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28 29    Veronica Kirk The Downhill Slide of Environmental Awareness Campaigns 


foggy appearance. The way in which these public service announcements were 
filmed allowed them to showcase the problem that litter has on the environment 
and accurately point out the many avenues for pollution. For example, KAB’s 
most influential public service announcement created in 1970, Iron Eyes Cody, 
identifies not only the damage to nature that results from pollution but also who is 
responsible for the problem. In the advertisement, a Native American is paddling 
his canoe down a dirty brown river filled with garbage while factories emitting 
pollution loom overhead. When he gets out of his canoe, he stands by a highway 
with a large numbers of cars, where a driver proceeds to throw his fast food out of 
the window and at Iron Eyes’ feet. A lone tear falls down his cheek, and a voice 
states that “people start pollution, people can stop it” (KAB). The final statement 
is a reminder to everyone that, while the state of the environment is deplorable, 
there is still a way that the planet can be saved. 
 KBA’s public service announcements bring attention not only to litter 
and its effects on the environment but also to the fact that it is caused by every-
one. Their television ads from the 1970s showed litter as being a collective action 
problem and that there was not a single person with clean hands in the matter. 
Unless everyone helped wipe up the mess, then the damage done to the environ-
ment would be irreparable. The severe conditions shown in Iron Eyes Cody and 
other public service announcements bring up feelings of urgency and fear, as the 
announcement implies that the deplorable state the environment is in will only get 
worse if it is not cleaned up now.  
 In present day United States, however, Keep America Beautiful has fall-
en into obscurity and their new advertisements offer much less forceful messages. 
Advertisements used in the 70s, such as Iron Eyes Cody, lost their power and the 
organization had to change their ads in hopes of appealing to the entertainment 
seeking youth of today. KAB now uses bright colors, silly animation techniques 
and humor to draw attention to their cause of reducing litter and its harmful ef-
fects on the environment. Their newest ad campaign, KAB Man, was made in 
2007 to promote The Great American Cleanup (KAB). The KAB man ads involve 
a superhero created by the organization to talk to people about recycling. KAB 
man flies around a city to teach people about recycling. The ads, drawn as if they 
were created by a child, use bright and eye catching colors. The message of the 
importance of recycling is only briefly discussed, as more emphasis is placed on 
the entertainment value of the advertisements. 
 When the messages are brought to the surface, however, they suggest 
that recycling and litter control are up to the individual instead of requiring a col-
lective effort. In these broadcasts, Keep America Beautiful suggests that it is only 
necessary for the individual to clean up and recycle properly, as KAB man says 
nothing about how we are all to blame for environmental damage. This campaign 
does not show any of the devastating effects of litter and pollution either, as its 
sole focus is to educate people about proper recycling techniques in a humor-
ous way. The lack of evidence of environmental pollution contrasts sharply with 


KAB’s shocking visuals in the Cody Iron Eyes ad that scared viewers into taking 
necessary action.   
 The 1970s advertisements, which were not created to entertain but to 
highlight the effects of litter and pollution in the environment, were very suc-
cessful in demanding action. Keep America Beautiful’s highway beautification 
project, started in 1965, greatly benefitted from public service announcements 
like Iron Eyes Cody. In the 1960s and 1970s, litter on and around highways was 
a big problem. People would throw all of their trash, like fast food packaging, out 
the windows whenever they had a chance. The problem became so bad that little 
to no grass could be seen on the sides of the highways in some places, as garbage 
covered every square inch. With the use of television advertisements in the early 
1970s KAB was able to inspire people to take action (KAB). The campaign was 
very successful and people made a conscious effort to change their littering ways. 
Today highways are now cleaner than ever, and it is normal to see little to no gar-
bage around them, compared to the piles of trash in previous decades.  
 Sadly their new advertisements have ultimately failed to focus the at-
tention of newer generations on the importance of environmental cleanup. Keep 
America Beautiful was forced to change the format of their ads, as the serious, 
dull colored, and sad public service announcements no longer attract viewers. In 
their attempts to remain modern, the organization uses bright colors, funny ani-
mation and dry humor in their current campaigns, such as KAB Man. The focus 
on aesthetics and entertainment value prevents them from accomplishing their 
goal of promoting recycling and litter control. The changes made to the advertise-
ments have fallen short, not only because the message is not clear and emphasized 
but also because people have become apathetic about the environment. A lot of 
people do not know how to recycle properly or do not know how important it is, 
and KAB’s current attempts at teaching people are not working. Making some-
what funny ads to promote litter control has the opposite effect on people; these 
advertisements are seen more as a joke than anything educational. No headway 
has been made by KAB in current years, however, and their attempts at promoting 
recycling and litter cleanup in our current society remain unsuccessful.  
 Earth Day leaders in the 1970s used direct and serious posters to bring 
awareness to environmental destruction and inspire people to help fix the prob-
lem. Gaylord Nelson, the creator of Earth Day, knew that posters promoting the 
cause had to directly state its message and upset people into taking action. The 
first three posters, made in the 1970s by The Washingtonian (a magazine based in 
Washington D.C.), Walt Kelley, and Robert Rauschenburg were very powerful in 
promoting environmental awareness (Earth Day Posters). 
 Their posters do not focus on the beauty or color of the environment, but 
on the message about the importance of saving nature. The Washingtonian poster 
shows a few of the ways in which people are harming the planet, such as the mass 
numbers of cars, a plane emitting emissions, and a factory filling the air with 
harmful chemicals. The capitol building appears in the corner and looks like it has 
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cessful at inspiring youth to clean up litter and protect the environment because 
their methods are different than ones that have the potential to be successful to-
day. If the leaders of these organizations hire younger workers, they may have a 
chance at being effective in promoting environmental causes once again.  
 While having younger people work for Keep America Beautiful and 
Earth Day may be beneficial, these organizations may be facing a significant gen-
erational gap in activist enthusiasm. The youth of today who are into politics often 
want to be hired by environmental groups such as these because it looks great on a 
resumé, not because they care about the cause. Dave Foreman, an environmental 
activist, complains that people work for these organizations  “not because of an 
overwhelming love of wild nature but because they enjoy the glamour, excite-
ment, prestige” of these jobs (Foreman 203). They know that belonging to groups 
such as Keep America Beautiful and Earth Day can help them get to higher places 
in business and politics, which means they will make more money. People today 
care more about making money than they do environmental causes.The passion 
for change and saving the environment and the anger felt from pollution and de-
struction of nature has left the hearts of many Americans. Even if the organiza-
tions are able to create more appealing ads, these still may not be enough to gain 
followers for environmental causes like they had in the 1970s. Unless current 
culture puts aside its constant need for entertainment and realizes how important 
it is to save the environment soon, Keep America Beautiful and Earth Day may 
lose what is left of their influence forever. 


    Veronica Kirk The Downhill Slide of Environmental Awareness Campaigns 
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any cost, convinced that the fragile American republic was neither militarily nor 
economically capable” of becoming involved in a war.1  Furthermore, Washington 
strongly believed that America’s future interests were not beholden to Europe, 
but instead lay westward.2  The spectacle of the ongoing conflict between the 
French and British (and other European powers) was a “sideshow that must not 
divert attention from the enduring strategic interests of the United States,” mean-
ing that it would be both a waste of time and resources (and a fundamental blun-
der) if America entered the European maul.3  Instead, Washington turned his (and 
the nation’s) attention towards the western frontiers of the Northwest Territories, 
the Ohio Valley, and the Appalachian Mountains, believing that America’s future 
laid here. Essentially, Washington considered the western frontiers the source of 
America’s future (and continued) prosperity and feared that should the nation 
divert its attention to a needless war, it would prove fatal.
 Peace, therefore, was the ultimate aim of the country in the immediacy, 
especially since the country lacked the adequate capabilities to prosecute a war 
in the first place. In his First State of the Union Address, President Washington 
declared that if the nation wished to be at peace then it should be “prepared for 
war.”4  The president hoped to use the military as a deterrent against would-be 
aggressors and in cases of emergency for when war did break out, and issued a 
call for Congress to raise troops and supplies.5 But Washington’s would-be ag-
gressors were not the European powers per se. Instead, his concern was over the 
rising hostilities being encountered with the Indians to the west.6 The lands of 
the Ohio Valley and Appalachia (that the British seceded following the Revolu-
tion) were not uninhabited. Instead, they were quite populated with approximately 
76,000 Indian souls, with around 20,000 of them being warriors.7  As settlers 
began to enter these “virgin” lands, Washington became more concerned with the 
rising tensions between “invading” settlers and the indigenous Indians. Initially, 
the president had hoped to create Indian “homelands” in the west that would be 
off-limits to American settlement, agreements that would be protected by treaty.8 


The president knew (from his previous experiences) that the Indian warriors could 
be formidable foes and would not back down easily against the arriving American 
settlers, which led to his Proclamation of 1790 that forbade any settling on Indian 
lands established under treaty.9  Here, Washington hoped to avoid a protracted 
struggle with the Indians while also, through his calls for an establishment of a 
military, be prepared for a war if it came.                                
1 Joseph Ellis, His Excellency: George Washington (New York: Vintage Books), pg. 211.
2 Joseph Ellis, His Excellency, pg. 209.
3 Ellis, 209.
4 George Washington, First Annual Address to Congress, 8 January 1790, www.gwpapers.virginia.edu.
5 George Washington, First Annual Address; George Washington, Third Annual Address to Congress, 25 October      
  1791, www.gwpapers.virigina.edu.
6 George Washington, First Annual Address.
7 Ellis, 211-212.
8 Ellis, 212.
9 Ellis, 212-213.


 Ironically, the war that Washington feared would prove disastrous for the 
country came not from the European theatre but instead from the western front. 
In flamboyant fashion, settlers defied the Proclamation of 1790 and encroached 
on Indian tribal lands in the Ohio Valley. An uprising of Miami, Wyandot, and 
Shawnee began to target white settlers, prompting Washington to send in a mili-
tary force to “protect” American citizens (who nevertheless were in violation of 
treaty).10  The expedition, commanded by General Arthur St. Clair, was utterly 
repulsed and destroyed in 1791, provoking further outrage amongst the American 
public and new calls for Congressional action.11  In his Third State of the Union 
Address sent to Congress, Washington called for further action from the House 
and Senate in order to establish a proper military stance, specifically “Magazines 
& Arsenals,” so as to ensure that continued supplies for the war effort would be 
available and readily accessible.12  While this statement arguably could be a gen-
eral call of preparedness against any hostile force (including those from Europe), 
Washington’s context was the backdrop of the “offensive operations” currently in 
progress to protect American settlers in the Ohio Valley as well as the failed St. 
Clair expedition.13  In short, Washington feared that the tribes in the Ohio Valley 
would soon be joined in their endeavors by others, enlarging the conflict and put-
ting even more strain on the already limited military resources available (which 
were largely already committed completely to the Ohio Valley). 
 Such an enlargement of the conflict began in 1792 when Southern tribes, 
specifically the Cherokee Nation, began to commit “depredations” on white set-
tlements, causing the Indian war to move southward.14  Since the outbreak of 
fighting in the Ohio Valley, Washington had been, as stated in his Fourth Annual 
Address to Congress, attempting to make peace with the tribes, but the Cherokees’ 
“unprovoked hostilities upon…the United States” made such efforts difficult if 
not futile.15  Instead, Washington declared in 1792 to Congress that he was tak-
ing further defensive measures in order to combat the uprisings in the South, as 
well as continuing his overtures of peace.16  While Washington did state that the 
country was prepared to confront these newfound conflicts, he implored Con-
gress to continue to raise more troops as the previous requests now proved to be 
“incomplete.”17  This statement is quite revealing, especially in demonstrating 
just how overextended the small American war machine was. Moreover, in 1793, 
clashes between Indians and settlers spread from the Ohio Valley to Florida and 
all places in between, with the Ohio tribes boldly declaring “war on any person 
10 Ellis, 213; George Washington, Second Annual Address to Congress, 8 December 1790, gwpapers.virigina.edu;   
    George Washington, Third Annual Address.
11 Ellis, 214.
12 George Washington, Third Annual Address.
13 George Washington, Third Annual Address.
14 George Washington, Fourth Annual Address to Congress, 6 November 1792, gwpapers.virginia.edu.
15 George Washington, Fourth Annual Address.
16 George Washington, Fourth Annual Address.
17 George Washington, Fourth Annual Address.
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Do You See What I See? 
Richard Wright, Art, and Politics


