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Yeah, Trump keeps tweet-
ing and North Korea is being 
sketchy about its nuclear weap-
ons again and we are still trying 
to figure out what is going on 
with Kushner and Russia, but it 
has been 40 days since hurri-
cane Maria hit Puerto Rico and 
67% of Puerto Ricans still lack 
power and 20% are struggling 
to find clean water.

San Juan Mayor Carmen Yulín 
Cruz came to Washington on 
November 1st to testify with 
FEMA officials about the gov-
ernment’s response to the 
devastation of Hurricane Ma-
ria. Her hearing was suddenly 
cancelled. Homeland Security 
Chair claimed the Republicans 
were not adequately prepared 

for the hearing (which is even 
more of a testament to the lack 
of attention paid to this issue), 
but it is likely that Cruz’s histo-
ry of brutal honesty has some-
thing to do with it. Cruz says 
that “the Trump administration 
can’t handle the truth.”

Trump’s visit to Puerto Rico on 
October 3rd was horrendous. 
Video footage shows him lob-
bing paper towels into the 
crowd as if he was an artist sur-
rounded by a mosh pit of fans. 
In a press conference  he be-
littled hurricane Maria by com-
paring it to “a real catastrophe 
like Katrina.” He then empha-
sized multiple times how much 
supporting Puerto Rico was 
costing the American govern-
ment. 

Cruz has been strong in her 
criticism of Trump’s actions 
since the beginning. After her 
initial criticism, Trump recoiled, 
calling her a “nasty mayor.” 
In her next interview, Cruz 
donned a t-shirt that read ‘Nas-
ty’ in bold font. “What really is 
nasty is showing your back to 
the Puerto Rican people,” she 
responded. 

There is still a food and water 
shortage in Puerto Rico. Hospi-
tals are running on generators 
which do not have unlimited 
fuel. Power is not expected to 
be completely restored until 
December. Puerto Rico is part 
of the U.S. and should not be 
forgotten about or under-sup-
ported by our government. 

Evvy O’Neil

Editor’s Note: Don’t Forget about 
Puerto Rico 
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So, how long until the nucle-
ar war?

“North Korea will be met 
with fire and fury and frank-
ly power, the likes of which 
this world has never seen 
before,” Trump tweeted last 
month as the hermetic dic-
tatorship ramped up its mis-
sile testing. With the caprice 
and volatility of President 
Trump’s Twitter presence, 
the amount of anxiety sur-
rounding the Cold War-es-
que standoff with North 
Korea is not surprising.  Ten-
sions have run higher than 
usual on the Korean penin-
sula and in the surrounding 
area since 2003, when North 
Korea withdrew itself from 
the Non-Proliferation Treaty 
(NPT) and conducted its first 
nuclear weapons test. The 
NPT is a Cold War era treaty 
that allows five countries —  
the “victors” of WWII and  
the permanent members 
on the UN security council 
(which includes the United 
States, the United Kingdom, 
Russia, France, and China) 
— to possess nuclear weap-
ons with the goal that these 
nuclear states will eventually 
discontinue their programs. 
One hundred and ninety 
countries currently adhere to 
the NPT, while four countries 

— Israel, Pakistan, India, and 
South Sudan — are non-sig-
natories (all but South Sudan 
possess nuclear weapons). 
North Korea remains the 
only country to have with-
drawn from the treaty.

While Kim Jong Un is known 
for being ‘less brutal’ than his 
father and grandfather, he 
has escalated North Korea’s 
nuclear program far more 
than his predecessors. The 
most recent development 
on the peninsula is North Ko-
rea’s debut of a missile that 
could potentially reach main-
land United States. So does 
this portend an imminent at-
tack on the United States or 
one of its regional allies? 

The simple answer: no. 

North Korea would assure its 
own destruction if it launched 
a nuclear missile, because the 
United States possesses vast 
second-strike capabilities. In 
fact, the United States, with 
an endless supply of conven-
tional weapons, need not go 
nuclear in order to destroy 
the hermit kingdom. Howev-
er, signs are not pointing to 
any extreme form of mobili-
zation on either side. If ten-

sions were to escalate to the 
point that the United States 
truly feared nuclear war, 
some 100,000 United States 
citizens would need to be 
evacuated from South Korea 
while conversations of evac-
uation would ripple along 
the West Coast. But could 
North Korea preemptively 
attack a West Coast city or 
one of the United States’ 
regional allies? What is Kim 
Jong Un’s endgame? Does 
Trump’s “Little Rocket Man” 
have a deathwish?

If anything, Mr. Kim is acting 
completely rationally. North 
Korea’s refusal to give up its 
nuclear weapons is not sur-
prising; dictators tend to be 
unpopular — perhaps even 
more unpopular abroad than 
at home — and they tend 
to have more international 
clout when weapons of mass 
destruction are involved. The 
North Koreans have publicly 
commented on the U.S. inva-
sion and NATO intervention 
in Iraq and Libya, respective-
ly, as reason enough to not 
give up their weapons. The 
violent deaths of Muammar 
Gaddafi and Saddam Hus-
sein — two dictators that 
both scaled back their nucle-
ar programs — are no doubt 
grim reminders of what Mr. 
Kim could face in the event 
of invasion. Regardless of an 

Sean MacDonell
Nuclear Security Under Trump
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increasingly aggressive rhet-
oric, the Kim regime’s goal is 
self-preservation.

On the other hand, Trump’s 
volatility and cavalier attitude 
towards the use of nuclear 
weapons is perhaps more 
worrisome and destabilizing 
than Mr. Kim’s posturing. 
Recent infighting between 
the President and Secretary 
of State Rex Tillerson also 
shows Trump’s reluctance to 
any multilateral diplomatic 
solution. The ‘hellfire’ ap-
proach may seem effective in 

maintaining deterrence (and 
putting #AmericaFirst!) for 
now, but Trump’s ego and 
trigger-happy personality 
would face the ultimate test 
in the event of a strike. Some 
see a worst-case scenario in 
which one of Kim’s missile 
tests goes awry, injuring or 
killing American servicemen 
and women stationed in the 
area. In this case, the Presi-
dent would need to make 
an uncharacteristically mea-
sured decision. However 
aggressive North Korea’s 
rhetoric may seem, mutual-

ly assured destruction and 
self-preservation should 
constrain the country. Right 
now, it is Mr. Trump who is 
our unknown variable. In 
early October, the Political 
Science course “Weapons of 
Mass Destruction” was visit-
ed by Stephen Young, mem-
ber of the Carleton Class of 
’88 and a lobbyist from the 
Union of Concerned Scien-
tists. “The nuclear launch 
codes are each around 140 
characters,” asserted Mr. 
Young, “that’s just about the 
length of a tweet.”

