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Abstract

THE EFFECT OF ONLINE NEWS MEDIA AND POLITICALLY-ORIENTED BLOGS ON THE OPINIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS ABOUT CURRENT EVENTS

by

David J. Scozzaro

Thesis Advisor: Dr. Rochelle Goldberg Kaplan

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the effects of news media websites and politically-oriented blogs on the opinions of high school students about current events. In particular, the students were exposed to both conservative and liberal news media websites which they read and conservative and liberal blogs in which they read and actively participated.  It was expected that in each case, the high school student’s views on current events were likely to be influenced by reading and responding to liberal or conservative political blogs and liberal or conservative news media websites. 

It was hypothesized that after high school students read and interacted with political blogs, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the blog position than were expressed before using the blog. It was also hypothesized that after high school students read online political news media, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the online political news media position than were expressed before using the online political news media.

The results of the study did not support either of the two hypotheses. The study looked at the effect of presenting two sources of current events information, blogs and online news media, to students who held opposing viewpoints on the topics. Overall little to no change was seen in both the qualitative and quantitative data. The results confirm some previous studies on similar topics and go against others. Also, additional findings noticed that high school students use computers and the Internet for personal purposes than for any other purpose.
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CHAPTER I

Introduction

Overview


Today’s children are exposed to more forms of media than any other generation in history. This exposure to media sources, particularly politically-oriented sources, goes way beyond newspapers, radio and television. With the technological advancement of computers with the Internet, the amount of media that surrounds us is continuously increasing each day. The Internet has allowed new avenues for media sources to explore. Anybody connected to the Internet can access news from a variety of credible news sources that have traditionally dominated the newspapers, radio, and television. These news sources are also expanding their horizons from journalistic reporting to interactive blogs in which anybody can make remarks and comment. They also inundate society with email updates, streaming videos, cell phone messages, and any other way they can imagine to get their information across to the public. 


In combination with this fact, it is unclear whether our students have a good working knowledge of media literacy. At best media literacy is a side note in state educational standards. Being literate of the media has not become a focus in classrooms across America. If there truly is a lack of media literacy education, our children are left defenseless to fend for themselves in a virtual world that includes sources filled with misinformation and extreme bias which are not credible. And if they are truly ill prepared to critique Internet sources, it is imperative to find this out and explore ways in which we can better prepare the next generation for the world to come.
Review of the Literature


The following review of the literature examined research in three areas. The first area examined the impact of technology on individuals. The second area inspected the idea of how students perceive bias. The third area examined the impact of media and its effects on individuals.

The Impact of Technology 


The first section focuses on technology’s impact on individuals. It looks at how technology, in particular computers, is used by individuals. It focuses on the purposes different groups of people use technology, especially the Internet.

Bowers and Fisher (1997) set out to study for what purpose a particular group of people, political scientists, used the Internet. This exploratory research aimed to find out political scientists’ viewpoints on what they use the Internet for as well as the credibility new online sources of information. The authors made no particular predictions of the responses by political scientists, but rather were searching for a general inquiry, as this study was done during the early stages of societal uses of the Internet. 


A telephone survey was conducted of 135 political scientists. Information about the participants was gathered using the database of a large organization of political scientists. The survey addressed access to the Internet, participants’ use of the Internet, participants’ use of the Internet for classroom purposes and scholarly publications on the internet. 


Participants validated the authors’ thoughts that the Internet was generally accessible at college campuses in which the participants were professors. Many participants found the Internet to be extremely useful for research purposes. Approximately half of the participants found the Internet to be a good place for scholarly journal articles, particularly Internet-only journals. Participants saw great potential for homepages, however a difficult task at the time of the study, and usage in the classroom setting. Only 30% had actually used the Internet for classroom assignments. Overall, participants overwhelmingly used the Internet for email more than for any other purpose.


The authors believed that as time goes on and the Internet grows and is used on a wider scale in society and academia, the uses of the Internet will change. According to the authors, political scientists will use the Internet for an increasing amount of research and will also accept online-only journals and the Internet as a classroom tool. The authors concluded that regardless of their position, there are many questions left to be answered about the scope and use of the internet by political scientists.

LaRose, Mastro, and Eastin (2001) studied the relationship between individual’s positive and negative Internet experiences to individual’s positive and negative feeling about the Internet. The authors believed positive experiences will subsequently encourage individuals to explore the Internet for further gratification purposes. The authors hypothesized that a pleasant experience such as easily finding information sought on the Internet will result in a pleasant general viewpoint of the Internet. The authors also hypothesized that negative experiences such as extremely slow connection speed will result in a negative viewpoint of the Internet. Third, the authors hypothesized that regardless of experience, positive or negative, individuals would have a greater-self efficacy and confidence in using the Internet.


In this study, 171 undergraduate college students enrolled in an introductory communications course participated. The students were given extra-credit as incentive for participating in the study. The participants were given two questionnaires in a two-week period, one each week. In between, the participants were asked to keep a journal of their Internet activities for the week which was collected at the end of the study. Questions about how easily they found information as well as for what purpose the participants used the Internet were asked. Other statement responses measuring students’ self-efficacy such as “my computer skills are inadequate” were rated in a Likert-scale survey. 

Overall, all hypotheses were supported. Participants who had positive experiences with Internet use had positive viewpoints on the Internet and those with negative experiences had negative viewpoints. Also, regardless of which experience the participants had, the participants had a general increase in self-efficacy in comfort with using the Internet. A small group of participants which did not have an increase in self-efficacy also showed significant tendencies towards self-slighting and/or self-disparagement. The authors note that there could be issues with the fact that the questionnaires were self-reported and done at home overnight, but the data were supported by what was written in the journals. The authors believed that the next step for further study is to note the effect positive viewpoints have on individual’s tendencies to use the Internet for gratification purposes.

Tsai, Lin, and Tsai (2001) studied the ways in which high school students use the Internet. The purpose of the study was two-fold. First, the authors wanted to develop a valid and reliable survey called the Internet Attitude Scale (IAS). Second, they wanted to further study how high school students use in particular the Internet, and not just technology, as has been the case in many prior studies.


The IAS was developed based upon valid and reliable surveys used in prior studies and adjusted to focus on the Internet. Additional questions were added to gain greater depth of information specifically high school students and Internet usage. Ultimately, a 32-question Likert-scale survey was created.


The authors surveyed close to 900 high school students from across Taiwan. From this pool, approximately 150 participants were excluded for further analysis due to the fact that they had not used the Internet. Ultimately, the IAS surveys of 753 participants were analyzed.


The results found that students mostly use the Internet for communication and finding information. Males were more likely to use the Internet than females. Due to this fact, the authors also found that males were more comfortable with the Internet than females. In general, those who used the Internet more often, especially for communication and information gathering, felt more comfortable with it and more in control of what they were doing with it. The authors also added that further studies using the IAS would be helpful to expand studies not only in Taiwan, but in other countries to gather data and test reliability and validity on a global scale.

Rotunda, Kass, Sutton and Leon (2003) studied the ways in which college students’ use and misuse the internet. The study looked at Internet use on two levels. The first level studied the ways in which students use the Internet. The second level looked at students who misused the Internet and aimed to find a correlation between misuse and boredom proneness (BP). BP is often seen in individuals with abusive and addictive habits such as alcoholism and excessive smoking. The authors hypothesized that students with BP are more likely to misuse the Internet than students without BP.


The study included 393 participants, of which, most were college juniors and seniors enrolled in upper-level computer science and psychology courses. However, approximately 25% were post-bachelor’s students, rising the median age to 23. The participants responded to an Internet-based questionnaire using Likert-scale statements. Agreement statements were posed to assess how much and for how long participants used different Internet functions such as a chat group or email. Other agreement statements were posed based on the Boredom Proneness Scale in order to assess whether or not participants were inclined to having BP. 


Results showed that the participants spent an average of just over 3 hours a day on the Internet, of which, 2 hours were for work and 1 hour for leisure. This leisure time amounted to participants spending a full 20% of all their leisure time on the Internet. Email was the most common use for leisure-time Internet use. Surfing for information/news and “chatting” were also significant portions of leisure-time Internet use. Also, 34% of the participants use the Internet to escape from problems and pressures in life. This alone however, was noted as not being a misuse of the Internet.


Four factors (engrossment in the Internet, dissociation with loved ones, impeding sleep, and deception) were measured before labeling a participant as one who misuses the Internet. These factors are also used for recognizing BP. Only a small percentage of participants fell under the range of misuse. The authors suggested further study of individuals that misuse the Internet to gain a deeper understanding of the reasons behind misuse, including BP.

McMillan and Morrison (2006) studied the ways in which the Internet has become an integral part of first generation users’ lives. The authors sought out to find for what college students use the Internet as well as how they view other and their relationships with others on the Internet. The authors also received valuable insight into how this generation views the positive and negative implications of the Internet.


In this study, 72 young adults gave an autobiographical account of their personal histories with the Internet. The participants were undergraduate college students and born from 1975-1980. This generation of individuals was first exposed to the Internet (for the most part) during their teenage years and grew up with the Internet, hence the reason they were chosen for this study. Also, their unique position of being out of childhood, but yet very close in age and having a clear memory of childhood was an important factor for choosing this age group to participate in the study.


The participants gave important insight into the purposes for how they used the Internet. They mostly used the Internet for personal purposes such as information gathering and entertainment. The next level outwards was for communication with family such as email. After that was communication with real communities of friends that came from places likes school. The fourth use was communication with virtual communities where the participants became friends with others in an exclusively online setting such as chat groups. In this setting, new and never before known types of friendships and personal identities were formed. 


The first three levels, (personal, family, and real communities) were seen by the participants as extensions of their lives. The Internet in these cases was merely a new way to add on to what was already a major part of the participant’s lives. Some participants did show concern for the increase in virtual contact rather than in person contact as not being real enough. Others saw these contacts as increasing the depth of relationships and even a better understanding of themselves as a result of exploring and finding information on the Internet that may have not been otherwise accessible. 


In the case of the virtual communities, participants were able to find and make new friends based upon common interests such as hobbies, where in some cases there may not have been a local medium to participate or discuss these interests. The participants who were involved in these virtual communities found them to be great ways to explore other sides of their personalities on which they may not have otherwise focused.


The participants also chronicled how others around them used and view the Internet. In general, older generations did not see the same potential for the Internet as the participants. Participants noted that although their first exposure opportunity was given to them by their parents, most of their parents, particularly mothers, saw little use for the Internet. Also, the participants noted that younger generations were already using the Internet for things that they themselves would never have thought possible. 

Lastly, the participants discussed their overall viewpoints on the Internet. Participants, regardless of viewpoint, framed the Internet as very much a utopian or dystopian place. Some saw it as a great addition to their lives while others thought it was a distraction away from personal connections. Those who saw it as a great addition saw it as a way to be mentally active through communication, information gathering, and gaming while others saw it as a passive way to waste time in a chair. 

Perceptions of Bias

This section of the literature review examines research on how teenagers and young adults perceive bias. Bias refers to a heavy favoritism of one side over another. Perceptions of bias refer to the acknowledgement, or lack of, bias and how it forms an individual’s viewpoints.

In a study by Brown and Barnes (2001) a comparison was made between students and advertisers as to the perception of influence advertising has on swaying the content shown in broadcast news. The authors hypothesized that practicing news directors and broadcast news college students would have similar opinions on advertising’s influence on broadcast news. The authors also hypothesized that this would not be the case when comparing advertising students to advertising agency media directors.


The student participants were 70 journalism or advertising college students who were taking their capstone course. The practitioner participants were 60 practitioners, of whom 26 were associated with news organizations and 34 were advertising media directors. All participants took a Likert-scale survey of 43 opinion statements regarding the influence of advertising on broadcast news. Participants were asked on a 9-point scale of agreement statements such as, “Advertising’s bottom line is the buck.”


The results confirmed the authors’ hypotheses that students would have similar opinions to practitioners in broadcast news and opposing views to advertising practitioners. For broadcast news, students and practitioners had a statistically significant agreement on 40 of the 43 questions posed in the survey. For the other three questions, the students were generally more skeptical of advertising than practitioners. For advertising, there was a greater differentiation between practitioners and students. The authors believe a major flaw leading to these results is that many of the students surveyed, interned or worked with advertising at the national level, while most of the practitioners worked with local advertising. 


In another study, D’Alessio (2003) examined the perception of the existence of media bias by college students. In his introduction and literature review, the author differentiated studies on media bias into two categories: media content and audience perception of that content. In general, the hypotheses aimed at exploring the reasons college students acknowledged certain sources as biased or unbiased as well as acknowledged agreement with the sources’ information as a cause for bias recognition.


The study consisted of 146 college students that were enrolled in the school’s introductory communication course. The students were given extra credit for their voluntary participation in the study. Three fictitious stories were created based upon responses to a survey of topics that were important to the students in the university. One was a political topic while the other two dealt with the campus issues of dormitory overcrowding and the lack of parking availability. Each story contained fact-based sections and opinion-based sections including quotes that supported each side of the debate posed. The participants each read one of the three articles and responded to a pencil and paper questionnaire which asked questions based on agreement and opinions of bias. The participants were also asked to circle the information in the stories they perceived to be biased.


The results indicated that participants who described the story they read as biased were also likely to believe the story to be fictitious. Over half (58%) of the participants believed the story they read to be bias free. Just over a quarter of the participants distinguished the correct biased-based information from the factual-based paragraphs, while the remaining saw nearly the entire story as biased. Also, participants were more likely to view statements that opposed their own viewpoints as biased than statements with which the participants agreed. It was also the case that more bias was found in the political story than the other two. Lastly, quotes were seen as the most biased piece of information within all three stories. 

Stratman (2000) researched the amount and type of bias that is perceived by the average voter in ballet booklets which were written about a local tax credit. Stratman hypothesized that without a large knowledge base on the subject, participants would not see information within the ballet booklets to be biased. He also hypothesized that for those who did perceive bias, regardless of position taken by the participant, the ballot booklets would support the tax credit.


The 60 participants in this study responded to a newspaper advertisement about reading research. There were more females than males, 37 to 23 respectively, and they ranged in age from 18 to 55. The participants were asked to read the booklets as they saw fit, whether it was to read it word for word from cover to cover or to skim through sections or even the whole document, whichever the participant was most comfortable with. Also, the participants were asked to say aloud what they were thinking while reading. This was audio-taped and used for qualitative data gathering. Once finished reading, the participants were given a questionnaire focused on comprehension and perception of bias.


It was found that 43% of participants found the ballot booklet to be free of bias. The vast majority of those who perceived bias perceived a significant degree of bias within the booklet. There was a larger portion of participants who perceived bias than the author expected. The author’s hypothesis that for those who perceived bias would perceive a bias towards giving the tax credit was supported by the data. 


The author also looked at friendly and hostile media effects. It is generally noted that bias is more often perceived when a point is made by the opposing side of an individual. This is the hostile media effect. The friendly media effect shows bias in the direction that both the individual and point are on the same side. In this study however, the friendly media effect was seen more often than the hostile media effect. The author searched through numerous (both quantitative and qualitative) ways to find an explanation, but ultimately could not come to a definitive conclusion and called for further study. 

A similar study by Arpan and Raney (2003) studied the effect that the source of information has on an individual’s perception of bias. The study looked at the perception of bias in print media of the local college football team. The authors hypothesized that participants would believe there is more bias against their local college football team than their rival college football team. They also hypothesized that participants with higher levels of “fanship” would perceive more bias than those whose “fanship” level was low as well as less bias would be printed in a local paper than in the rival team’s home paper or a paper from a neutral town.


There were 203 participants from a college in the southeastern United States, of which almost three-quarters were female. A pre-test was administered to assess general perceptions on media bias. In the study, participants read a fictitious newspaper article criticizing the college’s football team. The article was almost identical for all participants except for the place of publication which was identified as the local town, a rival team’s town, or a neutral town’s newspaper. After the participants had read and turned the article back in, a survey was given to assess perceptions of accuracy and bias.


In general, the results showed that there was a general sense of bias against the home town team regardless of place of publication. Also, a significant correlation was found between the place of publication and perceived levels of bias. Participants who read either the rival town’s or neutral town’s paper were more likely to cite bias than participants who read the home town’s article. There was however, no significant difference between participants with high and low levels of “fanship” with regard to the participants’ perception of bias.

Wu and Koo (2001) studied the third-person effect in Singapore regarding sexually explicit material that can be found on the Internet. They hypothesized that individuals would perceive sexually explicit material found on the Internet would have a greater impact on others than themselves. They also hypothesized that the “worse” the incident is, the greater the impact will be on others.


Questionnaires were given to 380 students at a major university in Singapore, of which, 343 were usable. The questionnaire contained questions on both X-rated and R-rated content. The criteria for both ratings were explicitly stated at the beginning of the questionnaire. The questionnaire asked how much particular sexually explicit content affects both the individual and other groups of people including fellow classmates and children and how this material should be handled.


The results found that individuals perceive sexually explicit material found on the Internet has a greater effect on others than themselves. The authors believed that because of this, the results also showed that the participants supported government regulation of this content. Also, to a small degree, participants were more supportive of regulating X-rated material than R-rated material. Lastly, the effect on children was perceived to be the greatest out of all the groups of people listed in the questionnaire.


Overall, the hypotheses were supported with the data obtained from the questionnaire. Participants perceived others to be more susceptible to sexually explicit material found on the Internet than themselves, and in particular children the most susceptible of all. Also, possibly due to the cultural considerations of Singapore, participants were in strong support of government regulation of sexually explicit material found on the Internet.  The authors suggested a sampling of the greater public that is past the limitations of the college environment.

A related study by Pronin, Lin, and Ross (2002) examined people’s perceptions of biases in others in comparison to their perception of their own biases. Their hypothesis aimed to validate the idea that individuals perceive bias in others, but not in themselves. They compared the participants’ perceptions of themselves to the average American, fellow students, and the average San Francisco Airport (SFO) traveler.


In three separate surveys, participants were asked to compare themselves to one of the groups mentioned above. The first two surveys consisted of approximately 30 college students enrolled in a general education psychology course. Each of these surveys was given as a homework assignment. The third survey consisted of 76 individuals of a wide variety in age and ethnicity waiting for their flight at SFO. All three surveys asked the participants to rate their own susceptibility to bias on several items and then rate other’s susceptibility to the same item.


