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“We the people of the generation, bred in at 
least modest comfort, housed now in 
universities, looking uncomfortably at a 
world we inherit.”  
- The Students for A Democratic Society, The Port Huron 
Statement, 1962. 

Our Vision: 

Our goal is to provide accessible literature for 
young undergraduate and graduate students, 
professionals, inner-city youths, and workers who 
may not have the time, or resources to explore the 
social, economic, and political ideas that affect 
them. In addition, we aspire to provide a viable 
avenue for up-and-coming writers, artists, and 
various creators from a wide-range of socio-
economic, cultural, and political backgrounds to 
express themselves. Therefore, we hope the 
diversity that the Spirit of the Nation encompasses 
will assist in educating, unifying, and 
understanding what our generation, and future 
generations, may face. We are…The Spirit of the 
Nation! 

The Poet’s Corner…2005 

"Thinking about Iraq" 
 Jason Hale 
 
"Thou shalt not kill" is on my mind 
combined with a born-again Christian, 
whose "faith" is corrupted by oil. 
Our leader heads a false campaign 
of lies and propaganda, 
while lives are lost at any cost 
to support the administration 
whose goal is not to create freedom, 
but rather establish and occupy 
while innocent Iraqi's die, 
then control their oil, which in turn, 
fuels our empire of domination 
where we control every nation 
and force them to be born-again, 
worshipping America, one nation, 
under God, their new God. 

Attention All Activists!!! 

We, at The Spirit of the Nation! are currently working to assemble a team of likeminded individuals who are interested in 
affecting change within their communities. Likewise, the focus of this team will be to facilitate “The Language of 
Homelessness.” Through various forms of creative social activism, we hope to heighten people’s consciousness 
concerning the plight, and the crisis, of homelessness in American society.  Ultimately, we are striving to deconstruct the 
American Dream, and redefine the American ideals of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” to include the 
necessities of food, clothes, and shelter. Thus, under the guise of The Next Movement, we seek to make “The Language 
of Homelessness” the Civil Rights Movement of the 21st century, with its ultimate goal being the pursuit of a 
constitutional amendment designating the human right to food, clothes, and shelter. 

Jason I.  Hale, from Plymouth, Ohio,  is a 2005 
graduating senior at The Ohio State University 
(English, Pre-Education Track). He will be set to attend 
graduate school in fall of 2005. 
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Spring/Summer: 2005 

Warning Shots!!!! 
There’s A War Going On! 

Austin McCoy 

“I quietly declare war with the state, after my 
fashion, thought I will still make what use and 
get what advantage from her I can, as is usual in 
such cases.” 
 
 Henry David Thoreau, “Civil Disobedience” 

“A war’s being fought outside – no one is safe from.” 

Everyday, you can hear the warning shots; and everyone, aware 
or not, or like it or not, participates. To everyone’s dismay, no 
one can escape the specter of this conflict. We are all immersed 
in it. You see it when you pump your gas. You see it while 
watching music videos on MTV. You see them in the checkout 
lines inside Wal-Mart, Meijer, and other grocery outlets. We try it 
on in the dressing rooms in various department stores. We fight 
battles over the internet – wielding our debit and credit cards; 
seemingly in triumph as we process our transactions. 

 A war’s being fought outside – no one is safe from. When 
we walk, drive, bike, we feel it in the air. Attending top-notch 
universities, we participate whenever we purchase Pepsi or Coke 
from the soda machine. As a matter of fact, many of the 
universities are themselves – machines – resembling top-down, 
hierarchical, corporations who vie for funding by selling space 
wherever they can to potential advertisers while coupling this 
with rising tuition costs and also housing preeminent scholars 
who speak out against global commercialism.  

There’s a war going on outside. We catch a glimpse of what 
we are writing/fighting for when we walk into the bookstores; buy 
our textbooks at hundreds a dollars per quarter only to return 
them weeks later for not even a fraction of  the cost. Pundits in 
the media often cry about many of the universities being 
“liberal” or “radical” in nature, almost disregarding the fact that 
the infrastructures of these institutions are grossly structured as 
well. They also ignore the fact that these institutions seek to 
conserve various canons of thought while discouraging particular 

thoughts/elements that have the dynamic potential for becoming 
subversive. There’s a war being fought outside.  

 There’s a war going on outside no one is safe from. Sometimes, 
this blinds us from the millions of people, men, women, and children, 
black and white, living in extreme poverty. They are housed in ghettos, 
shanties in rural areas, tenement buildings in New York, Washington 
D.C., and New Jersey that are surrounded by the bastions of American 
capitalistic enterprise. These bastions of capitalism overlook an 
invisible people – the homeless – who are left wandering; reciting their 
testaments of America: a dream deferred. There’s a war going on 
outside. 

 The prison guards hear it when they slam the cell doors shut, the 
prisoners experience it; chained together, marching in chain-gangs, in 
unison in order to embark on backbreaking labor as auxiliaries for 
large scale transnational corporations for less than 50 cents an hour, 
thus depleting vital manufacturing jobs from those who really need it 
the most — the working poor. There’s a war going on outside – it’s 
observed whenever we punch a time-clock at our place of employment 
where we work; just to get by — in order to go out and buy. 

 A war’s being fought outside no one is safe from. You see it when 
you look in the mirror every morning. You put on your uniform 
everyday. You spray it on yourself; you put it in your hair. Are you 
yourself a synthesis of voices, or are you a construction?  

There’s a war going on outside no person is safe from. We are 
bound to engage in the struggle everyday if we choose to no longer 
ignore it any longer. Yes, some of us choose to ignore it; go on 
shopping sprees, choose not to question our beliefs, choose not to 
take control of our own lives because their parents do not think it’s a 
good idea. Some will remain in their unorganized religion and continue 
their pursuit within the many facets of their culture because that’s “all 
they know.” Many will choose to remain silent; passively hoping for a 
chance to realize our hopes, dreams, and aspirations; afraid to work 
their asses off in order to “create their own luck” so to speak. In this 
system of social and capitalist exchange, we must remember, “scared 
money don’t make money.” There’s a war going on outside. 
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Warning Shots, Cont. 

Wise Words From the Editors: 
Change, In Two 

 Austin McCoy and Aaron 
Beveridge 

This war will be fought by students, professors, lawyers, both 
factory and retail workers, Catholics, the Jewish, African-Americans, 
Asians, Caucasians, Christians, the Islamic, the Arabs, politicians, 
the trustworthy, the “moral,” the wealthy, the poor, men, women, 
children, hypocrites, the pious, old and young for, with, or fought 
against you and me. Right now, the presiding establishment should 
consider themselves lucky; these are only warning shots from a 
vessel out to kill the American Dream. To somehow encapsulate 
and dispose of this phantom by any means necessary. We seek to 
reconsider, deconstruct, oscillate, do whatever we deem pertinent 
in order to tilt the axis, broaden the horizon, boil down, or 
triangulate the center, to descend from the veil in order to realize 
what it really means to be free.  

Introduction: Change, In Two 
 

 Moving, reproducing, and affecting change; it would be 

safe to say that these words/concepts have summed up the last 
twenty-plus weeks of our lives. From last quarter: our discussions 
in The Writing Center, looking for a cause, to saying “I Am the 
Problem,” to creating our extended advertisement/mini-movie 
depicting the dubious notion of American democracy spread 
abroad, “Project Democracy,” to laying the groundwork for The 
Next Movement! towards the end of the winter. It continued into 
the spring with our aspirations of “changing the world” in the 
summer, to the birth of the “Organism” and our critique of social 
movements; from our respective manuscript ideas to one 
manuscript idea, from the death of the American Dream to 
assisting Hank Osborne with the critically acclaimed “The 
Language of Homelessness” project for the Denman 
Undergraduate Research Forum at the Ohio State University with 
all of its accolades to now – the long awaited and highly overdue 

second issue of The Spirit of the Nation! aptly named after the cause 
that we have gratefully inherited, “The Language of Homelessness.” 
 

 On “Project Democracy”: 
 

 Both of us (Aaron and Austin) enrolled in an Introduction to 
Rhetoric class during the winter quarter. In this class, we were expected 
to complete a “rhetorical artifact.” In constructing this artifact, we had 
an array of options to consider: pamphlets, flyers, photography, and the 
like. However, considering that it was us, we aspired to have a project 
that would, A.) coincide with The Spirit of the Nation! which, in turn, it 
would B.) speak to our political sensibilities and heighten the 
consciousness of our audience. Consequently, we decided to make a 
commercial, but little did we know that we were constructing a monster 
that would be difficult to control. Especially since we were not 
interested in controlling it — we still do not have interest in controlling it.   

 We bounced from topic to topic in our planning stages; we began 
with attacking consumerism and providing a possible solution that “I 
Am the Problem.” Now, some may think that this statement could be 
demeaning but we intend it to be empowering. By proclaiming to be a 
“problem,” we say that we have the power to change ourselves — 
especially in the economic realm. We no longer have to let logos and 
labels, label us, we label ourselves, we empower ourselves by saying 
“no” to particular brands or stores. We empower ourselves by spending 
effectively, overcoming and overrunning debt, thus, we, one of the 
largest spending constituencies in the nation, have the power to 
dictate/define our own standing in life – not some entertainer, athlete, 
politician, or C.E.O. 

 However, as good as “I Am the Problem” sounded, we (along with 
our professor) concluded that what we wanted to do was still too broad. 
So, after much (re)consideration, we pursued the idea of “Project 
Democracy;” the idea that the United States of America was, right now, 
trying to spread its inadequate brand of democracy to any and every 
place in the world even in spite of the fact that the democracy at home 
is faltering. In this advertisement, we streamlined various images from 
the various countries who either engaged in democratization (Iraq, 
Lebanon and Palestine), or were, in fact, American “targets,” or hot 
spots (Iran, Egypt, Saudi Arabia) for the next democratic transformation. 
Additionally, we were successful with providing juxtaposition with the 
shortcomings that we are experiencing at home; from inadequate 
health care, to rising college debt (there will be further explanation in 
the next issue where Aaron will assess the political (in) action of the 
youth in his “Remediation in Youth Discourse”). In fact, we originally 
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Wise Words, Cont… 

planned on using “Project Democracy” as the theme for the next 
issue (that was supposed to be out in February), but as you know, 
that did not occur. But the proceeding actions/events that 
occurred probably proved to be more significant to the growth of 
our socio-political thought and action(s). From this growth came 
The Next Movement! 
 

 On “The Organism” 
 
 However, before one could think about “Changing the World” 

in a summer or constructing The Next Movement, one would have 
to understand the rhetorical foundations that we built, or in a more 
applicable sense, conceived. Over the course of the first few weeks 
of the spring quarter, our version, or conception, of our “Organism” 
model of social movements was constructed, often in classes 
where we really should have been paying thorough attention to our 
professor’s lectures. (Austin) “One day I was listening to one of my 
favorite songs by one of my favorite hip hop groups, Black Star. In 
the song, “Respiration,” Mos Def, Talib Kweli, and Common, all spit 
verses depicting the city as a living, breathing, entity. So, in turn, 
when contemplating the nature of social movements, I thought 
that, the movement itself should represent life, and the dynamic 
reality that life exists within.” Consequently, Aaron took the 
metaphor and ran with it — all the way to his plant biology class. 
Afterwards, he came back with four handwritten pages about our 
“Organism” where the essential idea (since neither of us are in any 
sense of the word scientists) behind it was two words — moving 
and reproducing.  
 

 “Changing the World and The Next Movement!” 
 

I remember one day, as Aaron and I were walking to the 
parking lot, he asked me, “Do you think we could change the world 
in a summer?” That was one of the best questions that anyone had 
asked me up to that point of the quarter. Yet, changing the world in 
a summer? I did not know, but I was willing to try — and that was 
my response. So, in efforts to do so, we decided to meet in order to 
try to change the world in a summer. 

