


About ISM Magazine
First of all, we’re sorry if the cover is in poor taste.  We

know that some of you probably still have raw, traumatic memo-
ries of that terrible day when Boston came under terrorist attack
by rude 16-bit aliens.  Still, as the police racked up a million dol-
lars in debt detonating what was to the rest of the country clearly
an ad for a cartoon show, one has to wonder where all the hip, 20-
something people from the Boston area were that day.

Sorry, but we were busy working on the first issue of ISM.
Now, with this, we are pleased to present the return of Stonehill’s

insurgent politics, culture, and counter-culture magazine.
What is ISM?  Well, -ism is a suffix that denotes something

as a school of thought or a movement.  “Feminism” or “libertari-
anism,” for example.  So -ism’s abound.  Just add your own ideas
and righteous indignation.

Such is ISM Magazine.  We are a pluralist publication dedi-
cated to publishing everything interesting, ediffying, and unspo-
ken from our own campus.  Your biculturalism, activism, and criti-
cism--your truisms.  Enjoy.

Inside this issue:
One man’s rant on how the iPhone and other devices do as much
to alienate people as connect them.

1  “Luddite with a Laptop”  John Harlow

2  “Is It Really Me?”  Chris Rich
Chris Rich questions whether Time’s Man of the Year issue
should really honor kids self-publishing out of their dorm
rooms with pirate software and the internet.  Unless we’re talk-
ing about ISM Magazine here.

3  “Lose the Label”  Joe Gaylord
A look at a new website which harnesses Facebook-style net-
working for political activism, socializing, and identification.

8  “Beyond Doctrine”  Sean Woods
Two religious scholars examine alternative models of the reli-
gious experience.  Sean Woods examines them, reminding us
that the Faith versus Reason dichotomy belies a much richer
religious experience that most take for granted.

4   “Who Can Stop the Wind From Blowing?”  Amy Churchill
A case study of the Redington Pond Wind Project, which was
derailed in part by aesthetic concerns.  Are wind farms elegant
and unobstructive, or a blight on the countryside?  We can’t fig-
ure out why they don’t just paint the wind mills sky blue.

5  “Iran in the Cr osshairs”  Casey J. Labrack
2002’s “National Security Strategy of the United States” calls
for a war with Iran that the U.S. can’t implement financially,
logistically, or morally.  Which country has the unstable re-
gime now?

3  “Universal Preschool”  Allison Cloran

7  “Hillar y and Obama Briefing”  Kristin Antolini
The U.S. could be headed for its first woman or African
American president.  Know your Hillarys and Obamas.

Citing studies showing the success of preschool in enhanc-
ing later academic and professional success, Allison Cloran
argues that a system of universal preschool could pay for
itself with savings in social spending and improvements in
the workforce.

6  “Diet Spirituality”  Sarah Rich
Does trendiness serve to spread Rumi’s poetic insights, or
dilute them?  How much sinks in when sampled into
Madonna’s music?  Not much, says Sarah Rich.



Luddite with a Laptop
John Harlow

Who are you?  Are you the person in your facebook profile?
Does your true self tailor to a 250-word text field on MySpace?  Or,
are these digital avatars merely who you wish you were?
Manifestations of what you think other people want you to be?  Do
you spend more time updating your online personality than you do
creating—creating art, music, poetry, literature, conversation, ideas,
change, creating anything?

This age of information is amazing for the availability of data,
ease of transportation, range of cultures
and ideas, all that.  Yet, somehow, I feel
that technology is alienating us from
ourselves.  We are building intense,
meaningful, time-consuming, elaborate
relationships with machines.  Are you
really communicating with someone on
your phone?  Or, are you actually in a
conversation with a little plastic and
metal box all day?  Do you occasionally
cut off the ever-ready ear parasite only
to lavish loving attention upon the flat
screen, LCD, HD monster in the middle
of the room?

Have you ever observed people
watching television?  You can see their
souls yearning for nourishment, eyes
locked and widening, heads nodding,
body synchronized with the light pouring
forth from the liquefied crystal panel.
Everyone is fully focused on the plastic
box until the good part, when short word
bursts and quick glances circle the room
as the audience shares in the glory of
what has been seen.  TV reality dulls our
ability to perceive actual reality
objectively.  Even when no one’s
watching, it’s on.  It’s feeding you light
rich with information, mostly useless, in
the form of vapid propaganda designed
to enslave the masses to abject
consumerism, vanity, surreality, and
social programming. People spend more time reacting emotionally,
mentally, and physically to TV than to each other.

Computers offer a much more enthralling digital reality.  You
can get anything from them: a fake online persona to share with online
friends you’ll never meet, infinite digital media, sex, advice, opinions,
companionship, carpal tunnel, headaches, and isolation.  You can really
feel like you’re touching the whole world from your bedroom fortress
with the help of a computer.  With the increasing prevalence of
computers, we might one day overcome real human interaction.  We
will have advanced to fully automated society replete with video-
conferencing, chat, email, Facebook pokes, MySpace friends, digitally
recorded music, pixilated artwork, global news, everything we have
now all wrapped up in a shiny little box.