In general, the results confirmed the original hypothesis that individuals perceived themselves as less influenced by bias than others. In the first survey, college students believed they were less susceptible to bias than the average American. In the second survey, college students believed they were less susceptible to bias than fellow classmates. In the third survey which asked random participants at SFO, the results were the same as in the first two surveys.

The Impact of the Media and its Effects


The last section focuses on the nature of the media today. Media refers to a means of communication such as radio, newspaper, television, or online sources. These sources hold particular viewpoints on any number of subjects and create a filter through which the general population views and potentially thinks about these subjects. 

Robertson, Blain, and Cowan (2005) studied the difference in the influence that family and friends have over adolescents’ attitudes and opinions compared to the influence of various print, television, and Internet media. The authors surveyed 423 students between the ages of 13 and 14 from across Scotland. The survey asked questions about where students go for information and who or what students believed influenced them the most. Survey data were then processed using a spreadsheet program.

Results from the surveys indicated that students found things out most often from school followed by television news and then by the Internet. The surveys also found that most students did not receive their information from radio, newspapers, or places of worship, but were influenced most by the people who surrounded them. For example, parents, friends, and teachers were reported as having significantly more influence over the surveyed students than spectator sports, television, and “pop” figures. The authors concluded that while students were influenced by the media, they believe that they were much more influenced by people with whom they have close personal relationships. 


In a study that examined the impact of the media, Tewksbury (1999) researched the effects of media on people who were asked to search for bias and experts compared to those where were told to watch the news to pass the time with no goal in mind when observing a broadcast of a politician. He hypothesized that those participants who were experts and goal-oriented viewers would recall more information and they would draw more critical opinions about the topic than those who were asked to watch the politician just to pass time also hypothesized that experts and those participants that were goal-oriented would critique the politician on a topic to topic basis while the pass-time participants would stick to general political affiliation opinions.


There were 277 participants involved in this study, of whom 202 were undergraduate college students enrolled in an entry level communications or political science course and 75 were experts who were chosen based upon a rigorous pre-assessment survey. Half of the student participants were asked to sit and relax while watching a video that might be of a news broadcast, sports event, or entertainment program. The other half and experts were asked to evaluate a news broadcast of a political figure. The politician was a fictional character in order to remove any issues of prior knowledge. All three groups then answered a survey questionnaire of open-ended questions in order to assess recall and opinion formation.


In general, the study supported the author’s idea that goal-oriented viewing would lead to better recall and further depth in critique of a fictional politician and his viewpoints on particular political topics. The goal-oriented student participants showed greater knowledge and understanding than the pass-time participants and the experts showed greater knowledge and understanding than either of the two student groups. Tewksbury noted there are possible shortcomings with using college students in a study as well as the fact that the pre-assessment for experts is difficult to create with many differences in opinions of what qualifies for expertise. In general, this study supported the idea that passive viewing of information has little effect on how people think.


In another study, Tewksbury, Jones, Peske, Raymond, and Vig (2000) investigated how framing a particular topic would influence the opinions and thought process of individuals. The authors hypothesized that the more narrow the frame, the more likely the participants would view the topic from the perspective of that frame. Also the authors believed the more that the participants were exposed to the narrow frame, the more they would define the topic, accept the policy of the frame, and ultimately over time, agree with the frame.


There were 561 undergraduate students enrolled in a general education public speaking course that participated in the study. There were two sections to the study; the first section included 510 participants and the second 417 participants, of which, 366 of these participants were involved in both sections of the study. The participants each read five versions of a news article on pork production regulation. There was one article that showed both environmental and corporate viewpoints on the issue as a control, two articles with just the environmental viewpoint of destruction of the environment, and two articles with just the corporate viewpoint of destruction of pork agro-economics. The participants were then asked to respond to a set of agreement-based questions and statements and open-ended questions. 


The participants responded mostly based upon the frame that was given. The focus of the responses given was environmentally based for those who read one of the environmental articles and likewise for the participants who read the economic articles. The authors concluded that there is a strong effect in the short-term of framing an issue. The authors also noted the need for further long-term studies

Coyne, Archer, and Eslea (2004) studied the effects on viewers’ subsequent actions of watching aggression on television. In particular, the authors wanted to look at indirect aggression such as spreading rumors or secretly destroying property. The authors hypothesized that those participants who watched indirect aggression on television would engage in more indirect acts of aggression than the participants who watched direct aggression engage in direct acts of aggression. They also predicted that females would participate in more indirect acts of aggression than males for the group that watched the indirect aggression video.


The participants were 199 students between 11 and 14 years old. Three groups of comparable size were shown three different videos. The first group was shown a made up television show including indirect aggression. The same show was duplicated exactly the same except it used direct aggression. This was shown to the second group. The third group was used as a control and shown a video that included neither direct nor indirect aggression. The videos were shown in a normal classroom setting. After the videos were shown, the class was given a writing prompt on a plausible scenario that included a conflict which asked them what they would do if placed in the scenario. They were also placed in a live-action scenario where a fake instructor placed unreasonably high demands on the students to complete a near impossible task in a very short time frame.


The results showed that both the written and live-action scenarios had responses of increased aggression in the groups of students which were shown either the indirect or direct aggression video compared to the control group. Both of these groups showed greater indirect aggression than the control group. Given the situation, it was difficult for participants to show direct aggression, which led to an overall response of direct aggression less than indirect aggression. However, the study also noted that students who were pre-tested as aggressive (either directly or indirectly) did not have a proportionally increased number of aggressive responses. Also, more boys showed direct aggression while more girls showed indirect aggression. The authors concluded with the general notion that when shown on television either types of aggression, students are more likely to respond in an aggressive manner.


Dorman (2004) examined the effects of what would happen to students’ points of view on controversial topics if they were prompted to think about the topics from only one perspective. He hypothesized that students were likely to take the perspective of the professor (Dorman himself) since the professor is seen as an expert on the topic. He examined 18 different topics with his students who for the most part agreed with his opinions on the topics.


Over the course of three semesters, 118 students from a mid-sized university’s general media studies course participated in the study. The participants were given a pre- and post-test questionnaire that aimed at obtaining and assessing the participants’ viewpoints on 18 different topics. Over the course of the semester, participants wrote a short paper based on the week’s selected topic. The participants then discussed their points of view while the professor would weigh in with his opinions throughout the discussion. The pre- and post-tests were then analyzed to assess changes in viewpoints on the topics that were presented during the course.


Of the 18 topics discussed, 7 demonstrated significant changes in opinion, 5 of which were in the direction toward the opinion of the professor. The participants’ viewpoints on two topics discussed changed in the opposite direction from that of the professor. The remaining topics did not show a statistically significant change in the participants’ opinions. The author noted shortcomings of a single-item measurement scale as well using averages in a study where there could be dramatic shifts in individuals who initially took opposing positions from one another and both significantly changing positions, therefore, canceling one another out.


Price, Tewksbury, and Powers (1997) studied the effect of changing news frames on the responses of readers. The authors wanted to know how readers would respond to a newspaper article that was framed in several different manners. The authors hypothesized that by changing the viewpoint on a newspaper article, readers would respond differently to that article. The authors also wanted to explore what conclusions readers would draw regardless of the frame given. 


The study involved 135 undergraduate college students enrolled in a communications course who participated voluntarily. A pre-survey was given asking questions on media and public affairs. The participants then were each given one of four news articles. Each version of the news article contained five core paragraphs written on state budget issues. One version had only these paragraphs and was used as a control. Three versions had an additional framing introductory and concluding paragraph. The three experimental frames were conflict, human interest, and consequence. Once finished reading the article, participants wrote down all their thoughts and feelings on the article. All thoughts and feelings were coded and then analyzed.


The authors found that most participants responded to the reading focused on how state budget issues would affect the college budget. In general, regardless of which article read, participants gave a similar range in amount of comments given. However, which article the participants read did influence the type of responses given. Although independent thought was shown in responses to all frames, participants who read a frame based on a possible tuition increase (the most personal outcome of a state budget cut for all of the participants) had thoughts focused solely on that idea. Participants who read the other frames were often drawn away from this idea towards the frame given.
Summary of the Literature Review

The review of the literature reported on three areas of focus. The first area addressed how people use and view the Internet. The second area looked at people’s perception of bias and whether or not it existed. The last area examined the influence of media on individuals.


Tsai, Lin, and Tsai (2001) studied the ways in which high school students use the Internet. They found out that for the most part, students use the Internet for communication and finding information. They also noted that those students who used the Internet more often were more comfortable with it. This fact was supported in a study by LaRose, Mastro, and Eastin (2001) who focused solely on positive and negative feelings towards the Internet based on experiences with it. Rotunda, Kass, Sutton, and Leon (2003) had similar findings to Tsai et al. (2001) and LaRose et al. (2001). Rotunda et al. (2003) went one step further to find whether students are misusing the Internet. There were some who were, however, the percentage was quite small.

McMillan and Morrison (2006) studied the ways in which the Internet has become an integral part of a generation of college students’ lives. Participants gave autobiographical accounts of their use of the Internet. Participants used the Internet for information gathering and entertainment. They also used the Internet for communication with family, friends, and a new group of people emerging due to the advent of the Internet, virtual communities. Participants also chronicled the way in which those who were close to them used the Internet. In general, older communities used the Internet less and were less comfortable with it and younger communities used it more with greater comfort. 


Bowers and Fisher (1997) supported the findings of the older communities. This time in an adult community, the findings support the notion found in Tsai et al. (2001) and LaRose et al. (2001) that those who used the Internet less had less comfort and were less prone to using it. Older communities were likely to use the Internet for the same purposes as younger ones.

The second section looked at people’s perception of bias. In D’Alessio (2003) it was found that a little less than half of the college students who participated in the study perceived bias. Those who did perceive bias, however, perceived a significant amount of it. This study was supported by Stratman (2000) who found that a little more than half of participants perceived bias. Stratman also noted that the friendly and hostile media effects did not have significant effect on whether or not bias was perceived.


In conflicting findings, Brown and Barnes (2001) found that college students perceived a significant amount of bias, particularly with respect to advertising. This study was supported by Arpan and Raney (2003). Arpan and Raney also noted that the hostile media effect had significant effect on whether or not bias was perceived.

Both Wu and Koo (2001) and Pronin, Lin, and Ross (2002) found the third-person effect to exist in their participants. The third-person effect says that individuals will perceive others to be effected by bias more than themselves. Both studies showed that participants are more likely to acknowledge others falling prey to bias than themselves.


The last section examined the impact of the media on individuals. Findings brought significantly mixed results. Robertson, Blain, and Cowan (2005), Tewksbury (1999), and Dorman (2004) all found that the media had little effect on individual’s viewpoints. Robertson, Blain, and Cowan (2005) found that family and friends have significantly more influence on individual’s viewpoints than the media. Tewksbury (1999) found that passive viewing of information has little to no effect on how individuals view an issue. Dorman (2004) framed 18 controversial issues from only one perspective. Out of those 18, only 5 swayed participants in the direction of the perspective and 2 swayed participants in the opposite direction.

Tewksbury, Jones, Peske, Raymond, and Vig (2000), Coyne, Archer, and Eslea (2004), and Price, Tewksbury, and Powers (1997) all came to an opposing conclusion. These three studies found that individuals are influenced by the media. Tewksbury et al. (2000) found that framing issues from only one viewpoint affected how individuals respond to that issue. Coyne et al. (2004) showed similar findings when looking at aggressive behavior. Viewing both direct and indirect aggressive behavior led to increased amounts of times that the participants acted out in direct and indirect aggressive behavior. Price et al. (1997) also found that the way the media frames an issue has significant impact on how an individual will view that issue. Given the same newspaper article with different introductory and concluding paragraphs (frames), participants responded to the same issue from the frame that was placed before them.

The studies in the review covered a variety of topics. It was found that for the most part, individuals use the Internet for communication and information gathering. Younger individuals use and are more comfortable with the Internet more than older individuals. Only about half of individuals perceive bias. Also, individuals believe that others are more influenced by bias than themselves. It is less known whether individuals perceive bias in which they are in agreement or oppose. Lastly, it is very uncertain whether or not media actually has an effect on individuals. Conflicting studies have left this debate open to discussion.
CHAPTER II

Statement of the Problem

There has been significant discussion on the topic of technology in the classroom in today’s society. Many people have been proponents of infusing computers into the traditional classroom. Others, however, have noted that an extraordinary amount of money has been spent on this technology with little to no return on students’ ability to learn, higher test scores, and critical thinking skills. 


On the one side is Seymour Papert (1993) who believed that computers would revolutionize the way in which students learn and the way in which subjects are taught. In this view, computers have the ability to connect learners to vast amounts of information as well as present that information in a multitude of media which can assist student exploratory learning in a variety of medium.


Clifford Stoll (1999) had an opposing view of technology’s effect on teaching and learning. Although there may be student interest in the technology and an expansion of available information, Stoll contended that this does not mean that teaching and the learning process will be enhanced through the use of technology. In this view, the computer is merely a tool and teachers still need to teach while students still need to learn. Therefore, both teachers and students need to know how to accomplish these jobs better to see the results that have been promised through the arrival of the computer. Further, Stoll would suggest that without the ability to critically assess this vast sea of knowledge, computers can potentially cause more harm than good in an educational setting.


In either view, one thing is clear. Students are receiving information and forming opinions about the world through technology more than ever before. Without the critical filter that Stoll discusses, the potential for educationally harming students may exist. On the other hand, Papert’s view of the great potential for students to gain greater knowledge and understanding is also just as plausible.

One area in which students need to have both Stoll’s critical filter and Papert’s notion of greater understanding is current events. Both the National Council for the Social Studies (NCSS) and the New Jersey Core Curriculum Content Standards (NJCCCS) stress civic engagement and current events as essential parts of the curriculum for students at all grade levels. It is imperative that students are prepared to participate in American democracy by the time they graduate high school. This means that students need to understand what is going on in politics and society. 

The major question still remains: from what means are students learning about current events in this technologically saturated world? Because the area of current events is omnipresent in society, students may not know where to search for quality, minimally biased information, especially on the Internet. If searching in the wrong direction, students could be reading Internet sources that contain false and/or strongly biased information. With this in mind, our students could be led down the dangerous path of misinformation and extremist perspectives.

Continuous to the minute updates about what is going on in our society flood the Internet. Both online news sources and blogs have become instantaneous means of disseminating information. When a story breaks, it is posted within minutes by the online news media and shortly there after commented upon in blogs. Today’s student is inundated with this information, regardless of how reliable it may be. All news sources, including those found on the Internet, have bias and slant embedded in them. Regardless of how close to adulthood high school students may be, the fact remains they are still children. So the question remains, how critical are high school students when presented with biased information?
Purpose of Study


The purpose of this study was to evaluate the effects of news media websites and politically-oriented blogs on the opinions of high school students about current events. In particular, the students were exposed to both conservative and liberal news media websites which they read and conservative and liberal blogs in which they read and actively participated.  It was expected that in each case, the high school student’s views on current events were likely to be influenced by reading and responding to liberal or conservative political blogs and liberal or conservative news media websites. Another purpose of the study was to examine the extent to which the students perceived the blogs and websites to be fair, truthful, and unbiased.

Definitions of Variables

Political Blogs

In this study, political blogs refer to an Internet-based discussion forum in which a host will post thoughts and opinions about which any other person may respond and discuss ideas freely.

Online Political News Media Sources

 In this study, political news media sources refer to websites in which major news media sources including http://www.cnn.com, http://www.foxnews.com, http://www.nytimes.com, and post on the Internet current event articles which can be viewed by the general public.
Liberal or Conservative Bias in Blogs and WebPages
Liberal or conservative bias in blogs or WebPages refer to reports or statements in a blog or webpage on the issues of immigration, the death penalty, military draft and troop increase that contain an interpretation of factual material. Thus, while these statements may begin with factual information, they also offer an opinion or “editorial” take on that information consistent with the following viewpoints.

Liberal statements on immigration. Liberal statements on immigration include comments in support of the position that include loose immigration laws such as guest worker and citizenship path programs and the increase in border security as a futile and expensive program.
Conservative statements on immigration. Conservative statements on immigration include comments in support of the position that included stricter immigration laws, increased border security, and punishment for those who employ illegal immigrants.
Liberal statements on troop increase and a military draft. Liberal statements on troop increase and a military draft includes comments in support of the position that the United States government should not increase troop levels in Iraq, not institute a military draft, and exiting from the war in Iraq immediately.
Conservative statements on troop increase and a military draft. Conservative statements on troop increase and a military draft includes comments in support of the position that the United States government should remain in Iraq until the objectives of the war have been met, increase troop levels in Iraq including the possibility of renewing a military draft. 
Liberal statements on the death penalty. Liberal statements on the death penalty include comments in support of the position that oppose having the death penalty.
Conservative statements on the death penalty. Conservative statements on the death penalty include comments in support of the position that agree with having the death penalty.
Student Opinions About Current Event Issues 

Student opinions about current event issues refer to the way in which the participants view the political world, particularly with respect to conservative or liberal positions on current event issues of illegal immigration, troop increase and a military draft, and the death penalty.
Hypotheses


In general, it was expected that students’ views on current events are likely to be influenced by reading and responding to liberal or conservative political blogs and online news media and express similar viewpoints on the current events to what was read.
 Hypothesis 1
It was hypothesized that after high school students read and interacted with political blogs, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the blog position than were expressed before using the blog.

Hypothesis 2

It was hypothesized that after high school students read online political news media, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the online political news media position than were expressed before using the online political news media.

Additional Research Questions


In addition to formal hypotheses, the teacher-researcher observed, collected and assessed additional phenomena using formal and informal questioning methods. 


What level of technology skills do high school students have?


How much information do students know on the selected current events topics before reading the political blogs and online news media sources?