 As you can see, fresh from lightly conceptualizing “Organism” 
metaphor, we were itching to chart some sort of course of action. 
But, for what? We met and listed the various issues that we could 
confront: youth debt, the inconsistencies in reporting at our local 

newspaper, inflated college text-book prices, the continuing war in 
Iraq, amongst other issues that were listed. Yet, from that list that we 
compiled that afternoon, we decided that addressing youth debt, the 
inadequacies of our local newspaper, and the inflated text-book 
prices were the issues that we deemed pursuable considering the 
scope and length of time.  

 So, what would we do to address these issues? Actually, we 
took a similar approach that was used in our Introduction to Rhetoric 
class where we embarked on a class action project to facilitate some 
sort of change. We planned on constructing a blog (which remains 
active) in order to keep people informed about the issues, we aspired 
to disseminate a newsletter that we hoped would bring to attention 
the journalistic shortcomings at our local newspaper, and possibly 
continuing the class action project where we planned on either 
establishing a sort of book co-opt, or network, where students could 
buy and sell their textbooks at a cost that benefits both the seller and 
the buyer. However, due to the potential scope and depth of 
undertaking these projects, we put them on hold, just like everything 
else it had seemed, in order to focus on our possible book projects. 
 

 From Steal this Nation! to the Death of the American 
Dream: 
 

 Initially, we both intended to write a book each, one covering the 
philosophical dynamics of the impending movement and another 
serving as an action plan, akin to Abbie Hoffman’s Steal This Book. 
However, again, (even though we have our outlines, in which they are 
ready to be elaborated upon in the future) we put those projects on 
hold in order to collaborate on a project that would be more thought 
provoking and more virulent than all of our past projects combined; 
we aspired to lay to rest the American Dream.  

 Throughout our various discussions, we concluded that the 
American Dream, and all of the consequences that it produced and 
perpetuated, was oppressive to many Americans. Consequently, we 
outlined our project; from race, to debt and the slave culture that it 
produces, to the myth and reality of representative democracy and 
the fear of “mobocracy” — the belief that the people should really 
control the government, and thus, themselves. However, once again, 
we put this project on hold also. 
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Change, In Two, Cont.. 

 “The Language of Homelessness”  
 

 Hank Osborne had already begun research on “The Language 
of Homelessness” for the Denman Undergraduate Research Forum 
in 2003. However, despite his intriguing analysis, he seemed to 
have experienced a lukewarm response to “The Language of 
Homelessness.” Now, updating his project, he sought to enlist Aaron 
and I in efforts of rhetorically enhancing his project and for this we 
cannot state how indebted to him we are, because without this, we 
would not have found a suitable platform to base our creative social 
activism. In the course of his research, he found a link between 
living up to, and/or failing to live the, American Dream and 
homelessness; and since he already had known that we were 
working on a project debunking the American Dream, he thought 
that it would benefit his project if we were on board.  

 Initially, the collaboration was slow at best. However, after a 
few discussions, the ideas/possible action steps began to flow from 
our consciousness. Out of the discussions came our connections of 
the plight of the homelessness to the material plight of African-
Americans, and the declaration of food, clothes, and shelter, as a 
fundamental human right. Out of the discussion arose, a student 
organization (The Student Organization for the Homeless) and the 
feature length article that appeared in our local newspaper; that not 
only provided an overview to our project, but also, our perspective 
on social change. Out of our discussions arose an unlikely 
collaboration between two radicals, and one Republican, who were 
successful in generating and facilitating a discussion that centered 
on the issue of homelessness, and thus, became a mini-
representation of the type of movement, the type of change that we 
are writing and fighting for. 

 While many of our ideas have fallen to the wayside, the 
“Organism” and wanting to change the world (well we still want to 
change the world); it would seem that our hard work at the threshing 
floor has served well in separating the wheat from the chaff. And 
this is not to say that all of our prior ideas were waste (because we 
still aspire to continue the previous projects in a sense despite the 
fact that some of them may have been incorporated into “The 
Language of Homelessness”) but, the ideas that remain are the 
ones that are paramount to our quest to affect change. That is 
where “The Language of Homelessness” has brought us — from the 
Denman competition, to the campus presentation to now, this issue 
of The Spirit of the Nation! 
 
 .        

Conclusion: On Change 
 
 What is change? Change is fluid, like water, like spirituality. 

When we attempt to hold change, and tightly squeeze our grip, 
change quickly slips through our fingers. We cannot institutionalize 
change; the academy has tried to do so, but the result could be 
likened unto the Church’s institutionalization of spirituality. The 
academy simply talks about change, or past changes, or changes 
that might happen—none of these are change. Change is change and 
nothing else.  

 If I were to attempt an answer, I would say that change is 
correlated with two things—moving and reproducing. Everything 
moves; society, classes, popular conceptions, power—change is never 
stagnant, never the same. However, change cannot simply stay 
astride popular conceptions or current power structures—change 
must redirect these as well, not simply move with them. Thus, there 
are two types of moving; moving with the system and against it. It is 
this oscillation which could possibly serve to really affect change. We 
must work within the system which is given us because to not play 
the game is to lose. However, we must keep one eye on misdirection 
and one eye on redirection; one eye on where things are currently 
going and one eye on where things need to go. If we fail to account 
for both types of movement, then we will chance being swept up in 
change which is not only going a direction we did not intend, but 
possibly a direction which is dangerously different.  

 However, it seems that we are currently in need of dangerous 
change. Too many are buying into our undemocracy which seems to 
currently serve the richest portions of our country while continuing to 
further enslave the rest—the majority. Too many believe in the 
American Dream while simultaneously allowing this to be the 
microscope through which they analyze the underclass—wrongfully 
stigmatizing them. Too many pursue meaningless symbols connected 
to the upper class, while not pursuing anything of real value. These 
people are not keeping one eye on the current and one eye on the 
maybe—they are simply privileging the constant. For these people, 
change will be dangerous. 

 Reproduction is also closely correlated with real change. We all 
have the power to change ourselves, but until we begin to reproduce 
an attitude for change in others we are simply being fickle. By 
promoting change (and not just our own style of change—but change 
in general) we will be giving birth to an environment which is 
conducive to something else, something new, and possibly something 
better.        
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Not So Current Events: 

What National Intelligence? 
Hank Osborne 

the National Security Agency has given this writer a sense of the 
complexities of the intelligence community and its vital role in our 
national defense.  Near the end of the Vietnam War and at the 
beginning of Richard Nixon’s second term as president, our nation 
witnessed televised congressional investigations into the break-in at 
the Watergate Complex.  Many Americans watched the Watergate 
Hearings, but there was another nationally televised congressional 
hearing of equal interest.  The Church Committee was hearing 
testimony about accusations that government spy agencies were 
snooping into the lives of ordinary American citizens, about 
government agents accused of thwarting anti-war protests, and about 
charges that the U.S. government had sponsored hit men to 
assassinate foreign leaders.  The public saw the CIA, NSA, and other 
shadowy government agencies as rogue elements within the 
government acting in Gestapo-like fashion against whomever crossed 
their path.  I saw a different picture.  

 From my perspective as an insider these tall-tales of wrongdoing 
by rogue elements within the government had the unfortunate side-
effect of demoralizing and undercutting our intelligence community 
by destroying faith in government and making the efforts of honest 
hardworking professionals at the CIA, NSA, DIA, and FBI appear 
meaningless and laughable.  What began in the Watergate era 
continues today.  There is a widespread effort by some within our 
government (frequently assisted by those outside of government with 
similar political ambitions) to scapegoat dedicated people in the 
intelligence community as part of a wide-ranging political vendetta.  
In 1973 we saw what was beginning to happen to our intelligence 
capabilities, but there was little we could do to stop it. 

How could we defend ourselves against these patently false and 
politically motivated accusations?  If we went public we would be 
forced to abandon our oaths of fidelity and few could countenance 
such a betrayal.  Throughout this nation’s history intelligence 
agencies and their predecessors in government have had a unique 
and vital role in our national defense.  That vital contribution was 
being questioned in 1973.  From that point onward the intelligence 
capabilities of the U.S. have slowly unraveled.  Beginning in the early 
Seventies, amidst Watergate and the revelations of shadowy figures 
like Deep Throat, agencies like the CIA and NSA began their long slide 
into partisan politics; a process that remains largely unchecked even 
in light of recent efforts to reform and enhance our intelligence 
capabilities.  Now, as it was in 1973, vital strategic plans are 
regarded as a joke, a game; just foolish gossip exchanged in 
government lavatories.  Any official meeting where highly classified 

The recent shake-up at the CIA created much controversy in 
Washington, while leaks of classified reports during the recent 
presidential race generated little controversy, with the possible 
exception of the leaked name of a CIA officer, who happened to 
be married to a disgruntled former ambassador critical of 
President Bush.  Politics seems to require leaks and counter-
leaks; it is a game many play in Washington without any real 
consequences.  But the reality is that there are consequences.  
The unauthorized release of classified material is a grave matter 
because the U.S. has real enemies who constantly look for ways 
to do this nation harm.  Truthfully, lives depend on our ability to 
collect and maintain secrets — and lives are lost when terrorists 
and rogue nations act against us and our allies — you need only 
look at the events of September 11, 2001 and our involvement in 
the Mid-East to understand this point clearly.  Classified 
intelligence about potential enemies of the U.S. was once 
deemed sacrosanct; only wild-eyed fanatics would dare reveal 
secrets about our defensive capabilities and strategic planning.  
No more. 

 Beginning in the Watergate era our national intelligence 
capabilities and assets became increasingly politicized, so that 
today the many leaks of classified information motivated by 
partisan politics have placed our nation in serious peril.  Consider 
this scenario.  If leaks and leakers were not such a problem and 
intelligence gathering could be successfully implemented through 
long-standing contacts with people sympathetic to the U.S., it 
would be reasonable to think that important real-time intelligence 
on the plans for the September 11 attacks may have been 
discovered and actionable intelligence delivered to our national 
leadership.  If we had effective intelligence capabilities the horrific 
murder of nearly 3000 innocent men and women might have 
been prevented.  Our national leaders — in particular those 
members of congress who are privy to many classified reports — 
frequently engage in incessant political maneuvering through 
unauthorized release of classified information.  If this were 
stopped the world would be a safer, saner place; and many 
people would be spared terrorism, tyranny, torture and terrible 
agonizing death. 

 Serving a three year tour of duty as an intelligence analyst at 
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Not So Current Events, Cont. 

matters are discussed may come to be reported in detail to the 
media and broadcast on the national news.  Today classified 
information may be found on Internet web sites and our national 
secrets are spread around the globe via countless e-mails.  The 
sad, sick song of betrayal that began in the Watergate era has 
reached a crescendo in the 21st century.  There seems no end to 
willing participants in treason; it is as if they are waiting in line 
near the New York Times building to commit acts once considered 
unthinkable. 

 The intelligence community is being ravaged by amoral 
individuals who facilely leak classified information to the news 
media in search of personal political gain.  As these miscreants 
appeared year after year I began to ask myself what would cause 
these people to act in such fashion.  What is the rationale of 
these villains who mask themselves as patriots?  In the recent 
spate of leaks it seemed some may have been motivated by a 
desire to validate 
raising the terror 
threat level, so as to 
bolster President 
Bush’s sagging 
credibility amidst the howls of criticism by his political opponents.  
But others may have leaked so as to discredit raising the threat 
level, perhaps because they felt the whole colorized alert system 
was just silly and wished it eliminated in favor of sirens or 
something.   