Is that all we want for ourselves?  Nah, we need more.  We
need video games instead of sports, another partition between people.
Two people playing together by engaging a screen with digitally
manipulated controllers.  Why go bowling, golfing, play baseball or
tennis when you can rot in your dorm room with a Wii controller
dangling from your wrist?  Why play poker with your friends when
you can play online, on Xbox, by yourself?  Why go to work when
you can bank up selling digital real estate to Second Life newcomers.

Why even get a job when you
can just sell the gold you mine
for World of Warcraft on eBay
for real money?

How about lending an
ear to the conversations of birds
and the buffeting wind instead
of consistently inserting little
white earbuds immediately
upon encountering fresh air?
Alt-tab out of your Bluetooth-
enabled  discussion of the new
iPhone and behold the lovely
experience of  walking to class
with the full array of your
sensory arsenal.

Does your hip vibrate
when you’re not even carrying
your phone?  Do you go for
your holster when someone
else’s personal communicator
starts playing your “ring tone”?
Is it really necessary to call a
friend to ask which side of the
cafeteria they’re on?  Have you,
too, felt the disquiet of
everyone else around you
talking on the phone,
conversing with people who
aren’t in the room?  Clearly, no
one wants to sit in line and be
forced to hear someone else

loudly discuss an alcohol sodden, horribly uninteresting, and immature
weekend.  But people seem to have no trouble ignoring their
surroundings and the human beings within earshot while carrying on
pointless conversations with little audio gremlins.

I admit, I have an iPod, laptop, TV, and some video games.
However, I fear the increasing totality of the digital world.  There
must be balance, because over or misuse of the blessings of modern
science will leave us insulated in digital shells.  With an iPod wired to
one ear, Bluetooth in the other, TV on, MySpace up on the ol’ laptop,
PlayStation controller in hand, you bet I’m ready for the deep
philosophical questions.  Ready for spiritual progress.  Ready for
deepening awareness of our minds, emotions, bodies, and environment.
Yeah, right, ready for digital alienation.
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The iSore, now with a sickening number of new features  Illus. Andrea Ales.



Is It Really Me?
A Tribute to Time’s Person of the Year

Chris Rich
Congratulations! You did it! You and your esteemed colleagues

of the world have been deemed by the mandarins of Time Magazine
to be the person of the year. You may have looked in the square piece
of foil in the middle and either grinned with pride; waved at it to make
sure that it was actually a mirror and asked “is it really me?”; or, if
you were like me, laughed at it, threw it in the nearest recycling bin
and said to yourself “wow, what a pathetic piece of…”, well, you get
the idea.

I will not say that every person on the face of the earth does
not deserve this
honor (although
it almost seems
an insult to have
received it).
There have been
a few events over
the course of this year that has given every earthling a share of Time’s
recognition. For one, our seemingly constant use of the world wide
web and electronic devices have put the media and the governments
of the world on their toes since now we can see every action they take,
every butt they kiss, and conspiracy they attempt at all times and at
every angle imaginable. The ever watching eye of the public forces
politicians and the media to take in to consideration everything they
say and do – almost like the opposite of Orwell’s 1984, where Big
Brother is watched by us.

Additionally, pod-casts and online videos have given public
figures and every person on the face of
the earth a new venue of presenting their
message. Senator Barack Obama, for
example, announced his launching of a
Presidential exploratory committee on his
website via online video. The video phone
recording of Saddam Hussein’s execution
can likewise be seen on every computer
in the world. The now popular website
YouTube contains several videos ranging
from old Billy Joel concerts from the
seventies to Broadway shows to your
neighbor making a total idiot of himself.

We deserve a pat on the back for
all of these… accomplishments. But this
premise that we deserve to be persons of the year is a farce. We may
be recording everything in sight with our new camcorders and cell
phones, but let’s be reasonable—there is more senseless junk on
YouTube than important information. Regardless of how many eyes
are looking at the shiny bald spots of the crotchety old geezers in
government, there has not been a great deal of change in how
government operates. And no matter how much we watch these people,
we are not changing the world. The only way to change the status quo
is to take action, and this year I have seen nothing of the sort from any
people besides those who hate us.

More importantly, Time’s portrayal of Person of the Year
ignores all of the people who contribute to the prosperity of the world:
the farmers, the chemists, the biologists, the engineers, and the people
who represent the backbone of our society and keep our existence
comfortable. YouTube’s armchair auteurs haven’t cured AIDS, helped
the deplorable conditions of Africa, lowered the income gap, or helped
prevent global warming (at least, judging on the number of Hummers
on the road these days).

Now to the critical part of the matter: who deserves Time’s
“Person of the Year”? I have a few ideas in mind.
The trouble with this particular year, the year 2006,
was that while there were many events that
happened that would classified as revolutionary,
there were not a great number of individuals who
could be accredited with them. So in this way, I
empathize with Time if their excuse is that they

did not know who to turn to. But that does not excuse them from not
trying.

