled the crisp winter air. Across the sea of snow, I 
could see all our neighbors out playing in the snow. My sister and I would make a track down our hill 
for our sleds, by walking next to our sleds and push them as hard as our little bodies could into the 
snow. As we took a step back to look at our track you could see that the snow was no longer a perfect 
blanket. Footprints and sled marks were scattered across the white ground, but you could still see the 
little sparkles in the snow like tiny diamonds glistening in the light.  As we started to sled down our 
homemade track we would wear down the snow track to the point green blades of grass poked 
through the white and we would keep getting launched into the Howler that backed up into my 
backyard. The Howler was the nickname we gave the swamp because at night you could hear the 
howls of the animals that inhabited it. Once we climbed out of the howler the bleached snow would 
become brown and slushy.  
            A couple of hours passed, our muscles would start to get fatigued, and we would drag our 
cold, limp bodies to the house. We would strip off our snow coats and pants so we could leave them to 
dry in the laundry room. Our snow boots were to be clean of all the snow, so our laundry room 
wouldn’t become a pool. We would curl up in green and red blankets; my mom would already have 
mugs of hot chocolate ready for us. We would sit down next to the stone fireplace and watch whatever 
was on TV. It was the perfect end to day full of laughter and fun. 
When I questioned Nicole about her kids it made me wonder how different my generation was from 
my moms. On March 11th, I was home for spring break so took the opportunity to ask my mom, Beth, 
how she played when she was around seven years old. She opened like flood gates, the words rushed 
like rapids out of her mouth. “Well, I always made Sam and you wait until the weather warmed up for 
a reason. I never waited and that was a horrible mistake.  No amount of winter clothes could keep the 
cold out. Minnesota cold, windy winter days would cut right through your winter clothes and grab hold 
of your bones.” The image of a ghost reaching through the human body and grabbing their spine, 
making them shiver, flashed before my blue eyes. “But when you are seven, that doesn’t matter. I 
would grab my winter coat and pants, which were less fluffy then your blue coat that you use to wear. 
I wasn’t able to just sled in my backyard like you and your sister. You had the whole backyard to 
yourselves; I had to share a hill with all the kids in my neighborhood. I had to walk a block or two to 
reach a park flooded with kids already sledding, making snow angels and having snowball fights. It 
was a hill slightly like the hill in our backyard; it was a little taller and steeper. Instead of having a 
swamp at the end of the hill we had a grassy area where all the parents would stand and watch. I 
would have a wood sled with metal feet with a rope to control where I wanted to go. I didn’t play 
much differently than you did. I made sure that you would play the same way because it was so much 
fun.” 
          I plan to raise my children like my mom raised me. Always urging me to get up and play 
outside. The way the younger generations are heading, they may not even know that you can play 
outside. That saddens me to my soul; my childhood was spent under the sun. The thought that my 
kids and their generation won’t want to play outside baffles me. I don’t see how playing a basketball 
video game is better then a pickup game. They would rather watch a fairy tale movie instead of going 



out into the “forest” and making up their own story. The one thing that nature gave me, which I 
wouldn’t trade for the world, is my large imagination. My life would be nothing without it. Knowing my 
kids won’t have the same imagination is depressing. I won’t let this happen. 
The main differences between the ways my mom played and I was the location and what we sledded 
on. However, the young generation plays significantly differently then my mom and I. They don’t even 
want to go outside nature doesn’t call to them like it did to us. They would rather be watching Netflix 
or playing the Wii. Our future generations will have to be forced to go out and play or else they won’t 
even know there is an outside. I am a part of generation Nature’s Last Hurrah; nature will always be a 
part of my blood.     
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Jiacheng Yuan, "The Nature of McDonald’s’ Popularity" 
  

            It is hard to imagine that someone has never heard about McDonald’s. With the procession of 
globalization, McDonald’s has become one sign of popular culture across cultures. It is recognizable 
and popular in the world, just like Uncle Sam. According to the McDonald’s website, “McDonald's is the 
leading foodservice retailer with more than 35000 local serving nearly 70 million people in more than 
100 countries each day” (“Getting to Know Us”). Undoubtedly, it is a universal and resounding brand. 
