
Critical thinking and problem-solving are pushed in schools as components 
of educational reform; however, the critical thinking and problem-solving necessary for 
students comes within the context of what is being taught.  Simply put, rather than asking, 
“Why is this being taught?” students are taught skills critical for solving problems and 
completing tasks created for them as a tool to create “critical thinkers” within a business 
development model for corporate and economic purposes.  The issue?  Detrimentally 
politicized school reform.

In the results-based corporate education model pervading neo-liberal educational 
reform today, accountability has become a buzzword used by charter schools and for-profi t 
private educational enterprises, often with the blessing of local, state, or federal government.  
Instead of making districts and schools more accountable for learning, recent school reform 
legislation and the push for accountability have come as a result of political agendas regarding 
the function of schools.  What may be considered critical thinking and problem-solving 
skills within the context of the Common Core State Standards is actually an attempt to 
complete a task chosen and developed by an entity to determine whether adequate learning 
has taken place regarding task completion, not critical thinking.  This is an effort to 
create students and workers that will complete tasks assigned to them or create 
an idea or product for someone else’s purposes, not to critically 
question why they are completing the task or creating the 
product in the fi rst place.  

Instead of thinking, standardized 
assessment (in the name of accountability) 
promotes passivity and obedience within 
a specifi c social, political, and economic 
context.  Are bad scores on standardized 
assessments a sign of accountability 
issues, or could they be seen as a function 
of repressive tactics and a withdrawal of 
effort, which unfortunately (and often) 
perpetuates the class/social status of 
the non-performer?  The push for 
accountability to ensure learning takes 
place, comes within an economic system 
that reproduces social and economic 
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    WHAT IS 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE?

by Donna Seymour, Potsdam, NY, AAUW-NYS Public Policy VP

 

Domestic violence 
is a systematic pattern of coercive 

behavior used by one family 
member over another in order to 

gain and maintain power and control. It can manifest 
as physical, sexual, economic, psychological, and/or 
emotional abuse. 

Family can be broadly defi ned as people who are 
related by blood or marriage; people who are separated or 
divorced; people who have a child in common; unrelated 
people who on a continuous, regular interval are living 
together; unrelated people who have had intimate social 
contact and who have, or have had, access to the household.

While anyone can be - and is - a victim, the majority 
are women. The danger is real and it most often comes 
from inside the family. One in fi ve men in the United 
States  reports violence towards his spouse or signifi cant 
other, says a new nationally-representative study by the 
University of Michigan. 

And domestic violence is as at least as prevalent 
among same-sex couples as it is among heterosexual 
couples, according to a study in the Journal of Sex and 
Marital Therapy. A study of 30,000 participants found 
that between 25% and 75% of lesbian, gay and bisexual 
individuals experience domestic violence. By comparison, 
at least 25% of heterosexual women experience domestic 
violence at some point during their lives. 

Domestic violence is a growing health concern. In 
the U.S. each year, roughly 320,000 outpatient health 
visits and 1,200 deaths among women are due to intimate 
partner violence, and $8.3 billion are spent in related 
medical and mental health services alone. 

America is a violent place and our culture is fi lled 
with violence. How this impacts a family can start early 
and spread across every spectrum of our daily lives. 
According to a nationally representative survey by the 
Hechinger Report, 13 % of infants a year old and younger, 
and 44 % of all two-to-fi ve-year-olds, were assault victims 
in the prior year. Eight percent of infants and 14 % of 
two-to-fi ve-year-olds had also witnessed violence. 

Violent behavior experienced and viewed in the 
home makes its way to school. Six percent of U.S. 
children and youth missed a day of school over the 
course of a year because they were the victim of 
violence or abuse at school, according to lead study 
author David Finkelhor, professor of sociology and 
director of the Crimes Against Children Research 
Center (CCRC) at the University of New Hampshire. 
“This study really highlights the way school violence 
can interfere with learning,” Finkelhor says. “Too many 
kids are missing school because they do not feel safe.” 

The New York State Offi ce for the Prevention of 
Domestic Violence says research shows 62 % of “tweens,” 
ages 11 through 14, said they know friends who have 
been verbally abused by boyfriends or girlfriends. About 
10 % report being hit by their boyfriend or girlfriend. 

Teen Dating Violence Awareness month is held every 
February. In 2015, New York State began a new social 
media campaign against teen-dating violence, including a 
video featuring students from Lansingburgh High School 
in Troy to encourage bystanders  to speak up when they 
see someone treated inappropriately.

Guns make the problem of domestic violence worse—
much worse. The greatest danger for women in abusive 
relationships is when their intimate partners have guns. In 
fact, the presence of a gun in domestic violence situations 
increases the risk of homicide of women by 500%. In New 

York State, women were the victims in 4 of 5 domestic 
violence murders, and guns were used in one-third of those 
murders.  New York, considered one of the safer states, is 
still home to a staggering amount of gun violence:

From 2002 to 2011, 9,914 people were killed with 
guns in New York. That is almost twice the number 
of all U.S. combat deaths in the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan combined.    Somebody is killed with a 
gun in New York every nine hours. In 2011 alone, there 
were 997 gun deaths in the state. 

 •Domestic violence fatalities are prevalent in 
New York, and they are frequently a result of gun crime. 

According to the FBI, there were 656 domestic 
violence homicides in New York from 2003 to 2012, 
which includes both male and female victims:

 •Of those homicides, more than one-quarter of 
the victims were killed with guns. 

 •Women are far more at risk to be victims of 
fatal domestic violence, and guns play a signifi cant role 
in that violence.

 •Of the 1,591 female homicide victims in New 
York from 2003 to 2012, 522 were killed as a result of a 
domestic violence incident. 

 •Firearms accounted for the murders of 569 
women in New York from 2002 to 2011.   

In twenty  states, including New York, Sunday is 
the deadliest day for gun violence. The United States 
has more guns and gun-related deaths than any other 
country on earth. 

The 1993 Violence Against Women Act (and 
VAWA’s 2013 reauthorization) has done a lot to change 
public attitudes around domestic violence and sexual 
assault, but there is still a long way to go to make our 
society safe for every person—inside the family or 
outside of it.

positions between classes, punishing lower classes, often in poorer schools, while perpetuating 
the power and legitimacy (both socially and culturally) of the privileged class.

Until we change the system and educate for justice and democracy, we will forever continue 
to tinker with symptoms rather than treating the disease.  In 1916, John Dewey remarked, 
“To concentrate the mind of the public upon the need of the open and inquiring attitude, 
to lead it to realize that education should not be confi ned to making a choice among already 
formulated confl icting alternatives,…is…the achievement.”  The for-profi t charter school 
movement combined with an attempt to create systematized standards and new tests to assess 
the quantitative aspect of learning (through the Common Core and linked assessments) means 
millions for investors, politicians, and testing corporations  at the expense of the public education 
system.  The function of education should be an attempt to teach how to think and not what to 
think.  Today, we still concern ourselves with benchmarks and standards within an exploitative 
system that rewards compliance and hard work with tangible things while punishing attempts 
to maintain public education through a manufactured global achievement crisis.  

Instead of liberation and freedom, education’s goal and function are to recreate and 
perpetuate the uneven and unjust economic and social system present and thriving 

within the United States.  Educational reform has always consisted of 
attempts to ameliorate the product of our capitalist environment.  

