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EditoriaL: 
The Takeover invites you to 

speak your mind
People just do not live 

forever and, by and large, 
older people are going to die 
sooner. American youth will 
have no choice but to take 
over the governing of our 
country. There is no autopi-
lot for politics; our genera-
tion will have control. So, let 
us take the time now to dis-
cuss the problems this na-
tion faces and how we might 
approach them differently.

Let this be an invitation for 

all young people out there to 
write for The Takeover. Bring 
your ideas, passions, fears and 
curiosities about the future 
of America to the table. Per-
sonal knowledge cannot cre-
ate progress until it is shared 
with the community. We can 
build the world we want once 
we all know what we want.

When writing for the Take-
over you can address issues 
of all shapes and colors; your 
challenge is to tie it into the 

context of justice (or injus-
tice). Additionally, once a 
quarter OAG will publish a 
paper-copy of our most rel-
evant and critical articles. 
What you have in your hands 
is the second in the Takeover 
series. There is so much for us 
to discuss to create the just 
world we imagine; we can be 
the champions of this dream. 

Don’t be shy, speak your 
mind!
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STAND UP FOR YOUR 
EDUCATION

There is absolutely no doubt 
that higher education in Wash-
ington is facing a crisis due to the 
continued decline of state finan-
cial support.   The cuts have to-
taled nearly 50 percent since the 
beginning of the recession four 
years ago.   The funding that the 
University of Washington will 
receive under the Governor’s pro-
posed 11-13 budget would be the 
same as the levels in the 87-89 bi-
ennium, the same years that many 
UW students were born.

The voices of apathy say that 
it does not matter, because these 
cuts will not affect them.   Of 
course they affect students who 
receive financial aid and depend 
on it to attend, but let me be 
clear in saying that cuts to higher 
education affect every single stu-
dent at the University of Wash-
ington.   Budget cuts are respon-

sible for… A 29 percent increase 
in tuition over the past two years 
alone, putting an enormous fi-
nancial strain on students and 
their families.

Closure of writing centers, 
computer labs, libraries, and oth-
er student support services.

Increases in already large class 
sizes.

Fewer academic advisers to 
guide you through the education-
al process.

Fewer teaching assistants.
Fewer course offerings, making 

it more difficult for you to get the 
classes you want or even need.

Stagnant or reduced faculty 
salaries, permitting rival institu-
tions to lure away our world class 
faculty.

All of these are the direct result 
of our university doing its best to 
cope with ever-dwindling levels of 
state support.  The end result has 
been a reduction in the quality of 
education at this great school.

Madeleine McKenna 
2010 - 2011 President, Associated Students of the University of Washington

Students have a voice when it 
comes to UW budget cuts. In 
financial crisis, there is oppor-
tunity to fight for change.

“Over half of UW students are  
recipients of financial aid [...]  
some of these students will no longer 
be able to attend our institution.”
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If somehow you are a student 
who has been affected by none 
of those impacts, there is one ef-
fect of budget cuts that we all will 
feel.  Over half of UW students are 
recipients of financial aid.   As tu-
ition continues to rise and finan-
cial aid either stagnates or falters, 
some of these students will no lon-
ger be able to attend our institu-
tion.   Eventually instead 
of services and programs 
disappearing, it will be 
our peers and friends who 
are cut from the UW.

Finally, the budget cri-
sis we face in higher edu-
cation is not just about 
the impacts on our cam-
pus and student body, but 
it raises broader questions 
about the health of our 
state and society.  Is high-
er education accessible?   While 
state divestment causes tuition 
to skyrocket and aid programs to 
dry up, the promise of a bright fu-
ture is slipping away for many poor 
and middle income families. That 
promising degree is simply fall-
ing out of reach.  Are we investing 
in the economy of the future?  For 
every dollar invested in the Univer-
sity of Washington, $22.56 is gener-

ated in economic activity through-
out the state, according to a recent 
report.   Will future generations 
have the skills and education nec-
essary to confront the challenges 
of the future?   Is higher education 
viewed as just another expense to 
be cut when state funds dry up, or 
a worthy investment in our eco-
nomic and social well being?   All 

of these questions for now remain 
unanswered.   As the title of your 
organization suggests, this is Our 
Generation, and as students and 
young people we should take action 
to shape the answers and outcomes.