S C O T T M E R R O W


What does it mean to see? I can see the screen I’m typing into, but I can’t 
see what makes it work. What I can see is a physical manifestation of 


the parts that make up the screen; however, I don’t know how these parts came 
together. Yet, this relationship works just fine for me. I turn the screen on and 
it works, so there is no reason to concern myself with how it functions. If I 
were to attempt to look inside it, to take off the cover, I might break it. Why 
would I chance that? I know what I need to know in order for my relationship 
to continue with the screen and I’m good with that. Similarly, by the 1930s, 
Jim Crow—both de facto and legislative—had cast its own screen across most 
of America, affording whites a way to keep blacks in their place, and blacks 
a way to find their place among whites, and most people were good with that. 
Most people—black or white—had no desire to take off the cover, to see what 
was behind the screen; however, Richard Wright wasn’t afraid to look under 
the hood. Wright wasn’t good with that. Wright was willing to pull back the 
cover and reveal the mechanisms that were precariously holding the social ar-
rangements decreed by Jim Crow in place; but how could he help people see 
what he saw? He had an art, he could write, and, as Murray Edelman tells us in 
From Art to Politics, “art is the fountainhead from which political discourse, 
beliefs about politics, and consequent actions ultimately spring” (3). Wright 
could use his art to promote political change. Through his writing, Wright 
hoped to define a new and true narrative for blacks that would enable people 
to see the world the way he saw it. Moreover, Wright would do this not just for 
the benefit of blacks, but for the benefit of American society.
 Wright received an education in Jim Crow during his childhood 
spent in Mississippi and Tennessee. This education was earnestly delivered 
by whites who continuously reminded him that he and his fellow blacks were 
held in the same regard as a dog.  Through this education, he came to under-
stand that Jim Crow did not make blacks separate but equal, it made them 
separate and powerless, causing him to wonder, “How do Negroes feel about 
the way they have to live?” (The Ethics of Living Jim Crow). Wright came to 
wonder if blacks were capable of seeing through the screen that defined their 
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him that “there were but a few Negroes who knew the meaning of their lives, 
who could tell their story” (267). If blacks accepted their position without 
resistance, it was as much blacks’ fault as it was whites’ for the condition of 
society; a condition that Wright felt must be rectified if anyone is to be con-
sidered human.
 Wright saw the meaning of being human, and harbored a deep desire 
to share his findings with the world in the hope that others could see what he 
saw. He wanted to “drench the reader with a sense of a new world. That was 
the single aim of [his] living” (Black Boy 280). This new world was a world 
in which people recognized their prejudice; their malice; their ignorance; their 
indifference; their cowardice; their cruelty; their naivety; and their greed. And 
while he wasn’t political—Communist affiliation aside—his works portrayed 
a reality that begged for political change, but not a change just for blacks 
alone, a change to benefit humanity, a change that would make us all worthy 
of being called human.  
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counterbalance the global influx of American culture and encourages the United 
States to reevaluate its priorities and acknowledge that not one culture should 
dominate them all.  In contrast, Legrain claims globalization is positive force that 
increases rather than diminishes the diversity within societies. He offers examples 
of different ways other countries have influenced American culture, portraying 
globalization as a two-way street instead of a global American cultural takeover. 
He rejects the notion that diversity is a fixed quality, which can only be preserved, 
and argues that diversity should be allowed to change over time. Moreover, he 
claims that this evolving diversity is giving birth to new cross cultures that are 
breaking from larger national monocultures. 
Galeota lists the use of three different devices by which she argues America ac-
culturates other cultures: marketing, the media and information industries, and the 
Internet. Galeota describes three marketing strategies corporate America has de-
veloped to maximize the global market. First, marketers irrevocably tie American 
products to modernity. According to Galeota, this generates an international mass 
desire for the same American products. Secondly, marketers create the illusion 
that American products encapsulate diversity by making light of the multi-ethnic 
immigrant roots of America that account for almost every culture in the world. 
Galeota argues this ploy is meant to convince global consumers that American 
products rise above national differences and represent a unified world. Thirdly, 
she suggests marketers incorporate recognizable features of local cultures into 
American products: “America essentially samples the world’s cultures, repack-
ages them with an American trademark of materialism, and resells them to the 
world” (34). 
 In addition to the marketing strategies utilized by corporate America to 
acculturate the world, Galeota asserts the media and information industries pres-
ent a unipolar view of the news, which largely depicts the United States as an 
economic and military superpower. She suggests this unbalanced practice only 
further advances the indoctrination of American exceptionalism.  Lastly, Galeota 
emphasizes the Internet as simply another channel in which people can access 
everything American, thereby accelerating the assimilation process. Since Ga-
leota views the influence of American culture abroad as an imperialistic force, she 
offers alternative protectionist methods, such as zoning, that can counterbalance 
America’s disproportionate claim on the global community. She calls for social 
activism among the non-democratic nations who are unable to elect their own 
leadership. Finally, Galeota encourages Capitol Hill and corporate America to re-
evaluate American exceptionalism, arguing the United States must acknowledge 
that no one culture should rule them all. 
Philippe Legrain presents several different claims about globalization. First, he 
argues that globalization does not equal American domination, claiming instead 
that globalization is sparking a wealth of positive cultural change. As examples, 
he illustrates the breadth of ideas that come out of great multi-ethnic cosmopolitan 
cities like New York, and touts the multi-racial soccer team that was France when 


they won the World Cup. 
 Secondly, he claims globalization is liberating people around the world 
from their geographical shackles by exposing them to new ideas, food, music, and 
experiences. He suggests globalization also energizes existing cultures and their 
local goods by providing larger markets, exposing more customers to the crafts-
manship of cultures worldwide.  He also provides evidence for why he claims 
global American acculturation is exaggerated. He writes, “Coke accounts for less 
than two of the 64 fluid ounces that a typical person drinks a day. France imported 
a mere $620 million in food from the United States in 2000, while exporting to 
America three times that. Worldwide pizzas are more popular than burgers and 
Chinese restaurants pop up everywhere” (39). He also uses MTV as an example 
that when American products are in fact consumed, they are much more ethnically 
influenced than meets the eye. Legrain states that in China for instance, main-
stream songs are sung in Mandarin by local Asian musicians. Legrain also finds 
examples to indicate how, in some aspects, America and its culture are outliers in 
the world arena. He includes the rejection of American football in other countries 
and America’s refusal to adopt the use of the metric system, as main instances of 
these deviancies. 
 Legrain then shifts his argument to examine the ways American culture 
is being shaped by outside global forces. He writes, “Since 1990, the number of 
foreign-born American residents has risen by 6 million to just over 25 million, the 
biggest immigration wave since the turn of the 20th century. English may be all-
conquering outside of America, but in some parts of the United States, it is now 
second to Spanish” (41). Overall Legrain argues that globalization and accultura-
tion are two-way streets that are generally non-zero-sum games. 
 When evaluating the essays written by both Legrain and Galeota, there 
are certain claims that stand out and merit a closer assessment. Throughout Ga-
leota’s essay, she makes various value claims worth exploring. She writes, “Con-
trary to Rothkopf’s (and George W. Bush’s) belief that, ‘Good and evil, better and 
worse coexist in this world,’ there are no such absolutes in this world” (36). This 
claim by itself is valid; however, it proves problematic when Galeota herself uses 
an absolute to support her argument. When discussing alternative measures to 
combat American imperialism, she states, “Thomas Friedman advocated the use 
of protective legislation such as zoning laws and protected area laws, as well as 
the appointment of politicians with cultural integrity, such as those in agricultural, 
culturally pure Southern France” (36). If Galeota claims that absolutes such as 
better or worse cannot exist, than how can she claim the existence of purity? She 
proceeds to use the absolute when she writes, “If it is utterly impossible to main-
tain the cultural purity of a country through legislation…” (36). She also dem-
onstrates this kind of inconsistency with her choice of words when she refers to 
other cultures exposed to American culture, as victims. She writes, “Fortunately, 
many victims of American cultural imperialism aren’t blind to the subversion of 
their cultures” (36). The use of the word victim has a negative connotation to it 
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terminated in 1956, simultaneously with being granted federal recognition. Based 
on this fact the Bill should not even be presented on the behalf of the Lumbee 
Tribe, since they are not subject to federal recognition, through legislation or BIA 
approval. Strong constitutionalists support this argument, for even though it is 
not in the Constitution, this provision has been legally passed and now must be 
enforced. 


Policy Effects of Bill
H.R. 27 presents a vague representation of the benefits and privileges that the 
Lumbee Tribe would be granted if federally recognized. The BIA, under the 
Department of the Interior, is responsible for providing services needed to the 
federally recognized tribes. The scope of these services is large and specific to 
individual tribes, and such services can include “education, social services, law 
enforcement, courts, real estate services, agriculture and range management, and 
resource protection” (DOI). Other federal agencies are also responsible for aiding 
recognized tribes, such as the Indian Health Service (HIS), a branch of HHS, the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development, and the Departments of Justice, 
Agriculture, Education, Labor, Commerce and Energy. Providing these unknown 
but potentially extensive entitlements to 55,000 people could have a significant 
impact on the budgets of many federal agencies. 


In H.R. 27 the following are specific requirements relating to potential ben-
efits provided to the Lumbee tribe:


•  Congress shall enforce the entitlement of the Lumbee Tribe to the benefits, 
privileges and immunities that accompany the status of Indian tribe recog-
nition.


•  The Secretary of the Interior must deliver such services and must determine 
a method of delivery within the counties of Robeson, Cumberland, Hoke, 
and Scotland.


•  The Secretary of the Interior must verify the tribal roll.
•  The Secretary of the Interior and Secretary of Health and Human Services 


(in conjunction with the Tribe) must develop a determination of needs to 
determine which members of the Tribe will receive entitlements.


•  The Secretary of the Interior and Secretary of Health and Human Services 
must submit a written a statement to Congress of stated needs, after verifi-
cation of membership.


•  The Secretary of the Interior must define the service population of the tribe, 
in conjunction with the membership roll previously created and verified to 
be taken into action on the date of Bill passage, and also in compliance with 
the Lumbee Tribe’s membership criteria. The Interior has a two-year dead-
line, after the enactment of the Bill, to complete population verification.


Political Implications of Bill
Supporting Actors: Lumbee Tribe of North Carolina, North Carolina Family 
Policy Council, Oneida tribe of Wisconsin, majority of the House National Re-
sources Committee, Representatives of North Carolina (including past governors), 
predominantly Democratic members of Congress (Blue Dog Democrats), Rep. 
Mike McIntyre (D-NC), Institutional loyalists, Congressman Patrick McHenry 
(10-NC).