One person, or rather animal, that could be honored would be
the penguin. This sounds strange, but if one considers it, what animal
has been the craze of the year? The answer is the penguin. The biggest
hit movies of the year have been hits like March of the Penguins and
Happy Feet. What attracts movie goers to these movies could be a
result of the cuteness of penguins, the interest in how the penguins
live, or the beauty of the Antarctic environment. But more important,
both films have express environmental awareness so as to make sure

that these animals do not become extinct
due to global warming and pollution.

One could also make an
argument for Kim Jong-Il, who at the
beginning of 2006, terrorized the world
by proclaiming that North Korea had a
ready and active nuclear missile
program, and fired missiles over Japan.
Yet, as usual, his threats are ignored and
North Korea continues to be a backward
country with a madman tyrant in a
jumpsuit. Hopefully we will not regret
forgetting North Korea–it is so
dangerously close to Alaska.

But I believe that among the
many people who impacted the world this year, the “Person of the
Year” should have been Al Gore and environmentalism. With his
movie, An Inconvenient Truth, he not only won an academy award,
he brought environmental awareness to world at a time when we need
it most. The movie has brought on debate nationally and internationally
about how the world can prevent global warming and keeping our
planet clean.

Without being preachy, my message is this: Time, thank you
for the honor, but take it back.

And get with it.

“The only way to change the status quo is to take
action, and this year I have seen nothing of the
sort fr om any people besides those who hate us.”
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Lose the Label
Activists Get Hip to Online Networking

Joe Gaylord

Everyone remembers, I hope, September 5, when Facebook
started the mini-feed and how things exploded that day, and into
the following week. Numerous protest groups sprung up, one
with over 700,000 members, and the outrage was palpable
everywhere on campus, and I’m sure on other campuses across
the country.

Wouldn’t it be wonderful if we could harness that kind of
outrage and concern over something that mattered, like Darfur,
the war in Iraq, workers rights, or any number of other pressing
issues that will actually affect us in the real world? Hell, wouldn’t
it be great if we could get that kind of reaction to a presidential
election? Numerous people felt those concerns, but one crazy
little group of college kids started asking those questions, loudly.
They bombed several of the protest group walls with messages
advertising some group called Lose the Label. The group was
started by some guy out in Santa Barbara, California, named
Jake Thorn and the premise was simple: get politically minded
college kids in one place and things ought to start happening.

The “Label” in this case is the thought among many people,
particularly loud pundits, that our generation has grown apathetic
about the world, that we just want to hide away, listening only to
our IPods, seeing only our computers, and caring only about
what’s going on on Facebook and the OC. The group is based on
the premise that our generation really does care, and that if we
can just organize ourselves we can change that stigma that has
been laid against us and Lose the Label.

Well, it’s now almost 6 months later, the mini-feed war is
all but forgotten, but Lose the Label is still going. The group just
started a new website, at www.LoseTheLabel.org and is looking
for more members. So, if you’re interested in activism, talking
politics, or just tired of being told that people your age don’t
care, go to the site, start up a profile and get involved.

I’m a member of the group, and it’s an awesome site. This
week we’ve already passed around two different petitions, one
on labor and one on Darfur, and we’re planning a march on the
Pentagon to protest the anniversary of the Iraq war. There are
constant news stories being passed around, people are constantly
starting debates—and this is only after a week.  Imagine what
will happen after a month, especially if we get an influx of new
people (hint hint)?

Editor’s picks for other fun political networking sites:
Essembly.com:  A colleague of Facebook’s Mark Zuckerman
shows that the same technology can be used to provoke thought
as well as suppress it.  Socialize along political issues, debate,
and identify allies and nemeses on this up-and-coming site.

Fantasy Congress:  Draft members of the U.S. House and Senate
in this free online fantasy simulator for legislative wonks.
Tracking almost every Congressional action as part of its scoring,
Fantasy Congress can be fun for nerds and ubernerds alike.

Universal Preschool:
A Foundation for Success

Allison Cloran

“The brain has a capacity for plasticity, but
the window for adaptive development
occurs during the early years, making the
costs of remediation grow with age.  Simply
put, it is more efficient biologically and
economically to get things right the first
time rather than try to fix them later.”

Certainly there is no quick fix to the enduring social problems
in American society today.  However, as the government continues to
pour tax money into funding the welfare and prison systems, it often
neglects to adequately research and fund preventative institutions.  A
better way of combating pressing social issues, like poverty and
incarceration, could be providing children with a resource that was
unavailable to their parents: a system of universal preschool.  After
all, the implementation of a universal preschool program in the United
States ultimately strengthens the main goal of public education, which
is to create a productive citizen.  So, by offering positive early learning
experiences that many children otherwise would not have access to,
universal preschool improves society overall in ways that are fiscally
and morally superior to welfare and prisons.