I call on all UW studentsto speak 
up for your education and tell our 
legislators that when they decide to 
cut UW’s budget, they are deciding 
to cut our future!  Here are a cou-

ple   important ways you can make 
a difference.

1)    Join ASUW’s Bark Against 
Budget Cuts campaign to keep 
making a difference - your help is 
needed!   We are keeping our stu-
dent-powered movement for higher 
education going all year.  Email Ka-
tie Stultz at asuwogrc@uw.edu to 
get involved today.

2) Contact your legisla-
tors today.   One legisla-
tor we spoke with told us 
that in the last legislative 
session, he got three let-
ters from constituents re-
garding higher education 
funding.  This is unaccept-
able.  We must make legis-
lators hear our voice.

If you’re not a UW stu-
dent you can still have an 
impact by getting family 

and friends to contact their legisla-
tors about the importance of higher 
education funding.   Thanks for 
reading, and I look forward to hear-
ing your thoughts on this critical 
issue.

Madeline can be reached through 
the Associates Students of UW.

•	 Join ASUW’s Bark Against 
Budget cuts campaign

•	 Contact your legisla-
tors and tell them you 
want reform

How to help:

“For every dollar invested in the  
University of Washington,  
$22.56 is generated in economic activity 
throughout the state.”
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Among voters of all 
ages, the most common 
reason for not voting is 
disinterest in politics or 
the election, for which a 
decent hypothesis is lack 
of representation.   Put 
simpler, many nonvoters 
are “turned off” by politics 
because they think they 
aren’t being properly rep-
resented. My claim is that 
if politicians represented 
the interests of nonvot-
ers better, they would no 
longer be disinterested in 
politics; indeed, if they felt 
adequately represented 
by their political leaders, 
nonvoters would necessar-
ily become interested in 
elections, for then elections 
would include candidates 
who, in turn, cared about 
the same issues as the for-
mer nonvoters.  (Of course 
many people still might not 
vote for other reasons, e.g., 

disenfranchisement.)  Even 
among people who do have 
a healthy interest in poli-
tics, the feeling of a lack of 
representation by the “big 
two” parties leads them not 
to vote or never to register, 
since voting for neither the 
Democrats nor the Repub-
licans is a futility. In other 
words, you are warned 
not to “throw your vote 
away” by voting for a non-
Democrat-or-Republican, 
because (if you’re liberal) 
you’ll be supposedly help-
ing to elect John McCain, 
and likewise for conserva-
tives. Such is the theory.

Now, to the counter-the-
ory.   You, being neither a 
wealthy financial donor nor 
a corporate officer, have lit-
tle ability to influence can-
didates to represent your 
preferred interests.   You 
only have your volunteer 
time and/or a small dona-

tion, if you can afford them, 
and your vote.  (The last of 
these is most important, 
obviously, but money also 
plays an important role.) 
The only way you can get 
the attention of candidates 
that a given policy is impor-
tant is to threaten to take 
away your support; since 

you’re not rich, the most 
valuable thing you have 
is your vote.   An example: 
Suppose Democratic Presi-
dent Smith is completely 
unprincipled and is consid-
ering the political repercus-
sions of increasing the use 
of torture on suspected ter-
rorists. Such a policy would 
undoubtedly cost her 
support from liberal vot-
ers, but since pro-torture 
policy has a constituency, 
would also give her some 

extra voters from the center 
and the right.   In general, 
the wholly cynical politi-
cal leader will pursue any 
policy so long as her sup-
port after implementation 
is greater than or equal to 
her support beforehand.  If 
Smith lost more liberal 
votes either to apathy or a 

third-party candidate than 
votes she poached from her 
Republican opposition, she 
won’t pursue the policy.

Although I doubt any 
politician is so unprinci-
pled, the calculus at least 
comes into play in regular 
policy-making, since prag-
matically, all political lead-
ers want to be reelected.  If 
a leader has no interest in 
reelection, she might not 
care about the political 
consequences, but since 

WASTING YOUR VOTE 
ON A THIRD PARTY

Andrew Thornton | Our American Generation

Voting for a third party candidate may seem 
like a waste of a vote.
Theories prove this both true and false.

“since you’re not rich,  
the most valuable thing 
you have is your vote.”