The swirling deluge brought 
on by Hurricane Harvey 
tore through southeast Tex-
as, ravaging the homes and 
lives of countless Texans. 
Amid the murky flood wa-
ters lurked something less 
visible but no less treacher-
ous: several severe chemical 
spills, whose damage can 
seep far into the future. Re-
ports from both citizens and 
company officials revealed 
oil and chemical spills from 
multiple chemical, waste, 
and petroleum treatment 
plants like Arkema Inc. and 
the San Jacinto River Waste 
Pits. The flood waters dam-

aged waste holding tanks, 
allowing for leakage and dis-
persal of chemicals ranging 
from respiratory irritants to 
carcinogens, as well as po-
tential damage to the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

At present, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency 
and local branches of the 
Texas government are still 
collecting and analyzing in-
formation on these sites 
to determine the extent of 
any harmful spills. During 
the chaotic hurricane, accu-
rately reporting the sever-
ity of spills proved difficult 

for management teams of 
the waste treatment plants. 
Similarly, in the aftermath 
of the hurricane, the task of 
compiling and confirming 
this data has been challeng-
ing because of the degree of 
damage in the surrounding 
area. Based on the timelines 
from previous hurricanes in 
the area, officials predict it 
could take up to a month to 
publish validated reports of 
the spill sites for the gener-
al public. So far, teams from 
the EPA have made use of 
aerial photos and dive teams 
to collect samples from and 

Ada Meyer
Hurricane Harvey: a Test of the Gulf’s Resilience
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monitor the flagged sites. 
The continuous monitoring 
of these sites has led the 
EPA to clear all but one of 
the Superfund sites, a loca-
tion declared pre-hurricane 
as one of America’s most 
contaminated sites. The San 
Jacinto River Waste Pits re-
quire further monitoring and 
clean up due to sediment 
samples that show high lev-
els of dioxin, a carcinogenic 
toxin. The EPA is still inves-
tigating whether the toxins 
that leaked out from under 
a flood damaged protective 
cap at this site have spread 
at a dangerous scale. 

While these chemical spills 
are certainly an addition-
al risk for those rebuilding 
after the natural disaster, 
they also have the potential 
to cause disastrous effects 
in the Gulf of Mexico. The 
extraordinary ecosystem 
remains vulnerable while it 
continues to incrementally 
recover from the Deepwater 
Horizon oil spill in 2010. The 
effects of the Deepwater 
spill linger in many species, 
especially those with long 
life spans, such as whales 
and dolphins. The lasting im-
pact of toxins proves to be 
especially problematic; re-
search shows that recovery 
may be further prolonged 
in regions where oil or other 

chemicals have penetrated 
the sediment. Unfortunately 
for this ecosystem, dioxins, 
one of the key contaminants 
spilled during Hurricane Har-
vey, penetrate and linger in 
sediment. 

A crucial step toward a 
healthier ecosystem is rais-
ing awareness of the cur-
rent condition of the Gulf. 
The Harte Research Institute 
(HRI) aims to do just this with 
their Gulf of Mexico Report 
Card. This project points to 
the Deepwater Horizon oil 
spill as an opportunity to 
capitalize on the settlement 
payout to fund research and 
p r o j e c t s . 
While fund-
ing is one 
obstacle to 
gaining mo-
mentum for 
r e s e a r c h 
and imple-
mentation 
of projects, 
i n t e g r a t -
ing and in-
forming the general public 
is another. Without a per-
sonal connection to policy, 
research, or conservation 
efforts, citizens will not see 
themselves as a vital part of 
the Gulf ecosystem, nor will 
they be as willing to make 
sacrifices or take responsi-
bility for harmful actions. To 

take a step towards address-
ing the disconnect between 
the general populous and 
the conservation efforts on 
the Gulf, The National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration has designed a 
project called Mission Aran-
sas to connect “scientists, 
landowners, policymakers, 
and the public” so that they 
can make coastal manage-
ment decisions that benefit 
everyone. Larry McKinney, 
one of the members at the 
forefront of the HRI’s Gulf 
Report Card, encapsulat-
ed the sentiment behind 
these projects well in saying, 
“We’ve all come to take for 

granted that 
w h a t e v e r 
we throw at 
the Gulf, it 
can take it…
If you take a 
rubber band 
and keep 
stretching it 
and stretch-
ing it, at 
some point 

it will quit snapping back.” 
Based on the current state 
of the Gulf of Mexico, and 
in the face of the additional 
threat of chemical spills, we 
must ask ourselves just how 
much we have stretched this 
ecosystem’s limits and how 
much longer do we have un-
til it snaps?

Just how much we 
have stretched this 
ecosystem’s limits 
and how much 
longer do we have 
until it snaps?
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The 2011 Arab Spring was 
hailed by onlookers as a 
much-anticipated wave of de-
mocratization, one through 
which basic liberties and the 
rule of law would finally take 
hold across the Middle East. 
The coming years, however, 
told a very different story. 
In Egypt, Libya, and Tunisia, 
the combined force of mass-
es of protesters and armed 
militias led to major institu-
tional change. Tunisia’s Ben 
Ali, Egypt’s Mubarak, and 
Tunisia’s Gaddafi, were oust-
ed from power, yet the after-
math of these events turned 
to chaos. Libya experienced 
societal collapse, with differ-
ent regional actors claiming 
legitimacy over Libyan lead-
ership. Egyptians failed to 
consolidate sectarian ten-
sions, and thus were unable 
to form a legitimate consti-
tution, allowing the Egyptian 
Armed Forces to take power. 