 State secrets affecting our lives and safety are now reduced 
to a game or some cheap thrill for those in the Deep Throat 
crowd.  Perhaps they seek fame and fortune as well.  Indeed, 
these reprobates may think that by leaking classified information 
they would become like that revered cultural icon – Deep Throat.  
Who really knows what is in the mind of these criminals?  
Whatever the motivation it is dishonorable and criminal.  Now I 
have ceased to wonder at the cause for betrayal.  It is clear that 
whether these folks consider themselves saint or sinner there is a 
unique word for them: traitor.   
 

Look at the way we facilely turn national intelligence matters 
into a political football; turn deadly serious information affecting the 
destiny of this nation into a stupid sport.  We make traitors into a 
cause célèbre; and now the legions of Deep Throats have become a 
kind of sacred cow that cannot be effectively challenged or stopped.  
We need to stop this slide into the abyss before it’s too late.  We 
need to go back to a sense of duty unsullied by opportunism.  We 
need a sense of patriotism that allows us to see past the next 
election campaign — see past pork-barrel politics — and see the evil 
being done to our nation before the damage is irreparable.  What we 
need first and foremost to accept that we are citizens of the United 
States of America — and place that fact first and foremost in our 
minds.  

 We can turn the corner on this decline into political 
demagoguery, but we must be swift.  This will require shake-ups and 
reform – real God-blessed reform.  We need to get tough on our 
legion of traitors.  We must seek ways to limit the damage done by 

the unauthorized release 
of classified information 
to the news media and 
political operatives.  
Perhaps we see the early 
stages of that kind of 

reform.  It seems CIA Chief Goss has recently kicked some butt and 
pushed-out some of the Watergate deadwood, but we must continue 
this nascent reform effort and see the process through to its 
completion. 

 Until we can stop our decline into lawlessness and cynical 
opportunism and begin to act as patriots once again, this country 
will be forced to suffer terrible set-backs and horrific defeats like 
September 11.  Until we reform ourselves more men, women and 
children will suffer and die needlessly on the altar of politics; burnt 
alive as sacrifices to our sacred cows.  If we don’t do something the 
Deep Throats of the world will continue to bask lazily in the glow of 
new conflagrations they helped ignite.  What matters most is that 
Americans adopt an ethic of public service and see that it prevails in 
the face of partisan politics.  We need to remain balanced in our 
approach to maintaining secrets in a democracy while upholding the 
basic values we cherish.  We need guiding principles that require 
neither a slavish devotion to secrecy nor an unfettered desire for 
secrets as keys to political power.  We have great challenges ahead 
and we must meet them with a firm commitment to duty and honor.  
The survival of this nation and the freedom we hold dear is at stake. 

What we need first and foremost to accept that we are citizens 
of the United States of America – and place that fact first and 

foremost in our minds.  

Hank Osborne is a graduating senior at The Ohio 
State University at Mansfield. He will be 
graduating with B.A. degrees in History and 
English. He plans on attending the University of 
Akron in order to pursue his M.A. in English. 
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Jim Crow & John Doe 

The socio-economic and political system that lawfully 
placed restrictions upon the use of public domain for 
African-Americans during the late 19th and early 20 
centuries. 
 
Blacks could not: 
 
Live in certain areas. 
 
Eat, sleep, or perform functions that pertained 
to everyday survival in certain areas—
restrictions were placed on the use of 
restaurants, movie theaters, restrooms, and even 
water fountains. 
 
Blacks could not work in certain professions. 
 
African-American children could not attend the 
same schools as whites, which perpetuated 
further inequality. 
 
Blacks were beaten and abused verbally and 
psychologically. 
 
Blacks either could not vote or experienced 
difficulties in voting 
 
 

The translucent socio-economic and political policies that 
currently places restrictions upon the use of public domain 
for the Homeless. 
 
 
Homeless people cannot: 
 
Panhandle—fire-fighters, church officials, and 
non-profit organizations are allowed to solicit 
funds, yet a homeless person cannot ask someone 
for change. 
 
Sit, lay, or sleep in public places. They cannot 
perform life sustaining functions in public. 
 
The Homeless experience difficulty in receiving 
identification. Consequently, homeless persons are 
harassed by law enforcement and they will also have 
difficulty in receiving benefits that may help to 
alleviate their predicament. 
 
Homeless people are also beaten and abused, 
verbally and psychologically. 
 
Homeless people are often used as entertainment—
they are enticed to fight each other or put 
themselves in compromising positions (as often seen 
in the “bumfights” series.) 
 
With the lack of, or the inability to acquire 
identification and residence the homeless are unable 
to vote—as one or both are requisites for voting. 

“The Language of Homelessness” The Civil Rights Movement 
of the 21st Century! Food, Clothes, Shelter, Justice!  
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The Feature! 
“The Language of Homelessness” 

The Civil Rights Movement of the 21st Century... 

Hank Osborne, Aaron Beveridge,  
and Austin McCoy 

Introducing “The Language of Homelessness” 
  

This project began as an examination of discourse in the dominant society as related to homelessness.  The effort grew out of a 

larger undertaking I envisioned in 2001.  My task was to study how people talked about the homeless and how that discourse plays 
out in society.  It was easy to find sociological research on the homeless – but the kind of work I was engaged in seemed unique.  In 
2003 Dr. John Allen, a professor of English at the University of Wisconsin, published Homelessness in American Literature: 
romanticism, realism, and testimony.  What Dr. Allen does in his book is similar to this project, but he limits himself to critiquing 
various stereotypes of the homeless in U.S. literature.  In our research we found the stereotypes – but we also found there was a 
certain utility for society in those representations of the homeless. 

Homeless persons are seen as criminals, alcoholics, drug users and the mentally ill.  But they are also seen as being potentially 
us — what we might become if we fail.  A particular kind of cultural work is done in the language of homelessness.  We learn 
important lessons about society through representations of the homeless – we can check ourselves – see how we measure up – 
understand why we are successful and others are not. 

From a theoretical perspective this research demonstrates that the homeless have become an apparatus of power in the 
foucauldian sense — a nexus where systems and programs may monitor, interrogate, restrain and diagnose its subjects. As we 
grapple with homelessness a certain tension occurs – this tension forms the basis for power that support ideas like the American 
Dream. 

 A strategic goal of power in our society is to maintain the American ideal.  We have a rubric which suggests that anyone in this 
country can get ahead – that we can go as far as we want – that we can go literally from rags to riches. Our representations of the 
homeless have become alternating performances of submission and dominance so as to (re)construct the American Dream.  The 
homeless are a form of the Lacanian Other.  When we reference the Other we must index ourselves somehow — and as we 
demonstrate how we are “not like them” – we unavoidably reveal commonalities.   

 Homelessness is emblematic of capitalism – the foundation for the American Dream.  Ironically the homeless receive little 
benefit from these ideals.  In local shelters it is easy to see the failure of capitalism — but sadly there are those who will claim the 3.5 
million Americans without housing demonstrate the virtue of unfettered markets — or even God’s handiwork.  Clearly, stereotypes 
and simplistic thinking go hand-in-hand.  The relationship of homelessness to these ideas is subtle — even transparent.  Yet it is this 
transparency which adds to the strange utility we find in our representations of those dispossessed and marginalized— people we 
term the homeless. The power relation which arises from our unthinking representations of the homeless is difficult to see — and 
therefore difficult to critique.  But if we can recognize what the American Dream depends on — what feeds it — how we use 
representations of the homeless to instantiate a false sense of opportunity — then we may be able to refashion such truths into 
something permitting real progress. 

By Hank Osborne 
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“The Language of Homelessness”  

America: Formerly, the Land of Opportunity; 
Currently, the Land of Inequality 

Aaron Beveridge 

The American Dream coincides with 

the language of homelessness at two key 
points. First, is the idea of “equal 
opportunity.” This phrase is nearly 
synonymous with the American Dream—
many call America “the land of 
opportunity.” The second point is the idea 
of the United States as a meritocracy. A 
meritocracy is a system where the rewards 
are essentially based on one’s merits. 
Meritocracy is directly linked to equal 
opportunity because there cannot be a 
meritocracy without everyone having an 
equal opportunity to be prove worthy of 
earned rewards.   

As far as homelessness and many of 
the current inequalities which exist in our 
society, Americans, it seems, are fine with 
inequality as long as there is equal 
opportunity. An excerpt from a recent Wall 
Street Journal article summarizes this 
attitude well:  

 Many Americans believe their country 
remains a land of opportunity. That 
perception explains why Americans, 
much more than Europeans, have 
tolerated the widening inequality in 
recent years. It is OK to have ever-
greater differences between rich and 
poor, they seem to believe, as long as 
their children have a good chance of 
grasping the brass ring. (The Wall 
Street Journal – “As Rich-Poor Gap 
Widens in the U.S., Class Mobility 
Stalls”) 

 However, this belief in equal 
opportunity for all is not supported by 
quantitative analysis. Since 1968 the 
University of Michigan has been conducting 

the longest running study regarding the economic 
state of over 8000 households in the U.S.  This study 
has not only been following the original parents from 
1968, but also the children of those families and 
their incomes as well. What follows is an overview of 
the study: 

 30.7 percent of white males with 12 or more 
years of education will experience poverty 
between the ages of 25 and 75, [while] 98.3 
percent of black females with less than 12 years 
of education will experience poverty. Each of 
these three characteristics [race, gender, and 
education] exert an independent influence upon 
increasing or decreasing the odds of poverty. 
This is particularly true of race and education, as 
is indicated by the fact that in each of the 11 
separate logit models, race and education were 
significant at the .001 level.  

 If affluence and poverty are this closely tied to 
race and education then how can we claim to have a 
meritocracy? We do not earn our race, and likewise, 
we surely do not earn the social status that we are 
born into. Yet, we seem to think that the rewards 
merited within our system are based on hard work 
and equal opportunity, not race and class.  

However, putting race aside, just for a moment, 
consider the educational system. Many have called 
our system of education the great equalizer—positing 
our system as a means through which those born 
into the lower ranks of our country are able to “pull 
themselves up by their bootstraps.” However, the 
educational system is far from opening the door of 
equal opportunity to the children in this county. 
Steven J. McNamee and Robert K. Miller, authors of 
The Meritocracy Myth, summarizes this problem 
well:  

“Working-class children get working class 
educations, middle-class children get middle-
class educations, and upper-class children get 

upper-class educations. In each 
case, children from these different 
backgrounds are groomed for 
different roles that they will likely fill 
as adults. In this way, education 
largely reproduces existing 
inequalities across generations. […] 
The public schools attended by 
children from higher-income families 
are better because a significant 
portion of school funding comes from 
local property taxes (U.S. Department 
of Education 2000, Table 160 and 
Figure 11), which produce more 
revenue in privileged residential 
areas.  
But this is only part of the story. 
Schools in these areas are “better” 
for reasons other than amount of 
economic resources spent on 
students. High-income families, living 
in high-income residential areas, not 
only provide a stong tax base that 
can be tapped to fund quality 
schools; such families also have the 
political clout needed to more 
effectively demand quality education 
for their children.”  

While this is statistically evident, 
consider for a moment the few who have 
“pulled themselves up by their 
bootstraps,” and made it to college. 
While many are easily caught up in this 
little American Dream narrative as it 
connects to education; quickly the other 
side of the coin is forgotten—that being 
the comodification of labor—supply and 
demand. Labor functions under the 
same demands as the rest of the market 
and as such, an increase in college 
degrees means that the overall value of 
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“The Language of Homelessness” Cont. 
those degrees is lessened. McNamee and 
Miller discuss this problem as well:  

Educational achievement has been 
accompanied by the development of 
an elaborately differentiated structure 
of tiers and quality levels. […] For 
example, when working-class children 
became better represented in high 
school, college became the key to 
higher social status. When working- 
and lower-middle-class children began 
to enter college in larger numbers, the 
system shifted again to a higher point, 
and graduate or professional school 
has become the key to higher social 
status. Thus, increases in educational 
attainment are completely compatible 
with stable levels of social inequality 
and class reproduction. 