“the only way to truly waste your vote is 
not to vote at all, since then you don’t enter 
the candidates’ calculus at all.”
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so many policies need to be 
codified by legislatures, who 
generally do want to be re-
elected, the calculus comes 
into their decision making as 
well. In sum, refusing to vote 
for the Democrat or Repub-
lican because they do not 
carry your preferred policy 
position is in fact the only 
tool you have to potentially 
convince them to support 
your own policies.  (Short of 

large checks.)
So long as you continue to 

vote for a third-party candi-
date, the big two candidate 
closer to you will see you as 
a potential voter, and when 
the benefit of adopting your 
preferred policy outweighs 
the cost of leaving the extant 
position, the big two can-
didate will adopt your poli-
cy.  Thought of this way, the 
only way to truly waste your 

vote is not to vote at all, since 
then you don’t enter the can-
didates’ calculus at all.

My interest here isn’t to 
push one side or the other, 
but instead to get the ideas 
out in the open and see what 
other people on OAG think 
about it.   Is your vote influ-
enced by the fact that third 
party candidates stand no 
chance to win?   The coun-
ter theory to the wasted-
vote picture suggests that 
it shouldn’t influence your 
decision, unless the Demo-
cratic/Republican candidate 
represents you well.   The 
only way to force her to rep-
resent you better is to show 
her that some issue(s) are 
important enough to cost 
her your support.

All of the above applies 
equally to interparty elec-
tions (primaries/caucuses), 
since there are always can-
didates supporting a range 
of different policies, albeit 
more similar than when 
compared to the opposing 
party’s policies. Sometimes 
a big two candidate, upon 
losing the primary, goes on 
and makes a third-party run 
instead, meanwhile taking 
votes away from his former 
big-two comrade who even-
tually won the nomina-
tion.   (Teddy Roosevelt in 
1912 comes to mind.)

Andrew may be 
reached at OAG.org.

•	 VOTE 
either way, you won’t 
be throwing away your 
vote

How to help:

“Is your vote influenced by the fact that third 
party candidates stand no chance to win?”

“The only way to force her to represent you better is 
to show her that some issue(s) are important enough 
to cost her your support.”
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Once again the SPD 
have disappointed their 
city with more violent and 
overtly racist reactions. 
There have been too many 
recent bouts of violence to 
brush off as “citizen stupid-
ity” instead of “police bru-
tality” as some articles have 
tried to frame the problem. 

November 29, 2008: 
King Country Sheriff’s 
deputy Paul Schene bru-
tally beating then 15-year-
old Malika Calhoun in 
a SeaTac holding cell.

May 10, 2009: 29-year-
old Christopher Har-
ris was left in a coma, 
wrongfully identified as 
a suspect in a stabbing 
earlier that night, after be-
ing body-slammed into a 
wall and dragged by Se-
attle Officer Matthew Paul.

April 17, 2010: Seattle de-
tective Shandy Cobane told 
21-year-old Martin Monet-
ti, who lie prone on the 
ground, “I’m going to beat 
the fucking Mexican piss 

out of you homey. You feel 
me?”  He then kicks Monet-
ti’s head, and Officer Mary 
Lynne Woollum stomps 
on the back of his leg.

June 14, 2010: Officer 
Ian Walsh punches 17-year-
old girl in the face in an 
altercation which followed 
a jaywalking stop close 
to Franklin High School. 

August 30, 2010: John 
T. Williams was shot four 
times in the side by Se-
attle Officer Ian Birk. The 
shooting ignited a series 
of community responses 
to police brutality dur-
ing an extremely violent 
string of killings by Puget 
Sound-area police dur-
ing the end of August and 
first week of September.

I’m sure by now you 
are all sick of what you are 
reading. On the contrary, 
the devil’s advocate would 
remind us that these peo-
ple are criminals. They have 
broken their social contract 
with society somehow. This 

obviously stems from, and 
plays upon, some societal 
fear about strangers and 
so-called criminals. We can 
see this fear clouding our 
judgment when police bru-
tality arises. For example, 
in a video from the most-
recent beating the news an-
chors found it necessary to 
mention that the innocent 

man has a criminal record. 
So what? Are we conclud-
ing that all past criminals 
deserve worse treatment? 
Then what is the point of 
incarceration? One of us 
authors has a criminal re-
cord. Does that make one of 
us more eligible for a conve-
nient-store beating? Does 
that make it more “okay” if 
it happens “on accident”? 