By 2013, the aftermath of 
political change in the re-
gion was being described as 
an “Arab Winter.” Instead 
of evolving into stable liber-
al democracies, many Arab 
states were devolving into 
tribal and ideological sec-
tarianism, or returning to 

autocracy. The power of Is-
lamist groups skyrocketed, 
and corruption and econom-
ic malaise worsened. Yemen 
was no outlier. In fact, Ye-
men’s post-2011 trajectory is 
a useful case study in under-
standing the effects of the 
revolutions on many Arab 
countries, effects which not 
only persist to the present 
day but are worsening as a 
civil war rages on. 

Events in Yemen followed 
a trajectory similar to 
those in Egypt and Libya. 
Long-standing president Ali 
Abdullah Saleh found him-
self under civil pressure for 
corruption and lack of ac-
countability associated with 
his administration, and was 
eventually ousted. Saleh was 
a Zaydi (Seven-Imam) Shi’a, 
and as such, northwest Ye-
men’s Houthis, a Zaydi ethnic 
group, were sympathetic to 
him. Most of Yemen’s popula-
tion, and virtually two-thirds 
of its territory, belongs to a 
patchwork of Sunni tribes. 
The successful ousting of 
Saleh led to the problem of 
how to set up an impartial 
government that would not 

favor a certain ethnic group 
or Muslim sect over another. 
Vice President Abdrabbuh 
Mansour Hadi, a Sunni, took 
over from Saleh in February 
2012, promising to comply 
with citizen’s demands for 
accountability. His policies, 
however, only served to fur-
ther enflame sectarianism. 
Though he delegated great-
er regional authority to tribal 
confederations, the groups 
also received less feder-
al funding. The Houthis, 
who had always considered 
themselves a mistreated 
Shi’a minority in the face of 
a majority-Sunni nation, be-
gan to organize militias in re-
sponse. The Houthi dissent 
against Hadi’s administration 
can thus be explained as an 
economic and power-shar-
ing crisis which the Houthis 
were able to justify instigat-
ing because of federal mis-
treatment. Houthi forces in-
vaded the capital of Sana’a 
in September 2014, forcing 
Hadi to flee. 

The Houthis promised to 
establish a “Unity Govern-
ment” in which all tribes and 
sects would have a seat at 

Reed Wester-Ebbinghaus

The Fall of Yemen: 
Why Arab Spring reforms were doomed to fail, and options for the future
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the table. Being well aware 
of the patterns of Yemenite 
history, however, a number 
of southern cities began de-
nouncing the Houthi take-
over of Sana’a, declaring it 
illegitimate. The port city 
of Aden, Yemen’s economic 
hub on the Red Sea, refused 
to take orders from Sana’a, 
and protesters flooded the 
streets in outrage against 
the coup. In Sana’a, how-
ever, pro-Houthi sentiment 
dominated and Houthi lead-
ers came together to form 
the Supreme Political Coun-
cil (SPC), Yemen’s new gov-
erning body. 

The Yemeni Civil War had 
begun, with a Sunni south-
ern faction loyal to Hadi 
based in Aden, and a Shi’a-
led central government loyal 
to Ali Al-Sammad of the SPC 
based in Sana’a. To compli-
cate matters further, not all 
regional actors fell into these 
two camps, with Al-Qae-
da of the Arabian Peninsula 
(AQAP) becoming a princi-
pal third force and gaining 
extensive ground as a result 
of the turmoil. Nearly a third 
of Yemenite territory is cur-
rently under direct or indi-
rect control of AQAP.

Saudi Arabia, the hegemon-
ic Sunni power in the Middle 

East, enacted Operation De-
cisive Storm in March 2015, 
leading a coalition of Arab 
states (notably the UAE) in 
anti-Houthi intervention. De-
cisive Storm was followed 
up by Operation Restoring 
Hope, which is ongoing. 
The coalition’s main strate-
gies have been airstrikes on 
Houthi positions and naval 
blockades of major ports, 
including many actions that 

have officially been consid-
ered war crimes. The United 
States contributes logistics 
and warplane refueling sta-
tions to the operation.

Why did the Arab Spring fail 
Yemen? Why did the 2011 
anti-Saleh protests not re-
sult in accountable reforms, 
growth in the rule of law, and 
subsequent economic bene-
fit? (Economies only grow 

when property rights are 
considered legitimate, which 
is only possible with a strong 
rule of law.) Yemen’s problem 
falls into the same paradigm 
as Libya and Egypt. The 
feasibility of establishing a 
Western-style democracy in 
these three nations is high-
ly questionable, mainly be-
cause simply writing a new 
constitution securing liber-
ties, in revolutionary Ameri-
can style, does not guaran-
tee an effective intended 
outcome for any given so-
ciety. A society’s members 
must consider political in-
stitutions legitimate if these 
institutions are to have any 
weight; for instance, a law 
requiring free and fair elec-
tions will have no effect if of-
ficials do not consider hon-
est vote-counting a moral 
duty to the state. Law-based 
democratic institutions, 
therefore, cannot easily be 
established in areas that lack 
a strong democratic or law-
based tradition. (This is not, 
however, to say that trying 
to establish these systems 
is futile or that such systems 
cannot positively entrench 
themselves over time.) As 
such, a liberal democracy is 
very difficult to establish in 
Yemen because the system 
does not have enough insti-
tutional weight to pull the 

a liberal democracy 
is very difficult 
to establish in 
Yemen because 
the system does 
not have enough 
institutional weight 
to pull the country’s 
citizens together. 
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country’s citizens together. 
The actual result is extreme 
corruption and heightened 
tribalism as individual fac-
tions and ethnic groups vie 
for political and economic 
power over the central gov-
ernment’s resources (which 
under autocracy are far less 
accessible). This tension was 
exemplified by the Houthi 
conquest of Sana’a in 2014 
and the resulting ongoing 
war.