One of the best bodies of research in support of a universal
preschool program is the High Scope/Perry Preschool Program
initiated in Ypsilanti, MI in 1962.  It is a longitudinal research program
designed to measure the long-term effects of high quality preschool
programs.  The program examined 123 African Americans born into

poverty and assessed as high risks for school failure.  At age 3 or 4,
these individuals were randomly divided into a group that received a
high quality preschool program and a group that received no preschool
program.  Follow up data of participants at age 40 indicate an overall
return of $17.07 per dollar invested, in the form of higher individual
income as well as public benefits from higher tax revenues and lower
costs for welfare support, special education, and incarceration.
Notably, preschool program individuals in the study received an annual
salary 14 percent more than non-preschool individuals.  Furthermore,
the study indicates that high quality preschool for children living in
poverty influences social and intellectual development related to
school success, economic development, and reduced crime rates in
later adulthood.

Extensive neurological research from pediatrician and
developmental psychologist Jack Shonkoff shows the importance of
early education in the development of the brain.  Extreme, prolonged
stress during early development results in the release of high

UNIVERSAL continued on page 8



For the past decade Maine Mountain Power had been researching
and planning the design of one of the largest scale wind farms in
northeastern New England. The project was called the Redington Pond
Wind Project and focused on the development of a wind farm on the
ridges of Redington and Black Nubble mountains in Franklin County,
Maine. Endless Energy Corporation, based in Maine since 1987, owns
the property on which the planned wind farm would have been built; with
all the plans prepared and waiting, everything hinged on a re- zoning
confirmation.

Debate around the project had been building for months prior to
a vote by the regulatory commission. Community members ultimately
derailed the project for, of all things, environmental reasons. In so doing,
environmentalists, or critics posing as such, cannibalized the cause of
renewable energy for concerns about ecological footprint and aesthetics.

The Redington Pond Wind project was based in the Redington
Township and would have been visible from neighboring Sugarloaf
Mountain and the ski resort in addition to short sightings along
Route 16 and from various points along the Appalachian Trail.
Twenty-nine wind towers were to be slit between the two
mountain peaks; 12 on Redington
Mountain and 17 on Black Nubble
Mountain peaks. Electricity produced from the wind farm
would have been fed into a local grid, and existing logging roads
would have been used to minimize the environmental damage
associated with road construction on fragile ecosystems. New
construction would have been necessary, however, for ten miles of
roadway, including access roads to the turbines along the ridges of
the mountains where the terrain is more level and road construction
is able to minimize ecological damage. 307 acres of land would have
been utilized out of a plot larger than 1000 acres, where all land not
directly related to the project would remain open to hunters, hikers
and enthusiasts. Of the 307 acres, 220 acres would have been allowed
to re-generate after the project’s construction was completed. Unlike
developments with Plum Creek Lumbering around the Moosehead
area, no logging would be permitted and essentially all the land around
the project would remain undeveloped and protected for future
generations.

Residents and interested parties raised several concerns when
the project details became public over five years ago. They said that
the wind farm would be visible for fifty miles of the Appalachian
Trail, thereby destroying the natural and pristine green strip that has
been legally placed adjacent to the trail1. Many expressed doubt that
Maine needed more electricity production; as compared to other New
England states, Maine has a high renewable energy percentage, and
exports some of its energy to Canadian-based companies. They
questioned the need for forest destruction for the production of energy
that isn’t necessary. Especially significant was the potential for creating
a precedent of allowing LURC to change the zoning of fragile
mountaintop habitats to accommodate business in the name of tax
credits. Others concerned with ecosystem impacts focused on

guaranteeing extensive impact surveys to study distribution and diversity
of animals and plants that are endangered or rare on the alpine
mountainsides.

Supporters of the project addressed many of these concerns,
conducting extensive flora and fauna surveys from private
environmental consulting agencies and even checking if migratory bird
routes could become affected by a wind farm. None of these studies
showed significant damage to the local populations, even fragile alpine

species along the mountain ridges.
Opponents largely focused on the negative

aesthetic quality of the wind turbines and its potential
to degrade the views along the Appalachian Trail,

ignoring the fact that most of the supposed fifty miles
of affected trail is below the tree-line. This would of

course significantly limit the visual impact of placing the
farm near the trail.

While the Maine energy grid isn’t facing shortages, it
does rely in part on nuclear power and coal.  Meanwhile, the

western region of Maine is faced with high levels of acid rain,
acidifying ponds and lakes along the trail, and destroying habitat
that hikers view as natural and pristine. The transition of Maine
electricity to wind-based power would relieve a need for sulfur
containing fuels, like coal, which are destroying the few pristine
areas at a rate much faster than the building of a renewable energy
wind farm would. So while this grid energy isn’t in short supply,
that doesn’t mean we are not obligated as citizens of a slowly
dying world to change the sources of our energy from
hydrocarbon-based to a renewable system.

The location itself also became an issue, with
opponents, as for many large-scale projects, professing that
they support wind power, just not here. Never do these
critics cite a specific example of where they would support
a wind farm, perhaps thinking they can be re-located to
any position.  In actuality, only regions above a certain

wind threshold year-round are considered suitable for a wind
farm, as tracked by the U.S. Department of Energy in the National
Renewable Energy Laboratory. According to their wind diagrams
for the continental United States, detailing regions of higher wind
patterns that are constant over the course of the year. Local wind
patterns in the Redington Mountain region made the project proposal
area ideal for maximizing energy output.