If we step back and ask 
ourselves questions about 
the nature of police brutal-
ity, it starts to seems less 

and less excusable. For ex-
ample we can tell by the 
nature of these incidents 
that the problem is not at-
tributable to any one po-
lice officer, and it would be 
problematic (and futile) to 
try and identify a group of 
violent and/or racist police 
officers. When incidents 
occur regularly, the prob-

lem is systemic. When the 
police department hides 
video of police brutality 
from the public, but then 
pretends to be concerned 
when it reaches the pub-
lic eyes, the problem has 
been institutionalized.

Injustice at the hands 
of SPD is increasingly un-
derstandable once one 
examines the problem-
atic nature of policing as 
a whole.   First, it should 
be noted that police hold 
an incredibly unique po-

LET’S ARREST 
THE POLICE

Sam Withers & Scott Davis | Our American Generation

The culture within the SPD is contributing to 
the recent racially driven brutality.

“When incidents occur  
regularly, the problem  
is systemic.” 

“A certain adventure-machismo quality has been observed 
...within police departments. Brutality is less of a  
surprise when you consider this component of police culture.”
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sition in our society, as the 
only people authorized to 
use physical force in or-
der to coerce those around 
them.   Therefore, citizens 
who come into conflict with 
the police are at a distinct dis-
advantage due to the remark-
able imbalance of power.￼

Most abuses stem from 
the extent to which officers 
must use their discretion. 
When police respond to a 
disturbance, there is hardly 
ever one specific law that has 
been broken where there is 
a clear perpetrator, victim, 
and protocol to follow.   In-
stead, officers must use their 
best judgment, which again 

and again prove faulty.  Dis-
cretionary actions are inher-
ently colored by the race and 
class based prejudices deep 
within the officer.  Police dis-
proportionately target those 
from poor minority com-
munities, oftentimes uncon-
sciously motivated by racial 
bias.  This is most evident in 
law enforcement decisions 
surrounding who and where 
to search for illicit drug 

use.   For an illuminating 
study on racial bias and drug 
enforcement in Seattle, see 
Race, Drugs, and Policing 
by UW’s Professor Beckett.

The predominant culture 
of policing has also proven 
quite problematic.  A certain 
adventure-machismo qual-
ity has been observed during 
ethnographic research with-
in police departments.  Bru-
tality is less of a surprise when 
you consider this component 
of police culture.  When of-
ficers find themselves in a 
conflict with citizens, a tes-
tosterone overdrive compels 
them to violence, similar to 
a bully on the school play-

ground. Only in this case 
the bully is armed and au-
thorized to be violent.   An-
other component of police 
culture that should be noted 
is the understanding that of-
ficers share about their role 
in society.   They commonly 
believe themselves to be the 
thin line between chaos and 
order.  This belief about their 
importance to society leaves 
many officers with the idea 

that they have the right to do 
whatever they see fit, includ-
ing extra-legal actions.  Last-
ly, police see themselves as 
purifiers of society. When 
officers go out on their beat, 
they believe they are clean-
ing the streets of ‘dirt-bags’ 
and ‘scum’ for the good of 
those residents who ‘belong’ 
in a given neighborhood.

It is time to take a step 
back to examine some theo-
retical considerations sur-
rounding the state, law 
enforcement, and those tar-
geted by the police.   First, 
what is the state? Back in 
the day, OG sociologist Max 
Weber investigated the so-
ciological definition of the 
nation-state. He concluded 
that the state should not be 
defined by the various ends it 
seeks, but instead the means 
that it employs. Therefore, he 
asserted, the state is the mo-
nopoly over collective means 
of violence, including the 
police, prisons and military. 
In other words, police are 
the state.  So, should we ex-
pect elected officials to hold 
the police accountable? The 
single word answer: No. The 
state has a vested interest 
in increasing the coercive-
ness of the police because 
it directly translates into 
the amount of sovereignty 
it holds over the people.

Now, that we have ad-
dressed the nature of the 
police vis-à-vis the state, 
we should examine the seg-
ment of our population that 
is most commonly coerced at 
the hands of the police.  The 
field of conflict criminology, 
in part derived from Marx-
ist historical materialism, 
proves useful in explaining 
the disproportionate target-
ing of the urban poor, specif-
ically young minority males. 
Where there is incredible 
wealth inequality, the poor 
and unemployed pose a 
threat to social order. In re-
action to societal structures 
of exploitation and discrimi-
nation, the disadvantaged 
may potentially advocate for 
revolutionary action and are 
therefore sometimes referred 
to as social dynamite.  Thus, 
the police, and the laws 
that they enforce selectively, 
are weapons of the state 
against the disadvantaged.