Opposing Actors: The United South and Eastern Tribes Incorporated, predomi-
nantly Republican members of Congress, Natural Resource Committee Chair Doc 
Hastings (R-WA), Department of the Interior (BIA), fiscally conservative mem-
bers of Congress, Congressman Heath Shuler


Personal Political Implications: 
•  Republican Party 


o  Providing an undetermined amount of entitlements to 55,000 people 
is not fiscally responsible in the present economy. The funding is not 
available through the BIA and other federal agencies, and will place 
an unfortunate heavy burden upon them. 


o  There are no signs of discrimination against the Lumbee people. 
and denying recognition is not an injustice. These people are not be-
ing denied their rights and freedoms in this country because of their 
race, gender, or creed. 


o  To ensure smaller government control, government agencies and ac-
tivities should not expand, such as adding 55,000 people to receive 
services provided by the government. This issue should be turned 
other to the State of North Carolina, for it is already recognized as 
a tribe by the State. The care of these people should be provided by 
the State of North Carolina.


o  The party should honor patriotism and citizenship. One is anAmeri-
can citizen first and foremost. All cultures should be respected, but 
not get entitlements because of it. No other nationalities in the US 
are granted entitlements based on their cultural identification. 


•  Committee on Natural Resources
o  Justification of presenting this legislation to Congress is not ethical, 


for it is in the purview of the BIA, as are all petitions for federal 
recognition.


o  The budget for the agencies that will be responsible to provide ser-
vices to the Tribe are already spread as thin as they can be, and it 
would be unreasonable to add this great of a burden to them, by the 
accreditation of this Committee. 


o  Chairman of the Committee, Republican Doc Hastings, is in strong 
opposition to the passage of the Bill. As a freshman on the Commit-
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Movie-Watching, Money-Craving 
Murderers of the Earth


N I C O L E  A .  B E RW I C K


Many people watch movies simply for entertainment and pleasure, without 
realizing that they are slowly and subtly being taught to destroy the planet.  


Like other works of art, films are created to express various thoughts, messages, 
and ideas, and viewers tend to absorb these messages, whether consciously or 
not.  From there, the human mind creates a perception of reality based on the ar-
senal of ideas gathered through constant exposure to art, and thus adopts a certain 
ideology.  Many popular American films have subtle environmental themes that 
aid in shaping society’s views about the importance of protecting and coexisting 
with the natural world.  However, the amount of emphasis placed on these themes 
is too small, and despite their grave importance, the messages are obscured and 
undercut by a disproportionate focus on convenient and efficient plot resolution. 
 Murray Edelman’s From Art to Politics provides a framework for the ar-
gument that films can indeed shape people’s thoughts and outlooks on the world.  
The main premise is that “art is the fountainhead from which political discourse, 
beliefs about politics, and consequent actions ultimately spring” (Edelman 2).  In 
other words, although it may be tempting to contend that forms of art—including 
movies—are created to reflect certain political ideas, it is actually the case that po-
litical ideas arise only after people face ongoing contact with such art.  In addition, 
Edelman argues that art influences the ways in which people view particular ideas 
or issues, leading them to categorize things based on perceived value, importance, 
and relevance.  The “creation of [contestable] categories provides one kind of aes-
thetic lens through which conception and vision are constituted and reconstituted 
[and] what we ‘know’ about the nature of the social world depends on how we 
frame and interpret the cues we receive about that world” (Edelman 109).  People 
classify images and ideas on the basis of universally accepted criteria, and will, 
from the point of initial contact, regard them based on predetermined attitudes 
and judgments of like ideas.  For example, a character represented in a work of art 
that acts righteously and does good will be classified as a hero, and therefore be 
viewed in a positive, respectful light.
 In his essay “The Thematic Paradigm” author Robert Ray argues that 
American movie viewers are particularly attracted to stories that deal with the 
adventures of an outlaw hero, a sub-category within the general classification 
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Pocahontas and Avatar have similar storylines that illustrate the consequences 
of humans intruding on natural habitats in search of resources.  When the British 
explorers, led by Governor Ratcliffe, landed on the shores of the New World, they 
were purely on a quest for gold, with no regard for the Native Americans, animals, 
or other wildlife that stood in their way.  The humans in search of Unobtainium 
in Avatar had very similar motives, and when discussing them with Dr. Grace 
Augustine, the lead scientist devoted to protecting and studying life on Pandora, 
the head of the mining corporation pointed to a piece of the mineral and remarked, 
“This is why we’re here. Because this little gray rock sells for $20 million a kilo. 
That’s the only reason.” Not only did the actions of these greedy individuals de-
stroy the environment, but in both movies, their efforts resulted in the ultimate 
of negative consequences—death.  Grace is shot while stealing a helicopter in an 
attempt to help the Na’vi people, and Kocuom, a member of Pocahontas’s tribe, 
is killed by one of the British men.  These deaths, victimizing the people that 
stand up for the natural world, further highlight the contrast between the good 
characters and the evil ones, and are the ultimate showcase of just how negative 
the impacts of invasion and habitat destruction can be.
 Flipper and WALL-E, on the other hand, are more concerned with the 
effects that pollution and waste have on the environment. When Dirk dumps toxic 
waste in the ocean, he puts both of the story’s main characters in direct danger, 
and thus evokes anger and hatred from the audience.  Flipper becomes very sick 
as a result of exposure to harsh chemicals, and although Sandy and his friends 
were able to save him, many other fish and animals were killed.  Not only was 
Sandy forced to deal with the sickness of his beloved dolphin, but his safety was 
also directly compromised by the villain’s actions.  Dirk’s boat hit and destroyed 
the dinghy Sandy was riding in, causing him to be thrown into the water and pur-
sued by a hungry shark whose food supply dwindled after the toxic dump.
 In WALL-E, the main problem was garbage; humans had consumed so 
much and created so much waste that Earth was deemed uninhabitable and every-
one was evacuated to live in space stations.  The humans left trash-compacting 
robots to try and clean up the mess, but when the planet wasn’t any cleaner after 
about five years, the people began to lose hope of returning home.  When the story 
begins in the year 2805, WALL-E was the only robot left working.  He lived a 
lonely life, and the only thing that brought him joy was collecting little treasures 
he found among the trash.  Like in Flipper, the struggles of a beloved character 
evoke pity, sympathy, and adoration from the audience and again reinforce the 
negative light cast on the story’s main agent of environmental harm.
No matter the nature of the problem, in each of the stories, an unlikely hero rises 
to solve it, in accordance with Ray’s thematic paradigm.  The heroes begin dis-
tanced from society: WALL-E is completely alone on a contaminated Earth, Jake 
Sully is a depressed Marine who was paralyzed in the line of duty, John Smith is 
the only of his British comrades who has moral and unselfish motives for explor-
ing the New World, and Sandy is a rebel child sent from the city to spend a sum-


mer at the beach with his uncle and learn a thing or two about behaving.  They 
find themselves accidently in a position with the chance to do the right thing, and 
transform from outlaws to respected, righteous saviors of society.  According to 
Ray, continued use of this type of hero has “not only overcame binary opposi-
tions; it [has] systematically mythologized the certainty of being able to do so.” 
Americans love to see a hero rise to the occasion and save the day, but this para-
digmatically structured resolution takes away from the political and environmen-
tal statements the films try to make.  The stories wrap up nicely in relatively 
short periods of time—less than three hours—and the wrongdoers are punished 
or forced out, leaving the heroes and their societies to live happily ever after.  
Dirk Moran’s evil deeds are revealed to a crowd on the pier as he is arrested and 
hauled off to jail; Auto, a robot that tried to keep the humans from returning to 
and cleaning up Earth, is deactivated by his maker after WALL-E exposes his lies; 
the corporation in search of Unobtainium withdraws from the fight with the Na’vi 
and removes all of its people from the planet Pandora; and the British explorers 
board their ships and head back to Europe, leaving the New World in peace (for 
the moment).  These resolutions are misleading, though, because things do not 
end so simply in the real world.  People are continually awaiting heroes and solu-
tions that may never come.
 Hollywood wants to use familiar, cherished story outlines because the 
industry is more concerned with film popularity, which translates into dollars 
grossed, than it is with exposing the public to political ideas.  It is not uncommon 
to see movies judged based on box office totals. Avatar has been called the great-
est movie of all time, because it grossed an unprecedented $2.8 billion (imDb.
com). Pocahontas, WALL-E, and Flipper also cleared large profits, making $346.8 
million, $521.3 million, and $20 million, respectively, and consequently are also 
highly regarded (imDb.com).  The emphasis of wealth over moral messages can 
be considered typical in this “insane world where short-term greed rules over 
long-term life” (Foreman 9), because producers would rather fill their wallets with 
green money than fill the minds of their viewers with green ideas of biocentrism 
and environmental protection.
 This disproportionate concern with money can be likened to the trans-
formation of the environmental movement from a collection of change-seeking 
organizations to a professional, business-like establishment.  Foreman points out 
that unlike the passionate volunteer activists of the past, today’s so-called envi-
ronmentalists are career-oriented technicians who spend little time immersed in 
nature and are increasingly distant from the grassroots volunteer efforts that origi-
nally started the movement (202-206).  It is easier for someone who is motivated 
solely by money than it is for someone truly passionate about the issue at hand 
to forget the cause they are advocating.  Though professionalization attempts to 
award and compensate both movie-makers and people within the environmental 
movement for their work, it must be noted that it also hinders their ability to 
clearly demonstrate necessary messages.
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Words have the power to both destroy and heal. When words are 
both true and kind, they can change our world. 


 
~Buddha


These immortal words symbolize the power of written ideas, the ability for an 
author to provoke both controversial and meaningful dialogue. Throughout his-
tory, students have often played a prominent role in the creation, dissemination, 
and fulfillment of oftentimes novel, sometimes radical, ideals. This is especially 
true in the dynamic process we call politics, a discipline grounded in ideas. The 
Sovereign exists as but one modern inheritor of this legacy, providing today’s stu-
dents with a forum in which to air fresh ideas, potentially sparking the next global 
revolution in political discourse.


~The Editors
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The 1970s were hip, groovy and delightfully tacky with a love for activism 
mixed in. It was a time when people and the arts promoted love, freedom, and 