Resources are not the only 
issue; ideas, too, are import-
ant. Ideological factions use 
the weakness of liberal dem-
ocratic institutions to their 
benefit, promising a return 
to the rule of law through re-
ligion. AQAP unsurprisingly 
has expanded in Yemen since 
2011, as many Yemenites 
considered it an alternative 
to both the lawless autocra-
cy of previous decades and 
the weak liberal democracy 
of the present. The allure of a 
state governed by Sharia, or 
religious law, is very real for 
citizens who have suffered 
under secular autocracy and 
secular democracy, both of 
which have failed to guar-
antee the supremacy of law. 
This is not, of course, to say 
that an AQAP-led govern-
ment will actually strength-
en the rule of law in Yemen. 
Islamist governments fuse 

spiritual authority with state 
authority, granting the state 
religious justification to per-
form any act it desires. This 
makes the Islamist promise 
of a “return to law” a deceit-
ful trap. Factions with such 
goals often speak of re-es-
tablishing a caliphate or “Is-
lamic state”, reminiscing of 
historical states such as the 
Ottoman and Mamluk sultan-
ates which did have a strong 
rule of law (this is because 
spiritual and state authority 
occupied separate spheres; 
a secular, not religious, lead-
er was constrained by reli-
gious law, making the old 
caliphate model very differ-
ent from the modern Isla-
mist model). States on this 
model, however, would be 
impossible to re-establish in 
their effective form, because 
the institutional traditions 
supporting them no longer 
exist. 

Turmoil in Yemen, and 
throughout the Levant and 
Gulf, has also opened ground 
for tensions between two 
regional hegemons, Saudi 
Arabia and Iran. Vying for 
influence over weaker neigh-
boring states that lie geo-
graphically between them, 
the two powers’ relationship 
has been dubbed a Middle 
Eastern cold war, in which 
the Saudis and Iranians prop 

up opposing actors within 
states in the hopes of estab-
lishing governments loyal to 
their respective authorities. 
Tehran’s goals are to main-
tain as many Shi’a-led states 
in the region, with Saudi Ara-
bia’s goals being the polar 
opposite, hoping to estab-
lish Sunni-led states sympa-
thetic to Riyadh. This pattern 
played out as a result of the 
destabilization of Iraq with 
the Second Gulf War, in Syria 
during its ongoing civil war, 
through party politics in the 
much more stable Lebanon, 
and in Bahrain. Essentially, 
though the opposing gov-
ernments are certain ideo-
logically committed, they 
use the Sunni-Shi’a rift for 
political gain in a power-play 
for resources and interna-
tional leverage. Suspicions 
are high that Yemen’s Sun-
ni-Shi’a internal conflict will 
become a direct proxy war 
between Saudi Arabia and 
Iran; the Saudis have already 
intervened, and many an-
alysts believe Iranian arms 
deals are occurring within 
the SPC. As such, Yemen’s 
civil war is much less a sin-
gle country’s struggle and 
increasingly more of a domi-
no in the global balance be-
tween two superpowers.

Options going forward are 
bleak. The war has already 
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forced 3 million Yemenites 
out of their homes, 2 million 
children are acutely malnour-
ished, and damage to infra-
structure has cut off 13 mil-
lion people from clean water. 
Saudi intervention has only 
increased the humanitarian 
toll (through the nature of 
the operation and through 
war crimes), as the coalition’s 
gains have not been decisive 
enough to determine wheth-
er they will actually win the 
war against the Houthis, 
who still hold Sana’a. Saudi 
Crown Prince Mohammad 
bin Salman has expressed a 
desire to end intervention, 
though whether this will 
happen is difficult to deter-
mine. A Shi’a-led Yemenite 
state is an Iranian proxy on 
Saudi Arabia’s southern bor-
der, and therefore a geopo-
litical problem. If Iran is to 
be prevented from becom-
ing a hegemon over the re-
gion, as Salman’s intentions 

reflect, then it is imperative 
that Yemen remain Sunni-led 
and therefore Saudi-loyal. 
However, a completely dys-
functional and anarchic Ye-
men is also politically unsat-
isfactory, which could well 
be the outcome if the coa-
lition continues to engage. 
Similar logic applies to the 
question of American aid -- if 
Washington pulls out of the 
conflict entirely, it is letting 
down a strategic geopolitical 
ally (Saudi Arabia) and there-
fore allowing Iran (one of the 
world’s biggest anti-Western 
powers) to secure a foothold 
in Arabia; but if U.S. Air Force 
tankers continue refueling 
Saudi and Emirati planes, 
the U.S. is contributing to a 
humanitarian disaster and 
likely being complicit in Sau-
di war crimes. There is also 
the question of AQAP, a ma-
jor national security issue for 
the U.S.; it is difficult to de-
termine whether decreasing 

intervention will aid or hinder 
the growth of jihadism in Ye-
men. The great dilemma of 
U.S. involvement in the crisis 
is just that: the difficulty of 
determining whether nation-
al security and humanitarian 
concerns will improve based 
on one of the two decisions. 
When it comes to the atti-
tudes of the deeply divided 
Yemenite people, feelings 
are mixed, with some prefer-
ring a defeat of the SPC and 
others desperately wishing 
for an end to the aerial vio-
lence destroying their com-
munities, regardless which 
government holds Sana’a; 
and then, of course, there 
exists the large sector of so-
ciety backing the SPC itself. 
As the war threatens to drag 
Yemen into total collapse, 
our closest hope is that both 
sides come to terms with the 
fact that without proper ne-
gotiations, the present state 
of affairs cannot go on.

On Monday, August 14th of 
this year, a massive mudslide 
descended upon Regent, Si-
erra Leone, a town just out-
side the capital of Freetown. 
The hillside of Mount Sugar 
Loaf, home to many of the 
people in Regent, collapsed. 

The mudslide destroyed ev-
erything in its path. Accord-
ing to Al Jazeera, the mud-
slide occurred after three 
days of torrential rain which 
overwhelmed Freetown’s 
drainage system and caused 
massive flooding in the area. 

Over 1,000 people have died 
and hundreds have yet to be 
rescued from the wreckage. 
According to Unreported 
World, the rescuers are now 
faced with the horrible de-
cision of “how long they’re 
going to spend trying to dig 

Julia Kenney
The Fatal Mudslide You Never Heard About
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Julia Kenney
The Fatal Mudslide You Never Heard About

up the 600-odd people who 
might be buried.” The land-
slide took more lives than 
any other weather incident 
this year (more than 10 times 
as many people died in this 
mudslide than died from the 
impact of Hurricane Harvey, 
for example.) Additionally, 
it displaced 20,000 people, 
according to presidential 
spokesman Abdulai Bayray-
tay. 