Given the problematic na-
ture of policing, it is time to 
think critically about poten-
tial alternatives.   Whatever 
form it may take, we need to 
increase our focus on the root 
causes of crime, problems 
that cannot be solved by way 
of gun, baton, taser, badge.

Sam and Scott may be 
reached at OAG.org.

Sam Withers & Scott Davis | Our American Generation

 “Thus, the police, and the laws 
that they enforce selective-
ly, are weapons of the state 
against the disadvantaged.”

“So, should we expect elected officials to hold the 
police accountable? The single word answer: No.”
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Salutations youth!   I 
invite you to join me 
for some ‘Aluna Leap-
frog’ (an old game with 
a new twist for all those 
savvy brains in search 
of savory brain-food).

Are you(th) familiar 
with ‘leapfrogging?’   Ac-
cording to Worldchang-
ing: A User’s Guide for the 
21st Century, “Develop-
ing nations don’t have to 
play catch-up: they can 
adopt new technologies 
and tools–not always from 
the West–and use them 
in their own ways, skip-
ping older or outmoded 
methods and embracing 
brand-new ones… We call 
this process leapfrog-
ging… [However,] leap-
frogging means more 
than simply adopting 
new gadgets.   The red-
hot core of the concept is 
freedom.   Being poor or 
lacking access to estab-
lished technologies can 
liberate individuals and 
communities to embrace 
the new, because they 
haven’t poured money 
into the old.” (292-3)   So 
essentially, ‘leapfrogging’ 

is the ability to use new 
tools without necessarily 
having the technologies 
used by those who devel-
oped the tools, thus act-
ing as a speedier conduit 
to individual and group 
freedom (assuming the 
technologies being de-
veloped, circulated, and 
innovated to that end). 

Are you(th) familiar 
with the Elder Broth-
ers? The Elder Brothers, 
known to the world as the 
Kogi, are a people who 
struggle to remain the 
uncolonized descendents 
of the ancient Tairona 
civilization in modern-
day Colombia.   They live 
in the Sierra Nevada de 
Santa Marta and maintain 
much of their precolonial 
ways of being.   The Ma-
mas (Enlightened Ones) 
devote their lives to com-
municating with Aluna, 
“the thought process that 
shapes and maintains re-
ality, the source of life 
and intelligence,” be-
cause “without thought, 
nothing could exist.”

In 1990, British tele-
vision documentary 

filmmaker, Alan Ereira, 
was given permission to 
visit the Kogi and film 
a 90-minute documen-
tary for the BBC.   In that 
film, the Elder Broth-
ers warned that we, the 
Younger Brothers, have 
set a course to destroy 
the world via ecological 
erosion and degenera-
tion of individual ways of 
knowing.   Then, they ex-
pelled Alan Ereira and 
crew, resumed their work, 
and waited for 20 years…

Now, as we clearly 
haven’t listened, “the Kogi 
have summoned Alan 
Ereira back.”   They say, 
“[The Younger Brothers] 
are incapable of being 
changed by being spoken 
to…  [and the Mamas] now 
understand that we learn 
through our eyes, not 
our ears.”   Concordantly, 
they have decided that, 
to save the Earth Mother, 

engaging us through film 
is the best (and perhaps 
only) way.  Through their 
film-in-process, Aluna 
(which is set for release 
in late 2011), they intend 
to show us what we refuse 
to hear.   “They have even 
trained an indigenous 
film crew to work along-
side the professionals, so 
that what the modern film 
crew cannot see may ap-
pear to the camera… They 
want to show how and 
why the resulting eruption 

of chaotic cosmic energy 
causes climate change, 
epidemics of new diseas-
es, geological instability 
and a relentless increase 
in murderous conflict.”

For the Kogi, many 
modern technologies of 
the Western world (such 
as video cameras and the 
screens on which videos 
are displayed) are much 
more akin to the toys of 

SIBLING GAMES: 
LEAPFROGGING TO THE HEART OF THE WORLD

Alden Remington | Our American Generation

“‘leapfrogging’ is the ability to use new tools without necessarily 
having the technologies used by those who developed the tools”

“Are the Kogi ‘leapfrogging’ 
through film or are we ‘leapfrog-
ging’ through Aluna?”
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Alden Remington | Our American Generation

children than the tools 
of adults (not to stigma-
tize me young bredren 
and sistren).   Likewise, 
for “modern” Western 
societies, dropping hol-
low beads into water and 
watching the ripples may 
be a childish pastime, 
but for the Elder Broth-
ers, it is deadly serious.