Instead of viewing education as “the great equalizer” within 
our current social and economic state, we should 

acknowledge its misuse, misappropriation, and 
intent to continue a class-based hierarchy in 
contemporary society in the name of reform.  
Education can become “the great equalizer” 
only when we appreciate and promote its 
transformative ability and power through real 
truth and change, moving away from current 
neoliberal reform concepts of accountability 
based on assessment and decoupling it from 
profi t and privatization to transcend the 
rhetoric of “results” to create a culture of 
cooperation, concern, and civility.
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complete a task chosen and developed by an entity to determine whether adequate learning 
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 Upcoming  
Events

(All Free and Public Welcome) 

Fri 6/5 - 12 Noon-1:30 PM - Fundraising Workshop 
(2nd in series)
Upstairs at Plattsburgh Public Library, 19 Oak 
Street

Sat 6/13 - 1 PM - Lake Forest Senior Community
People For Positive Action Monthly Meeting
New Members Always Welcome

Tues  6/16 - North Country 350 - Potsdam Com-
munity Room. Upstairs at Potsdam Civic Center
6:30 - 7:30 PM - Business Meeting
7:30 - 8:30 PM - Showing of Video Simplicity, Joy 
& Social Change

Sun 6/28 -Peace & Justice Festival at St. Peter’s Church
Corner of Cornelia and Catherine Streets
“Let’s Buzz in the Summertime”

Thurs 7/2 - 12 Noon-1:30 PM - Fundraising Work-
shop (3rd in series)
Upstairs at Plattsburgh Public Library, 19 Oak 
Street
Mon 7/6 - 8 PM-11 PM - Candlelight Vigil in 
Remembrance of the Second Anniversary of the Lac-Me-
gantic Tragedy - 47 Died when an Oil Train Exploded 
in this Small Quebec Town. Please Assemble at Lake 
Champlain Wine Company, 30 City Hall Place, 
Plattsburgh. Share Memories, Songs and Stories   
followed by the Vigil at MacDonough Monument

The Trans-Pacifi c Partnership (TPP) 
trade agreement, also known as “NAFTA on steroids”, 
is currently being negotiated among twelve nations:  
the United States, Canada, Mexico, Peru, Chile, Japan, 
Australia, New Zealand, Malaysia, Singapore, Vietnam 
and Brunei.  It will be a trade agreement like the North 
American Free Trade Agreement,  only far larger.

 President Obama and the Republican leadership 
in Congress are trying to get a “Fast Track” approval 
process for trade agreements.  “Fast Track” would require 
Congress to vote yes or no within a short time period, 
with only limited debate and no amendments.

At least one additional trade agreement is in the works, 
although it is not as far along in the negotiating process:  the 
Trans-Atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) 
between the United States and the European Union.  
Further information is at www.citizen.org/tradewatch

Both Fast Track and the trade agreements 
themselves pose serious threats to democracy.  Anti-TPP 
groups call the TPP a “corporate coup”,   Although the 
TPP and TTIP are known as trade agreements, they 
involve issues far beyond traditional trade subjects such 
as tariffs.  Only fi ve of the TPP’s 29 chapters deal with 
traditional trade issues.  The other chapters would affect 
areas such as the internet, patents, the environment and 
banking.  These would normally be governed by laws 
passed in Congress, but under the TPP laws in the U.S. 
would need to comply with the TPP’s requirements.

The TPP and the TTIP are being negotiated under 
conditions of strict secrecy.  Members of Congress have 
secured the ability to review the TPP draft, but they are 
prohibited from talking about what they’ve seen.  At the 
same time, however, hundreds of corporate advisors have 
direct access to the negotiations.

Opponents of the Fast Track process argue that it hands 
over to the President most of Congress’s Constitutional 
authority over trade (Article I, section 8).  This is an issue of 
concern to both Democrats and Republicans.

Concerns about the “investor-state dispute resolution 
process” (ISDS) in the TPP draft also cross party lines.  
A copy of the ISDS chapter was recently leaked.  Under 
ISDS, a foreign company could sue a government, 
claiming that a law interferes with the company’s 
expected profi ts.  The dispute would then be decided not 
in a normal court, but in a trade tribunal in which the 
judges would be private lawyers.  A nation or state that 
lost a case would be faced with paying large amounts 
of money to the company or repealing the requirement.  
ISDS already exists under NAFTA and has been used.  
If the TPP and TTIP come into existence, the ability 
to sue against United States laws would be extended to 
powerful companies in Japan, Europe and potentially 
China, which could join the TPP in the future.

A Fast Track bill was introduced on April 16, 2015 
and was “fast tracked” (ironically enough) through 
committees in the Senate and House the following week.  
As of early May 2015, no votes had yet been scheduled 
in the full Senate or House.

 Fast Track authority is not necessary, only in order 
for the United States to enter into trade agreements—it 
has only been in place for fi ve of the last 20 years—but 
it makes it much easier for a president to push through 
trade agreements that the public would oppose.

There is serious bi-partisan opposition to Fast Track.  
In New York, Representatives Paul Tonko (D) and 
Chris Gibson (R) both oppose it.  However,  Rep. Elise 
Stefanik (R) signed a letter in support of Fast Track.  
This action led to protests at her offi ces in Plattsburgh, 
Watertown and Glens Falls on April 11, 2015.  At the 
present time, it is unclear whether Fast Track will pass.

Citizen’s Climate Lobby Takes on the
Environmental Cost of Using Carbon Fuels

by Tim Palmer

The cost of gasoline has gone down a 
lot lately, along with that of natural gas.  Coal is still 
the cheapest source of energy available.   However, 
the only reason these carbon fuels seem so affordable 
is that their price does not include any of the 
environmental costs of the damage they do. 

The only way to continue maintaining the bargain-
basement prices of these fuels is to keep on ignoring the 
effects of using Earth’s atmosphere as a free ‘dump’ for the 
pollutants that come from burning them. The economic, 
health and environmental impacts of using coal, for 
example, cause damage in the United States that adds 
up to over half a trillion dollars annually.¹  Even though 
coal alone kills 10,000 Americans and 300,000 Chinese 
annually,² the biggest concern about all fossil fuel use is the 
accumulation of carbon dioxide (CO2) in the atmosphere. 
Thanks to humanity’s use of carbon fuels, there is more of 
this energy-trapping greenhouse gas (GHG) in the air now 
than there has been for millions of years.

This blanket of CO2 is causing the Earth to warm, 
probably more rapidly than at any other time since 
complex life appeared on Earth!

There is broad agreement among everyone, from 
climate scientists to conservative economists and 
lawmakers, about the single most effective way to reduce 
use of carbon fuels.³    They simply recommend including 
these unpaid, ‘externalized’ costs of the damage done by 
using coal, oil and gas in the price of these fuels.  This 

market-based approach provides the incentive needed 
for designing manufacturing processes, transportation 
infrastructure and buildings to maximize energy 
conservation.  In addition to spurring the renewable energy 
sector of the economy, raising the cost of using these fuels 
will initiate a fl ood of innovations from the entrepreneurial 
creativity that Americans have always been known for. 

Citizens Climate Lobby (CCL)4 is a nation-wide 
organization with almost two hundred and fi fty chapters 
devoted to passing legislation to put a fee on carbon.5  
The “fee-and-dividend” bill they are supporting must 
include the following conditions:

•The fee will be placed on all carbon-based fuels at 
the source (well, mine, port of entry).

•It starts at $15 per ton of CO2 emitted, and 
increases steadily each year by $10, so that within a 
decade clean energy is cheaper than fossil fuels.

•All of the money collected is returned to American 
households on an equitable basis.

•Under this plan about two-thirds of all households 
would break even or receive more in their dividend checks 
than they would pay in higher prices due to the fee, 
thereby protecting the poor and middle class. 

•A predictably increasing price sends a clear market 
signal, which will unleash entrepreneurs and investors in 
the new clean-energy economy. 