So why is it that people ar-
en’t talking about this trage-
dy? Why don’t people know 
about it? (Granted, I would 
have likely been a member 
of this group had my brother 
not been in Sierra Leone wit-
nessing the drastic effects of 
the mudslide first-hand.) No-
body knows about this issue 
because there was barely any 
broadcast media coverage 
of the mudslide. On CNN’s 
daily news recap for Au-

gust 14th, 2017, the day of 
the mudslide, the top news 
stories were about Trump 
commenting on the Charlot-
tesville attack and GoDaddy 
giving “a neo-Nazi website 
the boot” after it posted a 
negative story about Hey-
er. Lower on the page, in a 
bullet-pointed section called 
“everything else,” in the 
company of Game of Thrones 
spoiler alerts and updates on 
the latest iPhone, there was 
one line covering the issue: 
“Hundreds of people are 
feared dead following mud-
slides in Sierra Leone.” 

Three days later, on August 
17th, there was a terror-
ist attack in Barcelona. The 
CNN daily recap for that day 
has the attack as its top sto-
ry, with both video coverage 
and a link to follow the latest 
updates on the attack. The 
Barcelona attack was horri-

ble and I do not mean to min-
imize that, but the amount 
of coverage for these two 
incidents compared to the 
severity of the damage was 
completely disproportion-
ate. Thirteen people died 
in Barcelona and more than 
1,000 died because of the 
mudslide. This exemplifies a 
larger issue: the severe dis-
parity between the media 
coverage of deaths in Euro-
pean countries and deaths 
in African countries. Mal-
lence Bart-Williams, a Sierra 
Leonean-German writer and 
filmmaker, aptly describes it 
as a “hierarchy of death.”

While Britain, Germany, Rus-
sia, France, and the United 
States pledge their support 
for Spain, the thousands of 
now-homeless survivors of 
the mudslide in Regent re-
ceive minimal aid and lack 
the millions of dollars need-
ed for their housing, food 
and protection. The major 
world powers should join to-
gether in supporting Sierra 
Leone in its recovery efforts. 
Facebook should be riddled 
with #PrayforRegent post-
ings and profile pictures fil-
tered with the flag of Sierra 
Leone. Unfortunately, that 
is not the case, and efforts 
to aid survivors are lagging. 
The media needs to stop 
Westernizing our news and 
prioritizing white lives lost. 
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Gustavo Diaz Banuelos

The Future of DACA: Will Trump and Congress 
ever Decide? 

Donald Trump had a very 
simple immigration stance 
during the 2016 election cy-
cle: without exception, all il-
legal immigrants should be 
deported. He was also de-
termined to repeal the De-
ferred Action for Childhood 
Arrivals executive action, or 
DACA. DACA granted pro-
tection from deportation for 
some children who arrived in 
America at a very young age. 
DACA has been historical-
ly miscast as a ‘blanket am-
nesty’ for all undocumented 
people residing in the United 
States. However, DACA re-
cipients must actually meet 
a rigid criteria to even be 
considered for the program. 
There are strict age require-
ments for DACA recipients: 
they must have entered the 
United States before the 
age of 16, lived here contin-
uously since June 15, 2007, 
and be under the age of 31 
as of June 15, 2012. They 
must also exhibit a focus on 
education and prove cur-
rent enrollment in school or 
that they have earned a high 
school diploma. Finally, they 
must also show abidance to 
the law and cannot have any 

felonies or be considered a 
threat to national security in 
any way. 

DACA protected children 
who, under no agency of 
their own, came to America 
at a young age. These chil-
dren, often referred to as 
‘Dreamers,’ attended Amer-
ican schools, participated in 
American culture, and were 
raised as Americans. These 
people are American in ev-
ery possible way, except on 
paper. 

During a 2015 NBC inter-
view, Trump expressed his 
opinion on the issue — “the 
executive order [DACA] has 
to get rescinded.” For the 
rest of the election, Trump 
campaigned heavily on his 
anti-immigrant platform that 
included repealing DACA, 
and deporting illegal immi-
grants, including all DACA 
recipients, in order to “keep 
the families together.”  In 
June of 2015, he vocal-
ized his position again and 
claimed that if elected, he 
would “terminate President 
Obama’s illegal executive or-
der on immigration, immedi-

ately.”  In November of 2016, 
Donald Trump was elected 
President. Then-President 
Obama and President-elect 
Trump met at the White 
House to discuss their trans-
fer of power. They discussed 
the status of DACA and the 
800,000 ‘Dreamers’ residing 
in the U.S. 

Shockingly, Trump’s stance 
on DACA had changed dras-
tically since election season. 
Trump explained his new 
view of ‘Dreamers’ recently, 
stating that “We’re going to 
work something out that’s 
going to make people happy 
and proud. They got brought 
here at a very young age, 
they’ve worked here, they’ve 
gone to school here. Some 
were good students. Some 
have wonderful jobs. And 
they’re in never-never land 
because they don’t know 
what’s going to happen.” In 
February of 2017, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security 
John F. Kelly issued a mem-
orandum which left DACA 
untouched and the Trump 
administration continued to 
process new DACA applica-
tions and exempt ‘Dream-
ers’ from deportation. 
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But still, the future of 
‘Dreamers’ is unclear. The 
small victories for DACA 
were only temporary. In the 
summer of the 2017, Texas 
Attorney General Ken Pax-
ton and other Republican of-
ficials demanded that Trump 
end DACA by September 
5th or they would sue DACA 
on executive overreach. For 
months, the Trump adminis-
tration had no further offi-
cial statement about DACA’s 
future. Then, on September 
5th, Attorney General Jeff 
Sessions announced that the 
DACA program would no 
longer accept new applica-
tions. Congress gave DACA 
an official end date of March 

5th, 2018. If Congress can-
not pass legislation by then, 
Trump will take on the issue 
himself. 