Here-in lies my question 
for you(th): Are the Kogi 
‘leapfrogging’ through 

film or are we ‘leapfrogging’ 
through Aluna?   Are they 
catching up with the Western 
world by skipping simpler 
forms of media and spreading 
overstanding through film 
or are we catching up with 
the Elder Brothers by skip-
ping our 18-year gestation 
period to learn communica-

tion with Aluna at a 
crucial time?  Cer-

tainly, the 

Elder Brothers aren’t ‘leap-
frogging’ to big up their 
economy.  They are ‘leapfrog-
ging’ to save the planet from 
the Younger Brothers.   On 
the other hand, the Younger 
Brothers aren’t ‘leapfrogging’ 
with tangible technologies 
(i.e. not cell phones).   They 
are simply being confronted 
with a glimpse of our planet 
from a different way of know-
ing, perhaps an opportunity 

to enhance in- ner 

‘technologies’ and outward 
application of those ‘tech-
nologies.’ Does this call for a 
‘leapfrogging’ (re)definition 
takeover perhaps…?   Does 
it twist or skew “progres-
sive” notions about ‘leapfrog-
ging?’   Is it “leapfrogging in 
reverse?”   Is it even ‘leap-
frogging?’   What do you(th) 
think?

Alden can be reached at 
OAG.org

“The Elder Brothers, known to the world as the Kogi, are a people who 
struggle to remain the uncolonized descendents of the ancient Tairona 
civilization in modern-day Colombia.”
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Recently I came across 
a book called Small is 
Beautiful by E. F. Schum-
acher. This book was 
written in the 1970’s and 
covers quite a few areas 
within economics, and 
one section that particu-
larly caught my eye was 
on Buddhist Economics. 
Without too much knowl-
edge in economic theory I 
had never heard of this 
term before, but after 
reading it… I got down.

Our current economic 
model advocates owning 
goods as an end, mea-
sured through the stan-
dard of living. This is built 
off annual consumption 
and deemed “prosperity”. 
Buddhist Economics sim-
ply put, is an economic 
model advocating mini-
mum goods and servic-
es as a means for maxi-
mum ends, and the 
end is “proper hu-
man development.” 
While “proper hu-
man development” 
is shaped by a Bud-
dhist understand-
ing, this idea does 
not rest on being 
Buddhist, nor be-
ing spiritual at 
all. The end is 
that people 
are able to 
work and 
live, feel-
ing that 
the life 

they are living is fulfilling. 
It is an economic model 
in which the end is good 
quality of life through 
which goods and services 
give, not goods 
and services as 
having in-
trinsic value 
(i.e., market 
v a l u e ) . 

C a p i -
t a l i s m 
has been 
argued to 
e v e n t u -
ally lead 
to universal 
p r o s p e r -
ity. This 

achieved by all people ob-
taining sufficient material 
wealth to be considered 
living in prosperity; thus 
eliminating the poverty 

which capitalism 
has been accused 

of creating (e.g. 
what charities 
attempt to do). 

Yet problems 
with this in-
clude: 1) we 
think ev-
eryone will 
be happy 

and peace-
ful if we con-

vert enough 
of the re-

sources around us into 
people’s private property 
2) we produce this purely 
by converting the earth’s 
resources 3) continuing 
to work toward univer-
sal prosperity puts off 
incorporating principles 
of universal wellbeing.

There is an interest-
ing parallel in Libertarian 
philosophy, in that it jus-
tifies its economic model 
toward a similar end, 
such as principles of non-
interference, but does so 
by different means. Bud-
dhist economics operates 
by trying to produce (or 
rather convert from the 
earth) as little as possible, 
which allows universal 
“proper development.” 
Libertarian philosophy 
does not incorporate eco-
logical standards such 
as this. The world is 
here for the taking. 
Libertarian econom-
ics gives principles 
of non-interference 
by claiming people 
should be able to 
work and live the 
life they choose, 
given their behav-
ior is not harming 