peace. People acted against injustice, whether directed toward people, animals, or 
the environment. Art was serious at the time, as many changes were taking place 
and a “now or never” attitude was needed to inspire people as a whole to make 
a difference. Posters and advertisements demanded political action regarding the 
environment. As the 70s fizzled out, however, these art forms began to take on 
more of an entertaining role with the use of beautiful colors, fun patterns, and 
humor. As art changed, so did our culture. The majority of people today fail to 
pay attention to the news and feel that environmental change is happening on its 
own. Many feel that little needs to be done to clean up the environment because 
they feel everything is fine the way it is. We have become a society demanding 
constant entertainment and instant gratification. If something is boring or requires 
a lot of thought, we tend to ignore important messages, especially if the effects 
will not be seen until years later. The switch from seriousness to a more comedic 
feel has sculpted the way people feel about environmental concerns. No longer 
are we a group of people who are interested in causes because they are important; 
we have become people who only take part in the cause of environmentalism if it 
has entertainment value. 
 The environmental movement of the 1970s drew upon the activist at-
titudes many people had left over from previous radical movements. The strong 
urge for social change began in the 1950s with the Civil Rights movement. Start-
ing in 1954 with a Supreme Court case that banned segregation in school, African 
Americans and white supporters protested for equal opportunities and treatments. 
The Civil Rights Act was passed in 1964, which made racial discrimination il-
legal. Not long after the Civil Rights movement slowed down, people began pro-
testing the Vietnam War in 1965 (The Civil Rights Movement). The main reasons 
for this were the draft along with the fact that television broadcasts gave them a 
picture of what the war was truly like. With people riled up about the Civil Rights 
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fallen, suggesting that the government has been overtaken by pollution. While 
the Washingtonian emphasizes how we harm the planet, Kelley informs view-
ers of who is responsible. In Kelley’s poster, Pogo, his famous cartoon character 
from the era, is trying to clean his home of trash dumped by humans and says, 
“We have met the enemy and he is us.”  This suggests that we cannot clean up 
individually; we must all work together to fix the problem we all played a part in 
creating. Along with the ways people pollute and the fact that we are responsible, 
Rauschenberg uses symbols to show the negative path we are taking regarding 
the environment. Rauschenberg’s poster places a bald eagle in the center and sur-
rounds it with images of garbage and suffering environments, such as the beaches. 
The bald eagle represents the glorious United States and the images of destruction 
symbolize the ruin of our nation. All of these posters emphasize that we are col-
lectively at fault for environmental destruction and shows in a direct, matter-of-
fact way how serious polluting has become. They promote a sense of urgency, as 
the images are dark and shocking and help people see just how much harm we are 
inflicting on our planet. 
 Today, in order to cater to people’s constant search for entertainment, 
Earth Day leaders have changed the appearance of their posters to attract more 
viewers. Current posters have a main goal of attracting viewers with their aesthet-
ics in hopes of raising awareness about Earth Day and its message of caring for 
the planet. Three of the current posters created by Harrison Miracle (Hurst 21), 
Bob Masse (Hurst 10), and Travis Morgan (Earth Day Posters) are incredibly 
beautiful and pleasing to the eyes.
 These newer posters entertain with dazzling, bright colors and unique 
designs, but none contain much information about Earth Day nor use symbols that 
show their message of protecting and saving the environment. Miracle’s poster 
uses a photograph of what appears to be a plant, but it is difficult to tell what it is. 
The poster says to “take a closer look,” but since it is unclear what the person is 
looking at, it is difficult to understand what Miracle wants us to focus our atten-
tion on. While Miracle at least tries to make a statement, Masse implies nothing. 
Masse, known for his psychedelic artwork, created a poster for Earth Day that 
contains an attractive woman holding the planet. The colors are very eye catching 
and it is drawn wonderfully, but it says nothing about the importance of Earth Day 
and the subject matter seems completely unrelated to the cause. Like Masse, Mor-
gan focused more on the design rather than the message of the poster. Morgan’s 
poster simply shows the earth in the form of a flower with a bright sun overhead. 
It only says “Earth Day everyday,” which is not clear unless a person already 
knows what the day is about and why it is meaningful. None of these posters state 
who is at fault for the destruction of the environment or what people can do to 
fix it. While their designs are stunning and cheerful, they do not promote a sense 
of urgency. Their posters make it seem like the planet is completely fine and that 
nothing needs to be done to improve it.
 In Earth Day’s 1970 beginnings, its posters promoting environmental-


ism were very inspiring, illustrating Edelman’s claim that art is “an essential and 
fundamental element in the shaping of political ideas and political action” (6).  
Posters by the Washingtonian, Kelley, Rauschenberg and others led to mass out-
cries for environmental action. The first year of Nelson’s Earth Day, “20 million 
Americans took to the streets, parks, and auditoriums to demonstrate for a healthy, 
sustainable environment in massive coast-to-coast rallies,” and brought protestors 
of many different causes together (Earth Day). Not only was it successful in rais-
ing awareness of pollution and its harm to the environment, but also it led to the 
creation of new governmental organizations and laws. The Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA), the Clean Air, Clean Water Act, and the Endangered Species 
Act were all created at least in part because of Earth Day and its followers. It also 
brought the two biggest political parties, the Republicans and Democrats, together 
in a time when environmental action was demanded and people believed strongly 
in protecting nature (Earth Day).  Earth Day was one of the most influential and 
driving forces in environmental protection in the 1970s, and the policies created 
are still in effect today. 
 Now, however, little has changed and no recent landmark policies re-
garding the environment have been enacted. The efforts and success of Earth Day 
in previous years, mixed with current people’s need for instant gratification, have 
led to many feeling that change will happen on its own and that everything is okay. 
Many people have focused their attention on the current economic recession, as 
they feel that it is a more pressing issue. Earth Day has not given up on trying 
to inspire people to save the planet, even though it is becoming an increasingly 
difficult task. In order to promote the cause, leaders of Earth Day have changed 
their posters from being serious and direct to fun and physically appealing. By 
changing their posters, they have compromised their message of saving nature, as 
the new posters contain few words and do not emphasize what Earth Day is about. 
Altering them has defeated the purpose of using posters at all, as their message is 
no longer clear and meaningful. 
 Leaders of Keep American Beautiful and Earth Day seem out of touch 
with today’s younger generation. The presidents of KAB and Earth Day, Kathleen 
Rogers and Matthew McKenna, are over the age of forty, and so are many of their 
staff members. They were young in the 1960s and 1970s and grew up or par-
ticipated in a time of activism. During this time period, many activities revolved 
around protests, from advocating equal rights to disapproving of the Vietnam War. 
Today, however, things have settled down. Many people are interested only in 
being entertained and are not as interested in political and environmental causes. 
Current culture emphasizes instant gratification and people never seem to be satis-
fied. A majority of people in the present culture do not want to work today to see 
tomorrow’s satisfaction because they are used to having many things in their life 
handed to them immediately, such as Netflix, which provides entertainment on the 
spot. Thinking towards the future and long-term sustainability is not something 
that many in current youth culture value. The older staff members may not be suc-
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In 1789, George Washington, America’s first president, set about the monumen-
tal task of leading the fragile, infant nation in a rough, older world. While the 


beginning of the Washington Administration could easily be described as routine 
(as the country’s political system was literally being established), the latter portion 
of Washington’s presidency became anything but mundane. Two major events, 
concerning the international spectacle of the Napoleonic Wars and the emerging 
conflict on the western frontier with the Native Americans, consumed most of 
Washington’s time and attention. Washington hoped to keep the young nation out 
of another international war by avoiding the viper’s nest that had become Europe 
in the aftermath of the French Revolution and the rise of Napoleon, declaring 
American neutrality in the ensuing carnage. Moreover, the United States military 
forces were already embroiled in a conflict with the Native American tribes on the 
western borders of the country, a conflict that had reached the epitome of war by 
the time of Washington’s second term. Here, historians have disagreed as to the 
ends of Washington’s preoccupation concerning these two items on the nation’s 
political agenda. Some believe that Washington feared that the consequences for 
the United States would be fatal if it became involved in a European war before 
it was ready. Still others, most notably Native American historians, contend that 
Washington feared that since the country already was consumed by a war (the 
conflict with the Indians on the frontier), it could not shoulder the burdens of 
another. While both historical positions undoubtedly have some truth to them, a 
more accurate description of Washington’s motives for keeping us out of war falls 
on the side of the Native American historians, namely since Washington observed 
the already poor war capabilities of the new republic in combatting the Indian 
uprisings as well as his own description of the conflict with the Native Americans 
as a “war.”
 Washington knew that the United States was in a precarious position fol-
lowing the end of the American Revolution. European powers, including Brit-
ain, France, and Spain, still held large tracts of territory in North America, and 
the British Royal Navy dominated the waves of the Atlantic Ocean as well. With 
America literally “surrounded” on all sides by potentially (or in the case of the 
British, currently) hostile powers, Washington “resolved to avoid war at almost 
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This bill pulls major support from party politics with this being a predominantly 
Democratic bill, heavily leaning towards Blue Dog Democrats. Testimony from 
Rep. Mike McIntyre (D-NC), introducer of the bill, calls for the end of discrimi-
nation and to right an injustice that was set upon these native people. He states 
that it is unfortunate that 55,000 people have been oppressed from being federally 
recognized as a tribe (McIntyre). Lumbee Indians feel as if they are being dis-
criminated against, since they have a long, proven history and have gone through 
the process to get recognition for decades. After being forced to establish their 
own school for Lumbee children, they were stripped of control, because they were 
not federally recognized. As the Chairman of the Lumbee Tribe states, “without 
federal recognition we cannot have full control of our communities. Without fed-
eral recognition, we will continue to be treated as second-class Indians” (Goins).
 
The Lumbee Tribe has a strong self-identification as an Indian Community.


BIA criteria states that the comprising group seeking recognition as a tribe needs 
to comprise of a “distinct community [that] has existed as a community from 
historical times until the present” (BIA, B). This criteria is very apparent through 
Lumbee culture, and their people carry with them a strong sense of community. 
The 55,000 member tribe primarily lives in Robeson, Hoke, Cumberland and 
Scotland counties of North Carolina. The Lumbee community displayed their 
strength in the nineteenth century when the State of North Carolina restricted 
Indian children from attending public schools, and forced the Tribe to establish 
a school for Lumbee children. The Tribe did not have the adequate funding for 
such a task, and with minimal help from the State, it was the community spirit 
that held the school together until the State reneged the decision and stripped the 
Tribe of their powers (Goins). The Tribe’s cultural attributes are still thriving as 
they celebrate their culture yearly with an extravagant Pow Wow, one that is so 
festive it was showcased in USA Today.  Tribal members identify themselves as 
a community, a family, and under the Lumbee Tribal seal they are bonded by the 
same desire for federal recognition. 


The State of North Carolina has officially recognized the Lumbee Tribe as an 
official Native American Tribe, and the tribe has the bi-partisan support of 
executive, legislative and local officials of the state.


Another bloc of supporters comes from the State of North Carolina, the home 
state of the Lumbee Tribe. The State of North Carolina has formally recognized 
the Lumbee Tribe, yet to no avail from the federal level has recognition come. 
Bi-partisan support stems from the legislature, executive branch, and governmen-
tal agencies from the state. At a state level the personal claims of the tribe to be 
recognized are more sympathetic, because there is a tangible history and under-
standing of what the tribe has gone through. Also the cry of support from the state 


level is bi-partisan because the state would not hesitate to accept federally granted 
funding for the tribe and members’ benefits, which have been supplied a great deal 
by the state taxpayers.  


The power of federal recognition for a tribe should rest in the hands of Con-
gress and subcommittees, not be guided by a governmental department or 
agency.


In the past, Congress was the only able body that could grant tribes recognition; 
now that power has been handed to the Department of the Interior (Bureau of In-
dian Affairs). Members of the House Natural Resources Committee have spoken 
out that their committee has specifically focused on Indian affairs and should be 
the body to conduct legislation to be put before the body as a whole. Represen-
tative Kildee (D-MI) spoke as both a member of the committee and as a vet-
eran congressman, stating that this power, of Indian tribal recognition, should be 
wielded by those chosen by the public citizens and not by appointed bureaucrats. 
Institutional loyalists would also serve as a supporting bloc, both in the Natural 
Resource Committees and in a broader context. These members are also criticiz-
ing that the agency (BIA) for not performing its duties correctly and creating a 
hardship in making the recognition process very slow. 


The Lumbee Tribe has a central form of government, including authority, 
documentation and membership criteria.


BIA criteria states an applicant group must have “maintained political influence or 
authority over its members as an autonomous entity,” and “governing documen-
tation including its membership criteria” are required for any tribe to gain fed-
eral recognition. The Lumbee Tribe provide all required (BIA, C-D). The Lum-
bee Tribe has created a governmental structure comparable to that of the United 
States. The Lumbee government consists of an executive, legislative and judicial 
branch. The tribe also has a documented constitution with the purpose of “estab-
lishing a tribal government structure, preserving for all time the Lumbee way of 
life and community, promoting the educational, cultural, social and economical 
well being of the Lumbee people, and securing justice and freedom of the Lumbee 
people” (Lumbee preamble).  Article II of the Lumbee Constitution also provides 
for the membership criteria and procedure of the tribe. 


