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• Socialism is A   
   valid belief
• STEM is not  
   superior 

Why is it that when  
you bring up a state 

that someone knows 
remotely nothing about, 
he or she still decides to 
comment on the state as 
if they have been there? 
That person has never 

visited said state nor does he or she have any 
personal connections to the state whatsoever, but 
somehow that person gives a characterization of 
said state as if they knew it to be true. It seems 
that everyone knows that Hawaii’s the “surfing 
state,” that each individual in Texas must have 
a southern accent and wear cowboy 
boots, or that nothing ever hap-
pens in Nebraska because it’s all 
corn. Let me tell you, Nebraska is 
not all corn, and kids do not drive 
tractors to school and then come home 
to harvest in the afternoon. 

When you think about it, ste-
reotyping a state is like spread-
ing a fictitious rumor. Someone 
starts it, but you don’t know 
who. How can you be sure that 
person is telling the truth? You 
don’t know whether it’s true or 
false, yet you pass it along to the 
next person anyway. If you would 
not pass something off you knew was incorrect or 
plainly did not know at all, why would you con-
tinue to pass on a stereotype based on something 
you know nothing about?

On one particular occasion while I was visiting 
my family in Nebraska, we got to talking about 
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The presidential pri-
mary debates have been 
nothing short of prime-
time entertainment. With 
the Republicans, we have 
a motley crew of personas 
from a variety of back-
grounds. The Democrat’s 

side is more tame with only three candidates. I have 
two major complaints about the primary debate 
structures for both parties. The Republicans have 
too many debates,and the Democrats too few.

Watching one Republican debate was enough 
for me. You can only listen to Donald Trump spout 
off and use the all encompassing “I’ll make America 
great again” answer so many times before it gets 
old. The other candidates aren’t much better. Their 
immaturity is quickly showcased when the debates 
inevitably turn into a forum for personal attacks 
on each other. Whether they are making fun of 
Rand Paul’s height, Carly Fiorina’s face, or Donald 
Trump’s hair, you can always be sure there will be 
some insults tossed around. The lack of substance 
is excruciating. With so many candidates and a 
seemingly coordinated effort to divert the debates in 
an unproductive direction, the Republican primary 
debates are not worth watching. Yet, there are still 
seven left on the schedule. With a few exceptions, 
the Republicans are unable to recall specific facts 
and figures regarding foreign affairs, the economy, 
or social issues. The debates get repetitive because 
most of the candidates do not have a firm grasp on 
the material, which makes for long, boring debates 
and a waste of air time.

The opposite problem exists with the Democrats. 
There are too few Democratic debates. Considering 
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how substantive the first two Democratic debates 
were and how helpful they were in comparing and 
contrasting each candidate on a large public plat-
form, there need to be more than the four still left 
on the schedule. Having more debates is essential 
in differentiating the candidates’ views on each 
issue, especially when there is a clear cut front 
runner like Hillary. The small number of debates 
gives Clinton an unfair advantage over Sanders and 
O’Malley because, with her current popularity, this 
structure makes it difficult for the other candidates 
to get the exposure they need to stand a chance. 
Additionally, Clinton has less air time in which she 
can falter and lose her lead. The Chairwoman of the 
DNC (Democratic National Committee), Debbie Was-
serman Schultz, has rightfully come under fire for 
favoring Clinton with the debate structure and for 
not consulting her colleagues about it beforehand. 
Unfortunately, the pressure to add more debates 
has failed to yield any results.

Debates are an important tool in the political 
system that allow the American people to see each 
and every presidential candidate and what each 
candidate stands for. The debates should not be used 
as a mechanism for one candidate or as an exploit 
for TV networks to cash out on. Debates need to be 
restored back to their substantive, if not sometimes 
boring, glory.   

the different stereotypes states have. For example, 
they shared that in Nebraska it is thought that 
everyone in California uses phrases like “Dude,” 
“Brah,” and “Hang loose.” I laughed and asked 
them how they felt when people reduced all the 
character of Nebraska down to “corn.” My cousin 
said “people think we live in the cornfields and 
ride cows to school, it’s crazy.” It was clear to our 
family that the stereotypes of our two states are 
misinterpretations, but not everyone understands 
that. We need to be more careful about what we 
say about other states. No only is it offensive in 
some cases to the inhabitants of that state, but 
it gives everyone else a false impression, creating 
one big shadow hanging over the real beauty in 
each state.

Just as a person should not 
be judged by his or her photo-
graph, a state should not be 
judged by its social stigma. One 
must immerse himself or her-
self into what the state has 
to offer before forming his or 
her own opinion. Yes, it is just 

an opinion. Everyone is entitled 
to their own opinions, just as my 

opinion is not necessarily your opinion 
too. You might find Nebraska boring and 

might not be able to see past the 
corn, but to me it is a culmination 
of my childhood memories and the 
warmth of my family’s love. But, in 

order to share your opinion on the state itself 
or on any of its characteristics you need to be 
familiar with them.

By the way, Nebraska is only the third larg-
est U.S. corn producer behind Iowa and Illinois.
(Source: beef2live.com)
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In the coming primary presidential can-
didate elections Bernie Sanders will run for 
the Democratic nomination as a democratic 
socialist. Political analysts have been sing-
ing this song for a while now; a candidate 
who calls himself a 
socialist will never be 
elected in this coun-

try. I find myself asking why. Why has it been 
universally decided that an economic policy 
which aims to serve the people will invariably 
corrupt and undermine the American economy? 
Why has the term “socialist” become a dirty word 
that politicians sling at each other so derisively? 
Will there ever be a day when this idea will be 
considered seriously in the United States?