When asked to rate the amount of bias in a political blog or online news media source, how much bias do high school students perceive?
CHAPTER III
Methods

Participants


The participants of this study were 8 high school students who come from an affluent school district in northern New Jersey. The school district is a regional district which consists of 1,255 students of which, 87% are Caucasian, 10% are Asian, 3% are Hispanic, and <1% are African-American. 
The participants who were asked to volunteer were former social studies students of the teacher-researcher who were also involved in the extracurricular marching band at the high school which the teacher-researcher instructed. Out of the 8 participants, 4 were male and 4 were female. 

At the time of the study, Kim was a high school junior. In the teacher-researcher’s history class, she was an average student. Kim was headstrong about her viewpoints on topics in class and did not mind sharing them with the teacher-researcher and the rest of the class in both her written work and discussion settings.


Edward was a high school senior when the study took place. Edward was particularly successful in the teacher-researcher’s class. Edward was an articulate student, especially in his written work. Edward was able to express his opinions well in his writing and when he chose to contribute to class discussions would add particular insight. However, his participation in class was rare.


Allan was a senior in high school at the time of the study. Allan was an above average student in the teacher-researcher’s class. He normally gave opinions that were fairly well thought out in both written and oral formats. For the most part, he was quiet and did not always wish to voice his opinions with peers. He was significantly more willing to share them in his written work, particularly when he knew it would not be shared with his classmates.


At the time of the study, Jack was a high school junior. Jack’s work had tendencies to fluctuate across the school year. However, a pattern emerged after a few months of being in the teacher-researcher’s class. Fact-based materials were often tough for Jack to grasp. When Jack was asked to give his opinions, he showed insight that was above average. Writing and discussions, especially opinion-based, were a strong point for Jack in the teacher-researcher’s class.


Molly was a junior in high school at the time of the study. Molly was an excellent student in the teacher-researcher’s history class. In written work, Molly would often share little of her personal opinion, but would rather use extensive support with examples from class or in readings to get her point across. Molly was very shy and uncomfortable sharing her opinions in both small and large group settings.


Erin was a senior in high school at the time of the study. Overall, Erin was an above average student in the teacher-researcher’s class. She was an articulate writer who was willing to share her opinions on historical and current events in her written work. Although less comfortable with sharing her opinions in a large group setting, Erin would open up when placed in a small group.


Ronald was a junior in high school when the study took place. Ronald was also an average student in the teacher-researcher’s class. In his written work, Ronald’s opinions on historical and current events were definitive. In a whole-class discussion setting however, Ronald was often quiet, keeping his opinions to himself. He was more likely to share his opinions in a small group setting.


Stephanie was a senior in high school at the time of the study. She was an above average student in the teacher-researcher’s class. Stephanie had good written and oral communication skills. However, when asked of her opinions on historical or current events, Stephanie was often hesitant to share he opinions with others, even in written form when it was to be shared with only the teacher-researcher. After working with Stephanie over the course of the school year, the teacher researcher was able to help Stephanie express herself more openly.
The teacher-researcher was a Caucasian male in his mid 20’s who had two years of teaching experience. At the time of the study, the teacher-researcher was attending graduate school full-time working towards his master’s degree in education with a concentration in Learning Technologies. This research was conducted as a part of that master’s degree.

Materials

Assessment Materials

Two assessments were given before the intervention began. The first measure given was an 11-item long multiple-choice, Likert-scale questionnaire on the students’ general technology skills and usage (see Appendix A). This assessment was also used to collect student demographic information.
The second assessment was also a multiple choice, Likert-scale survey consisting of 22 items (see Appendix A). The survey also contained 3 open-ended questions about each of the two current event topics that participants read and responded to during the intervention. For example, “what are your general opinions about sending additional troops to Iraq? Explain.” For the post-intervention, each participant took the same current events survey as in the pre-intervention to compare changes in answers between pre- and post-intervention. Additional questions were added to the post-survey to gain further insight on the selected topics as well as for possible future studies.
Intervention Materials


During the intervention, Dell desktops with Internet connections and Microsoft Word were used as the method for transferring information to and from the 8 participants. A private website was created, http://davidscozzaro2.blogspot.com, in which only the teacher-researcher and 8 participants were granted access (see Appendix B). The information placed on the private website was gathered from online news media sources and blogs. The online political news media sources and political blogs used were http://www.cnn.com, http://www.foxnews.com, http://www.nytimes.com, and http://www.watchblog.com (see Appendix B). In total, there were twelve different reading selections. There were the three topics of sending additional troops to Iraq, illegal immigration, and the death penalty. In each topic, there were four different readings set up in two pairs. The pairs were set up to compare a liberal online political news media source to a conservative online political news media source on the same topic and a liberal political blog to a conservative political blog on the same topic. For both the political blogs and online political news media, the participants recorded their feedback to a series of 3 questions using Microsoft Word (see Appendix C). For the political blogs, the participants responded to the same series of 3 questions and also gave 1 direct response to an individual blog posting on the private website. The participants were also interviewed to gather further information (see Appendix C).
Additional Materials

Each participant was given a parental consent form. A parent read, signed and returned the form before his or her child participated in the study (see Appendix D). Also, an audio-recorded was used to document participant responses to a set of questions during the interview section of the intervention. A journal was kept of additional thoughts by the teacher-researcher.
Procedures
Pre-Intervention Procedures

The 8 participants were asked to volunteer to assist the teacher-research during a band practice. The participants were asked because they were all former students of the teacher-researcher and had a continued relationship with him. The participants and their parents completed a parental consent form (see Appendix D). 
Pre-Intervention Assessments


One week prior to the intervention, the participants were given two pre-surveys at the school’s library. The first pre-survey assessed their knowledge and use of technology (see Appendix A). The survey consisted of 11 questions that required the students to rate the amount of time they spent using computers, the reasons for using computers, and the ease with which the participants used common computer programs such as a word processing program. This survey was used to assess whether the participant had the required computer skills necessary to participate in the study. Any volunteer who did not meet the computer skills criteria was not used in this study.
The second survey consisted of 22 Likert-scale multiple choice questions and three sets of 3 open-ended questions which addressed the participants’ familiarity and opinions about current events and political issues. This measure was intended to assess the students’ opinions about the selected current event issues of additional troops in Iraq, illegal immigration, and the death penalty. The participants were given the multiple choice questions to also assess their general political affiliation of liberal, conservative or moderate and political party association of Democrat, Republican or Independent. There were three sets of 3 open-ended questions given to the participants to assess their existing views on the current events topics. Based upon these responses, the teacher researcher chose the appropriate reading that they would be reading and responding to during the intervention (see Appendix A). For example, if a participant responded to the political affiliation survey and open-ended questions as a liberal on the topic of Iraq, that participant was given a conservative reading on Iraq. The choice between reading the political blog or political online news media source was made by flipping a coin. Since the readings were done on separate topics, the order of which of the two was read first made no difference.
Interventions


Each of the 8 participants spent 3 hours (45 minutes a day for 4 days after school during 1 week) reading and responding to online news media and politically oriented blogs in the high school’s library. 
During each of the days, each of the 8 participants was given an assignment to read and respond to either a conservative or liberal online political news media article or a conservative or liberal blog. This was done on a Dell desktop with Internet access and Microsoft Word. The participants read their assigned online political news media or blog from the website http://davidscozzaro2.blogspot.com. The participants then answered the same 3 open-ended questions given during the pre-intervention political affiliation survey that was set up on the computer before the day’s session began (see Appendix C). In the case of the blogs, the participants were asked to also respond once directly to the blog on the website. After the participant finished each reading and response session, he or she was interviewed by the teacher-researcher to establish greater depth of new knowledge and any change in his or her thought process on the current event topic (see Appendix C). Additional interview questions were asked to establish a better understanding of which article, liberal or conservative, based on the same topic had a greater influence on the participant. The interview was audio-taped in order for the teacher-researcher to focus on the questioning while still being able to accurately record participant responses. Subsequently the teacher-researcher recorded notes in a journal of any additional thoughts.
Post-Intervention Assessments


Each of the 8 participants was given the same political affiliation survey used in the pre-assessment one week after the intervention was completed. This post-survey was compared to the pre-intervention survey in order to assess changes in responses by the 8 participants. Additional questions were asked at the end of the post-intervention assessment to help establish what the cause in any thought process change was if it occurred (see Appendix A). 
CHAPTER IV

Results

Overview


The data collected in this study were used to determine the effect of reading politically-oriented online news media and blogs on high school students’ opinions about current events. Specifically, the study was an attempt to see whether or not high school students were influenced by Internet media sources based upon current events. Each student read and responded to one political blog and one political online news media source which held the opposite political viewpoint of the student.


Each student was given two Likert-scale surveys before reading and reacting to the blogs or news media articles. One survey was on students’ uses of technology and provided background information on individual students’ technology using habits outside of school. The other survey recorded their opinions on the three current event topics covered in the blogs and news media articles that were read. Students checked off boxes to agreement statements such as “I agree with the war in Iraq” ranging from 1-5 with 1 (disagree strongly) representing a very liberal response and 5 (agree strongly) representing a very conservative response as seen in Chart 1. Student results were collected and reported in Table 1. These responses were used to determine the students’ viewpoints on each topic as well as their overall political viewpoints. 
Chart 1

Breakdown of Average Score Ranges in Relation to Political Viewpoint

	Political Viewpoint
	Score Ranges*

	Very Liberal
	1.0-1.79

	Liberal
	1.8-2.59

	Moderate
	2.6-3.39

	Conservative
	3.4-4.19

	Very Conservative
	4.2-5.0


* Range from 1-5

Table 1
Comparison of Pre-survey and Post-survey mean scores on the Current Events Survey
	
	Overall
	Blog
	News media source

	Participants
	Pre
	Post
	Pre
	Post
	Pre
	Post

	Kim
	1.6
	1.6
	1.0
	1.0
	2.0
	2.2

	Edward
	2.9
	2.6
	2.9
	2.5
	2.4
	2.2

	Allan
	3.6
	3.1
	3.6
	3.2
	4.0
	3.5

	Jack
	2.1
	2.3
	3.4
	3.6
	1.8
	1.6

	Molly
	3.0
	3.0
	3.0
	3.0
	3.4
	3.4

	Erin
	2.2
	1.6
	2.6
	1.6
	2.1
	1.6

	Ronald
	2.8
	2.9
	3.2
	3.6
	3.8
	3.8

	Stephanie
	2.4
	2.6
	3.4
	3.4
	2.2
	2.4



The major focus of the data came from open-ended questions that were given on the three current event topics for more specific detail on each student’s thoughts on the topics. The questions read as:

1. What are your general opinions about __ [topic] __? Explain.

2. If you were talking to somebody about __ [topic] __ who disagreed with you, what might their arguments be?

3. If someone you knew personally was __ [involved in topic] __ how would you feel? Would your opinions change from question #1? In what ways?


After the students read each blog or news media article, they again answered the same open-ended current events questions about each topic. Students were also interviewed to elaborate on their responses.


Once the reading was complete, students took the same current events survey as in the pre-survey for additional information purposes. The students completed the open-ended current events questions one last time. This was used to gauge any additional changes several days after the reading took place to note any potential longer term influence of the political blog or political online news media source on the students.

Analysis of Data


In general, it was expected that students’ views on current events would be influenced by reading and responding to liberal or conservative political blogs and online news media which had opposing political viewpoints to the students and that they would express viewpoints on the current events consistent with the opposing political viewpoint that was read.
Hypothesis 1 – The Effect of Reading Political Blogs on High School Students’ Viewpoints
It was hypothesized that after high school students read and interacted with political blogs, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the blog position than were expressed before using the blog.

Analysis of open-ended questions was the primary gauge to assess the first hypothesis. A coding scheme was used to analyze the written data. Statements were categorized as liberal, moderate, or conservative. For example, a response such as “I believe the death penalty is wrong under any circumstance” was considered liberal. A response such as “Sending more troops to Iraq will make things better overseas and America” was considered conservative. The analysis for these questions was looked at on an individual basis.


Kim

For Hypothesis 1, Kim looked at the conservative blog on the death penalty. Both the Likert-scale survey and the open-ended question before the reading showed Kim responding in a liberal manner. 


After the reading, Kim’s responses remained consistent with her original responses. Both the same amount and the same type of responses were seen in Kim’s open-ended answers. The follow-up interview confirmed the consistency of Kim’s responses. 


Once the readings were complete, Kim’s response to both the Likert-scale survey and open ended questions showed the same liberal viewpoint as the pre-intervention and the intervention itself. The results indicated that Kim’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Edward


Edward read the conservative political blog on increasing troops in Iraq. Edward’s response on the Likert-scale survey showed a moderate viewpoint with a slight lean towards a liberal viewpoint. When answering the open-ended questions however, all of Edward’s responses were liberal.


After reading the blog, Edward’s responses remained liberal. Even his phrasing remained the same. When asked about his general opinions about sending troops to Iraq on the pre-survey, Edward responded that “… the war is being fought over oil and there need not [be] anymore lost souls.” When responding to the same question after reading the blog her responded that “…the war is not relevant and there need not be anymore lost souls.” His follow-up interview expanded upon these same ideas.


The post-survey showed Edward’s ideas remaining consistent with his pre-survey ideas. Slight changes in responses to sending troops to Iraq changed his overall viewpoint to liberal, however the difference is score is negligible and any overall change was due to his survey responses being directly on the border between liberal and moderate. Ultimately, the results indicated that Edward’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Allan

Allan read the liberal blog on the death penalty for this hypothesis. Allan’s responses to the pre-survey showed a conservative point of view on the topic of the death penalty. His responses to the open-ended questions supported his pre-survey answers. Every response that was given to these questions was conservative.


After reading the liberal blog, Allan’s responses to the open-ended questions were still conservative. None of his responses were categorized as moderate or liberal. Even for the question that asked how he would feel if a friend of his was on death row, Allan responded, “If my friend did something worth dying for, I would accept his death penalty.”


For the post-survey, Allan’s responses were similar, but slight changes placed his viewpoint barely into the moderate category. When responding to the open-ended questions one last time, his statements were all conservative, just as before and directly after the reading. Allan’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Jack 

For Hypothesis 1, Jack read the liberal political blog on the death penalty. During the pre-survey, Jack gave a moderate response that was just shy of conservative to the Likert-scale survey. For the open-ended questions, Jack responded in a significantly more conservative tone. All the responses but one, which was based on a personal relationship, were conservative ones. 


Jack’s responses to the open-ended questions after reading the liberal political blog also placed him as moderate. Jack gave an equal amount of liberal and conservative comments and one moderate comment. The follow-up interview continued along this mixed path with a slight lean towards more conservative than liberal comments.


When responding to the post-survey, Jack’s answers were almost identical. One slight answer change affected the category Jack was placed in from moderate in the pre-survey to conservative in the post-survey, but the actual difference in answers between the two is nominal. Jack’s responses to the open-ended questions also showed a slight conservative viewpoint showing just a few more conservative responses than liberal responses. Jack’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Molly

Molly read the conservative political blog on immigration for this hypothesis. Both the Likert-scale survey and open-ended questions showed Molly as a moderate. The survey placed Molly as a dead-center moderate while her responses to the open-ended questions showed both liberal and conservative responses, with a slight lean towards liberal responses. A question in the survey asked, “If you were talking to somebody about illegal immigration who disagreed with you, what might their arguments be?” Molly replied, “They might argue that the immigrants are still people and should have the right to live where they want. They would also argue that the people are only in the United States because they wanted freedom from their country and/or wanted to make a better life for themselves.”


After reading the conservative political blog, overall Molly’s responses to the open-ended questions were more liberal than before the reading. This time when asked the same question about the arguments of someone who disagreed, Molly responded, “They might argue that illegal immigrants are costing the legal americans a lot of money. They would also argue that the immigrants are making other americans [lose] their jobs because the illegal immigrants are much cheaper to hire.” The opposing viewpoint before the reading was liberal. After the reading, the opposing viewpoint was instead conservative, thus pushing her overall viewpoint to liberal. 


Molly’s answers to the post-survey and open-ended questions were very similar to her answers in the pre-survey. Except for the change in response to a question just after reading the blog, Molly’s answers remained consistent. Even for this question, her response was in opposition to rather than agreeing with the viewpoint of the reading. Molly’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.

Erin

For Hypothesis 1, Erin read the conservative blog on the death penalty. The Likert-scale survey showed Erin as a moderate leaning towards liberal. When answering the open-ended questions, Erin showed strong liberal responses. The only conservative response out of the nine noted responses was an aside.


After the reading, Erin’s responses were very similar to her responses before the reading. In this case there were no recorded conservative or moderate responses. “It seems to me that everyone should deserve a second chance. Once someone's life is over, there is no correcting any mistakes they may have made” was a typical response both before and after the reading.

In the post-survey, Erin’s responses were very liberal. After reading the conservative article, Erin’s survey answers switched from moderate in the pre-survey to very liberal in the post-survey. Her open-ended responses remained consistently liberal on this topic throughout. Erin’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Ronald


Ronald read the liberal blog on immigration for this hypothesis. The pre-survey showed Ronald as a moderate that leaned towards conservative on the subject. When responding to the open-ended pre-survey questions, Ronald gave responses that were consistently conservative.


After the reading, Ronald gave responses that were also consistently conservative. His answers were also more focused on the reading. His answers were slightly stronger after the reading.


It was found from the post-survey that Ronald responded similarly to the pre-survey on the post-survey with a slight change in answers to push his responses from moderate to conservative. On the open ended questions, Ronald again answered predominantly conservative with only one liberal and one moderate comment. Ronald’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


Stephanie

For this hypothesis, Stephanie read the liberal blog on the death penalty. In the Likert-scale survey Stephanie was categorized as a moderate, but was only a point away from conservative. On the open-ended questions, Stephanie gave strong conservative responses. 


After reading the liberal blog, Stephanie’s responses to the open-ended questions continued to be conservative. Only one of her responses was categorized as liberal. This was only noted on a response to the question based upon how the individual would feel if his/her friend were on death row.


For the post-survey, Stephanie’s responses were similar, remaining barely into the moderate category. When responding to the open-ended questions one last time, her statements were extremely similar to the statements she gave before and directly after the reading. Stephanie’s responses did not support Hypothesis 1 in which reading a political blog would change the opinion of high school students.


In general, the results indicated that Hypothesis 1 was not supported. None of the 8 participants showed support for this hypothesis. The participants showed no significant change in viewpoint. 