Returning all of the fees collected as a dividend 
is critically important.  It shields poor and middle-
class families against the rising price of carbon fuels 

while incentivizing conservation. 6  Most signifi cantly 
however, it fosters the political will necessary to insist that 
Congress put fee-and-dividend into law!

James Hansen is the famous climate scientist who 
has been warning us about AGWCC for almost forty 
years. Whenever asked about the best way to fi ght 
global warming and climate change, he always says to do 
so by supporting fee-and-dividend legislation through 
CCL.  It is elegant in its simplicity, which makes it easy 
to understand.  Most importantly, it is the single most 
effective thing we can do to reduce the use of fossil fuels 
here in the United States and around the world. 

(The formation of a North Country chapter of 
Citizen’s Climate Lobby will occur in the near future.  
For additional information about this, please email 
timpalmer@vermontlaw.edu.)

___________________
Notes:
1.http://www.chgeharvard.org/sites/default/fi les/epstein_full%20

cost%20of%20coal.pdf 
2.http://www.forbes.com/sites/jamesconca/2012/06/10/energys-

deathprint-a-price-always-paid/2/ 
3.The critical importance of putting a price on carbon was explored in 

the Third Edition of “UnderCurrents”.  Please see “The True Cost of Fossil 
Fuels”  http://undercurrents.webs.com/UnderCurrents-3.pdf. 

4. https://citizensclimatelobby.org/ 
5. Discussion about formation of a North Country chapter of CCL is 

ongoing.  If you would like further information about this, please send an 
email to timpalmer@vermontlaw.edu.

6. The Legislative Proposal may be downloaded at http://
citizensclimatelobby.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/Carbon-Fee-and-
Dividend-April-2014.pdf 

Free!
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A STUDY, CO-AUTHORED BY STANFORD RESEARCHER MARK Z. JACOBSON, OUTLINES A PATH TO STATEWIDE 
RENEWABLE ENERGY CONVERSION, AND AWAY FROM NATURAL GAS AND IMPORTED FUEL

by Jim King

by Rob Jordan

Nature’s Trust: Environmental Law for
  A New Ecological Age

Stanford Researcher Maps Out an Alternative
Energy Future for New York

“What can we do to fi x what 
is wrong with our country?”

The same questions echo day after day 
seemingly with no answers.  We know jobs 
would fi x our unemployment problem.  Jobs, 
higher wages and education could start to correct 
our poverty problem. 

Unemployment and poverty problems it 
seems have been with us forever.  Now we  must 
deal with new potentially disastrous problems that 
basically threaten our existence. 

Global warming and environmental 
breakdown  may be repairable, but we must act 
now.  The same question is echoing: what can we 
do?

Powerful corporations control our economic 
and political systems. For us to take control of 
our lives and our country will take decades.  We 
can start the process of fi xing what is wrong by 
strengthening and expanding the things that are 
right locally.  Start new projects that will help 
strengthen and bring more control to our local 
area.

A fi rst step may be to “democratize” our 
money.  Put our money in a credit union and 
participate in its operations—attend credit union 
meetings,  make suggestions, run for credit 
union  board of directors.  Credit unions are good 
examples of true democracy—one person, one 
vote.  Supporting local food co-ops is an excellent 
second step—not only join but participate in the 
operation and governance.
Buy locally whenever possible; make local goods 
and services your fi rst consideration when doing 
business.

By choosing local and independent 
businesses for your services, shopping, dining 
and other needs, you not only get real value and 
personal service, you’re helping to:

BUILD COMMUNITY!
STRENGTHEN YOUR LOCAL ECONOMY!
CREATE A HEALTHIER ENVIRONMENT! 

LOWER TAXES!
CREATE LOCAL JOBS AND 

OPPORTUNITIES!
In an increasingly standardized world, communities 

that preserve their one-of-a-kind businesses and 
distinctive character have an economic advantage.  The 
Plattsburgh area has many unique businesses that are 
local sources of pride and attract tourism.

Our “Michigan” industry is legendary.  McIntosh 
apples and maple production and products, are in 
demand globally.  Our many local restaurants add 
to the charm and love of our community as well as 
contributing to a sound local economy.

Locally owned businesses help build strong 
communities by sustaining vibrant town centers and by 
linking neighbors in economic and social relationships. 
Our businesses contribute to local causes, be they 
recreation, health, emergency, or environmental needs.

Local ownership also ensures that important 
decisions are made locally by people who live in 
the community and who will feel the impacts 
of those decisions.  Locally elected offi cials are 
critically important for our area’s business, social and 

environmental  development.  We all need to be part of 
the election process, from the selection of candidates to 
running for offi ce, voting on election day,  and following 
up with the elected offi cials to make sure they do their 
jobs and are true to their word.

Compared to chain stores, locally owned 
businesses recycle a much larger share of their revenue 
back into the local economy, enriching the whole 
community.  One of the best  ways to keep our money 
local is to use locally owned and controlled credit 
unions. Credit unions invest locally. 

When you choose a local restaurant  most 
of the money stays in our immediate area.  Most 
local restaurants use area products of good quality 
and freshness. Local stores in town centers require 
comparatively little infrastructure and make more 
effi cient use of public services relative to big box stores 
and strip shopping malls. Local stores help to sustain 
vibrant, compact, walkable town centers which, in 
turn, are essential to reducing sprawl, automobile use, 
habitat loss, and air and water pollution.

Every economic decision you make affects our 
communities. Make an effort to positively impact this 
community. Make conscious choices, whenever possible, 
to give a local business an opportunity to serve you.  
With all of us working together we will build a stronger 
local economy and a people responsive political system.

HELP!!!
UNDERCURRENTS needs your HELP. In fact, this is YOUR 

PUBLICATION!  What appears in it, how it is produced, when and where it 

appears depends, in large measure,  on YOU. 
 Won’t you please contribute to our rock-bottom printing costs—a little less than 

$400 per issue? If you don’t, there will soon be NO UNDERCURRENTS .

WE NEED YOU; WE NEED YOUR HELP!

 We welcome your suggestions for future articles; send them to:  UnderCurrents 

Publishing, 91 Nevada Oval, Plattsburgh, NY 12903. 

THANKS! ... and, again remember, this is your publication!

Bill Cowan, 
Ass’t Editor, UnderCurrents &
Chair,  People for Positive Action

NEW THIS ISSUE!!
UnderCurrents opened a PayPal Account!

Just log into PayPal and send your donation to:
Undercurrentspublishing@gmail.com

Thank you in advance for your fi nancial support!
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A Stanford study fi nds 
that it is technically and economically feasible to convert 
New York’s all-purpose energy infrastructure to one 
powered by wind, water and sunlight (WWS). The plan, 
scheduled for publication in the journal Energy Policy, 
shows the way to a sustainable, inexpensive and reliable 
energy supply that creates local jobs and saves the state 
billions of dollars in pollution-related costs.

Mark Z. Jacobson, a senior fellow with the Stanford 
Woods Institute for the Environment and the Precourt 
Institute for Energy, co-authored the study with 
scientists from Cornell University and the University of 
California-Davis.

“Converting to wind, water and sunlight is feasible, 
will stabilize costs of energy and will produce jobs while 
reducing health and climate damage,” said Jacobson, a 
professor of civil and environmental engineering.

The study is the fi rst to develop a plan to fulfi ll all of a 
state’s transportation, electric power, industry, and heating 
and cooling energy needs with renewable energy, and to 
calculate the number of new devices and jobs created, 
amount of land and ocean areas required, and policies 
needed for such an infrastructure change. It also provides 
new calculations of air pollution mortality and morbidity 
impacts and costs based on multiple years of air quality data.