 This problem is evident here on the 
OSU campus as well. Most students who 
desire a higher wage level, which is 
generally thought to be merited to those 
who earn a college degree, are now forced 
to go onto graduate school in order to be 
eligible for the higher paying entry level 
jobs. The stories of people with bachelor’s 
degrees who still end up waiting tables 
are quite common to most college 
students. While many consider this to be 
mostly humor, hoping that it will not be 
one of them, the sad truth is that this is 
more real than we want to believe.   

While I site only a few key sources for 
the sake of time (and I encourage you to 
investigate the sheer amount of data on 
this subject)—quantitative analysis clearly 
shows equal opportunity and meritocracy 
to be myths as they connect to the 
American Dream. Just a few weeks ago, 
The Wall Street Journal and The New York 
Times began publishing a series of 
articles regarding equal opportunity, 
meritocracy and the American Dream—in 
fact these series are still running. 
However, regarding this, our question is: if 
the myth of equal opportunity and 

meritocracy are so evident that even popular 
publications are beginning to realize the problems, 
then why is the belief in the American Dream and 
equal opportunity still so wide spread?  

Well, the answer is narrative. The first article 
in the series released by The Wall Street Journal 
reveals this dilemma. While it was the point of 
their article to discuss the current social 
stratification which exists in our country, they 
made an attempt to balance their critique by 
supporting the American Dream with narrative. 
They told stories of Benjamin Franklin and Andrew 
Carnegie, and other similar success narratives. 
However, they did not cite a single statistic 
regarding the positive side of the American 
Dream. In fact, there is no such uncontrived 
statistic or set of statistics that show this to be the 
land of opportunity—the only support for the 
American Dream is story telling. 

Granted, there is nothing wrong with story 
telling—there is nothing wrong with narrative. 
However, the narrative becomes dangerous when 
it begins to allow the pendulum to swing the other 
direction. When the narrative begins to explain 
why those at the bottom of our system haven’t 
succeeded; when the narrative begins to become 
a force of oppression and ignorance to those at 
the bottom of the system; when the narrative 
begins to allow lawmakers and generally rational 
citizens to stigmatize those on the lower end—this 
is when we must begin to rethink the use of this 
narrative as the only support for a myth.   

 How long will we continue to tell stories while 
in reality 3 million people remain homeless? How 
long will we continue to tell stories while 30 million 
remain in poverty? How long will we continue to 
tell stories while 30% of America is working poor?  

 The use of the narrative in this negative sense 
is nothing new. Ronald Reagan used the narrative 
to critique welfare—talking of welfare queens with 
far too many kids and a Cadillac around the 
corner. Welfare benefits were later reduced 
thanks to President Clinton—who used the 
narrative as support for his reduction. Moreover, 
the current tide in politics continues to move in 
the conservative direction—which definitely favors 
the idea of the American Dream—especially 
meritocracy. The issue of homelessness is one 

which is blind to political ideology, or 
maybe current political ideologies are 
blind to it.  

 All over the country cities are passing 
what we are calling the John Doe laws (if 
this sounds similar to Jim Crow it is for a 
reason) —which are essentially 
criminalizing homelessness. The only 
support for these laws is the American 
Dream narrative. This narrative causes 
people within middle and upper classes to 
wonder why the homeless aren’t taking 
hold of their equal opportunities. 
Moreover, the narrative also causes 
people to stigmatize the homeless as 
deviant, lazy or mentally ill because there 
must be some reason why they aren’t 
working their way up the social ladder. 
However, nearly all research shows these 
negative perceptions (concerning the 
homeless) to be false a majority of the 
time. Even the homeless person who just 
wants his next meal buys into this 
narrative—we see them quite often at 
intersections holding signs that simply 
read—“Will work for food.” This is probably 
more telling than any other problem 
connected to the narrative—someone who 
is hungry cannot simply ask for help in our 
society, but has to offer a service in 
return.  

 We live in a country where we are free 
to pursue life, liberty and happiness, but 
those freedoms do not guarantee us food, 
clothes and shelter. The John Doe laws 
are quickly turning those who are having 
trouble attaining food, clothes and shelter 
into criminals. It seems that through these 
laws our country will make the American 
Dream narrative true, as it perceives the 
homeless—even if it is clearly false.  
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“The Language of Homelessness”  

Introduction: 
 

 When in the course of bearing 

witness to the montage of unprecedented 
events unfolding in human history: 
September 11th, the resulting “War on 
Terror,” which included the war in Iraq — 
the echoes of a dream deferred have fallen 
upon deaf ears. We have witnessed 
another close presidential election where 
more people in American history turned out 
to vote, the candidates spent more money 
on their campaigns than some 
corporations profit a year in efforts of 
catering to as many constituencies as they 
could (except for one), and the echoes of a 
dream deferred remained, haunting our 
collective consciousness. We have 
witnessed the death of a Pope, and the 
glorious election of another.  

Over the course of this new century, 
this new millennia, we have sat back and 
watched, as the United States has 
bestowed its current narrative purporting 
equal opportunity, liberty, free trade, and 
ultimately freedom, actively, in countries 
like Afghanistan and Iraq, and indirectly in 
countries such as Lebanon and Ukraine, 
seemingly without expense. However, while 
these and many other countries consider a 
democratic metamorphosis, they may not 
realize the costs that accompany the 
adherence to a globalized “American 
Dream,” or a subscription to a society 
anchored upon the dubious notion of 
meritocracy. These countries are unaware 
of the costs of American capitalism; from 
its inception: slavery, race, racism, 

economic exploitation, sexism, the continuation of 
classism, and homelessness — into its current form 
of globalization — slavery still exists, economic 
exploitation still exists, race and racism still exists, 
and the same remains for homelessness.  

During the course of the modern Civil Rights 
Movement, Martin Luther King, Jr. revealed some 
interesting connections between the Civil Rights 
Movement, the plight of blacks and the revealing of 
the inadequacies of America, “The black revolution 
is much more than a struggle for the rights of 
Negroes. It is forcing America to face all its 
interrelated flaws — racism, poverty, militarism, and 
materialism. It is exposing evils that are rooted 
deeply in the whole structure of our society…and 
suggests that radical reconstruction of society is 
the real issue to be faced.”  

Yes, the black revolution that Martin Luther 
King Jr. spoke of was relatively successful. 
However, according to various scholars, notably 
Howard Winant, the accomplishments and the 
demands of the Civil Rights Movement have been 
absorbed and incorporated by the neo-conservative 
agenda of “colorblindness.”  

Therefore, as Winant considered the state of 
race and the anti-racism movement in the United 
States and the world in his book, The New Politics 
of Race, he declared, “There are new stirrings in 
the jug. The incorporation of movement demands 
ceases to be a solution and begins to look like a 
problem. New strategies, new tactics, are 
developed as those marginalized and afflicted by 
the power and greed of the racial state and 
dominant elites rouse their anger and discontent 
yet again. A new movement trajectory begins” 
(Winant, 216). This is what the “Language of 
Homelessness” aims to be, a new movement 
trajectory which promotes a collaboration that’s 
infectious, while simultaneously resisting the 
incorporative impulse of the state; a dynamic 

movement trajectory that has the potential 
to be so ever-changing that it will not ever 
cease to be a solution or resemble a 
problem, but have everlasting purpose. 

Now, one may ask, why is the issue of 
race and civil rights being brought up in the 
context of the “Language of 
Homelessness?” Yes, the history of African-
Americans and the homeless cannot be 
fundamentally compared due to the overall 
uniqueness of the African-American 
experience and the nonexistence of the 
homeless experience. However, some of 
the hardships of blacks and the homeless 
can be comparable, although unevenly. 
Granted, homeless people were not traded 
for goods, confiscated by unknown 
Europeans, packed on slave-ships, and 
brought over to the Americas in order to be 
reduced to means of production and 
property, akin to farm animals.  

And no, the homeless are not whipped, 
they are not called “boy,” they are not 
called “coons,” they are not called “nigger,” 
but the homeless are called “deviant,” they 
are called “lazy.” They are called “bums,” 
they are called “fiends,” they are called 
“trash.” The homeless are made a mockery 
in exploitative videos like the “Bumfights” 
series. The blacks were made a mockery by 
whites painted in blackface in minstrel 
shows. African families and lineages were 
fragmented by slavery. Families consisting 
of people from all walks of life are 
fragmented by the ripple effects due to 
homelessness.  

Since their acquisition of legal freedom 
in 1868, African-Americans have had to 
negotiate themselves within a country that 
has, at times depending on the 

Homelessness and the Civil Rights Movement: 
Echoes of a Dream Deferred... 

Austin McCoy 
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circumstances, whether economic or 
socio-political, embraced, yet most of the 
time, demonized and excluded them. 
However, the homeless do not even have 
this luxury, they are not even an “Other” 
like blacks, Asians, Hispanics, Irish 
people, and Native Americans have been 
in American History. No, the homeless are 
hidden in plain sight within American 
society. They walk among us everywhere 
— and it’s daunting. It’s disheartening to 
be reminded of the inadequacies and 
shortcomings of America when walking 
down High Street in Columbus. It’s 
disheartening to walk by a tenement 
building in New Jersey and watch a 
homeless person struggling to find refuge.  

They roam the ghettos, barrios, and 
shanties in rural areas. They are locked 
out in Chicago, San Francisco, and our 
nation’s capital, Washington D.C. 
Ironically, they are surrounded by the 
bastions of American capitalistic 
enterprise. Menacingly, these bastions of 
capitalism — the New York Stock 
Exchange, the Sears Tower, the White 
House, overlook this constituency, 
reminding them of their seemingly 
overwhelming shortcomings. These 
symbols of capitalism overlook a people 
who are left wandering, like apparitions, 
reciting their unwritten testaments 
through their existence. Sometimes they 
are visible enough for people to bear 
witness; living their own tale of America. 
They are the echoes of a dream deferred.  

 
  
Jim Crow or John Doe? 

 

The “Jim Crow” system of segregation 
came as a result of the Compromise of 
1877 where Republican Rutherford B. 
Hayes dubiously ascended to the 
presidency in exchange for the withdrawal 

of Federal troops in the South. Beginning in 
Tennessee in 1881, oppressive laws prohibiting the 
blacks’ right to vote, co-exist in the same public 
spaces, and limiting their access to economic and 
material opportunities were passed in most of the 
southern former slave states in efforts to preserve 
the racial hierarchy that had been established 
through the chattel slave system. According to 
scholar, Raymond D’Angelo, a caste system was 
developed that “embodied subservience and 
second class status.” 

Likewise, business owners, legislators, law 
enforcement officers, and common people, all play 
a part of rendering the homeless to a “no-class” 
status through a system of what we call “John Doe” 
laws. In many metropolitan areas, officials (whether 
business or political) have worked shoulder-to-
shoulder in passing laws that “criminalizes 
activities necessary to survival on the streets.” 
Almost akin to the “Plessy v. Ferguson” rationale of 
separation of the population along racial lines for 
the salvation of the public good, laws have been 
passed under the guise of “public safety” and 
“common good;” prohibiting panhandling, sitting, 
lying, and/or sleeping in public places. In fact, two 
years ago, in Atlanta, Mayor Shirley Franklin, issued 
an executive order, declaring, “feeding the hungry 
is a public hazard.”  

In fact, according to the report Punishing 
Poverty, it is possible that the criminalization may 
violate at least four Constitutional amendments: 

 
Prohibition of panhandling may violate the First 
Amendment due to the selective enforcement 
of anti-panhandling laws. 
 