Despite staff recommendations and general public approval,
the multi-billion dollar project didn’t pass. The result: yet another
environmentally- friendly project has been stalled indefinitely, a
victim to a developing resistance against renewable energy sources
across the United States. While the wind blowing across the
mountains, forests and lakes will continue to wait for some change
in the minds of men, citizens concerned for the future are also being
forced to wait for the winds of controversy to settle and finally
allow progress to continue.

Who Can Stop the Wind fr om Blowing?
Amber Churchill
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Rogue Nation Criteria

“Brutalize their own people and squander
their national resources for the personal
gain of the rulers;

display no regard for international law,
threaten their neighbors, and callously
violate international treaties to which they
are party;

are determined to acquire weapons of mass
destruction, along with other advanced
military technology, to be used as threats
or offensively to achieve the aggressive
designs of these regimes;

  sponsor terrorism around the globe; and

reject basic human values and hate the
United States and everything for which it
stands.”

Iran in the Cr osshairs
What the “Bush Doctrine” Says About a Confrontation with Iran

Casey Labrack

Iraq (2002)

Saddam’s regime perpetrated the al-Anfal
Campaign against Iraq’s Kurds, among other
well-known human rights violations.

Showed frequent aggression under Saddam
both toward external neighbors and own
Kurdish region (essentially autonomous).
Chafed severely under UN regulation.

In a presentation to the U.N., then-Secre-
tary of State Colin Powell based the WMD
case in part on some aluminum tubes Iraq
had tried to acquire, which Powell claimed
could be used in a nuclear centrifuge.

Apparent former supporter of the ANO, part
of the Palestinian Rejectionist Front.
Vaguely implicated in giving haven to al-
Qaeda.  Never proven to have real relation-
ship with the group, or have hand in 9/11.

A no-brainer.  Although this last criterion
seems simply rhetorical, it is a fact that few
regimes had beef with the United States like
Saddam’s did--but Iran is one of those few.

Iran (2007)

Continually disregards the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights, stifling free
speech and efforts for gender equality.

Ahmadinejad has repeatedly called for the
destruction of Israel.  Widely suspected of
seeking covert nuke program, a violation
of the Nuclear Non-Proliferaton Treaty.

Already has two operational nuclear cen-
trifuges. Although it claims that the centri-
fuges, which are used in enriching uranium,
are for a nuclear reactor, unaccounted for
weapons-grade uranium has been found.

The 9/11 commission report concluded that
Iran has trained and transported members
of al-Qaeda.  Deep connections with
Hezbollah and Hamas, both considered
terrorist organizations by the U.S.

Practically invented modern anti-Ameri-
canism, coining the term “the great satan.”
Ahmadinejad is particularly antagonistic
toward the Bush administration.
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In State of Denial, a book which examines how the Bush
administration managed Iraq after the 2003 invasion, Bob Woodward
tells of an exchange between President Bush and Jay Garner, a retired
three-star general who was picked in early 2003 to head the Defense
Department’s “Iraq Postwar Planning Office.”  According to
Woodward, Garner described encounters he’d had with ordinary Iraqis,
which he characterized as positive.  Bush was pleased, and slapped
Garner on the back jovially as he left, joking, “Hey, Jay, you want to
do Iran?”

Garner parried by joking that he’d rather deal with Cuba, but
one can’t help but wonder whether the current confrontation between
the United States and Iran will in fact lead to an invasion.  “The National

Security Strategy of the United States,” an administration policy paper
sometimes referred to as the “Bush Doctrine,” was formulated in 2002
to explain under what conditions the United States would go to war
with a country like Iran.  Moreover, the 2003 invasion of Iraq offers a
case study on how to put these policies into practice.

The table summarizes how both pre-invasion Iraq and current-
day Iran compare under each aspect of the Bush Doctrine’s definition
of an enemy state.  Of course, we now know that many of the claims
of Iraqi WMDs and terrorist ties were exaggerated or plain false.  Yet
Iran’s rogue nation indicators generally meet or exceed even the lies
told about the Iraqi threat.

The Bush Doctrine pledges the United States to take action
against rogue nations in the event that diplomacy fails.  However,
before the invasion of Iraq, there was no country as an example of a
rogue nation, unless one considers Iraq lurking in the subtext.  But if
Iraq was obstensively an example of a rogue nation come war time,
and Iran better fits the Bush Doctrine’s model than Iraq, then Iran
therefore is a rogue nation as well.  As for diplomacy with Iran, well,
that’s been off the table for almost 27 years.

The Bush Doctrine reinterprets the notion of imminent threat
such that rogue nations don’t have to actually attack the U.S. to warrant
invasion.  As with Iraq, Iran can merely be considered too much of a
threat to let stand.  The Bush administration argues that weapons of

mass destruction raise the stakes too high to allow unstable regimes
or non-state actors the opportunity to strike first.  In so doing, it
explicitly rejects both the Cold War paradigm of deterrance and the
modern usage of  the strategy of containment.