Opposition Arguments 
The Federal recognition of the Lumbee would place a large added expense of 
supplying governmental services and benefits to over 55,000 people, and in 
this current economy it would be very difficult for the BIA budget to include 
these increased costs. 
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of a white skin” who entered their lands.18  Washington no longer addressed these 
conflicts with the Indians as merely uprisings or hostilities but instead called them 
a “war on our frontiers.”19  The change in nomenclature was also accompanied by 
a declaration that negotiation had failed and that the time “to act offensively” had 
arrived.20  To these ends, Washington again called on Congress to consider how to 
address the deficiencies in troops needed to undertake this offensive stance, with 
Washington asking for the militias to be called up or for (even) more troops to be 
raised.21


 Consequentially, Washington’s fears of a war with European powers took 
on a different light as the war on the frontier exploded and enlarged. In April of 
1793, war between Britain and France finally broke out, which prompted Wash-
ington to quickly declare American neutrality in the conflict.22  Washington had 
considerable cause in keeping the nation well-removed from the quarrel between 
Britain and France, especially in light of the rapidly deteriorating conditions on 
the frontier. As shown before, Washington continuously pressed Congress for 
more troops in order to combat the Indians, illustrating the manpower conundrum 
that the military was facing in attempting to execute the war. Furthermore, the 
war with the Indians was a significant drain on the nation’s treasury, proving more 
expensive as the fighting dragged on.23  Not surprisingly, therefore, was Washing-
ton’s steadfast (and ardent) support of Jay’s Treaty in 1795 with Britain, a treaty 
that Washington hoped would defuse the tension (and avoid war) between both 
the United States and Britain.24  Friction between the two nations was on the rise 
during 1794 due to the continued British presence in the Northwest Territories 
(a violation of the Treaty of Paris of 1783 that ended the Revolution) as well as 
Britain’s actions in enflaming the Ohio tribes to attack American settlers.25 The 
treaty itself was met with intense public outrage and considerable Congressional 
opposition, but Washington feared that any war with Britain “would be economi-
cally and militarily disastrous” and pressed for its adoption.26  For Washington, 
Jay’s Treaty represented a significant Godsend in the way that it prevented the 
possibility of a two-front war, with the Indians on the one side and the British on 
the other. Even before the Indian war erupted, Washington feared what the con-
sequences what be if America challenged the juggernaut of British power (or any 
other European nation for that matter). Such fears became justified after observing 
how the nation coped against the Indians to the west. 


18 Ellis, 221.
19 George Washington, Fifth Annual Address to Congress, 3 December 1793, gwpapers.virginia.edu.
20 George Washington, Fifth Annual Address.
21 George Washington, Fifth Annual Address.
22 Ellis, 222.
23 George Washington, Seventh Annual Address to Congress, 8 December 1795, gwpapers.virginia.edu.
24 Ellis, 226.
25 Ellis, 226.
26 Ellis, 226.


 Eventually, a relative peace was made with the Indian tribes across the 
western frontiers by the end of Washington’s second term in 1796. Washington’s 
Final State of the Union Address (submitted to Congress in 1796) describes the 
efforts that were implemented in order to ensure the “continuance of the friend-
ship of the Indians and to preserve peace along the extent of our interior frontier,” 
bringing an end to what was previously described as a “long, expensive, and dis-
tressing war.”27  This war on the frontier between white settlers and Indians dem-
onstrated Washington’s (and historians’) belief that that the country was not ready 
for a protracted conflict. Indeed, Washington’s preference for American neutrality 
and opposition to entering the European maul of warfare was considerably based 
upon the nation’s performance and experience in fighting the Indians to the west, a 
situation that sorely tested and pressed the young country’s military capabilities to 
their limits. The entrance of another combatant (especially Britain) would surely 
have yielded disastrous, if not fatal, consequences. Therefore, the historical posi-
tion by Native American historians is given much more plausibility, especially 
considering Washington’s efforts at both executing the war against the Indians 
and in his arduous efforts to avoid conflict with Britain. For Washington, the war 
with the Indians served as a dire warning, a warning that highlighted the potential 
difficulties that the nation would endure and encounter if it became involved in 
another war.


27 George Washington, Seventh Annual Address; George Washington, Eighth Annual Address to Congress, 7   
     December 1796, gwpapers.virginia.edu.
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reality. At the age of nineteen, Wright moved to Chicago where he became a 
student of de facto Jim Crow: the subtle norms that segregated work places 
and housing, restricted blacks’ educational attainment opportunities, and dic-
tated the social pecking order. This education provided Wright with a way to 
see the world as it was, not as it appeared to most. 
 Through his involvement with John Reed Clubs—clubs established 
in 1929 whose aim was to promote socialism through art—Wright became 
involved with the Communist Party, in which he found an outlet for his art; a 
way to reveal to the world what he had seen.  The Party integrated blacks in 
1925 and began actively recruiting them as a revolutionary force; they could 
become the proletariat. But beyond being a revolutionary force, many blacks 
in the Communist Party had artistic talents, and if there wasn’t a Bastille to 
storm or a Czar to depose, there was at least art to be made.  They could use art 
as a revolutionary force, because “art creates realities and worlds. People per-
ceive and conceive in the light of narratives, pictures, and images” (Edelman 
7). And up until then, the narratives, pictures, and images had been almost 
exclusively taken from a white lens, but now, through avenues provided by 
the Communist Party, people could have a chance to see them through a black 
lens. Wright fully understood this, for he tells us that “it seemed to me that 
here at last in the realm of revolutionary expression was where Negro experi-
ence could find a home, a functioning value and role” (Black Boy 318). 
 Wright felt his role was to change the established narrative about 
blacks through his writing. He felt that the current narrative caused “the black 
man . . . to hate in himself that which others hated in him” (Black Boy 266). A 
caricature of blacks had been established through writings, films, and media 
that depicted blacks as less intelligent, lazy, or comic foils, and it seemed to 
Wright that most blacks indifferently accepted the role in which they were 
cast. Art played a role in establishing these stereotypes; however, “Art can 
also emancipate the mind from stereotypes, prejudices, and narrow horizons” 
(Edelman 12). Wright’s goal was to invoke a new emancipation. But Wright 
didn’t strive for this new emancipation just for the benefit of blacks, for he 
tells us that:


	 if	the	Negro	solved	his	problem,	he	would	be	solving	infinitely	more	than	his	problem		
	 alone.	I	felt	certain	that	the	Negro	could	never	solve	his	problem	until	the	deeper	prob	
	 lem	of	American	civilization	had	been	faced	and	solved.	And	because	the	Negro	was	
	 the	most	cast-out	of	all	the	outcast	people	in	America,	I	felt	that	no	other	group	in		
	 America	could	tackle	this	problem	of	what	our	America	lives	meant	so	well	as	the	
	 Negro	could.	(Black Boy 298) 


Wright wrote for the benefit of American society, because he felt it was some-
thing that he could do, but more importantly, he felt this new emancipation he 


sought could free all men and that only a Negor could facilitate it.
 Wright saw an irony in how Whites treated blacks, in that by hurting 
blacks, whites were also hurting themselves. Whites made it clear to blacks 
that America was not their land, without “pausing to consider the consequenc-
es should the Negroes give up completely” (Black Boy 302). It made no sense 
to make something become so heavy that you couldn’t carry it, knowing you 
would have to carry it once it became too heavy, but that is just what whites 
were doing. Like Sisyphus and his boulder, whites were pushing blacks up a 
ramp, believing they were leading them over a precipice, when that which 
they were pushing was ultimately destined to come rolling back down on 
them. Wright saw that the weight the whites were pushing would eventually 
be too much to bear and feared for American society once that realization took 
hold. 
 Wright was not overtly political, but his affiliation with the Commu-
nist Party made his work political by proxy. He wrote to convey his quality 
of experience, not to express political beliefs. Wright believed that “the artist 
and the politician stand at opposite poles” (Black Boy 345). His job was to 
observe and report, and then hope that those he reported to decided to act on 
the politicians, because “the artist’s enhancement of life may emphasize, at 
certain times, those aspects that a politician can use” (345). Blacks had been 
used in so many ways over the years; here Wright saw a way for them to be 
used for a positive end. If Wright could make enough people see what he saw, 
and if enough politicians then saw or feared that so many could see, he could 
affect political change without being political. His words didn’t have to be 
persuasive; they just had to be true.  
 The truth that Wright wanted known could create a new narrative, 
one that defined a new reality in which it is understood that you don’t have to 
be communist to be communal. We are all of the same country and desiring 
the same goals: freedom, opportunity, and basic human dignity. Wright sums 
up his sentiments nicely by telling us that:
 
	 the	problem	of	human	unity	[is]	more	important	than	bread,	more	important	than		 	
	 physical	living	itself;	for	.	.	.	without	a	common	bond	uniting	men,	without	a		 	
	 continuous	current	of	shared	thought	and	feeling	circulating	through	the	social	system,		
	 like	blood	coursing	through	the	body,	there	could	be	no	living	worthy	of	being	called		 	
	 human.	(Black Boy 318)


Wright said upon arriving in Chicago that he “had fled a known terror, and 
perhaps [he] could cope with this unknown terror that lay ahead” (262). While 
he didn’t find more terror when he arrived in the North, he did find de facto 
Jim Crow, but he saw past the immediate impulse to blame whites for condi-
tions as they were, for his educations in both the South and North had shown 
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Does Globalization Threaten 
Cultural Diversity? 


L A R I S S A S K A L E C K I


At the end of summer in 2007, as the housing sector of the United States 
imploded, most unsuspecting Americans did not foresee the economic fall-


out that would soon descend internationally. As fiscal reverberations of the U.S. 
crisis propelled most other state economies into recession, with noted exceptions 
such as China, citizens worldwide watched helplessly as huge financial firms and 
banking institutions disintegrated along with their investments. The U.S. housing 
crisis served as a stark catalyst to expose the level of international interdepen-
dence currently in the world system, and consequently, a foretaste of the realities 
this expanding integration may engender. International economic integration as a 
primary cause of mass acculturation is one such reality of globalization gaining 
serious attention. Modern transportation is allowing for local products to move 
from country to country at a reasonably low cost. Instant communication is also 
enabling greater exchanges between nations through channels such as the inter-
net, media, and entertainment. Increased international trade has presented new 
economic and cultural opportunities for many countries, while concurrently intro-
ducing new inequalities. Just as much of the world’s wealth is disproportionally 
concentrated, so too is the exchange of culture. For this reason, an examination 
of globalization and its effect on cultural diversity will provide insight to better 
assess and manage the opportunity costs of increased international integration. 
 John T. Rourke’s Taking Sides: Clashing Views in World Politics pro-
vides a platform to begin inquiry on this multifaceted subject.  By presenting 
competing viewpoints on an issue, in this case whether or not globalization threat-
ens cultural diversity, Rourke encourages critical thinking by shifting the role of 
analysis usually done by the author and placing it instead with the reader. This 
allows the readers to draw their own conclusions as they directly assess the merits 
and shortcomings of each argument. Julia Galeota’s essay “Cultural Imperialism: 
An American Tradition” is presented alongside the essay “In Defense of Global-
ization” by Philippe Legrain. Both essays attempt to assess the role globaliza-
tion has, if any, in propelling the domination of American culture throughout the 
rest of the world. Galeota outlines the different ways corporate America imposes 
American cultural values on numerous cultures around the world via globaliza-
tion, and, as a result, endangers these cultures. She presents alterative measures to 
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and implies a wrong doing against someone. However, if absolutes such as good 
and evil, better or worse, do not exist, then there can be no victims. Moreover, by 
implying that American culture is capable of creating cultural victims, one could 
conclude Galeota also believes other cultures are better than, or “superior” to, 
American culture. This rather consistent internal contradiction weakens the over-
all logical consistency of her essay. 
 Galeota also makes a value claim about humanity as a whole when she 
states, “It is a fundamental right of humanity to be allowed to preserve the men-
tal, physical, intellectual, and creative aspects of one’s own society” (35). This 
declaration is left unsupported and therefore remains only opinion, an ostensible 
opinion, but an unsupported one nonetheless. The claim itself is noble in intention 
although it has contradictory elements. Galeota’s assertion of humanity is stated 
as a natural right. According to the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, “Natural 
rights are those rights which we are supposed to have as human beings before ever 
government comes into being.” Her declaration also implies the notion of popular 
sovereignty.  According to Dr. Donald S. Lutz, a political science professor at the 
University of Houston, Texas, “To speak of popular sovereignty is to place ulti-
mate authority in the people” (38). This is precisely what Galeota must assume 
when she declares the people have the right to their own society, since only with 
the notion of popular sovereignty can there be no higher authority, or culture, to 
revoke that right. These democratic ideals at the core of Galeota’s declaration 
become important, as her entire essay is centered on the rejection of her definition 
of cultural imperialism. In her essay she writes, “This proliferation of American 
products across the globe is more than a mere accident. As a byproduct of global-
ization, it is part of a larger trend in the conscious dissemination of American at-
titudes and values that is often referred to as cultural imperialism.” She continues 
by saying, “Thus, cultural imperialism involves much more than simple consumer 
goods; it involves the dissemination of ostensibly American principles such as 
freedom and democracy” (32). It follows then, that Galeota encourages cultures to 
dissent and reject American imperialism, which includes freedom and democracy, 
on the principle that humans have certain natural rights, which is a claim made 
legitimate only through democracy.  In other words, Galeota urges other cultures 
to use the principles of democracy to dissent from democracy. According to Max 
Kölbel, an ICREA research professor at the University of Barcelona, “The general 
idea of self-refutation seems to be that a claim is self-refuting if it can in some 
way be turned against itself.” This obvious fallacious argument of self-refutation 
only further weakens the logical consistency of Galeota’s argument as a whole. 
 Even while disregarding the logical fallacies embedded in Galeota’s ar-
gument there is still the problematic issue of reductionism. Galeota writes, “It is 
also equally important to focus on the education of youth in their native values 
and traditions” (36).  This statement begs the question of what constitutes native 
tradition. This only becomes problematic due to Galeota’s view of culture. Earlier 
she made reference to maintaining “the cultural purity of a country” (36).  The 