Hypothesis 2 – The Effect of Reading Political Online News Media Sources on High School Students’ Viewpoints
It was hypothesized that after high school students read online political news media, regardless of liberal or conservative viewpoint, they would express opinions on current events issues that were more consistent with the online political news media position than were expressed before using the online political news media.


Analysis of open-ended questions was again the primary gauge to assess the second hypothesis. The same coding scheme used for Hypothesis 1 was used to analyze the written data. The analysis for these questions was looked at on an individual basis.


Kim


For Hypothesis 2, Kim looked at the conservative online news media source on immigration. Both the Likert-scale survey and the open-ended question in the pre-intervention showed Kim responding in a liberal manner. For the open-ended questions, Kim showed a strong liberal feeling toward the subject of immigration, however also showed a lack of understanding the subject matter in her justification for her viewpoints. 


After the intervention, Kim’s responses remained consistent with her original responses. Kim increased the amount of liberal responses given as well as changed the focus of her responses to reflect understanding of the reading at hand. 


During the post-intervention, Kim’s response to both the Likert-scale survey and open ended questions showed the same liberal viewpoint as the pre-intervention and the intervention itself. The results indicated that Kim’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Edward


Edward read the conservative political online news media source on illegal immigration for this hypothesis. In the pre-survey, Edward gave liberal responses. On the open-ended questions, however, his responses were much more moderate, giving and equal amount of liberal and moderate responses.


After completing the reading, Edward responded to the same open-ended questions slightly differently than in the pre-survey. Edward gave more conservative responses than liberal responses. This continued during the interview.


On the post-survey, Edward’s viewpoint was liberal. Again, on the open-ended questions, a mix of liberal, moderate, and conservative responses were given. This time there were just slightly more liberal responses than moderate or conservative. With such a mix of responses, Edward did not support not deny Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.

Allan

Allan read the liberal online news media source on sending additional troops to Iraq for this hypothesis. Allan’s responses to the pre-survey showed a conservative point of view on this topic. His responses to the open-ended questions supported his pre-survey answers. Every response that was given to these questions was conservative.


After reading the liberal online news media source, Allan’s responses to the open-ended questions were still conservative. None of his responses were categorized as moderate or liberal.


For the post-survey, Allan’s responses were similar, ultimately placing his point of view in the conservative category again. When responding to the open-ended questions one last time, his statements were all conservative, just as before and directly after the reading. Allan’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Jack

For Hypothesis 2, Jack read the conservative political online news media on increasing troops in Iraq. In both the pre-intervention survey and open-ended questions, Jack gave liberal responses.


Jack’s responses to the open-ended questions after reading the conservative political blog also placed her as liberal. Jack gave almost all liberal comments with a moderate comment. The follow-up interview continued along this path with significantly more liberal comments than any other type of comments.


When responding to the post-survey, Jack’s answers remained liberal. Jack’s responses to the open-ended questions also showed a significant liberal viewpoint. Jack’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Molly

Molly read the liberal online news media source on increasing troops in Iraq for this hypothesis. The Likert-scale pre-survey showed Molly as a moderate on the topic, however leaning heavily towards conservative. The open-ended questions showed a strong conservative stance with no liberal comments made. 


After the reading, Molly continued to show a strong conservative viewpoint on the subject of increasing troops in Iraq. For the open-ended questions, Molly again only responded with conservative statements. Although the focus changed a bit, Molly gave the same amount of conservative responses to the open-ended questions. This viewpoint was also supported during the interview session.


Molly responded to the post-survey similarly to the pre-survey. Overall, she was categorized as moderate, but extremely close to conservative. Her answers to the open-ended questions were also similar to before the reading. Molly’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Erin

For this hypothesis, Erin read the conservative political online news media source for increasing troops in Iraq. The pre-survey showed Erin as a liberal on the subject. The open-ended questions showed Erin as a moderate. Erin gave the same amount of liberal and conservative responses. The conservative responses however, were short asides, but still taken into account.


After reading the conservative article, Erin responded to the same open-ended questions with a strong liberal viewpoint. This time her responses were overwhelming liberal. Seven liberal comments were made as opposed to only one conservative comment. Reading the article pushed Erin more liberal rather than conservative as would be expected.


Erin’s response switched from solidly liberal in the pre-survey to barely very liberal on the post-survey. For the open-ended questions, Erin again responded almost completely liberal with just one moderate comment. As shown just after the article and then again in the post-survey and open-ended questions, Erin’s viewpoints went away from, rather than towards the viewpoints of the article. Erin’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Ronald

Ronald read the liberal political online news media source on the death penalty for this hypothesis. The pre-survey showed Ronald as a conservative on the subject. The open-ended questions confirmed this with Ronald responding conservative for the most part. Ronald made comments such as, “I believe in the death penalty, I think an eye for an eye is fair.” When asked on a personal level however Ronald gave a liberal response.


A significantly different set of responses were seen after the reading. Ronald responded to the open-ended question in a strongly liberal fashion. When further discussed with Ronald in the interview, Ronald responded that “there are times where the death penalty is not always the right choice. This is one of those times.”


It was found from the post-survey and open-ended questions that his stance may have altered, but was overall not changed. The post-survey scored exactly the same as in the pre-survey. For the open-ended questions, Ronald still supported the death penalty, but was more hesitant on his position. He stated that “I think that it is just. I don’t think that it should be the first option. But if there is conclusive evidence and there has been a long period of time. Then I think it should be alright to execute them.” He also took more of a liberal response when it was brought on a personal level that if it was somebody he knew, he would not want the person to be executed. Ronald’s responses partially supported Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


Stephanie

For this hypothesis, Stephanie read the liberal online political news media source on immigration. Stephanie showed a strong liberal viewpoint on the topic between the Likert-scale survey and the open-ended questions. When prompted to explain how America should approach the situation of illegal immigration, Stephanie replied, “One possible solution to this situation could be to try and make those illegal become legal citizens through some sort of process.” 


After the reading, Stephanie continued to show a strong liberal viewpoint on the subject of immigration. For the open-ended questions, Stephanie again only responded with liberal statement. This viewpoint was also supported during the interview session.


Stephanie responded to the post-survey similarly to the pre-survey. Overall, she was categorized as liberal. Her answers to the open-ended questions were also similar to before the reading. Stephanie’s responses did not support Hypothesis 2 in which reading a political online news media source would change the opinion of high school students.


In general, the results indicated that Hypothesis 2 was not supported. Only 1 of the 8 participants showed support for this hypothesis. Even at that, the participant showed a change in responses to the open-ended questions directly after the reading, but then on the post-survey, gave similar responses to the pre-survey, leading to only a partial support of this hypothesis. Also, one other participant did not support nor deny Hypothesis 2. Overall, the participants showed no significant change in viewpoint on this hypothesis. 

Additional Research Questions


In addition to formal hypotheses, the teacher-researcher observed, collected and assessed additional phenomena using formal and informal questioning methods. No formal hypotheses were made, but rather data were collected for further insight and possible future studies.


In order to supplement the hypotheses, pre-surveys and post-surveys were taken based upon an agreement scale of statements concerning the three topics the participants read about. For general purposes, mean scores were taken of the current events pre-surveys and post-surveys on the overall average and blog and online news media source topics as seen in Table 1. In general, it was found that the 8 participants did not significantly change their viewpoints after reading the political blogs and political online news media sources. 


A technology survey was also taken to find out how often students use computers and the Internet and for what purposes they use these technologies. The responses range from 1 as never to 5 as almost daily as seen in Chart 2. It was found that computers were used daily to do school work, create word-processing documents, use the Internet to search for information and communicate through email as seen in Table 2 and Table 3. It was additionally found that when using the Internet students used the Internet daily or weekly for finding information for school and personal purposes, email, chat/instant messaging, or other personal communication such as Myspace.com. The participants used the Internet 

Chart 2
Breakdown of Average Frequency Ranges for Computer and Internet Usage

	How often it is used
	Score Ranges*

	Never
	1.0-1.79

	1-2 times a year
	1.8-2.59

	Monthly
	2.6-3.39

	Weekly
	3.4-4.19

	Almost Daily
	4.2-5.0


* Range from 1-5

Table 2

Individual and Average Computer Usage
	Computer Usage
	Ave.
	How often

	Play Games  
	2.625
	Monthly

	Do schoolwork  
	4.75
	Daily

	Word-process a document
	4.75
	Daily

	Perform calculations with spreadsheets  
	2.125
	1-2 times a year

	Create presentations
	2.75
	Monthly

	Create a database 
	1.5
	Never

	Produce multimedia projects  
	1.625
	Never

	Use the Internet  
	4.875
	Daily

	Search for information on the web  
	4.625
	Daily

	Communicate through e-mail 
	4.875
	Daily


Table 3

Individual and Average Internet Usage
	Internet Usage
	Ave.
	How often

	finding information for school purposes
	4.125
	Weekly

	finding information for personal purposes
	4.5
	Daily

	email
	4.875
	Daily

	chat/IM
	4.875
	Daily

	other personal communication (i.e. – Myspace.com)
	4.75
	Daily

	discussion forums/blogs
	2.875
	Monthly

	playing games
	2.625
	Monthly

	keeping up with music, movie, and/or TV news
	3
	Monthly

	keeping up with celebrity news
	2
	1-2 times a year

	keeping up with sports news
	2.5
	1-2 times a year

	keeping up with political news
	2.625
	Monthly


significantly less for discussion forums/blogs, playing games and keeping up with news about music, movies, television, celebrities, sports and current events. At most, the Internet was used for these items only once a month. In general, it can be noted that students use the computer and the Internet for personal purposes more than for any other purpose.

Summary of the Results


The results of the study did not support either of the two hypotheses. None of the 8 participants supported Hypothesis 1 that students would respond more consistently with the position of a political blog after reading the blog. Overall little to no change was seen in both the qualitative and quantitative data. Only 1 participant partially supported Hypothesis 2 and another had inconclusive results. Again, both the qualitative and quantitative show little to no support of this hypothesis. If anything, the qualitative data show that students were more likely to be pushed further against the reading than towards the opposing position of the reading. The results confirm some previous studies and go against others. Also, additional findings noticed that high school students use computers and the Internet for personal purposes than for any other purpose.

CHAPTER V

Discussion


The results of this study did not support the hypothesis that high school students would be influenced by Internet media sources about current events topics. The study looked at the effect of presenting two sources of current events information, blogs and online news media, to students who held opposing viewpoints on the topics. Neither of the two media sources was effective in changing the opinions of high school students. The following discussion attempts to explore the implications of the findings that challenge the hypotheses of this study.

Hypothesis 1 – The Effect of Reading Political Blogs on High School Students’ Viewpoints

It was hypothesized that after high school students read and answered questions about the content of a political blog representing a viewpoint that was different from their own, they would express opinions on the topic that were more consistent with the blog position than were expressed before using the blog. This prediction was not supported. Several reasons may be able to account for this. Each student read only one blog article and it is unlikely that a single exposure would be sufficient to change a previously held opinion. Dorman (2004) noted similar results with students in a study that involved short-term exposure to topics framed from one perspective.


Along similar lines, the open-ended questions also had some issues. The intent was to remove any bias from the questioning. After the study was completed and the data were being reviewed, it was noticed that one of the questions was inherently liberally biased. The question read as:

If someone you knew personally was __ [involved in topic] __ how would you feel? Would your opinions change from question #1? In what ways?

 This question directed the participants to answer in a more liberal manner. Any future study would have to make sure to remove any bias, or have an equal number of biased questions that carried equal weight to them.


There were also some issues that arose while implementing the study. The time of year that the data were collected was hectic for both the participants and teacher-researcher. Scheduling conflicts due to other school activities, state standardized testing, and school vacations led to difficulties implementing the study as planned. The participants often had to squeeze in the study in a very constricted time period, potentially causing them to rush through readings and responses. This could have been a reason why little change in responses were seen.


Students were also directed to one blog site selected by the teacher-researcher. If the students were asked to search on a selected topic in a more natural setting, it is possible that the sites would have had a greater impact. It is likely, however, that they would pay close attention to viewpoints similar to their own and not opposing viewpoints.

Hypothesis 2 – The Effect of Reading Political Online News Media Sources on High School Students’ Viewpoints

It was hypothesized that after high school students read and answered questions about the content of a political online news media source representing a viewpoint that was different from their own, they would express opinions on the topic that were more consistent with the online news media source position than were expressed before using the online news media source. Again, Contrary to the prediction, the students in general did not display opinions that were similar to an opposing position after reading a political online news media source. Several reasons may be able to account for this. 


One factor in these findings is that students at this age normally do not have strong political viewpoints because many do not pay close attention to current events. The students in this study reported that although they used the internet daily, they only used it to search for political news about once a month. Although not the only source for political information, it is indicative of the notion that these high school students did not pay close attention to current events. 

The students were also not prompted to search for bias. Tewksbury (1999) conducted a study in which some participants were prompted to search for bias while others were not. Those who were prompted showed greater recall of information as well as a deeper understanding of what was being said. If the students in this study were asked to search for bias, similar results may have been found which could have led to different results.

Additional Research Questions


A technology survey was also taken to find out how often and for what purposes high school students use computers. Computer technology was found to be used often for both school and personal purposes. Students generally do not use computers and the Internet to search for political news whether it is through an established news source or a blog. Although some data were collected, further studies need to be done in order to more specifically examine what students use technology for in order to base any recommendation to find ways to use these technologies in the classroom setting.


Current events pre-surveys and post-surveys were taken by all the participants. Similar results were seen in the surveys to what was found in the hypotheses. There was no considerable change in responses between the pre-survey and the post-survey. Much of same rationale behind why this was seen in the hypotheses could also be used in explaining the findings on the current events pre-surveys and post-surveys.

Conclusions


In this study, it was seen that high school students were not easily swayed by political online news media sources and blogs. Short-term exposure to one point of view is unlikely to change the perspective of high school students on a given topic. This should probably be expected since the students were presented with only one short reading that contained an opposing viewpoint to their own. Except for particularly narrow incidences, as seen in Tewksbury, Jones, Peske, Raymond, and Vig (2000), short term exposure to an opposing viewpoint will not have a significant impact on the perspective of high school students.


Just because high school students are not easily swayed with short-term readings does not mean that we should ignore what they are reading. Further long-term studies are necessary to see what would happen if high school students were exposed to only one point of view for a prolonged period of time. Looking at historical incidences of propaganda would suggest long-term exposure to one point of view would have a significant effect on the viewpoints of high school students.


Also as noted earlier, current events are an important part of state and national educational standards in social studies. This is why a similar study would be more suited to take place in a social studies classroom rather than a lab-type setting. Not only would the setting be more real-life, but it would also allow for a longer term study that includes multiple readings which could either be staged or chosen by the students. Overall, a classroom would be a more suitable place for the study to take place in. 


This is also why it is important to do further studies of this kind in a more natural setting. Since this study was set up to point students in only one direction in a very controlled setup, the students were likely to view it as an artificial setting. Further studies to find out where high school students go for information and how this affects their viewpoints is critical. If students do not go to blog sites for political information, then why would a reading from a blog site necessarily have any impact on that student? This is especially true if the student knew that it would only be read once and the website would never be visited by the student again.


It would also be suggested that in order to see a greater impact, more than just a single exposure on a topic should be tried. By having several readings on a particular topic that are all directed towards either a liberal or conservative bias, students may change their position over the course of that time period.
Educational Implications


 Although very little change was seen in the setting the study was presented in, there are still some important points that should be made when looking towards the classroom. In general current events should be an integral part of curriculum in every social studies classroom. It was seen that students for the most part are not involved in politics at that age. By using the Internet, a medium that students are comfortable with and use daily for different purposes, social studies teachers may be able to turn students on to current events and the world in which we live. They are already interested in their own world and use this medium to stay active in it. Finding a way to get students involved in the greater world by using the Internet is the greater challenge.


One such way would be to set up an online classroom discussion board in which students can discuss asynchronously or at the same time about current events. This will allow students to gain deeper meaning instead of just reading an article for cursory information.

Another would be to set up their own blogs in which they post their own viewpoints and comment and respond to one another. By doing the research for the initial post, students will have to gain greater knowledge of a selected topic than they normally would, as is the case with any research paper. Also, but reacting and responding to one another, students will have to use critical thinking skills to dissect what they have read and respond in a thoughtful manner.

This will also allow students to construct meaning out of this world for themselves. This should be an ultimate goal of current events education. While going through these processes in an open dialog, it allows for teachers to monitor where students get their information and how they process that information. This forum gives students and teachers to work though reading critically skills, which is important not just for the classroom, but for life.


Ultimately, current events education is set in place as a life skill. It is imperative that all students exit high school as informed citizens ready to understand what is going on in the United States and the greater world around them. Any way that it is done, students should be turned on to current events, instead of turned off, which is often the case. By using a medium that students already use and enjoy, it may be that much easier to turn students on to the world that we live in today.
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Appendix A
Student

Technology Survey

Directions: Please answer the following questions. Remember, it is important that you answer the questions truthfully and to the best of your ability. Your name will not be used at any time, and your answers will not be available to anyone else, beyond the researcher.

Your Name:      Grade      
Date       Your Age: 
Your Ethnicity (optional):     
(e.g. African-American, Asian-American, Caucasian, etc.)
Your gender:  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Female  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Male

 with Computers:

1. Does your family have a computer at home?  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes (1)
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No (2)
2. If your family has a computer, how often do you use it?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Never(1) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Once or twice a year(2) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Monthly(3) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Weekly(4) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Almost 










   daily(5)

3. How long have you been using a computer at home? Number of months and/or years:      
4. Do you have access to a computer / a computer lab at school?  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes(1)
  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No(2)

5. How do you access computers at school? (check all that apply)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Individually  FORMCHECKBOX 
 As a whole class 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 In small groups 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 In pairs

6. Since what grade have you been using computers at school? Grade      
7. In an average school year, how often do you use computers at school?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Never(1) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Once or twice a year(2) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Monthly(3) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Weekly(4) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Almost 










   daily(5)

8. You decide when you want to use a computer to work on assignments.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Always(5) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Often(4) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sometimes(3) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rarely(2) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Never(1)


9. How often to you use a computer to complete the following tasks?

Check the response that most accurately describes how often you use each of the following software programs / tools:
	
	Never(1)
 Once or twice a year(2)                Monthly(3) 
              Weekly(4) 
            Almost daily(5)

	a. Play Games 

	  FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. Do schoolwork 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. Wordprocess a document
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d. Perform calculations with spreadsheets 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e. Create presentations
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f. Create a database 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g. Produce multimedia projects
 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h. Use the Internet 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	i. Search for information on the web 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	j. Communicate through e-mail 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 



10. When using each of the following software programs, check the statement that most accurately describes how much help you need.