Does war with Iran loom?  Theoretically, the Bush
administration committed us to disarming Iran over four and a half
years ago with the formulation of the “National Security Strategy of
the United States.”  Of course, Bush lacks the financial, political, or
moral capital to do so, even if he wanted to.  So if the U.S. national
security strategy is irrelevant, and deterrance and containment
repudiated, then our regime’s next move is harder to judge than their’s.



 “If you want what visible reality
Can give, you're an employee.

If you want the unseen world,
you're not living your truth.

Both wishes are foolish,
but you'll be forgiven for forgetting

that what you really want is
love's confusing joy.”

- Rumi

Among many other mystical writers, the 13th Century Sufi poet
Rumi is fairly popular nowadays.  His work is appearing on many a
“stylish” nightstand or bookshelf, for evening contemplation or
nonchalant reading during an open afternoon.  Coleman Barks, one
modern translator of Rumi’s work,
shares a gripe about the popular status
of The Essential Rumi, in his
introduction to Rumi: The Book of
Love.  He exclaims, “That book has
achieved the cultural status of an empty
Diet Coke can! […] Madonna and
Demi Moore read his poems on a
Deepak CD.  What to make of Rumi-
mania? This too shall pass? Of course
it will.”

About the more recent Rumi
book, The Book of Love, which he
firmly states was not his original idea
in title or concept (good thing, as even
the title sounds painfully trendy), he
remarks, “Let’s say there are two
shelves, one with the true mystics and
at the front of the store, the fad love-
books.  I want this on the former,
please.”

The question is: should this
“true shelf” be in a bookstore or in the
library?  The Book of Love itself is
making profits, whether its contents are sincere or shallow.  Is Rumi’s
poetry tainted by commodization even in books with disclaimers like
Barks’?  In any case, Barks maintains, “Jelaluddin Rumi and Shamsi
Tabriz are real.  They give the human condition one of the best shots
it’s been given.”  “Forget the movie stars,” he says, perhaps with great
honesty.  Still, claims like these remain another way to sell the book,
hyping it up by saying it is better than hype.

Despite Bark’s wishes, Rumi suffers the anguish of being
popular.  And what happens when the esoteric becomes vogue, and a
strenuous discipline is summarized and simplified?  When the serious
becomes trivialized?  What is the world coming to when celebrities
guide and influence the spirituality of the yearning masses? Can the
deep lose its depth in this way? Well, I can assure you: it won’t.

The sincere few will take spirituality seriously, and the
skeptical, mildly interested many will take what they want of these
disciplines and depths, the poetry and prose alike, and leave when
they are bored.  Everyone who wants to dig deeper will still do so.

The chances, however, of digging deeper ironically seem to
lessen with the popularization of mystical traditions and writings.  In
the public’s eye, with watered-down spirituality also available on so
many bookshelves, perhaps it would have been better had these vital
practices and rituals, poems and symbols, remained within their
original circles, away from the trivializing spotlight.  If the works
themselves are not drained of depth, if perhaps they do contain fertile
soil for the soul, these aspects nonetheless seem much more likely to
be overlooked with a trendy status, which shifts whenever a new wave
corrodes the shores of American culture.

“Heal your soul… now!” and
“Read this and change your life, in a
few easy steps!” so many recent
publications seem to cry.  Rumi, too,
slides into this “fast solution” status
simply by sharing format and
popularity of those “change your life
with this magic book” books.  Rumi,
yoga magazines, and the like offer the
illusion of depth by association, with
fast and easy answers.  But the easy
answer, the quick read, can never fill
that ever-present aching
disenchantment that may have lead
people to their hasty purchases in the
first place.  Neither Rumi nor
Spirituality for Dummies alone can
meet these expectations of fulfillment.
A copy of The Essential Rumi (or
anything else) won’t bring you
enlightenment or change your life
unless you make the effort of
implementing or recognizing the
kernels of wisdom Rumi’s language

points toward.  And from there it’s practical, consistent self-work.
Otherwise, Rumi becomes another shelved and dusty sage, perhaps
mulled over at one time, but long gone gray after boredom sits in as
we run merrily toward another promised Fountain of Youth. As Rumi
says,

“[…] Lukewarm
won’t do.
Halfhearted holding back,
well-enough getting by?  Not here.”

Popular spirituality, in its many forms, gets something out
there, but in itself is no more spiritual, no more developmental than
an empty Diet Coke can.  Recycle them all.

Diet Spirituality
Can Rumi’s Esoteric Insights Withstand Mass Consumption?

Sarah Rich
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“Today, like every other day, we wake up empty
and frightened. Don’t open the door to the study

and begin reading. Take down a musical instrument.
Let the beauty we love be what we do.

There are hundreds of ways to kneel and kiss the ground.”
-Rumi



From George Washington to George Bush,
the United States has had one basic type of president:
rich, white and male. Now apparently after two
hundred-something years of that model, the
Democratic Party has decidedly gone in a different
direction. With the two leading candidates for the
Democratic nomination so far being a woman and
an African American we may actually get some
diversity in the White House.