notion that a culture can be “pure” implies that it exists untainted by external 
influences beyond itself. It follows then, that a culture in order to maintain its 
purity, must be preserved and protected from outside influence. However, this 
view of culture contradicts the way people and cultures have traditionally existed.  
Historically speaking, most people and cultures have been continually in flux. 
Language, food, and music all have developed and changed with time. According 
to Food in the Arts, Catherine de Médicis of Italy, a descendant of Lorenzo the 
Magnificent, married king Henry II in the 16th century and brought with her to 
France an entourage of chefs and revolutionized French cuisine. In light of this 
history, did “agriculturally pure southern France” (36) come before or after the ar-
rival and foreign influence of Italy’s Catherine de Médicis? The tomato originated 
in South America, although one does not see the top crust of the Italian culinary 
elite storming the streets in protest with their wood spoons, demanding a return to 
a “Pre-tomato Italy.” Certainly the tomato, with its origins in the indigenous New 
World, could not possibly be part of “pure” Italian culture. While we are putting 
the notion of cultural purity through the historical meat grinder, one should note 
that both the French and Italian languages amount to nothing but the “vulgariza-
tions” of the “pure” Latin language. This process can be continued all the way 
back to the primordial cell. The problem of reductionism only comes about from 
the failure of Galeota to accept culture as a living entity that is subject to change 
based on influences beyond its people. As a whole, while the idea of American 
cultural imperialism is still likely, Galeota’s attempted argument is not a valid, let 
alone sound argument, due to the various internal inconsistencies present.   
 In Philippe Legrain’s essay “In Defense of Globalization”, while he may 
give more valid statistical support for his argument as a whole, he also makes a 
logically vulnerable value claim that is worth discussing. He states, “more gener-
ally, Western ideas are reshaping the way people view themselves and the world” 
(41). He uses slavery as an example to showcase this transformation and claims 
that slavery is virtually extinct. This is certainly and unfortunately not the case. 
According to Doctors at war.org, human trafficking is the fasting growing and 
second largest criminal enterprise in the world. Twenty-seven million people are 
trapped in slavery at this moment. According to Corydon Ireland of the Harvard 
Gazette, there are more than 1.3 million enslaved prostitutes that provide the labor 
force for much of the world’s sex trade. Globalization is propelling this industry 
forward as modern transportation and communication make it faster and easier 
than ever to sell and transport bodies from country to country. According to Sue 
Loughlin from the Tribune-Star online, human trafficking generates 32 billion 
dollars annually in profits. That profit, according to istockanalyst.com, is more 
than the McDonald’s Corporation, which has nearly 33,000 restaurants in opera-
tion worldwide, made in 2010. The financial incentive propelling this criminal 
industry is just one of the many obstacles that make it very difficult to combat this 
modern globalized form of slavery. This misinformed claim severely weakens 
Legrain’s credibility, as it becomes clear he either dismissed this form of slav-
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ery, was ignorant of this modern exploitation, or worse, does not consider human 
trafficking to be a form of slavery at all.  Either way, this kind of inattentiveness 
brings into doubt Legrain’s accuracy level in his assessment of the effects glo-
balization has on culture, and may turn the reader away from his argument all 
together. 
 Both essays prove thought provoking and provide insight into the many 
complex facets and tensions that exist with globalization. America and its culture 
are a driving force of globalization and there is a level of American exceptional-
ism involved. However, communication is a two-way street and other cultures 
are not simply passive victims in the marketing ploys of corporate and cultural 
America, although many societies may lose aspects of traditional culture as their 
members choose to explore others. Human trafficking is a growing global hu-
man rights issue that globalization is enflaming. The same aspects used to liber-
ate some are in fact enslaving others. English may be currently dominant, but as 
with any unipolar force, its days are always numbered. Neither author was able to 
present an all-encompassing view of globalization that could explain accurately 
all the effects international integration has on the global community. However, 
by assessing and revealing some of the tensions and conflicting motivating fac-
tors behind globalization, individuals, communities, nations, and states can better 
manage and minimize the opportunity costs associated with globalization. 
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The Lumbee Recognition Act
H.R. 27
Introduced 1/5/2011
Mike McIntyre (NC-7-D)
118 Cosponsors, heavily Democratic, Blue Dog dominated 


Purpose
To grant federal recognition of the Lumbee Tribe of North Carolina and to grant 
rights of full entitlement to its members of services and benefits. The Secretary 
of the Interior/ Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) gains right to take land into trust 
for the tribe. Tribe would not be allowed to conduct gaming activity. Also grants 
the State of North Carolina the proper jurisdiction over tribal lands in the case of 
criminal offenses and civil actions. 


(a) Federal recognition of the Lumbee Tribe of North Carolina and all laws 
and regulation of the U.S. apply to the tribe and its members.


(b) Any other tribes or member not a part of the Lumbee Tribe in surrounding 
counties of North Carolina have the ability to petition through the BIA for 
federal recognition.


(c) Members of the Lumbee Tribe shall be eligible for the services and ben-
efits provided by the federal government. Distribution of these benefits 
will be in Robeson County, North Carolina and three surrounding coun-
tries of North Carolina with the greatest population of members and 
therefore shall be deemed to be living on or near an Indian reservation. 


(d) The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Health and Human Ser-
vices will assess the needs of the tribe and will submit a written statement 
to Congress, after the tribe’s membership roll is determined. 
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The language of the Bill is very vague about the services and benefits that will be 
provided to the Tribe upon recognition and how much funding will be needed and 
where it will come from. The Bill states in Sec. 6 that “there are authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as are necessary to carry out this Act” (Library of Con-
gress). The uncertainly lies in what the entitlements of a federally recognized tribe 
are, since none are listed in the Bill. The majority of intense opposition to this bill 
comes from predominantly fiscally conservative or Republican members of the 
House, because of the financing at stake in the passage of this bill. Doc Hastings, 
Chair of the House Natural Resource Committee (R-WA), summed up the con-
cern by stating in the hearing of its past sister bill, “the bill conveys a unique set 
of benefits, legal immunities and responsibilities. It affects the tribe’s individual 
members, and in has impact on states, counties, local towns and other tribes. It 
affects the Federal government’s ability to deal with hundred of recognized tribes 
at a time when the Federal  budget is stretched thin and huge backlog of unmet 
needs exist across Indian country.” 


The Tribe in question does not need the federal remedy of recognition because its 
members are well integrated into the broader economic and political system of 
their surrounding area, and do not show any signs of suffering. 
These individuals are not serving an injustice; they are not being denied their 
liberties because they are not being federally recognized as a tribe. They have 
become rather assimilated and have mixed will with the non-Indians living among 
them. As Rep. McIntyre states, “from medicine and law to business and bank-
ing, from the farms and factories to the schools and churches, from government, 
military, and community service to entertainment and athletic accomplishments, 
the Lumbee have made tremendous contributions to our county, state, and nation” 
(McIntyre).  The Representative continues to share that Lumbee members have 
been sheriffs, county officials, school board members, state representatives and 
judges. This wide range of success doesn’t portray oppression, nor does it suggest 
discrimination by the non-Indian citizens. 


Allowing the Tribe to go through the BIA recognition process would be a 
less political way to correct this injustice, rather than allowing Congress to 
conscribe legislation. 


There is the concern the Lumbee tribe and supporters are forgoing the intended 
purpose of the federal recognition process, which is to be conducted through the 
Department of the Interior (BIA). There is a guideline of seven mandatory criteria 
that each tribe in question has to meet, and if they cannot then they are denied rec-
ognition. Congressional legislation bypasses this process and allows tribes who 
would be denied by the BIA to continue onward to recognition. The argument 
continues by stating the agency has experts in the area conducting the review pro-
cess and Congress is not skilled in the specific area of tribal recognition. Sending 


this Act through Congress shapes it into a political question, with members only 
acting on their personal political interests or the interest of their party, and not the 
Lumbee people. The BIA process was created to avoid this, a neutral party look-
ing clear at the evidence and not motives. 


Through improper record keeping, there is not an accurate membership log 
of the Tribe, and currently the Tribe’s membership criteria is vague and does 
not precisely identify members, nor is there critical proof of ancestry line 
dated to present day members.


The Lumbee Tribe had no formal process for record keeping in the past; therefore 
there are no concrete historical membership records and the trail of linage to an-
cestor members becomes difficult to trace. Anthropologists have resorted to using 
church records and school registries to trace past members of the Tribe to provide 
proof of heritage to current members. The BIA cannot cite a “distinct community” 
if there are no formal members. Under the Constitution of the current Tribe there 
are criteria set for membership into the Tribe. There is a provision in the Constitu-
tion that to qualify as a member that person must “keep in contact with the Tribe.” 
What does contact mean in this situation? Looking through what’s left of records 
and piecing together the Tribe today would be too costly and probably impossible.


Allowing the Lumbee Tribe federal recognition through Congress would cre-
ate tension among Native American Tribes.
 
Other tribes that have been granted federal recognition oppose the Lumbee for 
seeking congressional legislation, such as The United South and Eastern Chero-
kee Tribes, Incorporated. This opposition consists of two main aspects: one that 
they are not having to endure the same process through the BIA that was set 
before other tribes; and two, more tribal competition for resources and funding 
would result from recognition. Tribes are competitive over the funding allocated 
to them by the government and also by the state, and if there were another tribe, 
especially one the size of the Lumbee, it would interfere with their survival. Also 
if those tribes already have agreements with the state on resources, then another 
tribal party may interfere with that as well. Congressmen will have pressure from 
their personal districts to meet the needs of their constituents, and if any are mem-
bers of Tribes it will provoke a difficult choice to make. 


According to BIA criteria, the Lumbee Tribe is not eligible to federal recogni-
tion since they were terminated in 1956.