It exists in our daily lives, and we use it, enjoy it. The interesting thing is McDonald’s is even more 
popular in some metropolis of China than its original place—the United States. One will notice 
numerous McDonald’s restaurants in Beijing’s busy streets. It is no exaggeration to say that nearly 
every two miles one can locate a McDonald’s. McDonald’s popularity in the world is generated through 
personal value, national identity and operation principle. 
            Personal value leads people to choose McDonald’s. Americans love eating hamburgers and 
drinking sodas, which is where McDonald’s started. It is like how the Chinese like rice; the Japanese 
have a soft spot for sushi, and Mexicans love burritos. So McDonald’s is a popular choice for 
Americans. When walking across campus, one can hear Americans talking about burgers. In the TV 
show, “the Big Bang Theory”, Sheldon eats a hamburger at least once every week. By these details, 
you are well aware of Americans are into hamburgers. Further, McDonald’s will be an option of burgers 
restaurant, and becomes popular day by day. 
          Long history of McDonald’s is another factor for Americans to choose it. The author Raramae 
demonstrates, “In the early 1960s, McDonald's really began to take off. The growth in U.S. automobile 
use that came with suburbanization contributed heavily to McDonald's success. In 1961 McDonald's 
was the number one fast-food chain in the country”(Raramae). That McDonald’s was founded earlier 
than other fast food companies, like Burger King, is a reason why McDonald’s is popular in the 
America. It took a huge lead in the market. For example, with development of society in America, 
people gradually moved into suburbs. So, McDonald’s set up the stores near exits of the highways. It 
facilitated people to grab food. As time passes, McDonald’s, a pop culture went into our daily lives. 
            McDonald’s is prosperous in China, too. According to the article—“McDonald’s Growing in 
China”, the author Liu Jie says, “So far, other than the home market- the United States- China is the 
No 1 growth market for McDonald’s, with 960 restaurants and over 600000 employees. For 2008, 
China represents one third of all capital expenditures in the Asia-Pacific, Middle East and Africa region, 
where the fast-food giant in 37 markets.” (Liu) In my mind, McDonald’s boomed since it was 
introduced into China market. It became the preferred place where young couples date and friends kill 
time. I clearly remember that the most common catch phrase among students was, “see you in the 
McDonald’s”. McDonald’s got popular instantly. 
          National identity is a crucial part to cause this situation. In the first place, it is an exotic food. 
People in China are interested in foreign foods. It represents sophistication. Children are even crazier 
about McDonald’s. In October 1990, McDonald’s came into China. (Liu) As I mentioned above, it 
became a part of pop culture instantly. At that time, it was a luxurious thing to go to McDonald’s. I 



clearly remember when I was a kid, I begged my mom to bring me to McDonald’s, and I showed off 
my eating experience to my friends. The toys collected from McDonald’s were precious for me. 
          Speaking of children, they choose McDonald’s partly because of its advertising spokesman—
Ronald McDonald. Ronald McDonald is a virtual clown and very funny. He is not an American star, so 
in a way, he overcomes culture difference. Also, McDonald’s has children entertainment facilities. Kids 
can enjoy the fun after eating some Western foods. So, children drive their parents to choose 
McDonald’s. 
            Besides the factor of children, there is another important element why Chinese choose 
McDonald’s, which is its service. Think of what the core food in McDonald’s is? Obviously, just some 
burgers and French Fries. According to a survey published by a professional Chinese commercial 
website   which is sojump.com, “in 2013, 83 percent people aged between 19 and 24 like burgers and 
finger chips; however, the popularity among the people aged above 24 is decreasing as they grow 
older.” (Questionnaire for McDonald’s) Many people including businessmen, travelers, and couples 
choose McDonald’s just because they feel McDonald’s has a good sanitary condition, free Wi-Fi, and 
24-hour service. 