So far, Congress has been 
deadlocked trying to find 
a compromise over DACA. 
Democrats are trying to 
save the program and Re-
publicans are trying to re-
peal it. Even if Democrats 
are able to save DACA, it 
will come at a cost. Repub-
licans want to pass tougher 
immigration laws and start 
the construction of the bor-
der wall, which Democrats 
vehemently oppose. The fu-
ture of DACA legislation is 
uncertain. It is also unclear 

what exactly Trump plans to 
do with DACA if no legisla-
tion is passed. His shifting 
stance on DACA has cloud-
ed our ability to predict what 
his next move will be. Trump 
has been ostensibly support-
ive of ‘Dreamers,’ claiming 
that he will “make people 
happy and proud,” yet he 
campaigned on the promise 
of  deporting ‘Dreamers’ im-
mediately and ending DACA 
on his first day as President. 
If Congress does not reach 
a decision, it is likely that 
Trump and his administra-
tion will show ‘Dreamers’ 
the only heart they know, an 
empty and cold one.
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Evvy O’Neil

The Inexplicable Stalling of Trump and the 
Worsening Opioid Crisis 

Every three weeks, as many 
Americans suffer fatal drug 
overdoses as were killed in 
the 9/11 attacks. The annual 
death toll of drug overdoses 
is greater than those from 
car crashes and gun homi-
cides put together. What is 
the largest cause of these 
staggering realities? Wide-
spread heroin and synthet-
ic opioid use. From 1999 to 
2016, the number of deaths 
from heroin overdoses has 
grown by 563% and deaths 
from synthetic opioid use by 
1212%. Though more pro-
nounced in rural communi-
ties, this crisis is truly a na-
tionwide problem.

The President’s Commission 
on Combating Drug Addic-
tion and the Opioid Crisis 
presented President Trump 
with staggering evidence 
of the scale of America’s 
opioid problem. Categori-
zation of the crisis as a na-
tional emergency is one of 
the few actions that actually 
has  —  wait for it — bipar-
tisan Congressional support. 
Trump teased a declaration 
of the opioid crisis as a na-
tional emergency in August 

of 2017, but failed to offi-
cially say the right words. 
On October 26th (drum-roll, 
please), he finally declared 
the opioid crisis a public 
health emergency. 

Before we get ahead of our-
selves in applauding this 
long-awaited action, let’s 
take a closer look on what 
happened on October 26th. 
Trump designated the opioid 
crisis a national public health 
emergency, which is not the 
same thing as a national 
emergency. National public 
health emergencies last for 
90 days (but can be renewed) 
and allow funds to be taken 
from the Public Health Emer-
gency Fund, which is running 
low and needs to be filled 
again by Congress. What 
Trump’s Commission (and 
many other experts) recom-
mended was that the opioid 
crisis be declared a national 
emergency. This would free 
up more funds under either 
the Stafford Act or the Pub-
lic Health Service Act and 
would ensure more imme-
diate funding which would 
more than likely go to in-
creasing local naloxone (an 

anti-overdose drug) stocks. 

Trump’s decision to declare 
the opioid crisis a nation-
al public health emergency 
was not the only question-
able part of his speech on 
October 26th. First of all, 
Trump did not accompany 
his speech with a request for 
any funding. Yes, there will 
eventually be funding, but 
people are dying from this 
crisis right now and there 
is no reason to delay action 
any further. He also did not 
mention help for recover-
ing addicts or an increase in 
mental health support (which 
were both encouraged by 
the Commission). Trump 
called for an increase in tele-
medicine which would allow 
for remote prescriptions, 
and speed hiring of med-
ical professionals dealing 
with opioids. Both of those 
are important but cannot 
stand alone as the only ac-
tions to tackle this crisis. Fi-
nally, Trump also mentioned 
plans for an aggressive ad 
campaign targeted at young 
people which explained the 
devastating impact of opi-
oids (reminiscent of the over-
whelmingly successful ‘Just 
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say No’ campaign). Dr. An-
drew Kolodny, co-director of 
the Opioid Policy Research 
Collaboration, spoke to this 
scattered speech: “This is 
not a plan. The administra-
tion still has no plan.” 

Trump and his administra-
tion ordered a commission 
to explore the scope of this 
problem, and the commis-
sion has given them answers. 
There is no excuse for such a 
misguided declaration, and 
there is no excuse for how 
inefficient this whole process 
is at tackling a rapidly-accel-
erating deadly problem. We 
are losing lives to this crisis 
now, and there is bipartisan 
support for funding action 
against the opioid crisis. It 
was even one of Trump’s 
campaign promises that he 
would take action on this 
issue. So why does it seem 
like at every corner of this 
story Trump is stalling? First 

he waits until August to al-
most say something, then 
waits until October to finally 
make the less effective dec-
laration, request no funds, 
and offer a jumbled plan that 
goes against what his own 
commission advised. His 
actions thus far have been 
completely inadequate and 
he needs to understand the 
many facets of this problem 
in order to tackle it effective-
ly. 

First, we need to crack down 
on the prescription of opi-
oids. Many addicts first get 
hooked on opioids that are 
legitimately prescribed to 
them. Patients with a one-
day supply of opioids have a 
6% chance of still being on 
opioids a year later. For pa-
tients with a six-day supply, 
the chance surges to 12%. 
According to data from the 
CDC, in 2016 there were 66.5 
prescriptions of these ex-

tremely addictive opioids for 
every 100 people. Although 
we are down from the peak 
in 2012 of 81.3 prescriptions 
for every 100 people, we still 
have a ways to go. 

Once addicts run out of their 
prescriptions, they try to get 
more. If they cannot get an-
other prescription, they re-
sort to using those of their 
friends and family mem-
bers. When they run out of 
all pharmaceutical options, 
they turn to heroin. But, 
more and more often, her-
oin is laced with fentanyl, a 
drug 50 times more potent 
than heroin. The lethal dose 
of fentanyl is a miniscule 
3mg. To put this in perspec-
tive, heroin addicts regular-
ly use at least 150-250mg 
of heroin everyday, though 
that number could be much, 
much higher depending on 
the addict. Users often un-
knowingly shoot up fentan-
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yl-laced heroin and overdose 
because of its unexpected 
potency. First responders 
called to sites of overdos-
es need multiple doses of 
anti-overdose drug narcan 
(naloxone) to wake addicts 
from their overdose, if they 
respond at all. Were the opi-
oid crisis declared a national 
emergency, the US Depart-
ment of Health and Human 
services could create ‘stand-
ing orders’ of narcan, the 
much needed overdose anti-
dote and local communities 
could finally keep up with 
their ever-growing demand. 
We must act quickly, though. 
A new synthetic opioid, 
Carfentanil (originally creat-
ed as an elephant tranquiliz-
er), is to blame for hundreds 
of recent overdoses. Carfen-
tanil is one hundred times 
as powerful as fentanyl and 
may not even respond to 
naloxone. 