By law, the BIA cannot confer recognition unless “Neither the petitioner nor its 
members are the subjects of congressional legislation that has expressly termi-
nated or forbidden the Federal relationship” (BIA, G). The Lumbee Tribe was 
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tee, following the direction of your leader, who happens to be the 
Chair, is the best political move.


•  Michigan’s First District
o  Michigan has eleven federally recognized Indian tribes in the state, 


and seven out of the eleven tribes reside in the First District: The Bay 
Mills Tribe, Hannahville Tribe, Keweenaw Bay Tribe, Lac Vieux 
Desert Band of Chippewa Tribe, Little Traverse Bay Band of Ottawa 
Indians, Saginaw Chippewa Tribe, and the Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of 
Chippewa. 


o  Relations among Michigan’s Indian Tribes can be intense and create 
tension. There is respect, but when having to share a limited amount 
of resources, competition can be heated.  A recent tribal casino dis-
pute in the First District has left the newly built Bay Mills Vanderbilt 
Casino shut down, by a grievance filed by the Little Traverse Bay 
Band of Odawa Indians and the State of Michigan. The claim is that 
the Bay Mills Tribe misused the right of gaining land in trust through 
the BIA and therefore the land the casino is built on is not legal for 
gaming activity. The Bay Mills Tribe’s headquarters is in the Upper 
Peninsula, yet they purchased 40 acres in the Lower Peninsula (125 
miles away) using proceeds from a trust fund designated to “consoli-
date and enhance” Tribal land holdings (Ranzenberger). The Little 
Traverse Bay Band of Odawa Tribe is speaking out against the Bay 
Mills Tribe because this purchase of land is not consolidating their 
reservation, nor does it enhance it, only gaining a profit for the tribe. 
The Vanderbilt Casino is 30 miles away from the Little Traverse 
Bay Casino and is direct competition for that tribe. The Michigan 
Attorney General’s office supports the Little Traverse Tribe and has 
also filed against the Bay Mills Tribe. A federal judge has ruled that 
the casino to be shut down, having been illegally operating on non-
Indian land, which makes it under State jurisdiction. 


o  The tribe in question is home to the Seventh District of North Caro-
lina, not Michigan. This decision will not directly affect the con-
stituents of the First District, and as a freshman congressman, it is ill 
advised to speak out for such a bill that is not favored by your party, 
and is not affiliated with Michigan constituents. 


Advisement
 It is in the best interest for you to vote NO on H.R. 27. As a freshman congress-
man, it is best advised to follow the senior members of the party, especially the 
chair of your committee. The protection of the party will be needed, after the 
2010 election showed how vulnerable the First District seat is. The ideological 
structure of the First is very swayable, after enduring tenure from Congressman 
Bart Stupak, a conservative Democrat, the seat could support a Republican or 


another Blue Dog Democrat. The Tea Party support that was received during your 
run would also favor the opposition to this Bill, for it would instill smaller gov-
ernment and decrease entitlement programs. There is not a direct connection to 
your constituents in the First, but rather one Tribe in North Carolina. The uncer-
tainty of funding this action would be costly to the budget,which as of now lies in 
shambles. This tribe should use the BIA as a resource for federal recognition, and 
if they cannot get approved, then that should be final. Also, the cries of discrimi-
nation on behalf of the Lumbee are not valid and there is a legitimate process for 
recognition under the BIA. 


Citation 


*Library of Congress, Thomas. Bill Summary & Status, 112th Congress (2011-
2012) H.R. 27. Last updated: January 26, 2011. http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/
thomas


* Nixon, Richard. Special Message to Congress on Indian Affairs. 8 July 1970. 
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=2573&st=Termination&st1=
Indian#axzz1K6SPUQnQ)


*McIntyre, Mike (7-NC). Statement of the Honorable Mike McIntyre, U.S. Rep-
resentative 7th Congressional District, North Carolina. Natural Resources Com-
mittee, U.S House of Representatives, Washington D.C. 18 March 2009. http://
naturalresources.house.gov/UploadedFiles/McIntyreTestimony03.18.09.pdf 


*Goins, James. Testimony Before the Committee on Natural Resources. Natu-
ral Resources Committee, U.S House of Representatives, Washington D.C. 18 
March 2009. http://naturalresources.house.gov/UploadedFiles/GoinsTestimo-
ny03.18.09.pdf


* BIA. 25 CFR Part 83 Procedures for Establishing that an American Indian 
Group exists as an Indian Tribe, abbreviated text. Bureau of Indian Affairs. http://
www.aiac.state.al.us/Federal%20Recognition%20Requirements.pdf


*Lumbee Preamble. Constitution of the Lumbee Tribe.  http://www.lumbeetribe.
com/Government/CONSTITUTION.PDF


*DOI (Department of the Interior). Benefits and Services.  http://www.doi.gov/
tribes/benefits.cfm


*Ranzenberger, Mark. Judge orders Tribal casino to close. Morning Star. 
30 March 2011. http://www.themorningsun.com/articles/2011/03/30/news/
doc4d92023069efa682604514.txt?viewmode=fullstory








6 7       Jessica Averill Bill Analysis of H.R. 27: The Lumbee Recognition Act   


(e) Membership/population of the tribe shall be verified within two years of 
passage of this Bill. The Secretary of the Interior shall define the popula-
tion based on the membership criteria of the Tribe as stated in its consti-
tution. 


(f) The Secretary of the Interior shall take land into trust on behalf of the 
Lumbee Tribe, for purpose of a reservation, in Robeson County, North 
Carolina. 


(g) Prohibits the Tribe from conducting gaming activities. Tribe will not re-
ceive any gaming rights under the Indian Gaming Regulation Act. 


(h) Grants the State of North Carolina rights to exercise jurisdiction over 
criminal offenses and civil actions on any land held in trust for the Tribe 
by the U.S. or any land owned by an individual of the Tribe. 


(i) The State and Attorney General of the State must be notified and in com-
pliance of any transfer of land to the Tribe, and this cannot be effective 
until two years after the passage of this Bill.


(j) This proposal does not have any effect of the Indian Child Welfare Act of 
1978.


(k) The Tribe is to be appropriated “such sums as are necessary to carry out 
this Act” (Library of Congress)


History
First introduced in 101st Congress, in both the House and Senate. H.R. 2335, 
introduced by Rep. Charlie Rose (NC-7-D) 5/11/1989 with 11 cosponsors, was 
placed on Union Calendar. S.901, introduced by Sen. Terry Sanford on 5/3/1989 
with 0 cosponsors, was read twice and sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Bills supporting Lumbee tribal recognition have been introduced in both cham-
bers twelve other times as follows:


•  102nd Congress, H.R. 1426, introduced by Rep. Rose on 3/13/1991 with 20 
cosponsors, passed to the Senate.


•  102nd Congress, S.  103, introduced by Sen. Sanford on 5/9/1991 with 6 
cosponsors, referred to Committee on Indian Affairs.


•  103rd Congress, H.R. 334, introduced by Rep. Rose on 1/5/1993 with 18 
cosponsors, passed to the Senate.


•  103rd Congress, Senate revised H.R. 334 and placed it on the Legislative 
Calendar under general orders.


•  104th Congress, H.R. 3810, introduced by Rep. Rose on 7/12/1996 with no 
cosponsors, referred to the subcommittee on Native American and Insular 
Affairs.


•  108th Congress, H.R. 898, introduced by Rep. Mike McIntyre (NC-7-D) on 
2/25/2003 with 237 cosponsors, referred to hearing.


•  108th Congress, S. 420, introduced by Sen. Elizabeth Dole (NC-R) on 
2/14/2003 with 15 cosponsors, placed on the Legislative Calendar under 
general orders.


•  109th Congress, H.R. 21, introduced by Rep. McIntyre on 1/4/2005 with 
211 cosponsors, referred to the House Resources Committee.


•  109th Congress, S. 660, introduced by Sen. Dole on 3/17/2005 with 2 co-
sponsors, placed on the Legislative Calendar under general orders.


•  110th Congress, H.R. 65, introduced by Rep. McIntyre on 1/4/2007 with 
215 cosponsors, passed to the Senate.


•  110th Congress, S. 333, introduced by Sen. Dole on 1/18/2007 with 3 co-
sponsors, referred to Committee on Indian Affairs.


•  111th Congress, H.R. 31, introduced by Rep. McIntyre on 1/6/2009 with 
185 cosponsors, passed to the Senate.


•  111th Congress, S. 1735, introduced by Sen. Richard Burn (NC-R) on 
10/1/2009 with 1 cosponsor, placed on the Legislative Calendar under gen-
eral orders.
(Library of Congress)


Supporters’ Arguments
The Tribe was unjustly denied recognition in the past and then schemed into 
termination. 


The Lumbee Tribe has been seeking the right of recognition for the past one hun-
dred and twenty years (Goins). This bill has gone through the legislative process 
many times over, and has gained enough support to be passed by the House four 
times (102nd, 103rd, 110th, 111th Congresses), but ultimately dies in the Senate. 
However, for it to continually gain support proves there is justice being denied 
to these people and their loyal supporters.  This tribe has faced challenges since 
the 1930s, when the IRA could not conclude the Tribe’s legitimacy, due to not 
determining the bloodline of a portion of the members. The most apparent rea-
son for oppression is the lack of motivation from the BIA in wanting to provide 
money or services. During the era of termination, the Tribe fell victim to legisla-
tion that dissolved their formal recognition as a Tribe; in this legislation (1956) 
the Tribe received recognition and then was instantly terminated. President Nixon 
condemned termination and called Indians the “most deprived and most isolated 
minority group in our nation,” as he stated in a letter to Congress (Nixon). This 
Tribe has been through decades of striving for federal recognition, and as stated 
by Rep. Mike McIntyre, “justice delayed is justice denied” (Senate Hearing on 
H.R. 31). Members of Congress who are committed to correcting the ill justice 
faced by denying this Tribe their inherent and proven right to recognition are the 
dominant supporters of this arguments, fueled by the drive of the diligent Lumbee 
people.


Federal recognition of the Lumbee Tribe will correct the injustice of the op-
pression and discrimination that over 55,000 people are enduring. 
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of hero.  This type of plot involves a character that is at first somehow distanced 
from and skeptical of society.  He does not maintain any real relationships, fol-
lows a different stream of thought than the general population, and is not afraid to 
disregard laws he finds unjust or useless.  Then, spontaneously, a crisis occurs that 
severely limits the character’s outlaw freedom, and forces him to act on behalf of 
the common good.  In doing so, he becomes the story’s official hero.  Ray main-
tains that this model is so popular because it allows people to reconcile dichoto-
mies.  In other words, a hero can be both an immature outlaw and a sophisticated 
upstanding citizen, and because “the American, on the whole, lives by two sets 
of ‘truths,’” there is extreme appeal in a character and a lifestyle that embodies 
“diametrically opposing traits” (Ray). 
 The type of logic embodied in “The Thematic Paradigm” permeates from 
fictional stories into real American society, leaving the general public susceptible 
to the belief that they can preserve the natural world while simultaneously disre-
garding the effects that their actions may have on it. Dark green environmentalist 
Dave Foreman expresses in his book Confessions of an Eco-Warrior just how pro-
found societal influences can be on humans’ attitudes towards the environment, 
and the negative impacts that result when people fail to acknowledge the realities 
of pollution, resource exhaustion, and habitat destruction. He argues that humans 
have been conditioned over time to treat nature as a bank of resources rather than 
a valuable, living entity. “Society has lobotomized us. Our social environment 
today can work as a drug…to keep us in line, to sedate us, to remove our capacity 
for passion” (Foreman 5). Essentially, humans are being trained to develop indif-
ference to their responsibility for the devastation of their natural surroundings, 
and thus are led to take part in activities that harm the Earth without thinking 
twice about it.
 Included in this “social environment” discussed by Foreman is the film 
industry, and many notable American movies casually incorporate environmen-
tal destruction into their storylines.  Common themes within these films include 
the negative impacts of waste and pollution, destruction of native habitats and 
ecosystems, exhaustion of natural resources, and the perceived superiority of the 
corporation over nature.  These ideas serve as the source of conflict in the stories, 
and therefore are presented negatively.  However, in accord with the typical Hol-
lywood storyline, the conflicts are often unrealistically resolved, lessening the 
degree of seriousness and urgency placed on these environmental issues, and au-
diences leave the theater feeling as though the problem has been resolved. Ironi-
cally, such films rationalize the view that humans are superior to all other forms 
of life on Earth by subtly and continually diminishing the importance of environ-
mental protection, and thereby influence people to accept the destruction of the 
nature as a normal and perfectly acceptable occurrence.
 Many prominent popular films focus on the rapid resolution of prob-
lems associated with the environment.  Avatar, a 2009 blockbuster hit directed by 
James Cameron, follows a paralyzed Marine named Jake Sully as he fights to keep 