other people. 
L i b e r -
t i e s 
a r e 
weird 
b e -
c a u s e 

t h e y 

Buddhist Economics
Matt Ryan | Our American Generation
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“Buddhist Economics simply put, is an economic model advocating 
minimum goods and services as a means for maximum ends,  
and the end is ‘proper human development.’”
give people the right to ac-
quire certain things and the 
right from certain things 
happening to them, yet 
there are no guarantees on 
either of these things hap-
pening, only a legal route 
which is set to compensate 
you for “unjust” losses. 
Liberties to acquire certain 
goods and services depend 
largely on your economic 
relationship to the good’s 
market value, not the sever-
ity of the need you have for 
it. So while both economic 
philosophies advocate peo-
ple living the life they want 
to be living, distinctions can 
be made through ownership 
of production, environ-
mental impact, and profit 
incentives. Living the life 
you want to live undeniably 
rests on specific social and 
environmental conditions, 
which rest outside of these 
theories and in what actu-
ally happens when specific 
standards are practiced.

Another area which 
stood out for me in Bud-
dhist economics was the 
diminishing dichotomy 
between work and leisure. 

On the part of the capital-
ist worker, it is idealized 
that we want as much lei-
sure time as possible, as 
little work as possible, with 
the most amount of money. 
On part of the producer it 
is idealized that they want 
to maximize profits and 

minimize cost (one cost of 
which is the labor of peo-
ple). So these two ideals 
remain in tension with one 
another. Should we base an 
economy around having 
to work for people whose 
incentive is to have the 
cost of you being around 
as little as possible? I want 
employers who are mean-
ingful to me and appreciate 
not only my work but also 
my self. If that’s the case it 
seems whatever the job is, 

it is made more enjoyable. 
I’m not trying to idealize 
everyone becoming best 
friends with employers, but 
our economy creates the 
structure of these relation-
ships, and they get rough. 
For me, Buddhist Econom-
ics raised two interesting 

questions: What types of 
jobs should a society have? 
How do we address prop-
er human development?

An economic model 
which claims prosperity by 
consumption has its impli-
cations; the more bombs a 
country makes and more oil 
it consumes, it all adds to 
the GDP. Correlations from 
GDP to a peoples’ wellbeing 
is fuzzy; wellbeing of indi-
viduals by itself, seems to 
be a better indicator (per-

haps the only indicator?) 
on how the society is living 
together as a whole rather 
than movements of capital.

To conclude, it’s easy to 
use descriptions to stereo-
type differences amongst 
how people fall on econom-
ic spectrum. The descrip-
tions are themselves, in a 
way, stereotypes. For exam-
ple “rich people are more 
peaceful,” yet there are nu-
merous occasions when a 
country’s prosperity and 
their patterns of peace are 
inversely related. Further-
more, these descriptions 
tend to keep complex and 
structuralized dynamic re-
lationships in the dark. I’m 
done talking about econom-
ics for the moment, but I 
encourage you(th) to check 
more out… I’m not done 
with economics just be-
cause the rich and the poor 
are [overgeneralizing and 
largely irrelevant econom-
ic adjective], its because 
they’re not and there’s val-
ue outside of this market.

Matt can be reached at OAG.
org.

“Living the life you want to live undeniably rests on specific social 
and environmental conditions, which rest outside of these theories 
and in what actually happens when specific standards are practiced.”

“For me, Buddhist Economics 
raised two interesting questions: 
What types of jobs should a  
society have? How do we address 
proper human development?”
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Ideological Views Affecting 
Our Access to Healthcare

Noel Eve | Our American Generation

When looking at various 
seemingly related issues I gen-
erally try to find the underlying 
seed that ties all of the loose ends 
together. I find this helps me 
discover the real issue under all 
of the banter and details. When 
I look at the Pence amendment 
(H.R. 217), H.R. 3, and H.R 358, 
I believe the core issue is that 
people’s ideological views on 
abortion are affecting other’s 
access to necessary healthcare. 
Abortion is an extremely per-
sonal matter, and our views on 
it stem from ideologies that are 
often religious or spiritual in 
nature as it deals with the value 
and definition of human life. 

From the way I view life, I 
think abortion should be an op-
tion to which everyone has ac-
cess. Even so, I can’t fault those 
with differing world views than 
mine, and judge their decisions, 
as I don’t think judgment and 
blind opposition accomplishes 
much more than reproducing 
its own negativity. That having 
been said, my acceptance of their 
views only goes so far, when they 
affect citizen’s access to neces-
sary healthcare. Our nation is 
conflicted, and the decisions 
being made by our lawmakers 

are affecting our choices and our 
options.   We are nowhere near 
changing people’s world views, 
but we do have some control over 
the laws that govern our choices, 
so let’s take a look at how these 
bills effect healthcare access.