The study concludes that while a WWS conversion 

may result in initial capital cost increases, such as the 
cost of building renewable energy power plants, these 
costs would be more than made up for over time by 
the elimination of fuel costs. The overall switch would 
reduce New York’s end-use power demand by about 
37 percent and stabilize energy prices, since fuel costs 
would be zero, according to the study. It would also 
create a net gain in manufacturing, installation and 
technology jobs because nearly all the state’s energy 
would be produced within the state.

According to the researchers’ calculations, New 
York’s 2030 power demand for all sectors (electricity, 
transportation, heating/cooling, industry) could be met by:

•4,020 onshore 5-megawatt wind turbines
•12,770 offshore 5-megawatt wind turbines
•387 100-megawatt concentrated solar plants
•828 50-megawatt photovoltaic power plants
•5 million 5-kilowatt residential rooftop
  photovoltaic systems
•500,000 100-kilowatt commercial/government  

   rooftop photovoltaic systems
•36 100-megawatt geothermal plants
•1,910 0.75-megawatt wave devices
•2,600 1-megawatt tidal turbines
•7 1,300-megawatt hydroelectric power plants, of  

   which most exist
According to the study, if New York switched 

to WWS, air pollution–related deaths would decline 
by about 4,000 annually and the state would save 
about $33 billion – 3 percent of the state’s gross 
domestic product – in related health costs every year. 
That savings alone would pay for the new power 
infrastructure needed within about 17 years, or about 
10 years if annual electricity sales are accounted for. 
The study also estimates that resultant emissions 
decreases would reduce 2050 U.S. climate change 
costs – such as coastal erosion and extreme weather 
damage – by about $3.2 billion per year.

Currently, almost all of New York’s energy 
comes from imported oil, coal and gas. Under 
the plan that Jacobson and his fellow researchers 
advance, 40 percent of the state’s energy would come 

from local wind power, 38 percent from local solar and 
the remainder from a combination of hydroelectric, 
geothermal, tidal and wave energy.

All vehicles would run on battery-electric power 
and/or hydrogen fuel cells. Electricity-powered air- and 
ground-source heat pumps, geothermal heat pumps, 
heat exchangers and backup electric resistance heaters 
would replace natural gas and oil for home heating and 
air-conditioning. Air- and ground-source heat pump 
water heaters powered by electricity and solar hot water 
preheaters would provide hot water for homes. High 
temperatures for industrial processes would be obtained 
with electricity and hydrogen combustion.

“We must be ambitious if we want to promote energy 
independence and curb global warming,” said study co-
author Robert Howarth, a Cornell University professor 
of ecology and environmental biology. “The economics of 
this plan make sense,” said Anthony Ingraffea, a Cornell 
engineering professor and a co-author of the study. “Now 
it is up to the political sphere.”

To ensure grid reliability, the plan outlines several 
methods to match renewable energy supply with demand 
and to smooth out the variability of WWS resources. 
These include a grid management system to shift times of 
demand to better match with timing of power supply, and 
“over-sizing” peak generation capacity to minimize times 
when available power is less than demand.

The study’s authors are developing similar plans for 
other states, including California and Washington. They 
took no funding from any interest group, company or 
government agency for this study.

Rob Jordan is the communications writer for the 
Stanford Woods Institute for the Environment.

MEDIA CONTACT
Mark Z. Jacobson, Stanford Woods Institute for 
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In Part I of this seminal work, 
Professor Wood¹ describes universal cultural values that 
acknowledge the essential nature of healthy ecological 
systems for sustaining life.  That recognition is expressed, 
for example, in the admonition to consider the effects of 
governance decisions on the next seven generations.  This, 
and other fundamental tenets of Native American culture, 
inspired the Founders as they forged The Constitution 
of the United States.  Ancient Roman law is also part of 
the foundation of our modern government.  The Romans, 
too, recognized that responsible stewardship of the natural 
endowments shared by all citizens is a fundamental, 
organizing principle of representative government. 

The author chronicles the fl owering of the environmental 
movement in the 1970s, a robust response to threats imposed 
by industrial civilization.  Symbolized by Earth Day, there was 
a demand for protection of public assets such as clean air to 
breathe, access to safe food and unpolluted water, as well as 
the aesthetic enjoyment of a thriving, natural environment .  
In response, Congress passed the Endangered Species, Clean 
Air and Water Acts, among others. In an astounding exercise 
of executive power, the Nixon Administration also created the 
Environmental Protection Agency to administer some of these 
carefully crafted statutes.

It was a time when, in response to the will of its citizens, 
our elected offi cials reaffi rmed their ancient obligation to govern 
so as to protect crucial natural assets, thus insuring they would 
be held in trust for the benefi t of present and future generations. 

However, attentive citizens now recognize a rapid 
deterioration in the quality of the global ecosystem.  Evidence 
of the failure of the 1970s model of environmental law 
includes a rapidly energizing atmospheric system, the startling 
________________

1.  Professor Wood is the Phillip H. Knight 
Professor of Law and Faculty Director of the 
Environmental and Natural Resources Law 
Center at the University of Oregon School of Law.                                                                                       

disappearance of ice everywhere, and rapidly rising acidic seas. 
The natural birthright of our children and grandchildren is 
succumbing to the global frenzy of extraction and consumption 
wielded by the heavily industrialized system of corporate 
capitalism. 

In fact, the laws passed to protect the treasured legacy 
of our own, and our children’s natural resources have become 
tools used to carve them up, and then to delegate management 
of each portion to a specifi c agency.  These agencies, from 
the Fish and Wildlife Service to the Bureau of Land 
Management, are engaged in the continuous development of 
extraordinarily confusing regulations.  These complex webs of 
rules are used to determine how much, when, and who will be 
permitted to exploit the assets under their jurisdiction. 

Thus, a system initiated with the best intentions, 
illuminated by the bright promise of the early environmental 
movement, has become opaque to both the public and, by 
choice, the judiciary branch of government as well. 

This misleading labyrinth is easily negotiated by the 
corporate interests that shape its ongoing design.  Elected 
and appointed offi cials are subjected to a variety of infl uences, 
including offers of opportunities to leave public service 
for lucrative jobs in private industry.  Experience in these 
company jobs, combined with the knowledge gained while 
serving in government, produce skilled, highly-motivated 
lobbyists who further refi ne the art of swaying their former 
congressional and agency colleagues.  Many actually return to 
government service by executive appointment, often to lead 
the agencies that are responsible for regulating the very same 
industry they now represent. 

All elected and appointed offi cials in public service have 
solemnly sworn to uphold the United States Constitution 
as they discharge the duties of their offi ce.  The truth is 
that, tragically, many of these people no longer personify the 
interests of current and future generations of Americans. 

(In the next Issue:  Part II of this review of “The Peoples 
Natural Trust” reveals the legal basis for transforming the 
existing system into one that secures natural wealth for the 
survival of future generations.)

by Mary Christina Wood

Review of Part I

“Hospice for a 
Dying Planet”

by Tim Palmer
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A STUDY, CO-AUTHORED BY STANFORD RESEARCHER MARK Z. JACOBSON, OUTLINES A PATH TO STATEWIDE 
RENEWABLE ENERGY CONVERSION, AND AWAY FROM NATURAL GAS AND IMPORTED FUEL

by Jim King

by Rob Jordan

Nature’s Trust: Environmental Law for
  A New Ecological Age

Stanford Researcher Maps Out an Alternative
Energy Future for New York

“What can we do to fi x what 
is wrong with our country?”

The same questions echo day after day 
seemingly with no answers.  We know jobs 
would fi x our unemployment problem.  Jobs, 
higher wages and education could start to correct 
our poverty problem. 