            McDonald’s is accepted by Chinese overall. McDonaldland attracts children; sanitary condition 
and convenience appeals the temporary customers, these are the basic reasons why McDonald’s is 
popular in China. In effect, McDonald’s is not just selling products, but selling environment and 
experience. From the first slogan “giving a fabulous birthday to babies” to “I am loving it”, 
“McDonald’s is not only a restaurant” now; McDonald’s becomes more and more powerful. It is hard 
for some local Chinese restaurants to catch up to McDonald’s. 
          Advanced operation principle urges that McDonald’s has become a miracle in the world. It has 
generated a huge influence more than food. According to the article—Top 10 global franchises, 
“McDonald's has become emblematic of globalization, sometimes referred to as the ‘McDonaldization’ of 
society. The Economist newspaper uses the ‘Big Mac Index’: the comparison of a Big Mac's cost in various 
world currencies can be used to informally judge these currencies' purchasing power parity.” (“Top 10 
global franchises”). So, how did a chain grow from a single restaurant into the expansive corporation 
it is today? According to an article, “the Success of the McDonald’s Franchise”, it can be categorized 
into two aspects: “consistency and innovation” (“The Success of the McDonald’s Franchise”) 
Consistency inherits the superiority of McDonald’s and innovation enhances McDonald’s. 
          Consistency is a pivotal part. The article illustrates, “It doesn't matter if you're visiting a 
McDonald's in California or Connecticut, America or Australia – you're going to have a similar 
experience wherever you are.” “Customers know what to expect and can take comfort in that 
knowledge when making a decision on where to eat. These efforts towards process repetition and 
efficiency not only set the basis for McDonald's success from the standpoint of customers' 
expectations, but also help McDonald's stay on top in a culture where producing at a quick pace is 
commonly expected.” (“The Success of the McDonald’s Franchise”) I think consistency is the key role. 
If I went to an unfamiliar place, like South Korea, and I had no idea what should eat, I would probably 
choose McDonald’s because I know its quality and service. That is important for an international 
corporation. 
Innovation is also a critical part. “The characteristics of consistency and innovation seem to contradict 
one another. But in fact, they work together to allow for McDonald's continued growth.” (“The Success 
of the McDonald’s Franchise”) For example, McDonald’s changes its menu in different places. In China, 
McDonald’s provides less cheese and adds some Chinese sauce inside the burger to satisfy the 
customers. “But McDonald's takes great care not to effect the consumer experience when a new item 
is introduced. As McDonald's CEO James Skinner said in a 2010 interview with CNBC, ‘[McDonald's 
doesn't] put something on the menu until it can be produced at the speed of McDonald's.’” (“The 
Success of the McDonald’s Franchise”)By fixed, classic taste and perfect service along with flexible 
innovation, McDonald’s has evolved a kind of pop culture, penetrating into everywhere in the world. 
          McDonald’s is a legendary corporation in the modern world now; it eliminates cultural 
difference, and satisfies people’s hunger. It brings fun for children with Ronald McDonald. Different 
regions choose McDonald’s due to different reasons, but finally McDonald’s flourishes in the world. It is 
impressive that a restaurant has become a pop culture and is accepted by people. I love this piece of 
pop culture. 
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Julian Geiger, "Dog, Divorce, or Death" 
  

            Sitting in a mediocre burger joint in what cannot be labeled as a classy part of town, a family 
collectively trembled in fear of the withered and semi-toothless middle-aged waiter who watched over 
them. The middle-aged waiter was the only other person in the mid-size restaurant, which is normally 
not considered an indicator of outstanding quality of food or service. The leader and father of this 
family had an aptitude for finding himself in adventurous circumstances, a result of his hunger for 
diversified experiences. 
            Alexander Nardella Donald Geiger sat and conversed languidly with his eldest son, who was 
rambling about his inane frustrations with his conflict-free existence. The father being an avid fan of 
South Park (in fact, when the South Park movie was released in 1999, he took his five-year-old son to 
go see it, as any responsible parent would do), it does not seem entirely unreasonable that Alex's 
manner of speaking does not deviate far from that of the characters on the show. In a playful manner, 
the father interjected, leaning forward and speaking as he always does: rashly and honestly, never 
deliberately seeking to cause harm. 
            "So," said the father seemingly disjointedly, "you're trying to tell me that you're intelligent?" 