Skip questions concerning applications that you have not used yet.

	
	I always                   I sometimes                        I rarely                              I never                     I can help others.

need help (1)       need help (2)                     need help (3)                     need help (4)           I am an expert (5)

	a. Games 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. Word processing (e.g. Word, WordPerfect) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. Spreadsheet (e.g. Excel) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d. Presentation software (e.g. PowerPoint)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e. Databases (e.g. Access
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f. Multimedia (e.g. Hyperstudio) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g. Internet 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h. E-mail 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 



Student Technology Survey

11. Place a check under the response that most accurately describes your level of agreement with the following statement: 
I use the internet for :
	
	Never(1)
 Once or twice a year(2)                Monthly(3) 
              Weekly(4) 
            Almost daily(5)

	a. finding information for school purposes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	b. finding information for personal purposes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	c. email
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	d. chat/IM
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	e. other personal communication (i.e. – myspace)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	f. discussion forums/blogs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	g. playing games
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	h. keeping up with music, movie, and/or TV news
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If yes, what source(s) (website) do you go for this information?
	

	i. keeping up with celebrity news
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If yes, what source(s) (website) do you go for this information?
	

	j. keeping up with sports news
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If yes, what source(s) (website) do you go for this information?
	

	k. keeping up with political news
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	If yes, what source(s) (website) do you go for this information?
	


Appendix A
Student

Current Events Survey

Directions: Please answer the following questions. Remember, it is important that you answer the questions truthfully and to the best of your ability. Your name will not be used at any time, and your answers will not be available to anyone else, beyond the researcher.

Your Name:      
	
	  Disagree
           Disagree(2)                  Neither Agree or                     Agree(4) 
                   Agree
Strongly(1)                                                        Disagree (3)                                                               Strongly(5)

	1. I am in favor of the war in Iraq
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	2. I support sending additional troops to Iraq to help stabilize the country
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	3. Immediately pulling troops out of Iraq is a poor decision
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	4. The U.S. is making progress in the war in Iraq
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	5. I approve of the job George W. Bush is doing in Iraq
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	6. Building a fence along the U.S.-Mexican border is a good way to deal with illegal immigration
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	7. A guest worker program that would allow illegal immigrants to register for temporary legal status is a poor decision
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	8. Creating a law to fine businesses that hire illegal immigrants is a good idea
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	9. By not increasing National Guard troops along the U.S.-Mexican border, we risk serious threats from illegal immigrants
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	10. Allowing illegal immigrants who have lived in the U.S. for several years a path to citizenship, including having a job, learning English, and paying taxes is amnesty and should not be done
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	11. Instituting a military draft to support the war in Iraq is a good idea
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	  Disagree
           Disagree(2)                  Neither Agree or                     Agree(4) 
                   Agree
Strongly(1)                                                        Disagree (3)                                                               Strongly(5)


	12. If a military draft was in place before the war in Iraq began, the U.S. would have already succeeded in bringing democracy to Iraq
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	13. Once of age, I would not have a problem joining the military if drafted
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	14. I am in favor of the death penalty for convicted murderers
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	15. The death penalty is a good deterrent to prevent future crimes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	16. The death penalty is fair because it gives satisfaction and closure to families of murder victims
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	17. The death penalty is fair because it’s “an eye for an eye”
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


	18. A person on death row who committed a murder, but later changed and became a model citizen which some people admire is still a killer and should suffer the consequences of the death penalty
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 


 FORMCHECKBOX 



19. In politics today, do you consider yourself a Republican, Democrat, or Independent?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strong Republican

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Republican

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Independent, Lean Republican

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Independent, No Leaning

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Independent, Lean Democrat

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Democrat


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Strong Democrat
20. In general, would you describe your political views as:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Liberal

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Liberal

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Moderate

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Conservative

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Conservative

Student Current Events Survey
Appendix A
PRE, DURING AND POST-INTERVENTION SURVEY

Additional Political Issues Questions

Name: ​​​​​​_________________________

Directions: Please answer the following questions only on the two topics that you picked out of the hat. Remember, it is important that you answer the questions truthfully and to the best of your ability. Your name will not be used at any time, and your answers will not be available to anyone else, beyond the researcher.

Sending Additional Troops to Iraq:
 
1. What are your general opinions about sending additional troops to Iraq? Explain.
2. If you were talking to somebody about sending additional troops to Iraq who disagreed with you, what might their arguments be?
3. If someone you knew personally was in the military and sent to Iraq due to a troop level increase, how would you feel? Would your opinions change from question #1? In what ways?
 Illegal Immigration:
 
4. What are your general opinions about illegal immigration and how America should approach the situation? Explain.
5. If you were talking to somebody about illegal immigration who disagreed with you, what might their arguments be?
6. If someone you knew personally was an illegal immigrant, how would you feel? Would your opinions change from question #4? In what ways?
Death Penalty:
 
7. What are your general opinions about the death penalty? Explain.
8. If you were talking to somebody about the death penalty who disagreed with you, what might their arguments be?
9. If someone you knew personally was on death row and awaiting the death penalty, how would you feel? Would your opinions change from question #7? In what ways?
APPENDIX B:
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America Should Develop a Guest Worker Program
Tamar Jacoby
"The central idea is to ... give most of the people who would otherwise come illegally a safe, orderly, legal option."

The following viewpoint is excerpted from a speech by Tamar Jacoby, a senior fellow at the Manhattan Institute, a public policy research organization. She advocates creating a guest worker program that would allow Mexican workers to enter the United States legally to work. Such a program, she contends, is the most realistic way to manage the flow of immigrant workers, meet the labor needs of U.S. businesses, protect national security, and restore the rule of law in America.
Not only on the border, but also in the workplace, enforcement of our immigration law is close to meaningless. In many places in America, immigrants have overwhelmed the social services--to the point that schools and emergency rooms don't work for native-born Americans. Personally, I'm optimistic about assimilation--and we can talk more about that later if you like. But it's far from certain that today's immigrants will assimilate successfully, and if they don't--if the dire scenarios are even close to right--it will spell disaster for the nation's future. So it's not enough to claim or even prove that immigrants are good for the economy. "We're not just an economy, we're a nation," as Patrick Buchanan likes to say. And we still have to manage the flow in a way that works for us as a nation. 

And that's not as easy as it sounds. I think we've seen why closing the border is no option. But neither is just opening the gates a possibility. We can't let every poor, hungry Mexican or poor, hungry Chinese come and try their luck in America. So we're back to where we started. We need to find a middle course. But what exactly is that middle course? What is the immigration policy that makes sense in today's increasingly integrated but dangerous world? 

Well, I submit to you, the compromise has to meet four criteria. I think they're all obvious--painfully obvious. But astonishingly, our current immigration policy doesn't meet a single one of them. 

Hardheaded and Realistic

First, without question, the compromise has to be in our interest--our national interest. Immigration policy isn't a suicide pact. Nice as it is to be altruistic or to be a good neighbor, I don't think we owe would-be immigrants anything. This, in my view, is where much of the pro-immigrant camp gets it wrong, and even President Bush, I believe, is on the wrong track when he talks about "compassion" with regard to immigration policy. Immigration policy has to be hardheaded, and it has to be driven by our needs as a nation. 

Second, also pretty obvious, I think, but hardly true today, our immigration policy ought to be realistic. We ought to start by acknowledging the reality of the global marketplace. We ought to accept that we can't or aren't going to turn off the flow. (And this of course is where the restrictionist camp is most seriously wrong--they pretend we can just turn off the faucet.) And we also ought to accept the reality of the existing underground economy, which some economists estimate may account for as much as 10 percent of American business today. Sound policy would acknowledge both of these realities--the flow and the underground pool it has created--and bring them above ground. I'm switching metaphors--and forgive me--but let's get serious and acknowledge this tiger and figure out how to ride it, rather than letting it ride us. 

Third, also so obvious that it hardly needs arguing, we've got to do a better job of securing our borders. As is, several hundreds of thousands of unauthorized people walk across the border into our country every year--without benefit of background checks or controls of any kind. And in an age of global terrorism, obviously, that's unacceptable. But--and here's where I part company from the restrictionists--since we're not going to stop this traffic, we've got to create a way for most of the people to come legally so we can zero in on the tiny handful who pose a real threat. 

Restoring the Rule of Law

Fourth and finally, there can be no question: not only must we regain control of our borders, but--arguably even more important--we must restore the rule of law in our communities. Here too, the restrictionists are right--or at least half right. "What part of 'illegal' don't you understand?" they ask. And it is a question that bothers many Americans--and understandably so. Of all the costs that come with illegal immigration, none is more corrosive than its consequences for the rule of law. 

It's not just the vast underground communities where most people shrug at the law on a daily basis. It's not just the entire American industries that operate on the wrong side of the rules, relying on international criminal cartels to recruit the workers they need to keep their businesses open. It's not just the millions--literally millions--of fake names and the sea of false documents that go with them. And it's not just the taxes we're forfeiting, which Barron's ... estimated may run into the hundreds of billions of dollars. We [are] sacrificing something much more important and more valuable than all of this--and that's our essential character as a law-abiding nation. Both our prosperity and our freedoms are based on that rule of law--I'm sure I don't have to explain that to anyone in this room--and we're putting it at risk. 

Another way to think about this: consider what we're asking the American people to swallow. It's one thing--and quite a request, by the way--to ask them to accept a million, maybe a million and a half, new immigrants in their midst every year. A million and a half non-English-speaking foreigners, many of them uneducated and unskilled, who may or may not ultimately fit in here. But as things stand now, we're also asking the American people to accept an inevitable end to the rule of law as they know it--guaranteed, routine, ongoing illegality in their neighborhoods and workplaces. It's an unthinkable request--no matter how good immigrants are for our economy. But that's exactly what we're asking--that's what's happening. And we've got to do something about it--something dramatic. 

Bush's Plan

So those are my four criteria. And where do they leave us? What's the immigration policy that makes sense for the United States today? Well, I hope it doesn't come as an anticlimax, but I believe that President Bush was very much on the right track with the principles he announced almost exactly a year ago [in 2004]. He didn't get everything right--and I think he knew it. That's why he announced only principles. He didn't say, "Read my lips." He said this is a first draft, and he challenged Congress to go to work filling in the details. But as first drafts go, I think his was pretty good. I think it meets all four of the criteria I just laid out, and I think it stands a good chance of restoring the integrity of our broken system. 

I'm sure you know the outlines of his plan. The central idea is to connect willing workers with willing employees--not to create a new flow or add to the total number that enter the county each year, but merely to give most of the people who would otherwise come illegally a safe, orderly, legal option. The president proposes to do that with a guest worker program--a program, first and foremost, for those on the other side of the border and contemplating the trip. 

Second, you can't build a legal structure on an illegal foundation--and you can't expect most employers to use a guest worker program if they still have access to millions of unauthorized laborers already here in the United States. So in addition to enlarging the pipeline into the country, we also need to eliminate the existing black market. This is no easy task: we're talking, after all, about eight to 12 million people, maybe more. But the president proposes to get rid of it by creating a path to legalization--by asking illegal workers who can otherwise prove their bona fides to come forward and pay a penalty and get on the right side of the law, and then we would allow them to participate in the guest worker program. 

This is, of course, the most controversial part of the proposal--and, I believe, the most misunderstood. The Bush plan isn't an amnesty. The president isn't suggesting we just wave a wand and tell people that what they did wrong doesn't matter. What he's offering them is a chance to earn their way in out of the shadows--not only for their sake, but for ours. Because short of deporting them--short of arresting and removing eight to 12 million people--that's the only way we're going to eliminate the existing black market and create a solid foundation on which to build a new, legal system. 

So those are the two key components--a provision for those coming and one for those already here. And going back to our criteria, what stands out for me is the president's realism. He recognizes that the all-important first step in addressing the problem is accepting the reality of international supply and demand. He understands the business need for a steady stream of reliable workers. And he grasps that the goal of policy should be to manage and make the most of the market-driven flow, not try futilely to interdict it. And this is nothing short of revolutionary--commonsensical, maybe, but still, in the circumstances, revolutionary.

Posted by Dave at 12:39 PM   
  
skip to main | skip to sidebar 
immigration news 2 

Friday, February 16, 2007

America Should Not Develop a Guest Worker Program
Mark Krikorian
"For our country's good--and for the good of agriculture itself--we need to reject calls for a new guest-worker program and to get serious about enforcing existing immigration law."

In the following viewpoint Mark Krikorian argues against the creation of a guest worker program with Mexico. He maintains that such a program would have a negative impact on the American economy, particularly the agricultural sector. Allowing farmers to depend on cheap imported labor, he insists, keeps wages low and prevents innovation that would lead to more efficient farming methods. Krikorian is executive director of the Center for Immigration Studies and a visiting fellow at the Nixon Center. He has written extensively on the subject of immigration policy.
During President Bush's recent visit to Mexico, he and Mexican President Vicente Fox agreed to establish an "orderly framework for migration" between the two countries. Among the proposals that their newly formed immigration working group will review is a temporary work program for Mexicans--many of whom now come to the United States illegally. This would represent an expansion of the current H2-A guest-worker visas, which allow some 30,000 farm workers to enter the country legally each year. 

Increasing the number of guest workers is not a new idea. Last year [2000], I testified before the House Judiciary Sub-committee on Immigration and Claims against a bill that would have created a large agricultural guest-worker program for the first time since the so-called Bracero program, which brought close to 5 million Mexican farm workers to the United States between 1942 and 1964. Sens. Phil Gramm (R-Tex.) and Bob Graham (D-Fla.) plan to introduce dueling guest-worker proposals later this year. These have the potential to dwarf the Bracero program, since there are some 3 million Mexican illegals already here, and Gramm's proposal would not be limited to agriculture. 

A Misguided Approach

This is a misguided approach. My concern is not solely about the detrimental effects of encouraging more people to cross the border to work in this country--although I do believe that today's mass immigration is causing severe social and economic problems. I'm also concerned about the negative impact the policy will have on American agriculture. 

There's a widely held belief that large swaths of our economy could not function without low-skilled, low-wage foreign laborers. In Gramm's words, "They are vital to our economy, yet they are violating our laws." However a careful examination of fruit and vegetable production demonstrates not only that our economy can do perfectly well without foreign labor, but that the large-scale availability of such labor actually impedes economic progress. 

Similar claims about the importance of imported farm workers to maintain the superiority of American agriculture have been made in the past. In the early 1960s, during the hearings that led to the termination of the Bracero program because of exploitation of Mexican workers, a spokesman for tomato farmers claimed that "the use of braceros [imported laborers] is absolutely essential to the survival of the tomato industry." Congress went ahead and discontinued the program (which is still mired in controversy, with lawyers representing braceros preparing to file suit to recover money deducted from bracero pay). Without the cheap Mexican labor, farmers increasingly mechanized the harvest over the next three decades, resulting in a quadrupling in the production of tomatoes destined for processing--and a fall in real prices. 

The Threat of Guest-Worker Programs

This result nicely summarizes the threat guest-worker programs (or large-scale illegal immigration) pose to America's agricultural competitiveness: By artificially inflating the supply of labor, the government's interference in the labor market keeps wages low, resulting in slowed mechanization, and stagnating productivity in fruit and vegetable production. 

The period from 1960 to 1975--roughly from the end of the Bracero program to the beginning of the mass illegal immigration we are experiencing today--was a period of considerable mechanization, with the average labor hours per acre used in harvesting fruits and vegetables dropping by about 20 percent. But a continuing increase in the acreage and number of crops harvested mechanically did not materialize as expected after 1975, in large part because the supply of workers was artificially swollen by the growth in illegal immigration. 

Farmers' mass access to foreign workers (illegal or legal) has caused the wages of farm workers to decrease over the past decade. A March 2000 report from the Labor Department found that the real wages of farm workers fell from $6.89 per hour in 1989 to $6.18 per hour in 1998. A new guest-worker program, or continued official acquiescence to illegal immigration, is likely to continue this downward trend. This may seem superficially appealing to farmers, but from a competitive point of view, vying with low-wage countries on the basis of labor costs is a dead end. No modern society will ever be willing to reduce farm workers' wages enough to match those paid in Third World countries. 

Hampering Modernization

You can see how changing the labor market plays out in the fields. Through the 1980s, sugar companies in Florida imported West Indian guest workers to harvest cane by hand. Then the industry was hit by a wave of lawsuits filed on behalf of workers whose contracts had been violated. This proved so nettlesome that the growers calculated it would be more profitable to mechanize the sugar harvest than to honor farm worker contracts. Today, virtually all Florida sugar cane is harvested by machine, resulting in dramatic increases in productivity, higher wages and more civilized working conditions for the remaining workers. In short, cutting off the stream of foreign labor promoted dramatic steps toward modernization. 

The raisin crop provides a graphic example of the opposite phenomenon. Raisin grapes, grown in California's Central Valley, are the most labor-intensive commercial crop in North America. Traditionally, the grapes are cut with a knife, placed in a pan, then laid on a paper tray for drying. During the drying period, they must be manually turned, then rolled and collected. But a new cultivation method, called "dried-on-the-vine" (DOV) production, promises both radical reductions in labor demand and improvements in quality. This innovative method has not been widely adopted in the United States precisely because the widespread availability of foreign workers is a disincentive to raisin farmers to make the long-term capital investment needed to retrofit existing raisin farms for DOV production. 