The Fourth Amendment, which prohibits 
unreasonable search and seizure of property, is 
implicated when a city decides to destroy 
homeless persons’ tents and personal 
belongings without prior notice. 
 
The Eighth Amendment prohibits cruel and 
unusual punishment. A law that is applied to 
criminally punish a homeless person for 
sleeping could be a violation if the homeless 
person has no where else to perform that 
activity. 
 

The equal protection clause in the 
Fourteenth Amendment may be 
violated if police engage in selective 
enforcement of life-sustaining activities 
in public such as sleeping. 

The state of the homeless has also 
been affected by the plethora of post-
September 11th laws that have been 
passed in hopes of securing the nation 
against further terrorist attacks. However, 
as many already know, this legislation has 
worked more to expand, and at the same 
time, consolidate federal power over 
individuals, thus further constricting many 
civil liberties.  

One of the more oppressive results to 
September 11th has been the restrictions 
regarding obtaining state identification 
cards. According to a report compiled by 
the National Law Center on Homeless and 
Poverty, at least 43 states have either 
considered, or passed, legislation making it 
more difficult for one to obtain a driver’s 
license/I.D. card. 

Even though some may consider this 
an adequate course of action considering 
the fact that the nation faces the possibility 
of attack, this scheme can make civil 
duties such as voting more difficult for 
homeless persons and prohibit them from 
receiving a variety of benefits that may help 
them endure their predicament. According 
to the report written by the NLCHP: 

 
51.1% were denied Supplemental 
Security Income benefits 
 
30.6% were denied Temporary Aid to 
Needy Family benefits 
 
53.1% were denied food stamps 
 
54.1% were denied access to  
shelters or housing services 
 
45.1% were denied access to Medicaid 
or medical services 

 
Additionally, the homeless people who 
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do not possess photo identification are 
also known to face harassment by law 
enforcement. According to the survey 
taken by the NLCHP: 

 

33.7% were asked by a police officer to 
produce an ID 
 
59.8% suffered harassment or arrest if 
they could not produce an ID 
 
8% had their IDs confiscated by police 

 
Law enforcement entities also contribute 
to the criminalization of the homeless by 
the use of selective enforcement (which 
is an illegal practice) of general laws 
concerning public conduct. Yet, probably 
the most singular oppressive tactic that 
the various law enforcement entities use 
is what is referred to as “sweeps.” 
Usually executed before large, notable, 
political, religious, athletic, 
entertainment, or other social events, 
the police forces often stop people 
whom they suspect are homeless, 
request identification, run warrant 
checks, and instruct them to go 
elsewhere.  According to a report 
compiled by the National Coalition for 
the Homeless in November of last year, 
Illegal to Be Homeless: The 
Criminalization of Homelessness in the 
United States,  “There have been many 
reports of police urging homeless people 
to leave town or to face arrest if they are 
stopped again,” further solidifying their 
invisibility. 

Accordingly, many homeless people 
are absorbed within the American 
criminal injustice system due to the 
mounting unresolved infractions. Often 
unable to pay for their fines that 
accompany their citations, arrest 
warrants are issued for the particular 

person in question; consequently, the prospects of 
incarceration increases each night that they are 
unable to find shelter. Now, one could say, “Well, 
there are homeless shelters, and the like, to 
accommodate people who do not have shelter.” 
However, for one to acquire shelter for one night is 
easier said than done. In fact, many shelter’s 
charge for lodging. Yes, it may seem cheap to us 
(often under $10 a night), and 42%  of homeless 
people do work, however, in many cases, the 
income is not substantial enough to sustain 
housing. Additionally, according to a report 
compiled by The National Law Center on 
Homelessness and Poverty, “[…] 800,000 people 
are estimated to be homeless in America on any 
given night. But there are only 250,000 shelter 
spaces available.” The math is simple — that leaves 
550,000 people a night at risk — to harassment, to 
arrest, to sickness, and to the more extreme, to 
beating or death. 

Now, the violence against the homeless is not 
as widespread and rabid as the atrocities 
committed against African-Americans during the 
Jim Crow era, or even through the modern-day Civil 
Rights Movement. No, there were not any homeless 
people lynched for gawking at a woman, beaten for 
sitting at a lunch counter, or assaulted for 
exercising their right to vote. Yet, the violence is 
unevenly comparable due to the fact that the 
homeless persons were often targets of violence 
because of who they were.  

 

Examples of Violence:  
 
Here I list a few examples; which were taken 

from a study completed by the Center for the 
Prevention of Hate Violence: Homeless and Hated: 

 
In Nashville, Tennessee, a homeless man was 
hospitalized after being set on fire while 
sleeping. 
 
In Cleveland, Ohio, four teenage males 
reportedly attacked seven homeless people 
with a stun gun and videotaped the beatings. 

Five of the victims were sleeping in a 
public square at the time of the 
attacks. The perpetrators kicked the 
victims, urinated on them and used a 
50,000-volt stun gun to shock their 
victims in their genitals, all while 
reportedly laughing. 
 
In Minneapolis, Minnesota, three men 
beat a 41-year-old homeless woman, 
with baseball bats; when she was 
found she was bleeding from her ears. 
During the attack, a witness reports 
hearing the woman scream, “Why are 
you all doing me like this? I didn’t do 
anything.” Johnson fell into a coma and 
underwent surgery to relieve pressure 
on her brain. Several months later, she 
was experiencing constant headaches, 
nightmares, and weakness on the right 
side of her body. She was undergoing 
intensive physical, occupational, and 
speech therapy at a rehabilitation 
center. 
 
In Riverside, California, five young men 
attacked a 43-year-old homeless man, 
beat him and kicked him as he lay on 
the ground, and then fled before police 
appeared. The victim sustained serious 
head injuries and died at a local 
hospital six weeks after the attack. 
 
In Brooklyn, New York, two 15-year-olds 
reportedly came across a homeless 
man resting in the seat of a parked car. 
The youths “rousted and then mocked” 
the man before beating him to death 
with trash can lids and bricks. 
 

Also, there has been a proliferation of 
websites and other media sources 
exploiting homeless persons by placing 
them in compromising situations. If one 
were to go to www.bumfights.com, one 
would be able select from a variety of 
videos that captures homeless people 
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fighting each other, engaging in other 
questionable acts in exchange for 
money, food, or alcohol. 

Actually, the system of Jim Crow was 
named after a minstrel character who 
was played by a white person who 
donned a “blackface” and paraded 
himself as the stereotypical “happy go-
lucky” black man beginning in the 
1830s.  Made famous by the pioneering 
minstrel performer, Thomas “Daddy” 
Rice, he sang the chorus, “Weel about 
and turn and do jis so/ Eb’y time I weel 
about I jump Jim Crow.” 

No, the system of “John Doe” was 
not inspired by any dance or song sung 
by a person mocking the “Other” in 
question. This system is named “John 
Doe” because the homeless do not have 
a name themselves and the people who 
are not homeless do not want them to 
have a name besides “deviant,” or 
“bum.” However, this translucent system 
accomplishes what it implies — to allow 
us to blame the homeless for their 
condition and to push the homeless 
beyond the common periphery in hopes 
that the people will not be “offended” 
whenever they attend a baseball game 
or a concert. Consequently, these laws 
that characterize this system only 
perpetuate issues such as “crime” rather 
than addressing the real societal 
problem of homelessness. Effectively, 
these tactics of misdirection have 
rendered the homeless into a state of 
invisibility within our collective 
consciousness.  

Essentially, if we seek to “sweep” 
the dirt underneath the welcome mat of 
liberty and equal opportunity that 
America claims to benevolently place at 
everyone’s feet by passing fringe 
legislation that only masks the problem, 
then many will assume that the floor 

must be clean. However, albeit paradoxically, like 
the two cornerstones of achievements for the Civil 
Rights Movement, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 
the Voting Rights Act of 1965, which legally 
eradicated the Jim Crow system and secured the 
voting rights of all minorities, the dirt, grime, and 
waste of American society – racism, sexism, and 
classism, still covers the body of John Doe, unseen, 
but accruing and festering. 

 

 “Unfinished Dreams”: Visions of a New 
“Poor People’s Campaign” 

 
In the midst of the Civil Rights Movement, 

Martin Luther King, Jr. concluded, “We have moved 
into an era where we are called upon to raise 
certain basic questions about the whole society. We 
are still called upon to give aid to the beggar who 
finds himself in misery and agony on life’s highway. 
But one day, we must ask the question of whether 
an edifice which produces beggars must not be 
restructured and refurbished. That is where we are 
now.” 

Yes, “The Language of Homelessness” has in 
fact revealed many possible dynamic action steps 
that are ultimately centered on Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr.’s “Unfinished Dream,”  which was the Poor 
People’s Campaign that he and his cohorts planned 
before his untimely death in 1968. 

After the movement’s successes with exposing 
and eradicating segregation through nonviolent 
resistance in many cities in the South, King 
believed that the next logical step would be to take 
the movement up north. However, to King’s dismay, 
he discovered that racism was especially, if not 
more, potent in the north than it was in the south.  

The first major source of contention occurred in 
Chicago where King and his cohorts fought for a 
“quality integrated education,” and equal 
opportunity to adequate housing. Yet, many of their 
demonstrations were interrupted by violent mobs. 
Depicting the violent racism that they encountered 
during a march, King reflected: 

Bottles and bricks were thrown at us; we were 
often beaten. Some of the people who had 

been brutalized in Selma and who 
were present at the Capitol 
ceremonies in Montgomery led 
marchers in the suburbs of Chicago 
amid a rain of rocks and bottles, 
among burning automobiles, to the 
thunder of jeering thousands, many 
of them waving Nazi flags. Swastikas 
bloomed in Chicago parks like 
misbegotten weeds. […] I’ve been in 
many demonstrations all across the 
South, but I can say that I had never 
seen, even in Mississippi, mobs as 
hostile and as hate-filled as in 
Chicago. 
 

King’s unsuspected encounter with 
this extent of violence, the advent of 
“Black Power,” and the conflict in 
Vietnam, not only left him briefly 
disenchanted, yet his disillusionment 
helped him to arrive at an important 
realization; that the goals of the Civil 
Rights Movement should not only reflect 
the aspirations of African-Americans, but 
they should represent the hopes of all 
poverty-stricken peoples. Therefore, King 
and his SCLC associates began to plan 
the most radical arm of the Civil Rights 
Movement: the Poor People’s Campaign. 

Through education and nonviolent 
resistance, King hoped to capture the 
attention of the nation through the 
illumination of the poverty problem in 
American society. Ultimately, this arm of 
the movement would culminate in 
another march on Washington where 
they would: “place the problems of the 
poor at the seat of government of the 
wealthiest nation in the history of 
mankind. If that power refused to 
acknowledge its debt to the poor, it 
would have failed to live up to its 
promise to insure ‘life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness’ to its citizens.” 

Accordingly, where King and his 
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associates left off, is where the 
“Language of Homelessness” aspires to 
resume, albeit with a slightly altered 
focus; “The Language of Homelessness” 
seeks to push the problem of 
homelessness closer to the forefront of 
the national psyche, initially, and most 
importantly, through engaging the 
population in a dialogue that educates 
them about this crisis and its potential 
ramifications.  

In addition, this discussion would also 
include the goal of seeking a redefinition 
of the assurance of “life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness.” Many would 
probably agree; that it may be difficult, 
nearly impossible, for one to actually 
pursue the unalienable rights of “life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” 
without the basic necessities of “food, 
clothes, and shelter.” Hence, the fight for 
basic necessities itself becomes a human 
and civil rights issue, rather than just an 
economic one; thus the “The Language of 
Homelessness” aspires to become the 
Civil Rights Movement of the 21st Century, 
with it’s ultimate, and overtly ambitious 
goal being the attainment of a 
constitutional amendment securing 
everyone’s right to adequate food, 
clothes, and shelter.  