Hillary Rodham Clinton, like all savvy
politicians, has her own slogan for the campaign,
traveling on the message “let the conversation
begin.” As a politically active first lady during her
husband’s two-term presidency and as current
Senator of New York since 2000, she is an
experienced yet ploralizing figure who nonetheless
leds in the polls so far. Clinton leads John McCain
but is about equal to Rudy Giuliani, her most
prominent Republican foe, based on recent USA
Today Gallup Polls. Beyond my own personal
feelings, it must be admitted the prospects of a
woman leading the most powerful nation in the
world is not only a little exciting, but long overdue.

Next in the line of Democratic candidates
for the nomination is Illinois Senator Barack Obama.
Obama, who doesn’t quite have the same catchy
tag line as Clinton (but does have a pretty sweet sun
graphic), became only the third African American
in the United States Senate since the reconstruction
in 2003. With his official announcement on February
12, 2007, he now has the chance to become the
country’s first African American president. Obama,
who is actually half-white and half-black, spent most
of his childhood in Hawaii. Before becoming a U.S.
Senator he served in the Illinois State Senate for
eight years, gaining the experience needed for the
ultimate political position, president of the world, I
mean United States. In spite of the recent boom of
support, when compared to Senator Clinton he still
trails 33 percent to her 62 percent based on USA
Today Gallup Polls. But despite the recent facts and
figures, with about a year until the first primaries
there is still plenty of time for each candidate.

Aside from the celebrity factor (and Senator
Clinton’s fabulous fashion sense) it is important and
necessary to know what the two leading democratic

nominees actually stand for and where they differ.
In their recent tour of New Hampshire, the Iraq War
was obviously a chief point of interest for both.
Despite Senator Clinton’s current beliefs, many
cannot get past her vote to authorize force in Iraq in
2002. Recently, she has proposed legislation that
would cap troop numbers and require congressional
approval for further measures. Also, she supports
measures to make the Iraqi government more self-
sufficient. Her legislation goes further, demanding
that American pressure be used to make the Iraqi
government secure rights for every sect of its
population.

Senator Obama has been against the war
from the beginning, although he conviently was not
able to vote on the war’s authorization. Obama has
called for a phased withdrawal of troops, increased
dependence on the Iraqi government and increased
cooperation with the international community. His
proposed legislation in January had the goal of
removing all combat troops by March 31, 2008.

Beyond the War in Iraq (and yes, there are
issues beyond the Iraq War) both candidates support
increased funding for Head Start, a education
program designed help children from low-income
families.  In the area of higher education, both
candidates have supported making loans more
accessible to students. Obama introduced the
HOPE Act to increase the Pell Grant, while Clinton
passed the Student Borrower Bill of Rights, with
the goal of making it easier for students to repay
their loans based on their incomes, while providing
information about their loan repayment options.

As for the environment, both were
supporters of the Climate Stewardship and
Innovation Act, which was introduced by Senators
Lieberman and McCain in the 110th Congress.
While on the topic of the environment, it’s probably
appropriate to state that both candidates support
further research and implementation of alternative
energy sources. Although they both support
alternative energy, Senator Obama has been much
more vocal about his support and his suggested
plans for action.  He has led the effort to raise CARE
fuel economy standards and encouraged legislation
creating incentives to create fuel-efficient hybrid
cars.

With the shift in power in Congress and
the low approval ratings of the current president, a
similar shift in the White House may be inevitable.
If so, then if Hillary and Obama maintain their
current popularity, then we’re well positioned to
make history come November ‘08.

Hillary and Obama Briefing
Kristen Antolini
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The three minority candidates for president are not impressed with the sudden call for diversity on the
part of Republican candidate Mitt Romney, a mormon..  Cartoon by Andrea Ales.
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These two authors advocate views of religious experience that
depart from the “faith and reason” debate that has dominated western
thinking for the past few centuries.  Smart is a secular scholar who
finds different “dimensions of the sacred” using objective standards.
Dulles is a theologian, working within Catholicism to examine his
own tradition.  Both scholars find similar results: religion is not bound
to rigid doctrinal or hierarchical thinking.  In an age where globalization
makes our world smaller and smaller, mutual religious understanding
should draw on works like that of Smart and Dulles.  We are
increasingly exposed to different traditions and need alternative ways
of viewing them if fruitful dialogue is to occur.  When the archaic
notion that religion is limited to doctrine is shed, it will allow greater
light to shine on our world and ourselves.

Studies of the Church often focus on the debate between faith
and reason.  When analyzing the human world, religious people are
said to use “faith” while philosophers use “reason.”  Philosophy’s use
of evidence or reason in exploring the world seem to leave little room
for faith.  In the philosophical sense, faith is the acceptance of
revelation as a form of knowledge.  God reveals himself to us, therefore
we know about him.  This view of faith, however, is too limited.  It
tends to reinforce a doctrinal type of religion, a type that says “If you
believe x, y, and z, you are a member of this religion.  If you do not
believe and you do not put these beliefs into practice, you are a sinner.”
Although this form of religion is very important (especially in the
west), it is too narrow.  Proper understanding of religion will go beyond
doctrine and account for the many forms religion takes.