Unemployment and poverty problems it 
seems have been with us forever.  Now we  must 
deal with new potentially disastrous problems that 
basically threaten our existence. 

Global warming and environmental 
breakdown  may be repairable, but we must act 
now.  The same question is echoing: what can we 
do?

Powerful corporations control our economic 
and political systems. For us to take control of 
our lives and our country will take decades.  We 
can start the process of fi xing what is wrong by 
strengthening and expanding the things that are 
right locally.  Start new projects that will help 
strengthen and bring more control to our local 
area.

A fi rst step may be to “democratize” our 
money.  Put our money in a credit union and 
participate in its operations—attend credit union 
meetings,  make suggestions, run for credit 
union  board of directors.  Credit unions are good 
examples of true democracy—one person, one 
vote.  Supporting local food co-ops is an excellent 
second step—not only join but participate in the 
operation and governance.
Buy locally whenever possible; make local goods 
and services your fi rst consideration when doing 
business.

By choosing local and independent 
businesses for your services, shopping, dining 
and other needs, you not only get real value and 
personal service, you’re helping to:

BUILD COMMUNITY!
STRENGTHEN YOUR LOCAL ECONOMY!
CREATE A HEALTHIER ENVIRONMENT! 

LOWER TAXES!
CREATE LOCAL JOBS AND 

OPPORTUNITIES!
In an increasingly standardized world, communities 

that preserve their one-of-a-kind businesses and 
distinctive character have an economic advantage.  The 
Plattsburgh area has many unique businesses that are 
local sources of pride and attract tourism.

Our “Michigan” industry is legendary.  McIntosh 
apples and maple production and products, are in 
demand globally.  Our many local restaurants add 
to the charm and love of our community as well as 
contributing to a sound local economy.

Locally owned businesses help build strong 
communities by sustaining vibrant town centers and by 
linking neighbors in economic and social relationships. 
Our businesses contribute to local causes, be they 
recreation, health, emergency, or environmental needs.

Local ownership also ensures that important 
decisions are made locally by people who live in 
the community and who will feel the impacts 
of those decisions.  Locally elected offi cials are 
critically important for our area’s business, social and 

environmental  development.  We all need to be part of 
the election process, from the selection of candidates to 
running for offi ce, voting on election day,  and following 
up with the elected offi cials to make sure they do their 
jobs and are true to their word.

Compared to chain stores, locally owned 
businesses recycle a much larger share of their revenue 
back into the local economy, enriching the whole 
community.  One of the best  ways to keep our money 
local is to use locally owned and controlled credit 
unions. Credit unions invest locally. 

When you choose a local restaurant  most 
of the money stays in our immediate area.  Most 
local restaurants use area products of good quality 
and freshness. Local stores in town centers require 
comparatively little infrastructure and make more 
effi cient use of public services relative to big box stores 
and strip shopping malls. Local stores help to sustain 
vibrant, compact, walkable town centers which, in 
turn, are essential to reducing sprawl, automobile use, 
habitat loss, and air and water pollution.

Every economic decision you make affects our 
communities. Make an effort to positively impact this 
community. Make conscious choices, whenever possible, 
to give a local business an opportunity to serve you.  
With all of us working together we will build a stronger 
local economy and a people responsive political system.

HELP!!!
UNDERCURRENTS needs your HELP. In fact, this is YOUR 

PUBLICATION!  What appears in it, how it is produced, when and where it 

appears depends, in large measure,  on YOU. 
 Won’t you please contribute to our rock-bottom printing costs—a little less than 

$400 per issue? If you don’t, there will soon be NO UNDERCURRENTS .

WE NEED YOU; WE NEED YOUR HELP!

 We welcome your suggestions for future articles; send them to:  UnderCurrents 

Publishing, 91 Nevada Oval, Plattsburgh, NY 12903. 

THANKS! ... and, again remember, this is your publication!

Bill Cowan, 
Ass’t Editor, UnderCurrents &
Chair,  People for Positive Action

NEW THIS ISSUE!!
UnderCurrents opened a PayPal Account!

Just log into PayPal and send your donation to:
Undercurrentspublishing@gmail.com

Thank you in advance for your fi nancial support!
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A Stanford study fi nds 
that it is technically and economically feasible to convert 
New York’s all-purpose energy infrastructure to one 
powered by wind, water and sunlight (WWS). The plan, 
scheduled for publication in the journal Energy Policy, 
shows the way to a sustainable, inexpensive and reliable 
energy supply that creates local jobs and saves the state 
billions of dollars in pollution-related costs.

Mark Z. Jacobson, a senior fellow with the Stanford 
Woods Institute for the Environment and the Precourt 
Institute for Energy, co-authored the study with 
scientists from Cornell University and the University of 
California-Davis.

“Converting to wind, water and sunlight is feasible, 
will stabilize costs of energy and will produce jobs while 
reducing health and climate damage,” said Jacobson, a 
professor of civil and environmental engineering.

The study is the fi rst to develop a plan to fulfi ll all of a 
state’s transportation, electric power, industry, and heating 
and cooling energy needs with renewable energy, and to 
calculate the number of new devices and jobs created, 
amount of land and ocean areas required, and policies 
needed for such an infrastructure change. It also provides 
new calculations of air pollution mortality and morbidity 
impacts and costs based on multiple years of air quality data.

The study concludes that while a WWS conversion 

may result in initial capital cost increases, such as the 
cost of building renewable energy power plants, these 
costs would be more than made up for over time by 
the elimination of fuel costs. The overall switch would 
reduce New York’s end-use power demand by about 
37 percent and stabilize energy prices, since fuel costs 
would be zero, according to the study. It would also 
create a net gain in manufacturing, installation and 
technology jobs because nearly all the state’s energy 
would be produced within the state.

According to the researchers’ calculations, New 
York’s 2030 power demand for all sectors (electricity, 
transportation, heating/cooling, industry) could be met by:

•4,020 onshore 5-megawatt wind turbines
•12,770 offshore 5-megawatt wind turbines
•387 100-megawatt concentrated solar plants
•828 50-megawatt photovoltaic power plants
•5 million 5-kilowatt residential rooftop
  photovoltaic systems
•500,000 100-kilowatt commercial/government  

   rooftop photovoltaic systems
•36 100-megawatt geothermal plants
•1,910 0.75-megawatt wave devices
•2,600 1-megawatt tidal turbines
•7 1,300-megawatt hydroelectric power plants, of  

   which most exist
According to the study, if New York switched 

to WWS, air pollution–related deaths would decline 
by about 4,000 annually and the state would save 
about $33 billion – 3 percent of the state’s gross 
domestic product – in related health costs every year. 
That savings alone would pay for the new power 
infrastructure needed within about 17 years, or about 
10 years if annual electricity sales are accounted for. 
The study also estimates that resultant emissions 
decreases would reduce 2050 U.S. climate change 
costs – such as coastal erosion and extreme weather 
damage – by about $3.2 billion per year.

Currently, almost all of New York’s energy 
comes from imported oil, coal and gas. Under 
the plan that Jacobson and his fellow researchers 
advance, 40 percent of the state’s energy would come 

from local wind power, 38 percent from local solar and 
the remainder from a combination of hydroelectric, 
geothermal, tidal and wave energy.

All vehicles would run on battery-electric power 
and/or hydrogen fuel cells. Electricity-powered air- and 
ground-source heat pumps, geothermal heat pumps, 
heat exchangers and backup electric resistance heaters 
would replace natural gas and oil for home heating and 
air-conditioning. Air- and ground-source heat pump 
water heaters powered by electricity and solar hot water 
preheaters would provide hot water for homes. High 
temperatures for industrial processes would be obtained 
with electricity and hydrogen combustion.