Furthermore, in order to achieve this 
feat, a broad-based, dynamic, movement 
that captures the spirit of the zenith of the 
modern Civil Rights Movement, visualizing 
King’s “Poor People’s Campaign,” while 
simultaneously guarding against 
hegemony may be in need for the 
homeless.  

In his book, The World is a Ghetto, 
Winant cites the process of “hegemony” 
as one of the main perpetrators in the 
decline of the modern Civil Rights 
Movement. Contemporarily described as 
the white backlash, hegemony, according 
to Winant:  

 
[…] works by incorporating opposition. Thus 
global racial dynamics will reflect the unstable 
equilibrium, the uneasy tension, between the 
centuries-long legacy of white supremacy and 
the post World War II triumphs […] The world 
racial system will therefore simultaneously 
incorporate and deny the rights, and in some 
cases the very existence, of the “others” whose 
recognition was only so recently and 
incompletely conceded. 
 

Then, interestingly enough, Winant mentions, 
“The rearticulating of (in)equality in an ostensibly 
color-blind framework emphasizing individualism 
and meritocracy, it turns out, preserves the legacy 
of racial hierarchy far more it effectively than its 
explicit defense (Crenshaw et. Al. 1995).  

By citing Winant’s research relating to race and 
the antiracist movements that encapsulated the 
20th century, one can observe the interplay 
between race and the failures of America – with 
homelessness being our fundamental focus. 
Consequently, as I previously alluded, by examining 
homelessness, it is inevitable that one will 
encounter other societal flaws. And likewise, if one 
were to start with scrutinizing racism, it is highly 
probable that the issue of homelessness may be 
encountered. This also represents the power of 
associative linking as opposed to scrutinizing a 
subject linearly.  

In essence, radical collaboration is the vital 
component to viewing change within the dichotomy 
of re-visualizing King’s “Unfinished Dream” and 
executing a new “Poor People’s Campaign” 
because it fundamentally speaks to King’s “dream” 
where we all will be able “to sing with a new 
meaning.” Singing with new meaning is right – this 
new song will be sung by those homeless and not; 
by moving and reproducing. 

Because through the interplay between the 
individual and collective social consciousness 
between those who are and who are not homeless, 
through working with, through, and simultaneously 
against the system, the movement inherently 
becomes diverse and thus, the movement is more 

apt to account for reality, resist 
incorporation, and through collaboration 
more possible solutions may be explored. 
Even more profound, understanding the 
importance for striving to account for an 
ever-changing reality within the movement 
allows us to engage in a form of 
collaboration that discards political 
ideologies, habits, and labels.  

Through creative social activism, we 
can engage in collaboration that may not 
be blind to, but considerate of, race, 
socio-economic, and cultural status. 
Consequently we will be able to work 
together on “The Language of 
Homelessness” more adequately than 
most ‘mainstream’ political parties, think-
tanks, and the professional politicians 
that encompass them. Essentially, this 
new re-realization of King’s “Unfinished 
Dream” becomes so encapsulating to the 
point where no one will be safe; to the 
point where this form of change 
consumes everyone in close proximity and 
therefore takes upon a life of its own (like 
capitalism and race); eventually, albeit 
hopefully, tilting the proverbial socio-
cultural axis of the nation. 

 

The Application of “The Language 
of Homelessness” 
 

Now, shifting more from the 
theoretical perspective to the practical 
realm of the movement, one asks, “What 
can be done?” Initially, like previously 
stated, dialogue will be the prime mover 
in highlighting the problem of 
homelessness in the American psyche. 
Dialogue can take many forms: simple 
conversation, speeches, teach-ins, 
pamphlets, and other forms of visual 
rhetoric could assist in empowering this 
new movement. A revolution in our 
physical reality cannot be achieved 
without a revolution in consciousness. 
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Remember it is also essential that 

homeless people themselves are not 
shut out from the consciousness 
revolution. In fact, the efforts to redeem 
the consciousness of the homeless may 
be one of the more difficult tasks of the 
movement. Citing D’Angelo’s, The Civil 
Rights Movement, “Caste members 
tended to develop a distinctive 
psychology. Inferior caste resulted in 
social isolation for the individuals 
concerned and limited their personal 
development, so that it was more 
difficult for them to compete for the 
highest social rewards.” In other words, 
the psyche of the homeless initially 
needs to be uplifted by those 
empowered to do so. 

Of course, another flank of the 
movement would have to comprise a 
more materialistic element aimed at 
aiding the homeless by supplying them 
with goods needed to sustain physical 
survival. Because without these goods, a 
revolution in consciousness for the 
homeless may not reach full bloom. 
Actually,  it would be hard for it to do so 
when they are preoccupied with where 
their next meal, clothing, or shelter may 
come from.  

Recently, in various speeches, 
President George W. Bush has discussed 
what he has called an “ownership 
society” where an individual would be 
able to have equal opportunity to own 
his/her business, home, and other forms 
of private property. Yes, there is nothing 
wrong with one’s aspirations of owning 
their own business, home, or car, but 
this nation also needs to begin to take 
ownership for not just its advancements, 
but its shortcomings; especially when 
there are about 3 million people who go 
homeless over the course of a year and 
more than 30 million people who live in 
poverty in one of the richest nations in 

the history of humankind; an “ownership” society 
should not be one is calling for. Instead, one 
should be purporting the idea of a “philanthropic” 
society; a society based upon a “pay it forward” 
principle, by choice; a culture that values giving 
rather than receiving, and not even giving in the 
hopes of receiving later or indirectly. 

Moreover, instead of being a “part owner in 
the American dream” like the President purports, 
taking ownership in inheriting Martin Luther King’s 
“Unfinished Dream” seems to more fulfilling at 
this point. Living out King’s “Unfinished Dream;” 
people should not be too quick to judge one 
another as “deviant,” people should not be 
blamed for their outcomes that are more 
connected to how their life began rather than their 
“work ethic.” Various entities, whether they are 
political, social, or cultural, should be held 
accountable for perpetuating a social condition 
which silences, ostracizes, and demoralizes – that 
would be an “ownership” society to get excited for. 

Now, one may ask, well, if I want to help the 
homeless, how should I proceed to help them 
amongst all of these “John Doe” laws?  Well, one 
could help in a more indirect, yet more practical 
way in which I will explain later, or one could 
actually help whenever an opportunity presents 
itself — and they often do while walking in 
metropolitan areas.  

Now, I am not an advocate of one placing 
themselves in a situation where they may feel 
threatened, nor am I a proponent of deliberately 
breaking laws, yet I am an advocate of one doing 
what he or she believes is right; even if it is 
ignoring one of the fringe laws in the hopes that 
that person may not have to worry about their next 
meal.  

Yes, people will say, what if he or she decides 
to take the money and purchase drugs and/or 
alcohol? Well, besides that person falling into that 
“us” vs. “them” dichotomy, frankly, as being a 
humanitarian which means having and/or 
restoring faith in my fellow members of the human 
race, yet that is the risk I take. And if my money is 
good enough to keep one’s stomach from eating 
itself over the course of the night, or keeping one 

warm with an old sweatshirt, or good 
enough for someone to find lodging for the 
night, then it is more than worth the risk. 
But, still, I remember the greater purpose, 
so when I reach into my pocket for change 
with my right hand, I am ready to 
disseminate pivotal information with my left. 

Now, you may wonder, am I indirectly 
calling for civil disobedience? Well, if you say 
so, but if you do say so; I am not afraid and 
neither should you. Because in most cases, 
only we; you and I, even despite the call for 
the 28th amendment, can ensure our own 
inalienable rights — not the Federal 
Government.  

However, knowing this, we also believe 
that those willing, will have the audacity to 
fight for those who may be afraid, or even 
unable to fight for themselves. Therefore, 
those speaking “The Language of 
Homelessness” hope to motivate those 
maybe afraid or unable.   

 

Conclusion 
 
 Recently, I was having a conversation 

with one of the teenage clients that I work 
with, and this conversation has stuck out in 
my mind ever since. He was speaking to me 
about being defiant about nothing. “There is 
not anything to fight against besides these 
rules that we live by, there is not anything to 
stand up against except our parents, our 
grandparents, the law.” For once in my life, 
he reduced me to silence because I could 
identify with his need, yet I did not have an 
answer. However, I do now; it’s food, 
clothes, shelter, and justice. 

So, now, finally, we have arrived at this 
point, approaching this watershed; now 
standing, consumed within the flux of the 
human present, looking back at our 
American past, while simultaneously 
imagining an uncertain global future. And 
yes, many of us, with our weary legs are 
standing at the crossroads; not knowing 
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which direction to go, we have been walking without 
purpose, without anything to believe in.  

Over the past few years, many of us likeminded 
people have struggled to find something to fight for 
or against. People turned out to protest the perils of 
globalization at the World Trade Organization 
meeting in Seattle in 1999, the American people 
turned out in unison to show their solidarity after 
September 11th,  and the American people turned 
out for and against the second war in Iraq.  

However, the difference between these 
instances of social action were that these causes 
(not to downplay them, however) were still distant 
to many of us; whereas with “The Language of 
Homelessness,” if you want to do something, is 
readily accessible, by giving donations, by speaking 
out, through community service and action, by 
writing to your local state representative about the 
“John Doe” laws that are currently sweeping the 
homeless underneath of the American rug of liberty 
and equal opportunity, instead of truly considering 
the reality of the homeless situation and affect 
change. So, what should be the immediate action? 
If you, like me, are ever encountered by someone 
who wants something to believe in and fight for, 
what should you tell them? Four words — food, 
clothes, shelter…justice — and not the laws and 
practices of John Doe.  

 

 

Reviews: Movies 

Meaningful History: 
A Review of Gangs of New York 

Hank Osborne 

 

 As a child I played under the Carnegie-Lorain Bridge in Cleveland.  This place is 

a stones-throw away from Jacobs Field.  In time my childhood friends and I 
discovered hidden dwellings under this bridge.  These crumpled shanties, overgrown 
with decades of weeds and vines, seemed to childish-eyes deliberately hidden, made 
into tiny defensive forts not easily encroached upon.  Even as a child I understood 
these shacks once provided shelter for transients, had provided a temporary respite 
for homeless men and women now long departed.   

As an adult I came to realize that those mysterious dwellings might be some 
remnants of the Kingsbury Run shanty town.  It seems that Eliot Ness, the famous 
“untouchable” crime-fighter, frustrated by his inability to catch the so-called Torso 
Killer, brought an army of Cleveland Police into Kingsbury Run one night in 1938 and 
set fire and razed this shanty town.  This draconian solution to a murder investigation 
was criticized by some in the Cleveland community as excessive and unnecessary.  
But the criticism ceased as the Torso murders came to an abrupt end.  The 
Kingsbury Run shanty town is a footnote in history, a sidebar of the saga of the 
famous Eliot Ness.  But sociologists and historians might wonder why the Kingsbury 
Run shanty town came into existence, and why people were forced to take shelter 
along the banks of the Cuyahoga River. 

    The film Gangs of New York is ostensibly a historical drama.  When I rented 
the film I did not expect much, but I was curious to see how the filmmakers depicted 
the New York City Draft Riots.  In the film I saw gangs of extremely poor immigrants 
and “natives” engaged in gruesome street fighting.  The plight of these combatants 
trapped in the slums of New York brought to mind those who had lived in tiny shacks 
under the Carnegie-Lorain Bridge.  How had the inhabitants of Kingsbury Run lived 
and what was their story?  The film and Kingsbury Run seemed strangely connected. 