It is easy to feel like this cri-
sis is a widening abyss that 
we can’t possibly climb out 
of. Hundreds of thousands 
of people are dying, doctors 
continue to hand out pre-
scriptions for these highly 

addictive opiates, and the 
synthetic opiates that heroin 
is laced with are even dead-
lier. 

We can fight this crisis, 
though, and we can look to 
Portugal as a guide. In the 
1990s, Portugal’s drug hab-
it was the worst in Western 
Europe. By the late 1980s, 
almost 1% of Portugal’s pop-
ulation was addicted to her-
oin and the country had the 
highest rate of AIDS con-
nected to drug use in the Eu-
ropean Union. For the rest of 
the decade, the government 
struggled to fight the prob-
lem, passing anti-drug laws 
and throwing offenders in 
jail. Then, in 2001, it took a 
different approach: decrimi-
nalization. Drug dealers are 
still jailed, but anyone with a 
‘personal’ 10-day or less sup-
ply of drugs is given manda-
tory treatment rather than 
punishment. In Lisbon, vans 
deliver methadone (a drug 
used to reduce withdrawal 
symptoms) to hundreds of 
addicts daily. In the 16 years 
since decriminalization, drug 
related cases have dropped 
by 75%. In 2015, Portugal 
reported just 6 drug related 
deaths per million people 
between the ages of 15 and 
64 (the US reported 312 in 
the same study). 

We need to minimize new 

addicts by cutting out un-
necessary opioid prescrip-
tion and, like Portugal, we 
need to treat our current ad-
dicts as patients instead of 
criminals. Portugal’s strategy 
of dealing with crisis through 
punitive legislation and 
heightened criminalization 
in the 1990s did not work. 
It was only when they took 
the step to treat addiction 
and rehabilitate addicts that 
any real progress happened. 
We can continue down the 
road of criminalization and 
fret over how the problem is 
worsening before our eyes, 
pretending our system is 
broken, but we shouldn’t. 
We should look at Portugal 
and take a step back and 
think about how we can po-
sition ourselves to best ad-
dress this problem, which is 
through decriminalization. 

We have a large gap to 
bridge between what Por-
tugal has done and what 
Trump suggested. Hope-
fully members of Congress 
can push Trump to give a 
more comprehensive plan 
for fighting this deadly crisis. 
We need a leader who is will-
ing to do everything in their 
power to combat the issues 
devastating our people, and 
right now Trump is doing far 
from that. 

We can fight this 
crisis, and we can 
look to Portugal as 
a guide
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Unlike most other democra-
cies, the United States does 
not elect its leader by a di-
rect popular vote. Instead, it 
ascribes each state a certain 
number of votes dependent 
upon its total representa-
tion in Congress, then tallies 
those votes (called the votes 
of electors) to determine the 
winner of each election. This 
turns each election into a 
race for these votes, and the 
outcome is not necessarily a 
representation of the actual 
votes of the people. Many ar-
gue this system is in need of 
repair or removal, while oth-
ers claim it to be the states’ 
counter to an overreaching 
federal government. Is the 
Electoral College a bulwark 
of democracy or an outdat-
ed system entirely?

In American history, the can-
didate who won the popular 
vote has lost the election a 
total of five times, giving the 
electoral college a failure 
rate of 7%. In the past five 
election cycles, though, this 
has occurred twice, catapult-
ing the failure rate to a stag-
gering 40%.

The last presidential election 
cycle was one such failure. 
By procuring enough votes 
from five critical states (Penn-
sylvania, Ohio, Michigan, 
Florida and North Carolina), 
Donald Trump successfully 
gained sufficient electoral 
college votes to secure the 
presidency. Because of the 
geography of these votes, 
concentrated in three Rust 
Belt states and two Southern 
states with large populations 
of anti-establishment whites, 
Trump was able to take full 
advantage of the flaws in the 
system.

But it is common knowl-
edge that more people in 
the United States voted for 
Hillary Clinton than for Don-
ald Trump. In states with 
very wide Democratic mar-
gins, like California, New 
York and Massachusetts, 
millions of people cast their 
votes for their party, with no 
real doubt regarding which 
candidate would win those 
states. A simple majority in 
each of those states would 
have produced functionally 
the exact same result, and 
had a few million of those 

voters simply moved to Co-
lumbus, Miami, Philadelphia 
or Grand Rapids just before 
the election, the final results 
would have easily swung 
in Hillary’s favor — despite 
the fact that the exact same 
number of votes would have 
been cast for each candi-
date. In a worst-case scenar-
io, a candidate could theo-
retically win just over half of 
the population of the least 
populated states. This would 
give that candidate 100% of 
each of those states’ votes, 
and allow him or her to ig-
nore states with large pop-
ulations entirely. If this were 
to happen, a candidate could 
theoretically win a presiden-
tial election with only a mere 
21.91% of the popular vote. 
Even though this is unlikely 
to occur, the fact it is possible 
at all should come as a shock 
to many. Opponents of the 
Electoral College argue that 
this is a very undemocrat-
ic way to elect someone to 
public office.

One large benefit of the 
Electoral College lies in its 
initial purpose: to preserve 
the voting integrity of small-
er states. The Electoral Col-
lege was the result of a com-

Peter Quayle

The Electoral College: Backwards 
System or Bulwark of Democracy?
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promise between thirteen 
colonies, each with their dis-
tinctive identities, who want-
ed to cast their own indi-
vidual votes for the President 
and Vice President without 
having to go through the fed-
eral government. This system 
made complete sense when 
most people saw themselves 
as members of their respective 
states first — Virginians, Geor-
gians, or New Yorkers — and 
as Americans second. In terms 
of accomplishing the goal it set 
out to do, the Electoral College 
has fared quite well, as small-
er states receive much more 
attention under the Electoral 
College than they otherwise 
would. Perhaps unsurprisingly, 
the first two states to caucus 
for the candidates of each par-
ty, Iowa and New Hampshire, 
fall under this category. In ad-
dition, other less populated 
states (which vote both Dem-
ocratic and Republican in most 
elections) prevent their states 
from being overlooked by can-
didates seeking a simple popu-
lar vote.