Lagging Behind

There is also the danger that the slowed innovation caused by artificial infusions of labor will allow other developed countries to leap ahead of us. This is probably most striking in the cutting-edge field of robotic harvesting. Though still in its infancy, great progress has been made in this third wave of agricultural mechanization. But because of the mass availability of alien labor in the United States, the European Union is well ahead of us in using the potentially revolutionary technology. Enactment of a new guest-worker program may help our competitors gain a permanent advantage over us in agriculture--an area where America has traditionally been the pacesetter. 

It's heartening to see Bush and Fox engage on some of the major issues that confront our two countries. But, whatever final form their new framework for migration takes, the American president would do well to resist the siren song of legalized foreign labor. It may look attractive in the short term, but in the long term, it threatens to undermine the commercial viability of American agriculture. For our country's good--and for the good of agriculture itself--we need to reject calls for a new guest-worker program and to get serious about enforcing existing immigration law.
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Amnesty Unawakened

by Mike Tate

So which position on illegal immigration won in this past congressional election? Read below to see how they stacked up.

· North Carolina. (District 11 -- Incumbent Charles Taylor vs. Heath Shuler): "Illegal immigration costs American taxpayers approximately $70 billion a year in financial assistance for welfare benefits, health care, education and domestic crime-fighting. I do not support granting amnesty to people who have broken the law." These are the words of former Washington Redskins quarterback Heath Shuler. He defeated Charles Taylor.

· Arizona. (District 8 – Randy Graf vs. Gabrielle Giffords): In one of the ten districts in the country bordering Mexico, former state representative Randy Graf battled challenger Gabrielle Giffords. This race was the hottest House election where immigration was the issue. Graf publicized his campaign in one sentence during an interview with the online magazine Salon: "securing this border to stop the drugs, terrorism, the human tragedy of people dying in the desert, and the influx of three or four or five million illegal aliens a year who are just walking across the border." Graf blasted Giffords for her "weak" stance on immigration: opposing preventing voter fraud by illegal aliens and supporting in-state tuition for illegal aliens. But, this election Giffords immigration message morphed -- she countered repeatedly accusations that she was an amnesty supporter and soft on employers who hired illegal aliens. An editorial in the Los Angeles Times noted, "In her campaign commercials […] she doesn't talk about guest workers. Instead, she sounds themes right out of the Graf playbook: securing the border and denying Social Security, welfare and other benefits to illegal immigrants." Giffords is quoted saying on the campaign trail, "There's a big concern right now…that illegal immigrants are the beneficiaries of the taxpayers' dollars." When this is accounted for, how much more different could Graf become? The stances on immigration were both relatively strict: both candidates were not for amnesty; both candidates were for tough crackdowns on employers.

· Indiana. (District 8 -- Incumbent John Hostettler vs. Brad Ellsworth): In one of the most watched races in the country, John Hostettler, famous for giving PowerPoint presentations outlining the illegal immigration invasion at town meetings, was defeated for what many believe to be his immigration platform. Except for when you read Brad Ellsworth’s position: "It's also not right when an Indiana employer passes over an American for a job only because an illegal worker is cheaper. We need to tighten our borders, enforce the laws we have, and punish employers who break them. This is about economic security as much as it is national security."

· Indiana. (District 2 -- Incumbent Chris Chocola vs. Joe Donnelly): Chris Chocola was unseated against Joe Donelly. Donelly’s immigration position? "I do not support amnesty. Border security is crucial to solving the immigration problem and is a serious national security concern. I support more border agents, increased funding for surveillance and fencing that will prevent immigrants from illegally entering our country."
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Dave said... 

Criminal acts such as sneaking into our country should NEVER be rewarded. It only grows the incidence of the crime. This logical statement is irrefutable by an rationally minded individuals.

The President and Democrats have set aside sound principles on this issue while caving in to special interests that either provide party donations or party votes. In other words, political advantage and gamesmanship trumps sound governmental policy.

2008 will be another banner year for removing incumbents if they pursue this avenue.
Posted by: David R. Remer at December 31, 2006 03:24 PM 
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Dave said... 

Personally, I’m for sensible legal immigration, merciful but not lenient dealings with those who are already here, and tightening of security less by useless, expensive physical barriers and more by better and more widespread enforcement of our laws, which has been to date one of the major failings of this administration.

Any more talking points you wish to inflict on us?
Posted by: Stephen Daugherty at December 31, 2006 05:41 PM 
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Dave said... 

Mike,

We need true immigration reform. That must start with border control. Nothing is really improving when it comes down to border control.

And (this is a BIG and) we must respect our neighbors right to survive. Are you willing to watch your neighbors south of the border starve and languish in poverty?

Hells bells, we can’t even come up with an effective foreign relation policy with our next door neighbor, what chance do we stand with the rest of the world?


Posted by: Kansas at December 31, 2006 07:46 PM 
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Dave said... 

We can’t just boot out millions of immigrants. By giving them legal status, we can make sure that pay taxes and receive the minimum wage.
Posted by: Woody Mena at January 1, 2007 02:26 PM 
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Dave said... 

1)We cannot let our border remain undefended. Thus: We must use every tool at hand to make sure terrorists cannot enter at will.

2)We cannot just expel 11-12 million people from our country without consequences. Thus:
Some sort of legalization program is necessary.

Clearly, enforcing our borders comes first. However, we do need to give those already here some sort of path out. This is not necessarily amnesty, it is common sense. We also need to make sure that illegals have little incentive to come here. This means doing what we can to aleve poverty in South and Central America. We need to have strict penalties for those who hire illegals to deprive them of jobs. And if we deny them the social programs they view as “human rights” (welfare, SS, bilingual ed) we should cut down on the problem.
Posted by: Silima at January 1, 2007 08:33 PM 
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Dave said... 

If ten percent of the employers of illegal immigrants were sent to prison, we would not have a problem.

It would sure improve the situation. The only way to 100% stop employers from hiring illegals though is to make sure they know if they knowingly hire even one illegal that they will go to prison for a long time. No exceptions. Then the company looses it business license permanently.
I’d be willing to bet that after this happens 1 or 2 times no one will hire illegals.
Posted by: Ron Brown at January 1, 2007 11:37 PM 

February 16, 2007 1:28 PM 




Dave said... 

This problem is simmple to fix cut all benifits to these criminals, use the guard to actully watch the we have enough , and fine employers 25,000 dollars per violation a violation nbeing one illegal working. also any politician who doesn’t work to solve this problem should be voted out period no matter the party.
Posted by: Steve at January 3, 2007 12:17 PM 
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Immigration: More of the same and none of it good

by Rowan Wolf

I must say that I hold no hope of good policy regarding immigration at the southern border of the United States. The plans and rhetoric are so predictable they are laughable. The rhetoric is historically consistent. 

I'm sick of hearing phrases such as "Illegal" immigrants are sucking the nation dry; they are criminals, round them up and deport send; lock them up; and an let's not forget a fop to the racist-driven English as a national language legislation that is pending. Of course, it is also predictable in a more contemporary form with utilizing the military for domestic purposes, huge contracts to bloated crony corporations, and "intelligence" - spy planes and biometric identification. It would be laughable if it were not so damaging and hurtful.

The New York Times (5/16/06) summarized the various government proposals. On May 17th, the Senate came to a tentative agreement on their proposals, barely retaining modified guest worker and citizenship path inclusions. However, while the plans are not law, appropriations are being made. Thus far, the Senate has approved "$25 billion in additional spending between 2007 and 2011" (Doyle, 5/19/06). According to Michael Doyle's article in Capitol Hill Blue, some of that $25 billion is comprised of fencing at $3 million a mile, and vehicle barriers at $1.3 million a mile. While there are those who think we should build the "great Wall" of the U.S. (modeled on Israel's wall) across the entire border between the U.S. and Mexico, most realize that would be prohibitively expensive. After all, that border is 1951 miles long At $3 million a mile for fencing (and let's leave out the vehicle barrier costs) the basic fence would run close to $6 billion all on its own. 

While the immigration issue is being painted as an immediate emergency that has sprung upon us, the Department of Homeland Security began approaching industry for high tech solutions to the border problems earlier this year. The program is called "SBInet" (Southern Border Initiative), and is outlined by Bruce Bigelow as:

"It calls for using computer networks, ground sensors, robotic aircraft, satellite imaging and other technologies to link together the hodgepodge of federal, state and local entities that operate with varying authority along the borders with Mexico and Canada. 
The idea is to create a "virtual fence" that can detect border intrusions, enable different agencies to share information, and provide a command-and-control ability to interdict illegal crossings."
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Dave said... 

There is a simple solution to our immigration problems. I propose that we create an agency that promotes the unification of other countries with us. We can call it JOIN U.S. They will receive all the benefits of being a state in the United States and we will have a larger,more productive country to enjoy. Seriously,why not?
Posted by: jblym at May 21, 2006 11:19 AM 
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Dave said... 

jblym,

“I propose that we create an agency that promotes the unification of other countries with us. We can call it JOIN U.S. They will receive all the benefits of being a state in the United States and we will have a larger,more productive country to enjoy.”

And, as an added benefit, it will save us the cost in lives and money of an invasion.
Posted by: Rocky at May 21, 2006 12:03 PM 
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Dave said... 

Illegal immigration is impacting those attempting to immigrate legally. That’s not fair.
Posted by: d.a.n at May 22, 2006 06:17 PM 
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Dave said... 

d.a.n:

Do you have evidence that ties the illegal immigrants to the current waiting periods for legal immigration?

Frankly, from the data, it seems more likely that illegal immigration is encouraged by such long waiting periods. If going the legal route takes a skilled worker 5 years, how much longer are unskilled workers forced to wait? At a certain point, illegal immigration seems more tenable than waiting forever for government permission. Imagine if you applied for a drivers license at age 16 and five years later you were still waiting for it to come through, and were expected not to drive (even to work) in the meantime. Would that be reasonable, even if a lot of people were on the roads driving without licenses?
Posted by: Jarandhel at May 22, 2006 07:18 PM 
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Dave said... 

Immigration has push and pull factors. If one wishes to decrease immigration - documented or undocumented, then those factors need to be addressed. Immigration from south of the border is largely being driven by hemispheric and globalization economics that have made it virtually impossible for million of people to survive and support their families. Much of that economic undercutting has benefited the U.S. So one way to 1) decrease our exploitation of the south, and 2) assist in stabilizing those economies. That is the “push” side of the equation.

The “pull” side of the equation is the economic opportunity that is provided by the demand by agriculture and businesses for a cheap and exploitable labor force. Undocumented workers are an ideal source. Enforcing the legislation already in place to penalize employers would help, but most likely needs to be significantly strengthened. Raising and enforcing minimum wage would also be helpful. This would significantly curtail the pull factors.

You know that the government is winking at this problem when the Naval base reconstruction from Hurricane Katrina was widely using undocumented workers.

Increasing punishments, or making walls, or militarizing the border, or biometric visas are unlikely to be effective. Many (if not most) of the people inappropriately entering the country are desperate. Their families are starving. They will make attempt after attempt even though they risk death in the process.

This is a human issue. It is one where the US (and US consumers) benefit economically. Reducing the exploitation of “Latin” labor will also “cost” us. Somehow I doubt that it will cost us more than the blank check that border security is likely to become. Certainly what is “saved” in social services and education costs will not pay *nor be directed towards paying) for the new “security. Also, the massive amounts of taxes and unclaimed social security and Medicare benefits will also evaporate.

The funding problems in education and social services are not because of the “drain” of undocumented workers and their children. It is because of cutting the budget for that spending.
Posted by: Rowan Wolf at May 21, 2006 09:35 PM 

February 16, 2007 2:04 PM 
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Bush: Congress can't stop troop increase

POSTED: 10:43 p.m. EST, January 14, 2007 

Story Highlights
• Bush: "Iraqi people owe the American people a huge debt of gratitude"
• Bush: Not worried about legacy
• Bush: This administration has been "straight" with Americans
• Bush: "Discouraged" by video of Hussein's execution

WASHINGTON (CNN) -- Congress cannot reverse last week's decision to send 21,000 more troops to Iraq, President Bush said in an interview intended to rally popular support for his plan.

"Frankly, that's not their responsibility," Bush said in an interview on the CBS News program "60 Minutes," which aired Sunday.

"It's my responsibility to put forward the plan that I think will succeed. I believe if they start trying to cut off funds, they better explain to the American people and the soldiers why their plan will succeed," the president said.

Some Democrats, including Massachusetts Sen. Edward Kennedy, have called on Congress to block Bush from committing more troops to Iraq, either by limiting the number of troops that can be committed or by cutting off funds for further deployments. (Watch congressional reaction to plan 

)

Asked if he believes that he, as commander-in-chief of the armed forces, has the authority to order troops to Iraq in the face of congressional opposition, Bush said, "In this situation, I do, yeah."

"I fully understand they could try to stop me from doing it," he said. "But I made my decision, and we're going forward."

He said Iraqis should be thankful for all the United States has done for them since the invasion nearly four years ago.

"I think I am proud of the efforts we did," Bush said.

"We liberated that country from a tyrant. I think the Iraqi people owe the American people a huge debt of gratitude. That's the problem here in America: They wonder whether or not there is a gratitude level that's significant enough in Iraq."

As he did in his Wednesday speech, when he announced the deployment of more troops to the nearly 4-year-old war, Bush acknowledged his administration made mistakes in Iraq. 

Bush allowed that low troop levels "could have been a mistake," that led to a widespread breakdown in law and order after the March 2003 invasion. The president also cited other mistakes, including the abuse of inmates at the notorious Abu Ghraib prison -- where pictures of U.S. troops mistreating prisoners led to international condemnation -- and his use of "bad language" like his July 2003 challenge to the then-budding insurgency: "Bring 'em on."

"I think history is going to look back and see a lot of ways we could have done things better. No question about it," he said. But despite the mistakes, he said he did not feel he owes the Iraqi people an apology.

"Not at all," he told CBS.

With his popularity ratings in the gutter and support for the war flagging, Bush said he recognizes that the war "hadn't gone as well as I had hoped at this point in time." But he said the dismal reviews do not affect his outlook.

"Quite the contrary. My spirits are strong, and I'm-- I'm-- I'm-- I'm blessed to be the president," he said.

"I really am not the kind of guy that sits here and says, 'Oh, gosh, I'm worried about my legacy.' I'm more worried about making the right decisions to protect the United States of America. See, we're in a war. People want to come and attack you and attack our country. I understand criticism. But I've got a pretty thick hide."

The president bridled at the suggestion that he has been less than forthcoming with the American people about such matters as the existence of weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, the lack of any connection between the September 11, 2001 attacks and Iraq, and predictions that the war would cost about $50 billion -- far short of the current $400 billion price tag.

"I strongly reject that this administration hasn't been straight with the American people," he said. "The minute we found out they didn't have weapons of mass destruction, I was the first to say so."

And he rejected a growing chorus of calls for U.S. forces to leave the country to the Iraqis to sort out for themselves -- a view held by some Americans.

"I would hope they'd want us to succeed before we get out," he said. "If the government falls apart, it'll invite Iran into the Shiite neighborhoods, Sunnis, Sunni extremists into the Sunni neighborhoods, Kurdish separatist movements."

He also rejected the suggestion that the U.S. invasion created more instability in Iraq than it eliminated.

"Well, our administration took care of a source of instability in Iraq," he said. "Envision a world in which Saddam Hussein was rushing for a nuclear weapon to compete against Iran."

Both U.S. and UN officials have said since the invasion that Saddam Hussein's nuclear program was dismantled after the 1991 Gulf War.

A CIA-led survey of Iraq's weapons programs concluded in 2004 that then-Iraqi leader Saddam Hussein had halted work toward a nuclear bomb in 1991, under U.N. sanctions that ended the Persian Gulf War. 

Bush said he was discouraged by video of Saddam Hussein's hanging showing the Sunni being taunted by Shiite guards moments before the execution. "They could have handled it a lot better," he said.

Bush, who has said he does not use e-mail, said he watched the video on the Internet, but turned away before the ousted dictator fell through the trap door of the gallows.
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bush in Georgia to Meet with Soldiers as White House Tries to Sell Iraq Plan
Thursday, January 11, 2007
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Jan. 11: President Bush waves prior to boarding Air Force One at Andrews Air Force Base in Maryland.

WASHINGTON —  Hours after detailing his new strategy to wrest Iraq from the grip of unrelenting insurgent violence, President Bush arrived in Fort Benning, Ga., Thursday to explain to soldiers why it's necessary to send more than 21,000 additional U.S. troops to Iraq over the next few months.
Meanwhile on Capitol Hill, key administration officials tried to sell the plan to resistant Democrats threatening to put a stop to any troop buildup and weary Republicans willing to give the president one more chance to end the long-running war in the win column.

Democrats and some Republicans say they don't want to risk more American lives helping a nation that doesn't want to help itself. Leaders of the Democratic-controlled Congress were considering options for a nonbinding resolution, to be introduced next week, denouncing the troop increase in Iraq.

But Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., said he would filibuster any efforts to try to stop the president from exercising his authority as commander in chief.

"Congress is completely incapable of dictating the tactics of the war," he said.

• Click here to read abut McConnell's filibuster threat.
To repel the onslaught, Bush began a diplomatic mission that included not only consulting with world leaders, like Saudi Arabia's King Abdullah, but appealing to the U.S. public starting with a trip to meet soldiers and their family members at Ft. Benning, where he will also watch an infantry demonstration

Before he left, the president awarded a Medal of Honor, the nation's highest military decoration, to the late Cpl. Jason Dunham, a young Marine who fell on a hand grenade in Iraq, giving his life to save his comrades.

Meanwhile, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, Defense Secretary Robert Gates and Joint Chiefs of Staff Chairman Gen. Peter Pace explained to White House reporters their roles in tamping down the Iraq insurgency so U.S. soldiers can start coming home.

"Among Americans and Iraqis, there is no confusion over one basic fact: It is the Iraqis who are responsible for what kind of country Iraq will be. It is they who must decide whether Iraq will be characterized by national unity or sectarian conflict," Gates said. "The president has conveyed to the Iraqi leadership that we will support their good decisions, but that Americans' patience is limited."

"America has to be committed because of the enormous stakes in Iraq and enormous stakes not just for the Iraqi people, but for our interests. We have to remember that an Iraq that is a terrorist safe haven in the Middle East would be devastating to our own interests," Rice told FOX News

Gates announced that the United States not only will beef up its presence in Iraq, but the Pentagon will seek to add 92,000 troops to its overall force structure — 65,000 Army soldiers and 27,000 Marines.