I think, as I’m sure many do, that socialism 
first acquired its sour taste from the USSR. When a merciless dictator 
starves, slaughters, and spies on his citizens all in the name of social-
ism, it stands to reason that some may shy away from the idea. It 
must be clear, though, that Stalin and the USSR did not practice true 
socialism. The modern definition of socialism is thus: social owner-

ship conducted through democratic control of resources and means 
of production. It does not predicate secret police, forced labor, or 
predetermined elections. Rather, these facets of the USSR run directly 
contrary to the philosophy of socialism and are the result of one man’s 
megalomania. Socialism seeks to liberate control of resources from 
private businesses and redistribute ownership among the citizenry 
which utilizes said resource. If done correctly, it is logical, efficient, 

and fair. Yet, I admit that a perfect 
example remains to be seen.

Perhaps another reason that social-
ism continues to receive overwhelmingly 
negative reception in American media 
and culture is politicians’ awareness of 
their voters. A growing percentage of 
voting Americans is composed of the 
elderly, who all lived through times of 
immense skepticism and fear directed at 
countries practicing socialist policy. As 
such, politicians seeking the older vote 

would be clever to disparage any fellow candidate who leans strictly 
left in his or her policy. However, this antiquated paranoia serves only 
to unfavorably color younger Americans’ views on socialism. Policies 
which would often assist those suffering from student debt or unem-
ployment are rallied against by older generations for the selfish and 

fearful need to maintain control of what wealth they already possess. 
Let us speak briefly on this principle of individual control and its 

place in socialism. Worldsocialism.org describes it thusly, “Of course, 
some goods tend to be for personal consumption, rather than to 
share—clothes, for example. People ‘owning’ certain personal pos-
sessions does not contradict the principle of a society based upon 
common ownership.” Socialism comes at no detriment to the individual 
besides increased responsibility to his fellow man. In a country where 
individuals often complain of not having a voice in law making and of 
corporate influence on politics, I would think that socialism would be 
seen as a solution and not a malignant final outcome.

So as you might guess, I consider myself a socialist. At least to a 
certain degree. Whether this personal uncertainty stems from my own 
questioning of the philosophy or from a deep-seeded fear regarding 
the possible ostracism I might face from my peers for my political 
leanings, I am not sure. And that is the problem, the fact that I fear 
my opinions will be disqualified by others without a second thought 
because of the label I choose to adhere to. I won’t ask you to register as 
an American Socialist, “Feel the Bern” this coming election, or go read 
Marx. Lord knows I haven’t. However I would ask you to entertain the  
proposed policies of socialists as legitimate political goals and not 
unachievable utopian ideals. Then maybe one day, after we have had 
presidents of all possible racial and gender makeups, we might just 
have a socialist.

Spoiler Alert: the guy in the “Call 
Me Maybe” music video ends up being 
gay. And I, in sixth grade and essentially 
cocooned in the catchy melody of the 
chart-topper, wanted nothing more than to 
talk about the video’s extreme plot twist. 
How unfortunate that Carly Rae Jepson’s 
crush couldn’t love her back!

But my summer camp wasn’t having any of that. I was describing 
the video to one of the counselors when another camper, who had 
seen the video, cut in and said that I probably shouldn’t finish my 
story. He called it “not camp-appropriate.” This was not a religious 
camp, either. It was a stereotypical, American summer camp. Why 
was the topic of homosexuality against the rules? It didn’t make 
any sense.

Maybe it’s because this generation finally is the one to start 
accepting homosexual relationships, and some people haven’t yet 
accepted it. However, people’s private opinions should not dictate 
the standards for an entire organization. There was something else 
that was tainting the gay image for the public.

You’ve probably seen it on TV. Some shows have chosen, as aware-
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ness on the topic has increased, to include homosexuality in their 
programs. Despite this innocent idea, its execution is often poor. 
There is a lack of relationship development in modern media for 
gay characters, unlike heterosexual couples. Gay romances that 
networks broadcast are purely 
sexual; a prominent example 
is in American Horror Story. 
You rarely see the awkward 
first dates or married lives of 
two characters of the same 
gender because corporations 
are too busy filling screen time 
with sex scenes. However, there 
are some exceptions, like in 
Modern Family, where Mitch 
and Cam have a passionate, 
successful marriage. Despite 
this special case, the general public perceives homosexual relation-
ships as nothing more than white male sex; this connotation gives 
them an idea of inappropriateness.

Furthermore, the actors chosen for these gay roles are almost 
exclusively attractive white men. The networks believe that the 
concept of homosexuality is enough to satiate the public, but not 

committing to these promises leads to a weak, and despicable, 
execution. In order for there to be true diversity in the media, 
different genders and races of people of different sexualities need 
to be present.

This extremely inaccurate portrayal 
of a large portion of society astounds me 
because it sends a wrong, and rather harm-
ful, message. Instead of diversifying the 
media and including people of different 
sexual orientations, this sex-driven repre-
sentation plants the seed that homosexu-
ality is taboo. The negative homosexual 
representations outnumber the realistic 
ones, and this influences the general pub-
lic’s perception. Same-sex relationships are 
fundamentally the same as opposite-sex 
relationships. They involve two people 

who love each other, and these relationships should be shown in 
the media in exactly the same light as heterosexuality. This would 
eliminate homosexuality’s association with inappropriateness.

As a progressive generation, it is imperative that we rid the 
media of these misconceptions. Love is love, and if that isn’t equal-
ized in more than marriage, we are nothing more than hypocrites.
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