Two religious scholars investigate this matter.  The first is
Ninian Smart, a secular religious scholar who taught at the University
of California at Santa Barbara.  In his book Dimensions of the Sacred:
An Anatomy of the World’s Beliefs, Smart outlines seven facets of
world religion.  The first is the ritual dimension: worship, some kinds
of meditation, sacrifice, sacrament, and healing, for example.  The
Catholic Mass or the Shinto shrine ritual would be examples.  Second,
he identifies the doctrinal or philosophical dimension.  Philosophical
debates in the Christian tradition engage this part of the sacred.  Smart’s
third dimension is mythic or narrative: the story of Christ’s ministry,
Buddha’s path to enlightenment, Exodus.  The fourth dimension is
experiential or emotional: The enlightenment of Buddha, the road to
Damascus, the Native American vision quest.  The fifth dimension is
ethical or legal, referring to how religious views shape moral or legal
norms (Calvinism would be heavy in these elements, Shinto
significantly less so).  The sixth dimension is organizational or social:
the Irish priest, the Indian caste system, the social makeup of the
American colonies.  Smart’s final dimension is material or artistic:
the great French cathedrals, miko dancers in Shinto, Native American
jewelry.  For Smart, philosophy is only one of seven dimensions of
religious experience.

Turning from secular religious studies to religious theology,
Avery Cardinal Dulles’ Models of the Church gives a classic view of
how ecclesiologies differ within Roman Catholicism.  Dulles outlines
five models for the church.  The first is the Church as an institution,
which identifies faith with the hierarchy, the Vatican, and other
elements of church social structure.  Institutionalism is waning today,
Dulles argues, having seen its height in the nineteenth century.  The
second model is mystical communion, where all of the faithful are
tied together into the mystical body of Christ.  Dulles’ third model is
the Church as sacrament, which stresses the position of the Church as
a sign of God’s love and of our innate worth.  Next is the Church as
herald, sent to proclaim the Good News of Christ to all who will hear.
Lastly is the Church as servant, sent to help the marginalized and
underprivileged.  All five models coexist within the Church.  Although
relationships between people who espouse different models may
become tense and heated, everyone feels connected through the
common bond of the Church.

Beyond Doctrine
Looking Past the Faith vs. Reason Cant

Sean Woods

levels of stress chemicals in the brain that damages neurological
circuits.  Shonkoff explains that inside a baby’s developing brain
neuron-circuits are searching for pathways to connect to cells,
providing the foundation for information exchange within the
brain.  The quality of that foundation creates a basis for learning,
behavior and overall health in the future.  Brain circuits stabilize
over time, making them increasingly difficult to alter.  The brain
has a capacity for plasticity, but the window for adaptive
development occurs during the early years, making the costs of
remediation grow with age.  Simply put, it is more efficient
biologically and economically to get things right the first time
rather than try to fix them later.

The Head Start Program is a federally funded early education
program targeted to families of low socioeconomic status.  For a
child to be eligible for the Head Start Program, the income for a
family of four must be under 20,000 dollars.  According to the
Department of Health and Human Services, the poverty threshold
for a family of four in the United States is 20,650 dollars.  Hence,
the program is only available to families living below the poverty
line, despite the benefits preschool could offer to much wider
groups of children.  In addition, funding for Head Start was
reduced by approximately 57 million dollars in 2006.  This forces
Head Start officials to make reductions in the staff, the materials
available for children, and ultimately the number of children
enrolled.  As a result of the cut, roughly 19,000 fewer children
are being served in the Head Start Program.  Early educational
services are simply not made available to all that children that
could benefit from them.

Quality early education provides children with the
opportunity to build a positive foundation for learning and
development.  Nine states in the US currently have statewide
preschool programs.  Research consistently indicates that high
quality preschool programs provide extensive long-term benefits
for the future.  Certainly it is a long-term investment, but its effects
are far reaching, producing more productive citizens and an
overall more successful society.

UNIVERSAL, continued from page 3
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Political Science Department
Upcoming Events

“Globalization and Gender Politics”
A panel discussion.  March 26, Martin Auditorium, 6:30 pm.

“An Evening of Traditional Irish Music”
Put on by the Irish Consulate and Stonehill Irish Studies.  March 29, Martin, 7:00 pm.

“Path to War”
Discussion led by Professor Richard Finnegan and Chris Fettwies of the Naval War College.
April 13, Martin 105, 5:00 pm.

“Pr esidential Power and the Rule of Law in the Age of Terrorism”
Political Science Distinguished Lecture Series presents Michael Genovese, the Loyola Chair
of Leadership Studies and Professor of Political Science at Loyola Marymount University.
April 16, Martin Auditorium, 4:00 pm.

Andr ew
Sullivan

“Bigotry in
Politics and
Religion”

Andrew Sullivan is one of the most
influential and unique political com-
mentators today.  A pioneer in blog
journalism, he is the author of the
Atlantic Monthly blog “The Daily
Dish” as well as several books.  Play-
boy rated his blog #1 in its list of top
political blogs.

Tuesday, April 17th
Mar tin Auditorium, 7 pm

Sponsored by the Honors Program and
Intercultural Affairs