"First, we will propose to make permanent the temporary increase of 30,000 for the Army and 5,000 for the Marine Corps," Gates said. "Then we propose to build up from that base in annual increments of 7,000 troops a year for the Army and 5,000 for the Marine Corps until the Marine Corps reaches a level of 202,000, and the Army would be at 547,000."

Breaking the 'Cycle of Violence'
In a prime-time address to the nation Wednesday night, Bush told the nation that sending more troops to Iraq will help the country "break the current cycle of violence" and "hasten the day our troops begin coming home."

• VIDEO: Watch President Bush's Address on His New Iraq Strategy | TRANSCRIPT
The president told Americans that a new strategy — one that includes expanded intelligence sharing, a greater commitment from Iraqis in their future and diplomatic efforts to prevent hostile regional actors from interfering — will usher in a new era, one that will advance, liberty, raise just societies and prevent a "hateful ideology" from taking root.

"Victory will not look like the ones our fathers and grandfathers achieved. There will be no surrender ceremony on the deck of a battleship," Bush said from the White House Library, a room never before used by the president for a public address.

"But victory in Iraq will bring something new in the Arab world — a functioning democracy that polices its territory, upholds the rule of law, respects fundamental human liberties and answers to its people. A democratic Iraq will not be perfect. But it will be a country that fights terrorists instead of harboring them — and it will help bring a future of peace and security for our children and grandchildren," he said.

In remarks at Thursday's House Armed Services Committee hearing, Gates offered assurances that the military command stands behind the president.

"Your senior professional military officers in Iraq and in Washington believe in the efficacy of the strategy outlined by the president last night," he said.

Gates faced a skeptical audience, particularly new House Armed Services Committee Chairman Ike Skelton, D-Mo. In a statement late Wednesday, Skelton dismissed Bush's plan as "three and a half years late and several hundred thousand troops short."

Looking to display party unity, House and Senate Democratic leaders issued a joint statement asserting that Bush's plan places an increased burden on a stretched military and "endangers our national security."

Democrats planned to seek bipartisan support for a resolution that would place Congress on record opposing the troop increase. That effort, though, also underscored Democratic divisions on whether to undo Bush's plan with tougher legislative measures.

"We're not going to babysit a civil war," Sen. Barack Obama, D-Ill., told NBC's "Today" Show.

Obama said the Democratic-controlled Congress would not undercut troops already in Iraq but would explore ways to restrict the president from expanding the mission.

• Democrats Blast 'Escalation' of War in Bush's New Iraq Strategy.
Separately, a coalition of labor, anti-war groups and liberal organizations planned to announce a multimillion-dollar advertising and grassroots campaign against the commitment of extra troops.

Bush said now is the time for a change in strategy because "failure in Iraq would be a disaster for the United States." Bush acknowledged prior mistakes in Iraq, noting that U.S. forces "have done everything we have asked them to do." He said where blame lies, it rests with him, but efforts by the U.S. were stymied by limits to the actions Americans could take to secure the area and too few troops to secure neighborhoods that had been cleared of terrorists.

Military commanders approve of Bush's plan, agreeing that too many restrictions on current troop levels in Iraq that prevented success in Baghdad.

The new approach includes sending 21,500 additional U.S. troops — 17,500 to Baghdad and 4,000 to Al Anbar province — to join the 132,000 already there. Five brigades will be deployed to Baghdad and work alongside and be embedded in Iraqi units.

"The increase in military forces will be phased in. It will not unfold overnight. There will be no D-Day. It won't look like the Gulf War," Gates said.

"Our troops will have a well-defined mission: to help Iraqis clear and secure neighborhoods, to help them protect the local population and to help ensure that the Iraqi forces left behind are capable of providing the security that Baghdad needs," Bush told the nation.

He also put Iraqi leaders on notice that the new approach could be a last chance for them to bring order to their nation.

"I have made it clear to the prime minister and Iraq's other leaders that America's commitment is not open-ended. If the Iraqi government does not follow through on its promises, it will lose the support of the American people — and it will lose the support of the Iraqi people. Now is the time to act. The prime minister understands this," Bush said.

The president said that the Iraqi government, led by Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki, plans to step up to the task by establishing its authority in several areas. The Iraqi government will take responsibility for the security in Iraq's 18 provinces by November, the parliament will pass legislation to share oil revenues among all Iraqis and the government will spend $10 billion of its own money on reconstruction and infrastructure projects that will create new jobs, Bush said.

"To empower local leaders, Iraqis plan to hold provincial elections later this year. And to allow more Iraqis to re-enter their nation's political life, the government will reform de-Baathification laws — and establish a fair process for considering amendments to Iraq's constitution," he said.

Bush said he was instituting some recommendations proposed by the Iraq Study Group, including increasing the number of American advisers embedded in Iraqi Army units, partnering a coalition brigade with every Iraqi Army division and accelerating the training of Iraqi forces.

The president also called for decentralizing reconstruction efforts. Ten units known as Provincial Reconstruction Teams will be expanded to at least 18. Under State Department control, the teams will administer some of the economic aid, including an effort to provide small loans to start or expand businesses.

"These teams bring together military and civilian experts to help local Iraqi communities pursue reconciliation, strengthen moderates and speed the transition to Iraqi self reliance. And Secretary Rice will soon appoint a reconstruction coordinator in Baghdad to ensure better results for economic assistance being spent in Iraq," Bush said.

To oversee the PRTs and other economic support, Rice named Amb. Tim Carney, who formerly served in Haiti, to the new position of coordinator for Iraq transitional assistance.

"He has enormous experience in post-conflict stabilization and reconstruction and development," Rice said.

Dems: Iraq Shouldn't Rely on U.S.
Rice is leaving for the region Friday to build diplomatic support from countries like Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Jordan and other Gulf States that as Bush said "understand that an American defeat in Iraq would create a new sanctuary for extremists — and a strategic threat to their survival."

Rejecting one recommendation of the ISG, Bush did not suggest any diplomatic discussion with Iran or Syria, which he said are offering support to insurgent forces trying to destroy Iraq.

"These two regimes are allowing terrorists and insurgents to use their territory to move in and out of Iraq," Bush said. "We will seek out and destroy the networks providing advanced weaponry and training to our enemies in Iraq."

"Despite many appeals, including from Syria's fellow Arab states, the leaders in Damascus continue to support terrorism and to destabilize Iraq and their neighbors. The problem here is not a lack of engagement with Syria but a lack of action by Syria," Rice said.

"I repeat an offer that I've made several times today," she added. "If Iran suspends its uranium enrichment — which is an international demand, not just an American one — then the United States is prepared to reverse 27 years of policy, and I will meet with my Iranian counterpart any time anywhere. Thus we would have the possibility to discuss every facet of our countries' relations."

The president rejected some Democrats' calls to withdraw from the war, saying "to step back now would force a collapse of the Iraqi government, tear that country apart and result in mass killings on an unimaginable scale."

But he said he did take the advice of Sen. Joe Lieberman, D-Conn., who proposed "a new, bipartisan working group that will help us come together across party lines to win the War on Terror."

The group will look for ways to "mobilize talented American civilians to deploy overseas where they can help build democratic institutions in communities and nations recovering from war and tyranny."

Despite the effort to cast a new day in Iraq, Democratic leaders were having none of what Bush was offering. Senate Majority Whip Dick Durbin, D-Ill., said Iraqis should get used to the Americans not giving an open-ended commitment of support.

"Every time they call 911, we are not going to send more soldiers" to Iraq, Durbin said.

Polling by AP-Ipsos in December found that only 27 percent of Americans approved of Bush's handling of Iraq, his lowest rating yet. The November election was widely seen as a call for a change in direction on Iraq. Durbin criticized Bush for too late recognizing a problem that has been ongoing for four years.

"Tonight President Bush acknowledged what most Americans know ... we are not winning in Iraq ... indeed the challenge is grave and deteriorating," Durbin said. "Twenty thousand American soldiers are too few to end this civil war in Iraq and too many American lives to risk on top of those we've already lost."

Durbin also joined a statement criticizing Bush made with Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., and House Majority Leader Steny Hoyer, D-Ill.

"The president had an opportunity tonight to demonstrate that he understood the depth of the concern in the country, make a long overdue course correction and articulate a clear mission for our engagement in Iraq. Instead, he chose to escalate our involvement in Iraq's civil war by proposing a substantial increase in the number of our forces there," they said.

The Associated Press contributed to this report.
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Thursday, March 1, 2007

Disappointing Democrats

by Jack

Do Democrats even want to win in Iraq? I read today that Democrats want to hold a symbolic nonbinding vote on the troop increases. They announced this BEFORE even hearing what the President had to say in his speech on Iraq. Joe Biden called this an effort to “demonstrate to the President [that] he’s on his own.” It is like driving with someone who criticizes you when you take a wrong turn, but has no idea which way to go, and instead prefers to make the situation worse so he can continue to criticize.

The Dems have been truly disappointing. It is OK to be partisan, but you should always be American first. I watched John Kerry this morning. I sure am glad that dim bulb didn't win the presidency. (His grades at Yale were worse than Bush's.) He says that we need a political solution. OK, Homer Simpson Kerry. You certainly have found the solution. Tell the sick man that he first needs to get healthy and then he will feel better. Tell the poor man that if he had money he would not be poor. Of course a political solution is required. Getting there might require something other than wishful thinking, but thanks for the insight Senator Kerry.

I was truly disappointed by the Democrats this morning when I read and listened to their comments. I expected more of them. They sure have the right to disagree with the President. But they have no right to criticize w/o offering some alternatives. They won the election. They control both houses of congress. If they really think this surge is so obvious pernicious they should do something to cut funding. They will not do this. They will just complain.

Dick (American Gulag) Durbin said that 20,000 was not enough to win. How many troops should we send in, Senator Durbin? What will you vote for? You and your Democratic colleagues have the power and the Constitutional responsibility to do more than criticize. Leading Democrats have been calling for troop increases for two years. Now?

There are three options for the Democrats. They can support the President. They can oppose the President or they can work constructively with the President to improve his approach. But there is a big difference between what they had to do before November and what they have to do now. Back then, they could complain with impunity, using the excuse that they had no power. Now they have the power and they have no right to talk w/o doing. 

I do not know which parts of the President's proposal the Dems oppose, but I do know that they CAN do more than complain. They have the power. They are the check. They are the balance. It is time for them to grow up. It is time for Democrats to help lead, follow or get out of the way. 

Oh yeah. This vote of which Biden speaks, why non-binding? If you believe it, just do it. If not, just shut up. 

Posted by Dave at 12:41 PM 7 comments   
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Dave said... 

Ok, the left said the war was unwinnable, so what.
Whether they agreed with the war or not is no longer relevant. They are now in power and the fighting is still going on and for the good of the country, they need to work on a way out.
“Bush started it so its his problem” is not what is best for the country.
Saying “Bush is doing it all wrong” and not offering a better solution, is not what is best for the country.
Not trying to force Bush to a different plan, is not what is best for the country.
They said they would be better for the country and the people voted for them.
Shouldn’t they do whats best for the country then?

“Now you expect the same people to explain how to win it?!”

I hardly expect them to win anything to honest.
But, the left picked the poll that said Americans voted for them because of Iraq for one of the main reasons Americans voted them into power. They said the American people wanted change.
You don’t change things by doing nothing but whining.
Posted by: kctim 

March 1, 2007 12:52 PM 




Dave said... 

So the lefties, liberals, dims, etc. agree that we hastily pull out of Iraq. Then they accuse Bush of loosing the war. Then Iran can continue to build its nuclear weapons. Then we have full scale war in the middle east. Then we have an attempted new halocaust by Iran attacking Israel. That won’t succeed though. But it will still be Bush’s fault. You guys need to get a grip on real life. You guys on the antiwar side of things have the only solution in your hand and don’t know what to do. Your only way of fixing things is moan and whine and pine. Step and come forth with a solution for victory or I will consider you prefer defeat.
Posted by: tomh 
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Dave said... 

Dems promised they would provide a check on the president and help guide our country. If they wanted to stay in complaint mode, they did not need to be elected and gain control of both houses of congress to do that.

If my wife and I have a disagreement about how to raise the kids, I have no right to complain to anybody if I do not like the way things are going. It is my coresponsibility.

The same goes for my professional life. I never complain about my employees because their mistakes are my mistakes. I never complain about my boss because I am working with him.

Before the recent election, Dems could claim (with a little justification) to be powerless in the face of Bush. They could claim (with no real justification) to be led astray by that master of deception, GWB. Now they are in control of the Constitutional check and balance.

They have the right NOT to give Bush what he wants. They have the right to cooperate with him. What they do not have the right to do is carp and complain and pretend it is not their fault.

Gingrich reined in Clinton on the budget and the country benefited from it. Can the Dems do the same or will they just get in the way?
Posted by: Jack 
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Dave said... 

The official answer is that victory will be achieved when the nation is “stable” and when we have “defeated the powers of evil”. In other words, victory is a state of mind.


Posted by: Kevin23 

March 1, 2007 1:10 PM 




Dave said... 

"I believe that the president is doing what he believes is right, although I do not think that it will be effective unless the Iraqi people take a hand in their own destiny. As it is I believe a troop build up will just provide the insurgents with more targets." — Gene 

March 1, 2007 1:12 PM 




Dave said... 

"I have been a Bush backer since the beginning of the war on terror. Yes, I'm all for trying a surge in troops if it helps us make the transition to the Iraqis quicker. What bothers me is the Democrats trying to legislate the war from congress and their political grandstanding. Wow! The President admitting mistakes pertaining to the war on national TV. God bless him." — Paul 

March 1, 2007 1:12 PM 




Dave said... 

"I support a soldier surge as a final effort to fix the problems in Iraq. I trust the president as the commander-in-chief to know how to handle the problems and I seriously doubt that any politicians have that expertise or inside information. We elected the President and following him is what we should be doing .... not making a bigger debate about it. Congress should also allocate the money." — Bill 

March 1, 2007 1:13 PM 




Death Penalty News 1
Tookie Williams Deserves The Death Penalty

The sooner they put Tookie Williams, a cold blooded murderer and co-founder of the Crips, into the ground, the better. But, don't tell that to the folks at the NAACP, who're working overtime to save Tookie's life:

"The National Association for the Advancement of Colored People on Monday announced a two-week "crusade" through California to show its opposition to the pending execution of gang founder and Nobel Peace Prize nominee Stanley "Tookie" Williams. 

The group hopes to convince California Republican Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger that Williams deserves to live because of his work in encouraging young people to stay away from gangs.

Williams, who co-founded the notorious Crips gang, is scheduled to be executed Dec. 13 for murdering four people during robberies in 1979. Supporters ranging from Archbishop Desmond Tutu to the actor Jamie Foxx are urging Schwarzenegger to grant Williams clemency and commute his sentence to a life in prison without the possibility of parole.

"I am convinced that our community is best served if Stan is alive and contributing to the guidance of our youth," NAACP President Bruce Gordon said in a release. "He is a one-of-a-kind human asset who needs to exercise his unique ability to touch the lives of young people."

Gordon referred to the numerous children's books Williams has authored from behind bars that encourage kids to stay away from gangs and violence.

Williams has been nominated for the Nobel Peace Prize and the Nobel Prize for Literature by his supporters, who say his attempts to save children merit the awards."

How ironic of a stance is that for the NAACP to take? After all, Tookie Williams has done more damage to black Americans in the last 25 years than the Klan, Robert Byrd, and David Duke combined. Tookie Williams co-founded the Crips and how many black Americans have those animals murdered since then? How many black kids have they helped to get hooked on drugs? How many black Americans have they raped and robbed? How many black neighborhoods have they turned into hellholes full of people who were afraid to come out of their own houses when those scumbags were on the street?

Oh, but he wrote some children's books when he was in prison so all was forgiven. Yeah, right.

You know jailhouse conversions are always a little suspect. You always have to wonder if the criminal is doing this to save his own skin or because he has really reformed. In Tookie's case, the former looks highly likely.

Williams has never admitted guilt for the murders he committed or apologized to the families of the people he killed. Even though he certainly must have known about countless crimes and murders committed by other Crips, he never helped the innocent people that they victimized get the justice they deserved. He just said the right things, wrote a few children's books, got nominated for a Nobel Peace Prize and next thing you know he has celebrities like Jamie Foxx, Snoop Dogg, Jesse Jackson, Bianca Jagger, Desmond Tutu, & Mike Farrell pleading for his life.

But what about the families of the people who were murdered by Tookie Williams? What about the thousands of families of people who have been murdered by other Crips? I guess if they want sympathy from the NAACP and celebrities, they should get to work on a children's book, because wanting justice for a murdered family member apparently doesn't do the trick. 
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	Warden: Williams frustrated at end

Crips gang co-founder put to death for 4 murders

Tuesday, December 13, 2005; Posted: 11:00 a.m. EST (16:00 GMT) 
	


SAN QUENTIN, California (CNN) -- Death did not come quickly for Stanley Tookie Williams, the co-founder of the violent Crips street gang who was executed by lethal injection early Tuesday for the 1979 robbery murders of four people in Los Angeles.
Witnesses and prison officials said Williams appeared to grow impatient as prison staffers searched for several minutes for a vein in his muscular left arm. 

Authorities began the process to administer the lethal injection at 12:01 a.m. (3:01 a.m. ET) in the execution chamber at San Quentin. His death was announced 34 minutes later. (Watch a bulletin of Williams' death -- :40)

"He did seem frustrated that it didn't go as quickly as he thought it might," said San Quentin State Prison Warden Steven Ornoski.

Williams, 51, acknowledged a violent past but maintained he was innocent of the slayings. He became an anti-gang crusader while on death row.

It was the second execution in California this year, and the 12th since the death penalty was reinstated in the 1970s.

"He had a just punishment," said Lora Owens, stepmother of one of Williams' victims and a witness to the execution. "Now I just want to get on," she told CNN on Tuesday. (Watch victim's stepmother talk about execution -- 3:54) 

Williams' case set off intense debate over capital punishment and redemption, with celebrities, activists and anti-death penalty advocates saying his initiatives and anti-gang message from behind bars meant his life was worth saving. 