“We must be ambitious if we want to promote energy 
independence and curb global warming,” said study co-
author Robert Howarth, a Cornell University professor 
of ecology and environmental biology. “The economics of 
this plan make sense,” said Anthony Ingraffea, a Cornell 
engineering professor and a co-author of the study. “Now 
it is up to the political sphere.”

To ensure grid reliability, the plan outlines several 
methods to match renewable energy supply with demand 
and to smooth out the variability of WWS resources. 
These include a grid management system to shift times of 
demand to better match with timing of power supply, and 
“over-sizing” peak generation capacity to minimize times 
when available power is less than demand.

The study’s authors are developing similar plans for 
other states, including California and Washington. They 
took no funding from any interest group, company or 
government agency for this study.

Rob Jordan is the communications writer for the 
Stanford Woods Institute for the Environment.
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In Part I of this seminal work, 
Professor Wood¹ describes universal cultural values that 
acknowledge the essential nature of healthy ecological 
systems for sustaining life.  That recognition is expressed, 
for example, in the admonition to consider the effects of 
governance decisions on the next seven generations.  This, 
and other fundamental tenets of Native American culture, 
inspired the Founders as they forged The Constitution 
of the United States.  Ancient Roman law is also part of 
the foundation of our modern government.  The Romans, 
too, recognized that responsible stewardship of the natural 
endowments shared by all citizens is a fundamental, 
organizing principle of representative government. 

The author chronicles the fl owering of the environmental 
movement in the 1970s, a robust response to threats imposed 
by industrial civilization.  Symbolized by Earth Day, there was 
a demand for protection of public assets such as clean air to 
breathe, access to safe food and unpolluted water, as well as 
the aesthetic enjoyment of a thriving, natural environment .  
In response, Congress passed the Endangered Species, Clean 
Air and Water Acts, among others. In an astounding exercise 
of executive power, the Nixon Administration also created the 
Environmental Protection Agency to administer some of these 
carefully crafted statutes.

It was a time when, in response to the will of its citizens, 
our elected offi cials reaffi rmed their ancient obligation to govern 
so as to protect crucial natural assets, thus insuring they would 
be held in trust for the benefi t of present and future generations. 

However, attentive citizens now recognize a rapid 
deterioration in the quality of the global ecosystem.  Evidence 
of the failure of the 1970s model of environmental law 
includes a rapidly energizing atmospheric system, the startling 
________________

1.  Professor Wood is the Phillip H. Knight 
Professor of Law and Faculty Director of the 
Environmental and Natural Resources Law 
Center at the University of Oregon School of Law.                                                                                       

disappearance of ice everywhere, and rapidly rising acidic seas. 
The natural birthright of our children and grandchildren is 
succumbing to the global frenzy of extraction and consumption 
wielded by the heavily industrialized system of corporate 
capitalism. 

In fact, the laws passed to protect the treasured legacy 
of our own, and our children’s natural resources have become 
tools used to carve them up, and then to delegate management 
of each portion to a specifi c agency.  These agencies, from 
the Fish and Wildlife Service to the Bureau of Land 
Management, are engaged in the continuous development of 
extraordinarily confusing regulations.  These complex webs of 
rules are used to determine how much, when, and who will be 
permitted to exploit the assets under their jurisdiction. 

Thus, a system initiated with the best intentions, 
illuminated by the bright promise of the early environmental 
movement, has become opaque to both the public and, by 
choice, the judiciary branch of government as well. 

This misleading labyrinth is easily negotiated by the 
corporate interests that shape its ongoing design.  Elected 
and appointed offi cials are subjected to a variety of infl uences, 
including offers of opportunities to leave public service 
for lucrative jobs in private industry.  Experience in these 
company jobs, combined with the knowledge gained while 
serving in government, produce skilled, highly-motivated 
lobbyists who further refi ne the art of swaying their former 
congressional and agency colleagues.  Many actually return to 
government service by executive appointment, often to lead 
the agencies that are responsible for regulating the very same 
industry they now represent. 

All elected and appointed offi cials in public service have 
solemnly sworn to uphold the United States Constitution 
as they discharge the duties of their offi ce.  The truth is 
that, tragically, many of these people no longer personify the 
interests of current and future generations of Americans. 

(In the next Issue:  Part II of this review of “The Peoples 
Natural Trust” reveals the legal basis for transforming the 
existing system into one that secures natural wealth for the 
survival of future generations.)

by Mary Christina Wood

Review of Part I

“Hospice for a 
Dying Planet”

by Tim Palmer



Critical thinking and problem-solving are pushed in schools as components 
of educational reform; however, the critical thinking and problem-solving necessary for 
students comes within the context of what is being taught.  Simply put, rather than asking, 
“Why is this being taught?” students are taught skills critical for solving problems and 
completing tasks created for them as a tool to create “critical thinkers” within a business 
development model for corporate and economic purposes.  The issue?  Detrimentally 
politicized school reform.

In the results-based corporate education model pervading neo-liberal educational 
reform today, accountability has become a buzzword used by charter schools and for-profi t 
private educational enterprises, often with the blessing of local, state, or federal government.  
Instead of making districts and schools more accountable for learning, recent school reform 
legislation and the push for accountability have come as a result of political agendas regarding 
the function of schools.  What may be considered critical thinking and problem-solving 
skills within the context of the Common Core State Standards is actually an attempt to 
complete a task chosen and developed by an entity to determine whether adequate learning 
has taken place regarding task completion, not critical thinking.  This is an effort to 
create students and workers that will complete tasks assigned to them or create 
an idea or product for someone else’s purposes, not to critically 
question why they are completing the task or creating the 
product in the fi rst place.  

Instead of thinking, standardized 
assessment (in the name of accountability) 
promotes passivity and obedience within 
a specifi c social, political, and economic 
context.  Are bad scores on standardized 
assessments a sign of accountability 
issues, or could they be seen as a function 
of repressive tactics and a withdrawal of 
effort, which unfortunately (and often) 
perpetuates the class/social status of 
the non-performer?  The push for 
accountability to ensure learning takes 
place, comes within an economic system 
that reproduces social and economic 

Thinking Critically about 
   Educational Reform by Brad Countermine

FAST TRACKING A THREAT
TO DEMOCRACY

by Susan DuBois, Albany Solidarity Committee & Albany Labor Council
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    WHAT IS 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE?

by Donna Seymour, Potsdam, NY, AAUW-NYS Public Policy VP

 

Domestic violence 
is a systematic pattern of coercive 

behavior used by one family 
member over another in order to 

gain and maintain power and control. It can manifest 
as physical, sexual, economic, psychological, and/or 
emotional abuse. 

Family can be broadly defi ned as people who are 
related by blood or marriage; people who are separated or 
divorced; people who have a child in common; unrelated 
people who on a continuous, regular interval are living 
together; unrelated people who have had intimate social 
contact and who have, or have had, access to the household.

While anyone can be - and is - a victim, the majority 
are women. The danger is real and it most often comes 
from inside the family. One in fi ve men in the United 
States  reports violence towards his spouse or signifi cant 
other, says a new nationally-representative study by the 
University of Michigan. 

And domestic violence is as at least as prevalent 
among same-sex couples as it is among heterosexual 
couples, according to a study in the Journal of Sex and 
Marital Therapy. A study of 30,000 participants found 
that between 25% and 75% of lesbian, gay and bisexual 
individuals experience domestic violence. By comparison, 
at least 25% of heterosexual women experience domestic 
violence at some point during their lives. 