            The oldest son had no retort demonstrative of his brilliance and silently shut down. A mixed 
mist of violet shame and golden bafflement filled the still air. The son would forever hold onto these 
words and attempt to distill the meaning and intention behind them, but with no success. 
            Alex Geiger was also an eldest son: the eldest son of the typical couple of a timid Minnesotan 
man and boisterous Italian woman. Knowing only Italian for the first few years of his life, Alex's first 
day of kindergarden did not go as planned. Having boarded the entirely wrong bus, Alex found himself 
helpless somewhere in rural Mexico, unable to communicate with anyone. 
            Alex was kicked out of his home before graduating high school, due to his rebellious nature. 
He had discovered his inclination towards language by this time, and had learned to speak French and 
German during his years as a high school insurgent. Alex eventually enlisted himself in the Army, and 
was instructed in the Russian language and culture. What he did after this is classified. After exiting 
the Army, he divorced his wife and gained custody of the only child he had at the time. His son would 
take after him in outlook, sense of humor, and lack of organizational skills. 
            As a child a few years later, this son would be departing from a Texas airport after visiting his 
mother and listening to her talk to a fellow patron of the airport, waiting on the arrival of the Boeing 
737 that would ferry him to his father. The mother glanced at the old man's vest that read "U.S. 
Army," and in a polite effort to carry the conversation until the airplane arrived, turned the 
conversation onto the father's military experiences. 
            "There's three ways you exit the Army," began this old man in the large sunglasses and cap. 
"Either with a dog, a divorce, or death." 



            "His father got all three," laughed the mother while confusing her son, whose father was 
certainly alive. The son would only understand what his mother meant by this years later, when 
writing an essay about his father and piecing together details that went long unremembered. The son 
boarded the plane and returned to his very-much alive father, stepmother, half-sister, and Italian 
greyhound. 
            Serious conversation is a less-than-occasional occurrence in the Geiger household and when it 
does infrequently occur, Alex does not take part or has little to say. As incredibly talented as he is with 
languages in light conversations, he is inept with words in when dealing with heavy issues that he is 
sensitive to. When the son was much older and not at all wiser, he was secondarily educated about 
events in his father's past. He was initially instructed by his stepmother (who he called 'mom') and 
later by his mother (who he jokingly called 'old mom' for a brief phase). The son was briefly informed 
that his father was at one time an abuser of substances that may or may not have been legal to 
possess. The father had suffered a tragic overdose in which he experienced clinical death. This was his 
second overdose, the first occurring in Mexico (ironically, he was once more unable to speak and 
stranded in Mexico). Hearing these facts, the son did not make much of them at the time, other than 
noting that it was a good general guideline to not toy with narcotics. 
            In recent years, the son learned a few of the grisly details of how his father's second overdose 
was discovered by mere chance. As a plump papoose, the son was staying with his rash father for the 
weekend, and his mother had randomly decided upon a moment's impulse to pick up her son ahead of 
schedule. Upon opening the door to the chaotic apartment, she was somewhat vexed to witness her 
infant son crawling on the incapacitated body of the father. She promptly dragged the father into her 
car and rushed him to the nearest emergency room, failing to change the diaper of the son, choosing 
to 'irresponsibly' save the father instead. 
            The son now lazily lies strewn on a brown leather couch, looking across two blurred 'rooms' in 
a bizarre open concept kitchen (that is also a dining room, living room, and office) at his father, who 
sat at his computer undoubtably programming something. Struggling to attach the narrative the he 
had obtained through his mothers to the man before him, the eldest son spoke to himself. 
            "I can't imagine anyone as nerdy in appearance, profession, and hobby could have such a 
stark, dark past," mused the son. "And why must all my words come to me through rhymes? From my 
writings they can be purged, but from my task I have diverged." 
            After contrasting and noting the vast difference between the father now and the father past, the son's perspective 
slightly amended itself. The father was once disobedient and reckless. The son, having always thought that he had never 
rebelled against his father, realized in that moment of intense rumination that he had indeed rebelled. He had rebelled 
against the younger version of his father. 
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