Williams had been nominated for the Nobel Peace Prize and the Nobel Prize in Literature by an array of college professors, a Swiss lawmaker and others.

Difficulty inserting needle

Seventeen reporters witnessed the execution and gave their accounts afterward. (Watch the witnesses describe Williams' last minutes -- 10:04)

They said inserting the IVs to administer the lethal chemicals took nearly 20 minutes, with staff having particular difficulty getting a needle into Williams' left arm.

Witness Crystal Carreon of the Sacramento Bee said Williams was restless during the preparations.

Another witness, Kim Curtis, a reporter for The Associated Press, said Williams appeared to say, "You doing that right?" as prison staffers searched for a vein.

Los Angeles Times columnist Steve Lopez said Williams offered "no resistance," but raised his head several times and looked toward his supporters and the press gallery.

Some witnesses said Williams appeared to wince when the needle found its mark.

Three of Williams' invited supporters shouted in unison, "The state of California just killed an innocent man," as they exited the gallery after his death.

Minutes earlier, reporters said, at least one of the three had given Williams a raised fist salute.

Clemency, appeals denied

The execution went ahead as scheduled after the U.S. Supreme Court late Monday rejected a last-ditch appeal.

The high court's ruling followed California Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger's decision to deny clemency for Williams.

"Based on the cumulative weight of the evidence, there is no reason to second-guess the jury's decision of guilt or raise significant doubts or serious reservations about Williams' convictions and death sentence," Schwarzenegger said in a five-page statement explaining his decision.

Before Williams went to the execution chamber, Owens said she felt "justice is going to be done tonight."

"I had faith that when Governor Arnold (Schwarzenegger) looked at the facts of the case that he was going to decide not to do clemency," said Owens, whose stepson, Albert Owens, was shot to death in a convenience store holdup. 

"I don't like it being said it's a political decision," she added. "It was an evidence decision."

Williams had maintained his innocence since his arrest and conviction in the 1979 slayings. He denounced gang violence and wrote children's books with an anti-gang message, donating the proceeds to anti-gang community groups.

One of his lawyers, Peter Fleming, called the governor's decision to deny clemency "wrongheaded." (Watch the lawyer's reaction -- 5:00)

As Williams was being moved to a holding cell next to the death chamber Monday evening, his lead attorney, John Harris, had said the convict was "at peace." 

Protesters outside the gates

A crowd of demonstrators gathered outside the gates of the prison Monday evening, with celebrities, activists and anti-death-penalty advocates pleading for Williams' life to be spared. (Watch the San Quentin protest -- 1:38) 

"I am saddened that we are continuing to demean human life by pretending that we are God and making determinations to kill other individuals for what it is claimed they have done," former "M*A*S*H" star and death penalty opponent Mike Farrell told CNN.

Civil rights leader Jesse Jackson, who visited with Williams, said Schwarzenegger decided "to choose revenge over redemption and to use Tookie Williams as a trophy in the flawed system."

"To kill him is a way of making politicians look tough," Jackson said. "It does not make it right. It does not make any of us safer. It does not make any of us more secure."

Sister Helen Prejean, a Roman Catholic nun and prominent death penalty opponent, compared the death penalty to "gang justice."

"Gang justice is, if you kill a member of our gang, we kill you -- and don't tell me anything about how you changed your life or what you're going to do," she said. "You kill, and we kill you. And that's what the United States of America is doing with this."

But Schwarzenegger questioned the sincerity of Williams' conversion to nonviolence.

"Is Williams' redemption complete and sincere, or is it just a hollow promise?" Schwarzenegger wrote. "Without an apology and atonement for these senseless and brutal killings there can be no redemption."

He added: "In this case, the one thing that would be the clearest indication of complete remorse and full redemption is the one thing Williams will not do."

Barbara Becnel, the editor of Williams' books, pledged that his supporters would not give up their fight to prove Williams' innocence. 

"We are going to prove his innocence, and when we do, we are going to show that Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger is, in fact, himself a cold blooded murderer," Becnel said. 

Prosecutor: Evidence 'rock solid'

Williams was sentenced to death in 1981 in the killing of Owens, a 26-year-old Los Angeles convenience store clerk. The clerk was shot twice in the back with a 12-gauge shotgun while face-down on the floor.

Less than two weeks after Owens' February 1979 slaying, jurors concluded, Williams killed an immigrant Chinese couple and their 41-year-old daughter while stealing less than $100 in cash from their motel. Robert Martin, one of the prosecutors who sent Williams to prison, said the courts "have scrutinized this from every angle and they've found that the evidence is rock solid." 

He questioned whether there was any moral equivalence "between co-authoring some children's books and the senseless murder of four people in cold blood."

"The books will live on," Martin told CNN. "We have many authors who have died, and their books are still in print. And if they have any good effect, that can continue. So I don't believe that that is a conclusive argument."

CNN's Ted Rowlands, Kareen Wynter and Bill Mears contributed to this report.
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'Tookie' to be Terminated

by Eric Simonson

Hollywood activists tell us that this man is a man of peace deserving of clemency for the acts of redemption he’s performed. He’s been nominated for the Nobel Peace prize five times? (*That sound is me scratching my head in quiet perplexity.*) Does anyone else find the fixation and hero-worship of murderous thugs troublesome?

The absurdity to which somewill go to make a hero out of someone who murdered four people in cold blood is in itself chilling. The message that hollywood activists like Mike Farrell, Jesse Jackson, and Bianca Jagger send is that justice is not blind; it is an empty promise. 

What's really perverse about their activism is that it centers completely, like Tookie's own selfishness, around 'Tookie' Williams. 

Mr. Williams violated his victims human rights by executing them without a trial. For that his punishment is death. If Mr. Williams wanted to rehabilitate, he should start by paying the penalty for his crimes and expediting his own execution as he did Albert Owens, Yen-I Yang, Tsai-Shai Yang, and Yee-Chen Lin's executions.

Brookhaven Robbery-Murders: Father, Mother and Daughter of Yang family killed for $100.00 cash
At approximately 5:00 a.m. on March 11, 1979, Stanley Williams entered the Brookhaven Motel at 10411 South Vermont Avenue. After entering the public lobby area, Williams broke down the door that led to the private office. Once inside the private office, Williams, using his shotgun, killed seventy-six year old Yen-I Yang; Williams also killed Yang’s wife, sixty-three year old Tsai-Shai Yang; lastly, Williams killed Yang’s daughter, forty-three year old Yee-Chen Lin. Williams then removed the currency [$100] from the cash register and fled the location. 

...As they [the police] entered, they saw Yen-I Yang lying on a sofa. He was “soaked with blood,” “gasping for air, and making gurgling noises.” They also saw the bloodied body of Tsai-Shai Yang. She was making “gurgling noises” and “gasping for air,” with “her knees drawn up under her, and her face down on the floor,” as if she had been forced to bow down before being killed. Lastly, the deputies found the body of Yee-Chen Lin lying on the hallway floor. 
Iraq is better off without Saddam, and we are better off without Tookie Williams.

Posted by Dave at 3:45 PM 6 comments   
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Dave said... 

Tookie was given the benefit of our legal system and found guilty. There has not been any evidence presented that would overturn this verdict. He has claimed his innocence, but this is not uncommon to hear in prisons.

His redemption later in life doesn’t change what he did. He still deserves to be punished. If we take redemption to its end, then we should free those who truly redeem themselves, declaring that their later acts are more important than their former acts.

Discuss the death penalty, its merits, its tragedies to any extent you wish. But Tookie Williams shouldn’t be the example for overturning it.
Posted by: joebagodonuts at December 13, 2005 08:15 AM 
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Dave said... 

It is amazing to me how the bleeding hearts stand by a murderer like Williams but seem to have forgotten the people whos lives he took and the families that will never see their loved ones again.
Posted by: amanda at December 13, 2005 01:25 PM 
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Dave said... 

Regardless of what Williams and his supporters claim his life is now, he was found guilty of four murders and was sentenced to death. He, and anyone else who faces the same sentence must pay for what they did. 
Posted by: amanda at December 13, 2005 01:30 PM 
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Dave said... 

Tookie got the penalty that fit the crime. Why complicate the issue with what ifs, could ifs, should ofs, maybe, etc.
Posted by: tomh at December 13, 2005 01:37 PM 
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Dave said... 

Regarding the recent event of the death of Stanley Willaims. Yes,he may have been converted to a Christain. That is good at least he is in Heaven but the crimes he committed was real. He still has to pay for his actions yes he is forgiven by God- Almighty but his actions still linguires on. Many could not see this. I feel bad but the law is law. I believe a person can convert into another lifestyle which is for the good of mankind but you still reap what you sow, and that is that.
Posted by: Miss A at December 13, 2005 02:05 PM 
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Dave said... 

Right after I retired from the Air Force I went to work in the Georgia Prison System for a couple of years.
Like others in the business, I watched rapist and murderers walk out of prison on parole. Then I would look up and here they are again. And for the same thing.
One guy that was in for murder went out on parole about a mounth after I started there. He was back in 6 mounths for another murder.
The thing is you work with these guys and you know that they haven’t changed any unless it for the worse. But they took the right programs and the parole board is fooled into believing that they’re rehabilitated. So they get paroled. Then committ the same crimes all over again.
The crazy thing is some of these guys have been in prison 2 or 3 times for the same crimes and still get paroled.
It’s enough to make anyone jaded.
Just how many time can someone be rehabilitated?
How many victims do these animals have to have before the finally get a date with the death chamber?
Posted by: Ron Brown at December 13, 2005 08:02 PM 
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Open call to help save tookie williams - you can make a difference

by Marc Pinkus

Stan was the co-founder in 1971 of the Los Angeles Crips gang. In 1981 he was convicted of murdering four people during two robberies and sentenced to death row at San Quentin State Prison. Stan deeply regrets his gang involvement but has always maintained his innocence of these crimes. 

His trial was based on circumstantial evidence and the testimony of several witnesses, all of whom were facing a range of felony charges, including fraud, rape, murder and mutilation. Even the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals stated in a September 10, 2002, ruling that the witnesses in Stan’s case had “less-than-clean backgrounds and incentives to lie in order to obtain leniency from the state in either charging or sentencing.”

The U.S. Supreme Court has now rejected Tookie's appeal to investigate the racism and discrimination at the heart of his case, as well as Tookie's innocence issues. One issue highlighted the fact that the prosecutor in Tookie's original case removed three African-American jurors from the jury. During Stan's trial, this prosecutor made racially-coded remarks during his closing argument, comparing Stan during the trial to a Bengal tiger in the zoo and stating that a black community - South Central Los Angeles - was equivalent to the natural "habitat" of a Bengal Tiger. 

Now upheld by the United States Supreme Court, this ruling will establish as "case law" for the nation the right for prosecutors to exclude jurors on the basis of race and to denigrate minority defendants in front of all-white juries. 

The ruling is a frontal attack on the civil rights of all Americans.

The California State Supreme Court had twice censured this prosecutor for equally discriminatory behavior. Indeed, a member of the California Supreme Court at that time made the following statement about that prosecutor:


Amicus Brief Filed By ACLU On Tookie's Behalf
The ACLU (American Civil Liberties Union), the national NAACP (National Association for the Advancement of Colored People) and several other civil rights groups have filed an amicus (Friend of the Court) brief urging the Ninth U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals to consider racist injustices in jury selection during Tookie's 1981 trial. 

Court Recommends Clemency For Tookie
Read about the ruling against Tookie on September 10, 2002, by the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals -- and the Court's recommendation to spare his life.

tookie has been nominated for 5 nobel peace prizes and awarded a nobel prize for literature for his children's books, which are used in inner city school systems throughout the country. 
this is about the two societies we live in - haves and havenots. the havenots go die in iraq and get locked up in our prisons at greater rates per capital than any other country. 
the havenots have very few voices. tookie is one of the few important ones and he's about to get silenced. 
Posted by Dave at 4:29 PM 6 comments   
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Dave said... 

I strongly oppose the execution of Tookie Williams and the death penalty. He is contstantly in my prayers, and I am praying that Almighty God will intervene and spare his life. I believe he is innocent and there is not evidence linking him to this heinous crime just as though there was no eveidence linking Jeronimo "Jijaga" Pratt to the crime that he was accused of.

Posted by: Alexis Newman | Dec 6, 2005 9:09:17 PM 
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Dave said... 

No matter what The death penalty is wrong! !
Isn't it weird, there have been inmates found innocent after serving 20-30 years in Jail for Crimes they were Framed. Some people found it in their heart of hearts to admit they LIED. Or after some poor guilt ridden soul finds DNA & proves someone innocent They R released. Well Let's think about, how
many people or convicted executed inmates have been innocent?
Do you CARE, Do You KNOW, Well That Could be you,your child or grandchild that was executed. By the grace of God there go I/We?
The Govenor should have given this man CLEMENCY.He would still be in jail for life without ever getting Parole...

Posted by: Carmen R | Dec 12, 2005 5:48:13 PM 
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Dave said... 

I'd so sad over my countries continuing use of killing as punishment. We're barbaric, simple as that.


Posted by: Paul | Dec 21, 2005 10:04:18 AM 
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Dave said... 

Tookie, Thanks for the books and trying to keep kids away from gangs and all th other good things you’ve done while in prison. I guess it was unfortunately too little too late.

Comment by B-cat — December 22, 2005 @ 2:36 pm 
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Dave said... 

I have mixed feelings about the death penalty. If in-fact Mr. Williams did the crimes he was accused of at trial then he does indeed deserve the death penalty. However, if he was convicted using hear-say evidence I feel that he should be granted Life-in-prison instead. Now let me clarify what I mean by hear-say: If the only witnesses against Mr. Williams were also hardened criminals who had everything to gain by testifying against him then I think the trial may have not been up to The American Justice System’s standards.
Comment by joe-anybody — December 22, 2005 @ 5:19 pm 
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Dave said... 

#

who really knows if he killed those people there is evidence that questions his inocence there is a man know that has lied to us and is killing people everyday but yet nobody has yet to put him on trial so go figure, spare him his life he will be judged by a power more deserving than anyone of us killing him know would be to easy save his life wich is already dead so let him live out his life behind bars

Comment by boss hogg — December 23, 2005 @ 10:28 am 
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Interview Questions

Appendix C

INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

After each article is read:

1. What do you think the author is saying in this article?

     
2. Does this article change your opinion at all? Why or why not?

     
3. Do you think the source was a good source for information? How do you know? Explain in detail?

     
After each topic pair is read:

4. Which website (overall) did you agree with more? Why?

     
5. Which website (overall) had the most influence on how you thought about the selected topic? Why?

     
6. Which website (overall) do you think had the most accurate information? Why?

APPENDIX D: 

Parental Permission Form

PROJECT PROPOSAL
Title of Project - THE EFFECT OF NEWS MEDIA AND POLITICALLY-ORIENTED BLOGS ON HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS UNDERSTANDING OF CURENT EVENT 
Statement of the Problem Being Investigated and Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study is to evaluate the effects of news media websites and blogs on high school students understanding of current events. In particular, the students will read news media websites and blogs to which they will be asked questions.  It is expected that in each case, the high school student’s views on current events are likely to affect understanding by reading and responding to blogs and news media websites.
General Plan of the Study 

The participants will spend 2.5 hours (30 minutes a day for 5 days after school during one week) reading and responding to online news media and blogs. The participants will respond to a short series of questions aimed at identifying their understanding of the current events.

Directional Hypothesis.  
The hypothesis is that high school students’ understanding about current events will be affected through the use of online news sources and blogs.

Effect or Benefit of Study to Students or School 
The participants will gain the experience of being more reflective about their thoughts on current events. Also, the study will be evaluated to find out the potential for using online news media and blogs as teaching tools.
Appendix D 
PERMISSION SLIP FOR PARENTS/GUARDIANS OF CHILD PARTICIPANTS

I am a graduate student in the College of Education at William Paterson University and will be conducting an educational study with children at Northern Highlands Regional High School.  The purpose of my study is to better understand how students interpret current events through reading and responding to online news sources and blogs. 


If you allow your child to participate in this study, he or she will be asked to read online news media and blogs from www.cnn.com, www.foxnews.com, www.watchblog.com,  www.nytimes.com, and www.politics-line.com for a half hour a day over the course of one week. The children will be audiotaped during that time so that I can get an accurate picture of their behavior during the task.  This tape will not be listened to by anybody except the researcher.  However, if you and your child want to listen to the tape, that can be arranged.


Parents of all students involved are being asked to give permission for their children to participate in the study. There will be no stigma or evaluation attached to being selected and all results will be kept completely confidential. Participation in this study is completely voluntary and there is no penalty for non-participation.


If you would like to speak with me about the study or about your child after he or she performs the task, I can be reached at (862) 368-2110 or david.scozzaro@gmail.com.
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David Scozzaro


---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------I hereby give permission for my son or daughter to participate in the study described above.

I understand that by signing this form I am making a decision about whether or not to participate.  My signature indicates that I have decided to participate, having read the information provided above.

Date




Child's Name

Parent/Guardian Signature

Relationship to Child

WILLIAM PATERSON UNIVERSITY

College of Education

Department of Elementary and Early Childhood Education

INFORMED CONSENT FORM

I hereby give permission for my son or daughter to participate in the study described above. 

I understand that having read the information above and by signing this form I am making a decision about whether or not to allow my child to participate. My signature indicates that I have decided to allow my child to participate in all parts of the study.

_____________________________

____________________________

Date






Child’s name

_______________________________
___________________________
Parent/Guardian Signature



Relationship to Child

COPY FOR PARENT OR GUARDIAN TO KEEP

WILLIAM PATERSON UNIVERSITY

College of Education

Department of Elementary and Early Childhood Education

INFORMED CONSENT FORM

I hereby give permission for my son or daughter to participate in the study described above. 

I understand that having read the information above and by signing this form I am making a decision about whether or not to allow my child to participate. My signature indicates that I have decided to allow my child to participate in all parts of the study.

_____________________________

____________________________

Date






Child’s name

_______________________________
____________________________

Parent/Guardian Signature



Relationship to Child
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