Domestic violence is a growing health concern. In 
the U.S. each year, roughly 320,000 outpatient health 
visits and 1,200 deaths among women are due to intimate 
partner violence, and $8.3 billion are spent in related 
medical and mental health services alone. 

America is a violent place and our culture is fi lled 
with violence. How this impacts a family can start early 
and spread across every spectrum of our daily lives. 
According to a nationally representative survey by the 
Hechinger Report, 13 % of infants a year old and younger, 
and 44 % of all two-to-fi ve-year-olds, were assault victims 
in the prior year. Eight percent of infants and 14 % of 
two-to-fi ve-year-olds had also witnessed violence. 

Violent behavior experienced and viewed in the 
home makes its way to school. Six percent of U.S. 
children and youth missed a day of school over the 
course of a year because they were the victim of 
violence or abuse at school, according to lead study 
author David Finkelhor, professor of sociology and 
director of the Crimes Against Children Research 
Center (CCRC) at the University of New Hampshire. 
“This study really highlights the way school violence 
can interfere with learning,” Finkelhor says. “Too many 
kids are missing school because they do not feel safe.” 

The New York State Offi ce for the Prevention of 
Domestic Violence says research shows 62 % of “tweens,” 
ages 11 through 14, said they know friends who have 
been verbally abused by boyfriends or girlfriends. About 
10 % report being hit by their boyfriend or girlfriend. 

Teen Dating Violence Awareness month is held every 
February. In 2015, New York State began a new social 
media campaign against teen-dating violence, including a 
video featuring students from Lansingburgh High School 
in Troy to encourage bystanders  to speak up when they 
see someone treated inappropriately.

Guns make the problem of domestic violence worse—
much worse. The greatest danger for women in abusive 
relationships is when their intimate partners have guns. In 
fact, the presence of a gun in domestic violence situations 
increases the risk of homicide of women by 500%. In New 

York State, women were the victims in 4 of 5 domestic 
violence murders, and guns were used in one-third of those 
murders.  New York, considered one of the safer states, is 
still home to a staggering amount of gun violence:

From 2002 to 2011, 9,914 people were killed with 
guns in New York. That is almost twice the number 
of all U.S. combat deaths in the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan combined.    Somebody is killed with a 
gun in New York every nine hours. In 2011 alone, there 
were 997 gun deaths in the state. 

 •Domestic violence fatalities are prevalent in 
New York, and they are frequently a result of gun crime. 

According to the FBI, there were 656 domestic 
violence homicides in New York from 2003 to 2012, 
which includes both male and female victims:

 •Of those homicides, more than one-quarter of 
the victims were killed with guns. 

 •Women are far more at risk to be victims of 
fatal domestic violence, and guns play a signifi cant role 
in that violence.

 •Of the 1,591 female homicide victims in New 
York from 2003 to 2012, 522 were killed as a result of a 
domestic violence incident. 

 •Firearms accounted for the murders of 569 
women in New York from 2002 to 2011.   

In twenty  states, including New York, Sunday is 
the deadliest day for gun violence. The United States 
has more guns and gun-related deaths than any other 
country on earth. 

The 1993 Violence Against Women Act (and 
VAWA’s 2013 reauthorization) has done a lot to change 
public attitudes around domestic violence and sexual 
assault, but there is still a long way to go to make our 
society safe for every person—inside the family or 
outside of it.

positions between classes, punishing lower classes, often in poorer schools, while perpetuating 
the power and legitimacy (both socially and culturally) of the privileged class.

Until we change the system and educate for justice and democracy, we will forever continue 
to tinker with symptoms rather than treating the disease.  In 1916, John Dewey remarked, 
“To concentrate the mind of the public upon the need of the open and inquiring attitude, 
to lead it to realize that education should not be confi ned to making a choice among already 
formulated confl icting alternatives,…is…the achievement.”  The for-profi t charter school 
movement combined with an attempt to create systematized standards and new tests to assess 
the quantitative aspect of learning (through the Common Core and linked assessments) means 
millions for investors, politicians, and testing corporations  at the expense of the public education 
system.  The function of education should be an attempt to teach how to think and not what to 
think.  Today, we still concern ourselves with benchmarks and standards within an exploitative 
system that rewards compliance and hard work with tangible things while punishing attempts 
to maintain public education through a manufactured global achievement crisis.  

Instead of liberation and freedom, education’s goal and function are to recreate and 
perpetuate the uneven and unjust economic and social system present and thriving 

within the United States.  Educational reform has always consisted of 
attempts to ameliorate the product of our capitalist environment.  

Instead of viewing education as “the great equalizer” within 
our current social and economic state, we should 

acknowledge its misuse, misappropriation, and 
intent to continue a class-based hierarchy in 
contemporary society in the name of reform.  
Education can become “the great equalizer” 
only when we appreciate and promote its 
transformative ability and power through real 
truth and change, moving away from current 
neoliberal reform concepts of accountability 
based on assessment and decoupling it from 
profi t and privatization to transcend the 
rhetoric of “results” to create a culture of 
cooperation, concern, and civility.

skills within the context of the Common Core State Standards is actually an attempt to 
complete a task chosen and developed by an entity to determine whether adequate learning 
has taken place regarding task completion, not critical thinking.  This is an effort to 
create students and workers that will complete tasks assigned to them or create 
an idea or product for someone else’s purposes, not to critically 
question why they are completing the task or creating the 

to maintain public education through a manufactured global achievement crisis.  
Instead of liberation and freedom, education’s goal and function are to recreate and 

perpetuate the uneven and unjust economic and social system present and thriving 
within the United States.  Educational reform has always consisted of 

attempts to ameliorate the product of our capitalist environment.  
Instead of viewing education as “the great equalizer” within 

our current social and economic state, we should 

Domestic violence 
is a systematic pattern of coercive 

behavior used by one family 
member over another in order to 

gain and maintain power and control. It can manifest 

with violence. How this impacts a family can start early 
and spread across every spectrum of our daily lives. 
According to a nationally representative survey by the 
Hechinger Report, 13 % of infants a year old and younger, 
and 44 % of all two-to-fi ve-year-olds, were assault victims 
in the prior year. Eight percent of infants and 14 % of 
two-to-fi ve-year-olds had also witnessed violence. 

 Upcoming  
Events

(All Free and Public Welcome) 

Fri 6/5 - 12 Noon-1:30 PM - Fundraising Workshop 
(2nd in series)
Upstairs at Plattsburgh Public Library, 19 Oak 
Street

Sat 6/13 - 1 PM - Lake Forest Senior Community
People For Positive Action Monthly Meeting
New Members Always Welcome

Tues  6/16 - North Country 350 - Potsdam Com-
munity Room. Upstairs at Potsdam Civic Center
6:30 - 7:30 PM - Business Meeting
7:30 - 8:30 PM - Showing of Video Simplicity, Joy 
& Social Change

Sun 6/28 -Peace & Justice Festival at St. Peter’s Church
Corner of Cornelia and Catherine Streets
“Let’s Buzz in the Summertime”

Thurs 7/2 - 12 Noon-1:30 PM - Fundraising Work-
shop (3rd in series)
Upstairs at Plattsburgh Public Library, 19 Oak 
Street
Mon 7/6 - 8 PM-11 PM - Candlelight Vigil in 
Remembrance of the Second Anniversary of the Lac-Me-
gantic Tragedy - 47 Died when an Oil Train Exploded 
in this Small Quebec Town. Please Assemble at Lake 
Champlain Wine Company, 30 City Hall Place, 
Plattsburgh. Share Memories, Songs and Stories   
followed by the Vigil at MacDonough Monument

The Trans-Pacifi c Partnership (TPP) 
trade agreement, also known as “NAFTA on steroids”, 
is currently being negotiated among twelve nations:  
the United States, Canada, Mexico, Peru, Chile, Japan, 
Australia, New Zealand, Malaysia, Singapore, Vietnam 
and Brunei.  It will be a trade agreement like the North 
American Free Trade Agreement,  only far larger.