Compelling candidates to se-
cure the interests of at least 
some smaller states prevents 
people in these states from 
being excluded from partici-
pating in government at the 
national level entirely. If the 
Electoral College were to dis-
appear, then candidates could 
easily ignore rural voters and 
concentrate on major popula-
tion centers, jetting from New 

York to Los Angeles (with pit 
stops in Chicago and Houston, 
of course). Its horrifically un-
democratic nature aside, this 
would also have the poten-
tial to cause countless people 
on farms, in medium to large 
towns, and even in smaller cit-
ies to be sidelined by candi-
dates who would gravitate to 
large population centers virtu-
ally exclusively. This problem 
would almost certainly extend 
to the level of states, and any 
state with three to six electoral 
votes (representing 11.43% of 
the population) could expect 
to be ignored entirely. Oth-
er states with seven to eleven 
votes could also see a decline 
in representation, as politicians 
would concentrate their efforts 
on states with larger popula-
tions to secure votes from in-
stead of rural areas. 

So what are our options? Be-
cause the Electoral College is 
enshrined in the U.S. Constitu-
tion, dismembering it would re-
quire passing another amend-
ment. The alternative would 

be to maintain the status quo, 
which could have unforesee-
able consequences.

The removal of the Electoral 
College would have mixed po-
litical consequences through-
out the U.S. Traditionally con-
servative voters in rural Illinois, 
Pennsylvania, New York and 
Virginia, as well as virtually 
every other major blue state, 
would no longer be subject 
to metropolitan cities con-
trolling the voting patterns of 
their states. However, liberals 
would carve out new pockets 
of like-minded voters in major 
urban areas in conservative 
states, such as Atlanta, Austin, 
Houston, Memphis and New 
Orleans. Since this places every 
voter in the country on equal 
ground, it may be a better way 
to give voices to underrep-
resented groups of both par-
ties, both boosting individual 
freedom and lowering voter 
apathy. This would cause any 
candidate running for office to 
pay far more attention to the 
overall population of voters, 
diverting their attentions from 
winning a simple majority in a 
few swing states.

Overall, the Electoral College 
has been regarded as both a 
key to American democracy 
and an obstacle to a truly fair 
system. For the time being, 
though, it will remain a funda-
mental part of how American 
democracy operates.

Because the 
Electoral College 
is enshrined in the 
U.S. Constitution, 
dismembering 
it would require 
passing another 
amendment
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In 2007, the world was intro-
duced to national sensation Tim 
Tebow, and a kneel that went vi-
ral. Tebow knelt down in prayer 
during, before and after football 
games. He was both idolized 
and criticized for his iconic pose. 
The one thing that did not come 
out of Tim Tebow’s ideological 
statement was criticism from the 
leader of the free world. Howev-
er, that was not the case in Au-
gust of 2016, when NFL players 
Colin Kaepernick and Eric Reid 
first knelt in protest during the 
pre-football game anthem. It was 
especially not the case in week 
four of the NFL in 2017, when 
many players, coaches, and own-
ers knelt, stood and even walked 
away from the anthem in solidar-
ity. This form of peaceful protest, 
standing out against the op-
pression of people of color, has 
erupted into a media war, with 
President Trump and his Twitter 
account as the main adversary of 
the NFL.

In August of 2016, Colin Kaeper-
nick, the former starting quarter-
back of the San Francisco 49ers, 
and his teammate Eric Reid, 
knelt during the national anthem. 
The act was in response to their 
frustration with race relations in 
America, particularly with the as-
tronomical number of shootings 
of unarmed black men by white 
police officers. In an op-ed piece, 
published in the New York Times 
on September 25, 2017, Reid 

specified that this protest was 
not “un-American” or “anti-mili-
tary,” but rather an expression of 
his freedom of speech to address 
an issue that Reid felt personal-
ly connected to. The reason that 
this protest has become such a 
large controversy is because Col-
in Kaepernick, who was released 
as a free agent last year, has re-
ceived significant backlash, espe-
cially from President Trump.

To support Kaepernick and the 
issue that he and Reid knelt for, 
many players, including sever-
al outspoken Trump support-
ers, knelt or locked arms while 
standing during the singing of 
the national anthem prior to their 
games. Several teams even exit-
ed from the locker rooms during 
the national anthem. Many exec-
utives of the NFL have also come 
out in support of these acts, sig-
naling a united front between 
the players and league adminis-
tration. 

One player of significant inter-
est is Patriots’ quarterback Tom 
Brady, who has had a contro-
versial relationship with Trump. 
Many rumors have circulated 
that Brady is a Trump supporter, 
as well as his coach, Bill Belichick, 
and his team owner, Robert 
Kraft. On game day, however, 
Brady stood with his teammates, 
interlocking arms. While he has 
not specifically criticized Trump 

on the issue explicitly, he has 
made a statement supporting his 
teammates and fellow members 
of the NFL.

The anthem protests have gar-
nered as much criticism as praise 
from fans and politicians alike. 
Some fans have burnt team jer-
seys as their own form of pro-
test. Others have chosen to not 
attend games. Aaron Rodgers, 
quarterback for the Green Bay 
Packers and a strong supporter 
of racial equality, asked fans to 
join him and his teammates in 
linking arms during the national 
anthem. While some did, many 
did not. As with many political is-
sues, this one is very divisive, and 
has caused a great uproar in the 
football community. 

In 2007, Tim Tebow proudly 
claimed his right to freedom of 
speech when he knelt in prayer. 
Now, most of the NFL is claim-
ing this right or this freedom as 
well. The main difference today is 
that the issue of kneeling is even 
more heavily politicized than it 
was in 2007. While this protest 
is first and foremost about racial 
issues in this country, the political 
impact of this protest will contin-
ue throughout this season and 
cannot be ignored. This season, 
the most important moments are 
playing out off the field.

Kate Rosenfeld

From Tebow to Kaepernick: The Meaning of 
Kneeling in the NFL
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