a powerful corporation from obliterating the natural habitat of the Na’vi people, a 
tribe of aliens that reside over a massive deposit of precious minerals on a planet 
called Pandora.  Pixar Animation Studios’ WALL-E, released in 2008, tells the 
story of a robot that was built specifically to clean up waste on Earth, because 
humans had made such a mess that the planet had become entirely uninhabitable.  
Pocahontas (1995), one of Disney’s greatest classics, focuses on the white man’s 
invasion of Native American lands, their overuse of resources, and their annihila-
tion of animals’ habitats.  Lastly, Flipper, originally created in 1963 and remade 
in 1996, documents the efforts of a young boy and his friends to stop pollution 
in their area and cure a dolphin that became sick as a result of toxic waste being 
dumped into the ocean.
 All four films attempt to portray harm to the environment in a negative 
way.  In each story, there are clearly identifiable antagonists that perform the 
activities that are harming nature, and the movies revolve around the plight of 
the “good guys” to undo the damage.  Through an appeal to sympathy and pas-
sions, the films easily convince viewers to take the side of the protagonist and 
wish defeat upon the polluters and habitat-destroyers.  In Flipper, for example, 
the audience grows to love a boy named Sandy and his dolphin pal, Flipper, so 
when it is discovered that Dirk Moran, a commercial fisherman with a reputation 
for trouble, is shooting dolphins and dumping toxic waste into the ocean, it be-
comes easy to declare him the story’s indisputable villain.  The British explorers 
in Pocahontas that are clearing the forest in search for gold, and the humans that 
are mining for the mineral Unobtanium in Avatar both act as brutal oppressors 
as they destroy the natural environment and force relocation upon the tribes they 
conquer.  WALL-E shows the evil of a human race that produced so much waste 
that it destroyed the Earth’s ability to sustain life.
 These agents responsible for environmental damage within the films are 
unarguably the villains of the story, and the basic human response to resist a 
villain theoretically will lead a person to also oppose that villain’s actions.  Ac-
cording to Edelman, to classify someone as a villain is to place them in a prede-
termined “stock category” that consists of negatively characterized individuals 
who are generally disliked and distrusted (126).  Within this stock category are 
many variations of the typical villain, and these four environmental films use 
the same specific model—a greedy, selfish character that will sacrifice anything, 
including the well-being of others and the environment, to increase his personal 
wealth.  They are “fiends who hold nothing of value but a greasy dollar bill [and 
they] are tearing down the pillars of evolution,” and because they fit perfectly into 
the villain stock category, they are viewed by the audience as cruel, terrible, and 
wrong (Foreman 5).  In theory, the easily identifiable existence of these characters 
is instrumental in getting the attention of the audience and making the claim that 
actions that harm the environment are indeed negative. As Edelman notes, “the 
reduction of rational action to neat contrasts between evil and virtue, competence 
and error, evoke[s] a herd spirit” that is often central to politics (Edelman 127). 
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This pattern of taking the focus off of important issues is just another example 
of Ray’s claim that there exists “two sets of truths” by which Americans live.  
Viewers see, within the same short story, the environment being destroyed and re-
stored, and thus accept that both processes can occur simultaneously in harmony 
with each other, ultimately resulting in an Earth that is at peace.  Ray contends 
that “when faced with a difficult choice”—such as the decision to put the Earth 
first and thus stop the flow of profits, or continue to destroy the environment and 
make immense amounts of money—many stories resolve the problem “simplisti-
cally (by refusing to acknowledge that a choice is necessary)” (6). Through this 
model, audiences subconsciously seek to eliminate the dichotomy between an 
Earth-protecting and Earth-destroying lifestyle.  However, they are unsuccessful, 
and the idea that the conflicts will be continually resolved far outweighs the no-
tion that the environment is indeed being greatly harmed.  
 Movies should obviously be entertaining and likeable, but their typical 
conflict-resolution plots detract too much from their intended political themes.  
Many viewers likely did not even notice that Avatar, WALL-E, Flipper, and Poca-
hontas were so environmentally based; they were just enjoying aliens and robots 
and dolphins and cute animals and villains and heroes.  According to Edelman, 
“well-known works of art often construct contradictory messages,” but the way in 
which a narrative is framed—as in by the producer or director of a film—shapes 
the audience response (6).  In the case of these four movies, focus was shifted onto 
the rise of an outlaw hero, and thus the messages about preserving the environ-
ment faded into the background.
 Edelman touches on this problem when he states that “images carry latent 
meanings that can mask their ideological implications and the reasons for their 
emotional thrust” (15).  In other words, though the heroes and villains present in 
the films are intended to symbolically represent the destruction and restoration of 
nature, that meaning is sometimes concealed by the sheer fact that they are simply 
heroes and villains, good guys and bad guys, friends and foes—just characters 
in an entertaining story.  As a result, the film industry is yet another influence on 
human perception that has encouraged a skewed view of environmentalism and 
the realities of anthropogenic devastation of the environment.  Because there is a 
continual increase in a sort of “alienation of society from nature,” and because hu-
mans are receiving fewer and fewer opportunities to experience the natural world 
firsthand, people are accepting films as accurate representations of environmental 
reality (Foreman 69).  Nature is detached from modern human life, and while 
works of art, including films, possess “floating significance into which political 
groups read whatever serves their interests,” if the interest is misguided—toward 
the accumulation of wealth, and not the protection of nature—the fundamental 
messages will be misinterpreted or completely ignored, and destruction of the 
planet will continue (Edelman 9).
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movement and Vietnam War protests, environmental organizations such as Keep 
America Beautiful and Earth Day were able to successfully gather followers. Us-
ing dark, demanding posters and depressing public service announcements, like 
other movements of the time period, these two organizations had a major cultural 
influence. People began to realize that action had to be taken immediately for 
environmental conditions to improve and change as a result. 
 Sadly, the generation that felt the strongest about environmental prob-
lems has grown older and their interests no longer have the power they once had. 
Posters and advertisements that influenced them no longer appeal to those born 
after the “Environmental Era,” and now these same environmental groups have 
had to revise their advertising campaigns in order to appeal to the mindsets of 
more recent generations. Creating art that will both appeal to today’s youth and 
accurately express environmental causes is a very daunting task, but two organi-
zations, Keep America Beautiful and Earth Day, are attempting this. 
 Keep America Beautiful, an organization created in 1953 by several cor-
porations and civic leaders in the United States, wanted to tackle the issue of litter. 
The organization did not receive much attention until Lady Bird Johnson, Presi-
dent Lyndon B. Johnson’s wife, promoted their cause in the early 1960s. With her 
help, the organization was able to gain support to create campaigns, such as the 
highway beautification project started in 1965. The project successfully reduced 
the amount of trash that was thrown on the sides of the highways, which improved 
conditions for the natural world that surrounds most roads (KAB). KAB is a “light 
green” organization, meaning that its only focus is keeping the earth free of litter, 
not on wilderness protection or protecting biodiversity. The group has inspired 
many cleanup projects over the years and was very popular in the 1970s, but 
since then it has lost notoriety. After Johnson left office and the 1970s came to 
a close, KAB power and influence waned. Today Keep America Beautiful is not 
well known and many are unfamiliar with what they strive for: cleaning up litter 
all across the country.
 Earth Day, founded by Gaylord Nelson in 1970, is a reoccurring event on 
the 22nd of April that is intended to raise awareness about environmental water 
and air pollution, along with resulting animal suffering. Nelson, a senator at the 
time, was able to use his political power to draw attention to the problem, and on 
the first Earth Day millions of people participated in environmental demonstra-
tions across the country (Earth Day). At this time, the Vietnam War was being pro-
tested by countless young people who increased the number of participants in the 
movement, as they were already inspired by another event and had the belief that 
change (of any sort) was necessary. The organization is considered to be darker 
green than the KAB, as they are concerned not only with keeping the environment 
clean but also with keeping biodiversity alive. Earth Day, which has been around 
for over 40 years, is still celebrated across the country.
 In order to understand why these groups have had to evolve their cam-
paigns over the last forty years, it is essential to realize the influence art has on 


culture and public opinions. Murray Edelman, author of From Art to Politics, 
explains how art shapes and creates our reality. It is possible to change people’s 
views, as “art teaches us to see the world in new ways, and…provides one kind 
of aesthetic lens through which conception and vision are constituted or recon-
stituted” (Edelman 109). Art greatly influences the way people view their lives 
and how they behave, even if they do not realize it. Posters, advertisement, news 
broadcasts, and many other creative measures shape the public’s views of political 
and environmental causes; and the ways in which these causes are presented to the 
public depend on the artistic styles of the time period. As art is the “fountainhead 
from which political discourse, beliefs about politics, and consequent actions ul-
timately spring,” environmental groups must blend their advertising with other 
popular forms of art in order to grab the layperson’s attention and convince them 
to believe in their ideas (Edelman 2). 
 For this paper, media from both Keep America Beautiful and Earth Day 
from the 1970s and the 2000s were analyzed for changes in artistic styles and the 
messages being presented. Only media from the 1970s and 2000s were used, as 
the differences from only these two decades are being compared. Two public ser-
vice announcements from KAB, one from each decade, were used to analyze the 
change in design and environmental messages presented: Iron Eyes Cody (1970) 
and KAB Man (2007). The reason KAB’s advertisements were chosen is because 
the organization is well known for its public service announcements. Another type 
of media – posters -- was used from Earth Days in the 1970s and the 2000s. Six 
posters, three from each decade, were used, and they were drawn by Walt Kelly 
(1970), The Washingtonian (1970), Robert Rauschenburg (1970), Bob Masse 
(2000), Harrison Miracle (2009), and Travis Morgan (2009). 
 I analyzed works from the 1970s and the 2000s based on their physical 
appearances and the change in suggested messages. I viewed the gradual changes 
in posters and advertisements in order to find potential differences in their focus, 
mainly in the aspects of humor and entertainment value. I compared the two de-
cades using several criteria: the artistic design, use of color, feelings inspired by 
the art, who the ads and posters wanted change from, and the directness of the 
environmental cause presented. Environmental media in the 1970s demonstrated 
effectiveness through their serious and change-demanding actions, as they viewed 
pollution as a collective action problem, but the priority in today’s environmental 
media is entertainment with humor or beautiful designs which focus on the indi-
vidual, not society as a whole, resulted in less direct calls to environmental activ-
ism. 
 In the 1970s, Keep America Beautiful used dramatic and powerful pub-
lic service announcements in order to drive citizens to clean up litter all across 
the United States. In emphasizing the importance of cleaning up trash from high-
ways, parks, and other areas, KAB leaders broadcasted their anti-litter campaign 
all across the country. Their ads were very depressing in nature and were shot 
in such a way that the colors were dull and blended together, which created a 