H.R. 3 or The No Taxpayer 
Funding for Abortion Act isn’t 
exactly groundbreaking in that 
taxpayer’s dollars have not gone 
toward abortion since 1976 un-
der the Hyde Amendment. But 
for a time period (until an awe-
some wave of backlash) the bill 
also included a clause that at-
tempted to redefine rape in or-
der to bar certain rape victims 
from tax-funded abortions. 
Did the creators of this bill re-
ally want the victims of such 
traumatic and personal crimes 
to have to prove that their par-
ticular situation was unlawful 
enough to afford them proper 
care? Luckily, this measure was 

cut out due to people taking a 
stand, but the fact that this was 
even up for debate should prick 
our awareness to the mindset 
that is fueling this legislation.

On the heels of the H.R. 3 
controversy we have H.R. 358 or 

the ironically titled Protect Life 
Act. Under this act, federally 
funded and abortion-opposed 
hospitals have the right to re-
fuse care to pregnant women 
whose lives are in danger. This 
act would override the 1986 law 
EMTALA that requires hospi-
tals to give necessary care to 
anyone whose life is threatened 
regardless of their ability to pay 
for the services rendered.   In 
short, a woman could be dy-
ing, an abortion could save her, 
and the staff can just sit back 
and refuse to help. Sweet…

Lastly, we have the Pence 
Amendment (H.R. 217) or the 
Title X Abortion Provider Pro-

hibition Act. Title X of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act provides 
the only federal funding that 
goes toward comprehensive 
family planning and associated 
preventive health services. This 
act would bar funding from 
reproductive healthcare and 
family planning providers such 
as Planned Parenthood that 
perform abortions. Planned 
Parenthood stands to lose well 
over $300 million dollars in 
funding if this passes.   This 
would make some sense if the 
funding they are barring actu-
ally went to abortions, but it 
actually cuts off services such 
as exams, birth control, and 
STI testing that goes to people 
who could otherwise not afford 
or have access to such services.

This hits close to home as I 
and many other people I know 
use or have used Planned Par-
enthood (or similar organiza-
tions) for their services when we 
could not afford them through 
a general physician. We live 
in a country where the health 
care system is fraudulent and 
scarce, with limited options 
for low-income citizens, and 
now we risk losing one of the 
services we actually do have.

“In short, a woman could be dying, 
an abortion could save her, and 
the staff can just sit back and 
refuse to help.”

“We live in a country where the health care system is fraudulent 
and scarce, limited options for low-income citizens, and now we risk 
losing one of the services we actually do have.”
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The House passed the Pence 
Amendment on February 18th, 
leaving my friends and me in 
shock. I can’t believe that our 
representatives have let their 
ideologies rule over their per-
ception to the point that they 
are willing to bar unrelated ser-
vices from their citizens in order 
to make their point that abor-
tion is wrong. Yes, I understand 
that they think it is wrong, but 
does that mean I or anyone else 
should not be able to get tested 

for HIV? This has gone too far, 
and we need to take a stand and 
not allow one issue to bleed into 
others that affect our quality 
of life. We can’t let this incred-
ibly strong force advocating 
for moral justice stop us from 
receiving the care we need. So 
please stand with me, and the 
numerous others who want to 
keep access to as many health-
care options as we possibly can.
Noel can be reached at 
OAG.org

•	 Support planned  
parenthood and other com-
munity services by Volun-
teering or donating

•	 Contact your legislators

How to help:

“On the heels of the H.R. 3 controversy we have H.R. 358 or the  
ironically titled Protect Life Act. Under this act, federally funded 
and abortion-opposed hospitals have the right to refuse care to 
pregnant women whose lives are in danger.”



14The Takeover

Inside this issue:
Is voting for a third party 
candidate really a waste of 
your vote?6 What frogs and a film crew 

have to do with development 
of tribal communities.

Lawmakers’ ideologies are 
bad for  your health.10 14

You’ve read it. 
Now do something about it.

OAG.ORG
@supwithoag 

facebook.com/OAG.org

Pass it on. 
Spread the word.

We know you have something to say.