The brutality depicted in the Gangs of New York was absolutely shocking.  I was 
particularly disturbed by the cruel bombardment of New York City by U.S. Navy ships.  
I was unaware this kind of incident had occurred.  I ruminated on the fact that many 
times institutions designed to serve and protect the people were turned against 
those very same people.  The U.S. military had attacked people of New York City and 
the Cleveland Police had attacked those living in the Kingsbury Run shanty town. 

Gangs of New York is framed by the emerging Civil War and the terrible cost of 
this war in human lives.  The film touches on the political machinations of politicians 
in New York and Washington and the inequities in policies of military conscription.  
American military forces evidently killed many New Yorkers in an effort to quell the 

Keep walking… 
Keep talking… 
Keep writing,  
Keep fighting for...justice… 
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Draft  Riots.  
The final scene in Gangs of New York is a lingering shot of the 

graves of the gang leaders somewhere on a river bank, which then 
changes rapidly as we seem to move forward in time.  The grave 
markers of the two gang leaders gradually disappear as bridges and 
modern buildings appear in the background.  What the filmmaker is 
depicting in this last scene is the idea of history, and the relative 
historical significance of two violent leaders who once lived in a city 
now growing, changing, and forgetting some of its past.  Historical 
evidence of the lives of these two men might disappear as easily as 
the paltry monuments on their grave sites crumble and disappear 
against the backdrop of a rising modern city.  Whose history are we 
preserving, and whose is lost forever?  Viewing this last scene of 
Gangs of New York caused me to consider why one story gets told 
and another forgotten.  What portion of the historical drama of 
America is considered important enough to be taught in classrooms 
and transmitted from one generation to the next?  What portion of 
American history becomes a minor footnote or is forgotten 
altogether? 

   Meaningful history is one that tries to balance the stories of 
great men with the stories of those who must suffer the decisions 
made by great men.  The dispossessed of Kingsbury Run shared 
something in common with New Yorkers facing an unfair 
conscription policy.  Lives and hopes were destroyed as a result of 
powerful men having too little regard for the poor and marginalized 
in their midst.  Gangs of New York is an effort in the right direction — 
a move toward meaningful history.     

The only thing we can do is believe in a better tomorrow 
because nothing is for certain; meanwhile any and 
everything is possible. And instantaneously love, hope, 
and optimism are the most powerful. It maybe time to 
reconsider… 
 

 Introduction 

 This past winter, I took a History and Theories in Writing course. 
In this course we were expected to read various works exploring the 
shift between oral and literate cultures and writing as a “technology,”  
which was intriguing as well as daunting at times. Imagine trying to 
visualize a world governed by orality instead of being able to express 
oneself in writing? According to scholars in this field, it would be 
virtually impossible considering that oral minds would be virtually 
inept due to various mental processes that were required in order to 
exist in this type of world. Yeah, I know. You, the reader are probably 
wondering, how did this coursework relate to exploring and cultivating 
this writer’s social consciousness? Well, besides learning how to 
actually struggle with certain concepts, I have learned that life 
(academically, socially, economically, etc.) is not always about 
reaching a certain destination; sometimes it is about the particular 
journey, sometimes it is actually about being lost. Partaking in a 
journey, or actually consuming oneself within it, to me, seems to 
represent the more dynamic aspect of reality. 

 So, how exactly did I get to this point?  In fact, a more 
suitable question may be, at which situation did I cross the bridge 
from always being obsessed with coming to a conclusion to just 
realizing, deconstructing, complicating, or just reflecting upon the 
actual method that I undertook? Because, truthfully, I had actually 
conceived the thought of this type of article at the beginning of the 
quarter, many weeks prior to reading Richard Lanham’s The 
Electronic Word. I just did not know how to adequately carve it out. 
Well, I encountered this bridge in the form of scholar’s Lanham’s “Q” 
question. Who would have thought that I would have actually have to 
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reconsider everything? In the midst of actually trying to capture and 
define what I call my ideology, I had to effectively release and 
confound another. Naturally, one may wonder, how is that possible? 
Another person would probably say that is so contradictory. Yes, on 
the surface it appears to be. However, once a person has 
reconsidered everything, one realizes that everything becomes 
possible. 

 

 The “Q” Question and the Implications of the Weak 
Defense 
 
“The Strong Defense assumes that truth is determined by social 
dramas, some more formal than others but all man-made.” – Richard 
Lanham, The Electronic Word 
 

 “Why do we always revert back to the weak defense?” is a 
question that was asked many times (in a variety of ways) in class 
discussion(s) concerning scholar Richard Lanham’s “Q” question. And 
every moment that I heard the question, I just felt as if I had drawn a 
blank except for the more obvious answer that always seemed to pop 
into my head, especially when I reflect upon this statement made by 
Lanham, is that the implications for the endorsement and 
implementation of strong defense may prove to be too dangerous. 
Why? Well besides breaking down the comfortable binary between 
good and bad rhetoric used by good and bad people, it also breaks 
down the notion of other values that people hold on to such as 
comfort, security, and the notion of binary opposites, objectivity, and 
the big-“T” Truth in general. However, to the dismay of Lanham and 
many other scholars, which is, in fact, more important, adequately 
answering the “Q” question by embarking on an investigation and 
coming to, or settling on, either the weak or strong defense, or by 
exploring its implications? Well, I intend to focus on the latter, not just 
for the sake of complicating the two defenses and the question, but 
by surveying the insinuations of the weak defense, and realizing the 
implications of the strong defense; it not only reflects the messy 
realism of the question, it essentially leads one to reconsider 
everything. Yet, before one can embark on the path towards 
reconsideration, it is imperative that the foundation for this 
exploration is effectively recapitulated. 

So, in essence, what is this “Q” question? Well, the answer of this 
naturally lies in its origins and the origins lie in the beliefs of the 
ancient Roman philosopher, Quintilian. According to Quintilian, 
rhetoric is defined as the “art of the good citizen speaking well” 

(Herrick, 107). Consequently, as Herrick states, Quintilian’s definition 
for rhetoric “clearly implies a moral function,” thus leading one to 
wonder if the use of rhetoric is left exclusively to those individuals with 
a quality moral standing. Yet, by making this implication, one is left 
essentially wondering about the implications of a “bad” citizen 
speaking well. Oxymoronic as that statement may seem, it still gets to 
the heart of the controversy that has captivated scholars ever since, 
and it is this controversial epicenter that Richard Lanham tries to 
address with the “Q” question. 

In his essay, “The “Q” question,” Lanham attempts to answer this 
question through a series of book reviews from various authors who 
also implicitly attempt to solve this problem concerning rhetorical 
discourse. Then, he connects this question to the problems facing the 
scholars within the humanities field, or more explicitly, the more elitist 
“Great Books” curricula. However, even though these reviews do 
provide some insight into illuminating the prospects of coming to an 
sufficient conclusion pertaining to this subject, it is the distinction that 
he makes between his “weak” and “strong” defenses that is really 
important to working towards complication and reconsideration. 

So, what are the characteristics of the two defenses of the use of 
rhetoric that Lanham envisions? Naturally, the “weak” defense seems 
to be the simplest , the most ideal, and thus, least realistic view of 
rhetoric. Lanham states, “The Weak Defense argues that there are two 
kinds of rhetoric, good and bad” (Lanham, 155). Just by dividing the 
rhetoric into a “good” and a “bad” half seems to reflect our need to 
imagine polar opposites in which we can funnel views, or people, that 
we view as favorable into a category where he or she can be in a state 
of constant accessibility, or the views, or people, that we deem as 
adverse into another category and further discard. The strong defense, 
according to Lanham, “assumes that truth is determined by social 
dramas, some more formal than others but all man-made” (Lanham, 
156).  This relativity that the strong defense implies would seem to be 
the more in tune with reality rather than just the ideal. However, when 
reflecting upon the authors that Lanham reviewed in this chapter, our 
class discussions, and happenings in the real world, it appears that 
the strong defense represents the ideal while the weak defense 
denotes the real. Nevertheless, one must be careful (even though it is 
difficult) not to solely focus on answering exactly why we seek the 
weak defense instead of the strong, at least without assessing the 
implications for each. 

After scouring the Lanham’s essay, it may not be difficult for one to 
see what the weak defense allows for, especially when observing his 
review of Peter Ramus’ Arguments in Rhetoric against Quintilian. 
Through simple division, it seems that the weak defense allows for the 
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possibility of not only just binaries  
(Ramus sets up the binary between 
philosophy and rhetoric), but truth (in the 
big “T” fashion), and even scientific 
reasoning. According the Lanham, “Value-
free language and the possibility of a self 
contained discipline make possible both 
modern science and that mapping of 
humanistic inquiry onto a scientific model 
which has created modern social science 
as well” (Lanham, 158). With this 
declaration, one could accurately say that 
the notion of objectivity can also arise out 
of the weak defense.  

Reflecting back on Lanham’s quote on 
page 156, “The Strong Defense assumes 
that truth is determined by social dramas, 
some more formal but man-made,” one 
can envision not only how comfortable the 
weak defense proves to be, but how 
universal it is. Essentially, the weak 
defense can easily be deployed in both 
the secular and religious aspects of the 
human experience. How, one may 
wonder? Well, if one were to cross out 
“that truth is determined by social 
dramas” and emphasize the idea of the 
strong defense consisting primarily of 
“man-made” truth then one can see how 
this is possible. Lanham cites the 
Renaissance humanists, but the 
skepticism of anything man-made, 
especially that of rhetorical practice, 
extends far beyond those Renaissance 
humanists. According to Lanham, the 
Renaissance humanists “saw man as 
limited, not unlimited, living in a world of 
play, not of ideal forms” (Lanham, 161). 
Ironically, this view of man-as-limited of 
the humanists feeds directly into the 
stream of consciousness of those who 
find themselves subscribing and investing 
in an organizing religion. Essentially, from 
the religious perspective, many things 

man-made are viewed below that of a higher-power 
in anyone’s particular faith, especially that of the 
Christian-Jewish-Islamic triumvirate. In fact, any sort 
of truth in the big-“T” sense that is possibly man-
made may be considered an abomination.  

 
The Weak Defense = Inoculation 
 
This division between good and bad rhetoric that 

characterizes the weak defense also allows for what 
scholar Charles Paine calls “inoculation.” With the 
inoculation hypothesis, rhetoric is also divided into 
“good” rhetoric and “bad” rhetorical public 
discourse. Akin to the philosophy and rhetoric binary, 
Paine establishes a binary between education and 
propaganda; education as the less “virulent” form of 
the “disease,” to boost the strength of “antibodies,” 
and propaganda as the adverse virus that attempts 
to pervade our thought. Essentially the “treatment of 
inoculation,” went as follows: 

The inoculation “treatment” consisted of 
exposing experimental subjects to weak 
counterattitudinal messages prior to exposing 
them to stronger, truly threatening messages. 
These researchers found that persons could be 
made resistant to persuasion by exposing them 
to such weakened virus-arguments, which 
stimulate their defenses. They will then be put on 
guard for other potentially damaging 
counterarguments, that is, on guard against 
arguments that are contrary to and threaten the 
individual’s beliefs. As contemporary research 
puts it, “Inoculation does more than simply 
preempt specific content. The threatening 
material triggers the motivation to bolster 
attitudes, thus conferring a broad blanket of 
protection against all potential 
counterarguments” (Burgoon et. Al. 488) (Paine, 
13). 

Some may wonder what, how, and why, 
discussing inoculation as a potential result of the 
weak defense is significant. Well, with “inoculation,” 
realizing anything but the weak defense becomes 
difficult, essentially, it [the weak defense] just 
perpetrates itself. In addition, inoculation and the 

weak defense can possibly serve to do 
what it evidently resists. 