 President Obama and the Republican leadership 
in Congress are trying to get a “Fast Track” approval 
process for trade agreements.  “Fast Track” would require 
Congress to vote yes or no within a short time period, 
with only limited debate and no amendments.

At least one additional trade agreement is in the works, 
although it is not as far along in the negotiating process:  the 
Trans-Atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) 
between the United States and the European Union.  
Further information is at www.citizen.org/tradewatch

Both Fast Track and the trade agreements 
themselves pose serious threats to democracy.  Anti-TPP 
groups call the TPP a “corporate coup”,   Although the 
TPP and TTIP are known as trade agreements, they 
involve issues far beyond traditional trade subjects such 
as tariffs.  Only fi ve of the TPP’s 29 chapters deal with 
traditional trade issues.  The other chapters would affect 
areas such as the internet, patents, the environment and 
banking.  These would normally be governed by laws 
passed in Congress, but under the TPP laws in the U.S. 
would need to comply with the TPP’s requirements.

The TPP and the TTIP are being negotiated under 
conditions of strict secrecy.  Members of Congress have 
secured the ability to review the TPP draft, but they are 
prohibited from talking about what they’ve seen.  At the 
same time, however, hundreds of corporate advisors have 
direct access to the negotiations.

Opponents of the Fast Track process argue that it hands 
over to the President most of Congress’s Constitutional 
authority over trade (Article I, section 8).  This is an issue of 
concern to both Democrats and Republicans.

Concerns about the “investor-state dispute resolution 
process” (ISDS) in the TPP draft also cross party lines.  
A copy of the ISDS chapter was recently leaked.  Under 
ISDS, a foreign company could sue a government, 
claiming that a law interferes with the company’s 
expected profi ts.  The dispute would then be decided not 
in a normal court, but in a trade tribunal in which the 
judges would be private lawyers.  A nation or state that 
lost a case would be faced with paying large amounts 
of money to the company or repealing the requirement.  
ISDS already exists under NAFTA and has been used.  
If the TPP and TTIP come into existence, the ability 
to sue against United States laws would be extended to 
powerful companies in Japan, Europe and potentially 
China, which could join the TPP in the future.

A Fast Track bill was introduced on April 16, 2015 
and was “fast tracked” (ironically enough) through 
committees in the Senate and House the following week.  
As of early May 2015, no votes had yet been scheduled 
in the full Senate or House.

 Fast Track authority is not necessary, only in order 
for the United States to enter into trade agreements—it 
has only been in place for fi ve of the last 20 years—but 
it makes it much easier for a president to push through 
trade agreements that the public would oppose.

There is serious bi-partisan opposition to Fast Track.  
In New York, Representatives Paul Tonko (D) and 
Chris Gibson (R) both oppose it.  However,  Rep. Elise 
Stefanik (R) signed a letter in support of Fast Track.  
This action led to protests at her offi ces in Plattsburgh, 
Watertown and Glens Falls on April 11, 2015.  At the 
present time, it is unclear whether Fast Track will pass.

Citizen’s Climate Lobby Takes on the
Environmental Cost of Using Carbon Fuels

by Tim Palmer

The cost of gasoline has gone down a 
lot lately, along with that of natural gas.  Coal is still 
the cheapest source of energy available.   However, 
the only reason these carbon fuels seem so affordable 
is that their price does not include any of the 
environmental costs of the damage they do. 

The only way to continue maintaining the bargain-
basement prices of these fuels is to keep on ignoring the 
effects of using Earth’s atmosphere as a free ‘dump’ for the 
pollutants that come from burning them. The economic, 
health and environmental impacts of using coal, for 
example, cause damage in the United States that adds 
up to over half a trillion dollars annually.¹  Even though 
coal alone kills 10,000 Americans and 300,000 Chinese 
annually,² the biggest concern about all fossil fuel use is the 
accumulation of carbon dioxide (CO2) in the atmosphere. 
Thanks to humanity’s use of carbon fuels, there is more of 
this energy-trapping greenhouse gas (GHG) in the air now 
than there has been for millions of years.

This blanket of CO2 is causing the Earth to warm, 
probably more rapidly than at any other time since 
complex life appeared on Earth!

There is broad agreement among everyone, from 
climate scientists to conservative economists and 
lawmakers, about the single most effective way to reduce 
use of carbon fuels.³    They simply recommend including 
these unpaid, ‘externalized’ costs of the damage done by 
using coal, oil and gas in the price of these fuels.  This 

market-based approach provides the incentive needed 
for designing manufacturing processes, transportation 
infrastructure and buildings to maximize energy 
conservation.  In addition to spurring the renewable energy 
sector of the economy, raising the cost of using these fuels 
will initiate a fl ood of innovations from the entrepreneurial 
creativity that Americans have always been known for. 

Citizens Climate Lobby (CCL)4 is a nation-wide 
organization with almost two hundred and fi fty chapters 
devoted to passing legislation to put a fee on carbon.5  
The “fee-and-dividend” bill they are supporting must 
include the following conditions:

•The fee will be placed on all carbon-based fuels at 
the source (well, mine, port of entry).

•It starts at $15 per ton of CO2 emitted, and 
increases steadily each year by $10, so that within a 
decade clean energy is cheaper than fossil fuels.

•All of the money collected is returned to American 
households on an equitable basis.

•Under this plan about two-thirds of all households 
would break even or receive more in their dividend checks 
than they would pay in higher prices due to the fee, 
thereby protecting the poor and middle class. 

•A predictably increasing price sends a clear market 
signal, which will unleash entrepreneurs and investors in 
the new clean-energy economy. 

Returning all of the fees collected as a dividend 
is critically important.  It shields poor and middle-
class families against the rising price of carbon fuels 

while incentivizing conservation. 6  Most signifi cantly 
however, it fosters the political will necessary to insist that 
Congress put fee-and-dividend into law!

James Hansen is the famous climate scientist who 
has been warning us about AGWCC for almost forty 
years. Whenever asked about the best way to fi ght 
global warming and climate change, he always says to do 
so by supporting fee-and-dividend legislation through 
CCL.  It is elegant in its simplicity, which makes it easy 
to understand.  Most importantly, it is the single most 
effective thing we can do to reduce the use of fossil fuels 
here in the United States and around the world. 

(The formation of a North Country chapter of 
Citizen’s Climate Lobby will occur in the near future.  
For additional information about this, please email 
timpalmer@vermontlaw.edu.)

___________________
Notes:
1.http://www.chgeharvard.org/sites/default/fi les/epstein_full%20

cost%20of%20coal.pdf 
2.http://www.forbes.com/sites/jamesconca/2012/06/10/energys-

deathprint-a-price-always-paid/2/ 
3.The critical importance of putting a price on carbon was explored in 

the Third Edition of “UnderCurrents”.  Please see “The True Cost of Fossil 
Fuels”  http://undercurrents.webs.com/UnderCurrents-3.pdf. 

4. https://citizensclimatelobby.org/ 
5. Discussion about formation of a North Country chapter of CCL is 

ongoing.  If you would like further information about this, please send an 
email to timpalmer@vermontlaw.edu.

6. The Legislative Proposal may be downloaded at http://
citizensclimatelobby.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/Carbon-Fee-and-
Dividend-April-2014.pdf 

Free!