 

The Weak Defense Employed in 
American Culture 

 
I encountered an example of 

inoculation in Howard Zinn’s Passionate 
Declaration: Essays on War and Justice. 
In his introduction entitled, “American 
Ideology,” Zinn discusses how certain 
ideas such as objectivity and fighting a 
“just” war (to name a couple) and certain 
aspects of our culture concerning 
economics and the role of government 
here and abroad dominate. How do they 
come to dominate? According to Zinn, 
“There is a process of natural (or rather 
unnatural) selection, in which certain 
orthodox ideas are encouraged, 
financed, and pushed forward by the 
most powerful mechanisms of our 
culture. These ideas are preferred 
because they are safe; they don’t 
threaten established wealth or power” 
(Zinn, 3). So, what possibly are these 
powerful mechanisms that Zinn refers 
to? Well, the federal government can 
probably be put at the top of this list 
especially the education system that is 
supposed to inoculate us in the Paine 
sense and according to many, big-
business corporations would probably 
follow closely behind. Therefore, if there 
are certain ideas that dominate, then 
there are an variety of ideas that are 
suppressed. The ideas that dominate are 
the ideas that constitute “good” rhetoric 
while the ideas that are suppressed are 
the ones that are categorized as “bad” 
rhetoric.  

The consequences of that 
perpetuated this ideology appear to be 
more than real and profound. According 
to Zinn the result is, “an obedient, 

Editorials, Cont... 



The Language of Homelessness 23 

 
Page 23 T H E  S P I R I T  O F  T H E  N A T I O N !  

acquiescent, passive citizenry – a 
situation that is deadly to democracy” 
(Zinn, 5). Consequently, in order to 
prevent “a situation that is deadly to 
democracy” from occurring, he proposes 
an alternative that can resemble a 
“strong” defense. Zinn declares, “the 
traditional ideologies, the neatly tied 
bundles of ideas – capitalism, socialism, 
democracy – need to be untied, so that 
we can play and experiment with all the 
ingredients, add others, and create new 
combinations in looser bundles” (Zinn, 
8). Essentially, Zinn is echoing a similar 
sentiment to that of Lanham. The 
“American Ideology” or the weak defense 
is inadequate, unrealistic despite its 
comfortable nature. Consequently, it’s 
time that we reconsider how we 
approach our national consciousness – 
politically, socially, culturally – it is time 
to reconsider everything. 

 

Toward Reconsideration 
 
Essentially, walking the path towards 

reconsideration may be endorsing the 
strong defense. Because even though 
the weak defense perpetuates security 
and comfort, it, at best, does not 
resemble the vitality and the 
unpredictable nature of the human 
experience. However, if people seek and 
endorse certain ideas, divide ideas into 
categories that are often opposing, then 
do we really seek for rhetorical practice 
to resemble the human experience? 
Apparently, many of us do not seek to 
realize the unpredictable nature of our 
experience, we aspire to tame it, to 
predict, and to conserve everything 
earthly, despite the well-known notion of 
the experience of human life as relative.  

On the other hand, it could also be 
said that reconsideration is not 

endorsing the strong defense. In fact, 
reconsideration is not essentially out to answer the 
“Q” question, point the finger at the good or the 
bad, or subscribe to the weak or the strong 
defense. Essentially, reconsideration is constantly 
placing all of the implications of the “Q” question 
into a cycle similar to that that Lanham describes 
Castiglione’s The Book of the Courtier. However, it 
is not just truth and Truth that are put into 
oscillation and placed back into time, it is all of the 
characteristics and implications of weak defense 
that is placed into oscillation inside the human 
experience (Lanham, 161). And it is this 
complication and further oscillation that may 
effectively capture the vigor, dynamic, and 
capricious nature of human reality. 

 

The Optimism of Reconsideration, the 
Ideology 
 
“The metaphor is deliberate; it is a gamble. Not to 
play is to foreclose any chance of winning. To play, 
to act, is to create at least a possibility of changing 
the world.” – Howard Zinn 

 

 “Surely history does not start anew with each 

decade. The roots of one era branch and flower into 
subsequent eras. Human beings, writings, invisible 
transmitters, of all kinds, carry messages across 
the generations. I try to be pessimistic, to keep up 
with some of my friends. But I think back over the 
decades, and look around. And then, it seems to 
me that the future is not certain, but it is possible.” 
(Zinn, Failure to Quit, 661) 

  

 In one of his many insightful books, Howard 
Zinn included an essay entitled “The Optimism of 
Uncertainty” discussing the pervasiveness of 
possibility, the ability for seemingly insurmountable 
tasks to become reachable while keeping things in 
perspective for the agents for social change within 
our society. Truthfully, I have always considered 
myself as a subscriber to this belief that where one 
discovers, illuminates, or even creates a certain 

void, one also finds his or her source of 
power. In fact, after having a diatribe with  
someone whom I consider a close friend, it 
actually occurred to me that I was more 
than just a subscriber, I was purporting an 
ideology; not an Ideology of Uncertainty 
however, but now, it is more of a belief in 
Reconsideration. 

According to The American Heritage 
Dictionary, to reconsider is “to consider 
again, with the intent to modify a previous 
decision” (American Heritage, 576). Okay, 
now, someone will probably ask, “what 
previous decision are you reconsidering?” 
Well, I am not necessarily reconsidering a 
specific decision. I am reconsidering a 
thinking process, a habit of mind, the 
aspects of my reality. Then, once this is in 
motion (because this is a process, one that 
essentially revolves), nothing but realms of 
infinite possibilities open before me. Why, 
well essentially, I have, albeit 
contradictorily, come to a conclusion; that 
conclusions are sometimes overrated. And 
it is my process that needs to be 
emphasized because when one strives 
blindly for a certain conclusion, whether it 
is the one a person wants or not , the 
person may be less likely to consider other 
options, less likely to take risks, less likely 
to seek out other intrigues. Essentially, 
when one always strives for closure and 
fails, he or she strive for emptiness and 
when one succeeds, he or she strives for 
complacency.  

Yet, when one considers 
Reconsideration another word that many 
people seem to find attractive has the 
potential to manifest itself often, 
unpredictability. Yes, on the superficial 
level, unpredictability is seen as a quality 
that many may consciously strive to attain, 
yet can hardly achieve. Even Howard Zinn 
would probably agree this is where 
Reconsideration can become an ideology 
of empowerment. Many people 
reconsidered their situations in the past. 
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And these reconsiderations have given 
rise to various social, political, and 
religious movements. However, when 
certain “tangible” goals are achieved, 
what usually occurs? Complacency usually 
sets in followed by swift reactionary 
measures purported by the status quo. 
However, if a group of people constantly 
place themselves in the oscillatory state 
that is Reconsideration, then maybe 
holding those accountable for their 
actions may not be a difficult prospect to 
ascertain. And maybe accountability may 
not manifest itself in frivolity like it has in 
our court system with the plethora of 
class action suits. Take that for example. 
What has happened? Granted, there are 
people deserving of justice who were able 
to acquire it in the court of law, however, 
there are some people who may be just 
using the system for economic gain. Yes, 
it is the nature of our hyper-consumerist 
capitalism - if there is a quick way to 
acquire a large gross sum, then go for it. 
However, observe all of the reactionary 
measures that conservatives and big 
businesses are calling for. Soon it is going 
to grow highly difficult for people who may 
be explicitly entitled to achieve justice. 

Along with the oscillatory nature of 
Reconsideration, if a person may be able 
create, or function within, a void (or in 
layman’s terms exist in a state of doubt, 
or even create one in between two binary 
opposites of some sort, rather tangible or 
abstract), which in our present world is 
seen as literally unfulfilling, 
uncomfortable, and thus undesirable, 
then the battle is won no matter the 
outcome of the situation due to the fact 
that others will probably become 
preoccupied with that created void. Yes, 
essentially I am declaring it is about the 
question that is being asked, not 
necessarily the answer. Many people may 

want to disagree with this assumption because who 
wants to be preoccupied with the actual decision 
itself. Yet, as conscious human beings, many of us 
become consciously occupied because of our 
fixation, or fear of, walking through life without 
having to say, “I wish I would’ve, I could’ve, I 
should’ve, etc.” Again, within these questions one 
would find the power of reconsideration. This is one 
of the reasons why many people proclaim that they 
want to achieve, or accomplish something before 
they die because of our preoccupation with living a 
meaningful life, and the uncertainty that the 
specter of death brings us. Yet, imagine what kind 
of life one could lead if the person copes with that 
uncertainty through reconsideration? 

 

“It Happens” Reconsideration – The 
Aftermath. 
 

Recently, I was talking with someone whom I 
find very intriguing. This person is very beautiful 
and everything around her, she says, must be 
“beautiful.” She acts upon her world, physically, 
emotionally, psychologically, mentally, and 
metaphysically with intense eccentricity, and thus 
the world acts upon her to create her beautiful 
world. Granted, I am sure that her life did not 
always resemble this oscillation – but, and she may 
not know it, or maybe even refuse to agree, this 
(re)cycle lies at the heart of Reconsideration. 
Reconsideration equals beauty. Ukrainians 
challenging the initial results to the first 
presidential election that saw the incumbent retain 
office is Reconsideration. Reconsideration equals 
results. The Lebanese protesting in Beirut and the 
Syrian sympathizers applauding Syrian influence is 
Reconsideration. Reconsideration induces conflict. 
African-American freedom fighters, the youthful 
anti-war protesters of the Vietnam War, were all 
agents of Reconsideration. What do all of these 
examples have in common? Well, these people 
placed themselves in a moment in life where they 
believed that a certain aspect of society had to be 
reconsidered and most importantly it had to be 

done at an individual level before it could 
expand into a substantial movement – 
and once the movement expanded then 
the world was forced to act upon them. 

 Recently, that person was able to get 
me to unconsciously reconsider my reality 
for a moment, even to the point where I 
was too distracted to write this. However, 
if she would not have encountered that 
moment in her life then, in an oscillatory 
fashion, I probably would not have even 
encountered her and thus I may not have 
ever written this article. And funny 
enough, if one were to ask her about her 
beautiful world, she’d simply reply, “It 
happens, ‘ just like, and just as 
reconsideration should resemble – a 
happening. 
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Editorial: 
What’s Next? 

Aaron Beveridge 

 There’s a current trend sweeping its way across our country. It is called, “Real Change 
Not Spare Change.” Many of the larger cities in the U.S. are adopting this slogan as a means 
of cleaning up downtown areas for economic development. These areas which were previ-
ously considered “problem areas” or areas where homeless and other members of the un-
derclass frequented, are now being “cleaned up” for the purpose of improving their eco-
nomic value.  
  Columbus is one of the recent cities to adopt this strategy. The area which they are 
attempting to revitalize is called the “Special Improvement District.” These improvements 
are being pushed forward by property owners who desire a greater return from their capital, 
and not promoted by people who desire to affectively make changes regarding the home-
less. Moreover, The Capital Crossroads Special Improvement District has sent out over 
100,000 flyers directing people to disregard the homeless and direct them to leave the 
area—all of which is under the guise of “Real Change Not Spare Change.” Capitol Cross-
roads has even gone as far as recruiting “Ambassadors” who will be “picking up trash, pull-
ing weeds, working directly with police to move along panhandlers and to serve as ‘extra 
eyes and ears’ to curb downtown crime.” But we should ask, do they really consider panhan-
dlers to be valued equal to “trash” and “weeds”? 
  Capitol Crossroads, the organization behind this war on the poor, is responsible only 
to the property owners of the area they are attempting to “revitalize,” not to the many other 
citizens who frequent these areas. However, they are taking it upon themselves to speak for 
all citizens when recruiting “Ambassadors” who are supposedly helping authorities, but in 
reality are helping only the special interests of the property owners they represent.  
  We are calling for all OSU students to begin researching this campaign against the 
homeless, which claims change, but simply continues the current siege against those who 
are simply not able to attain food, clothes and shelter. We believe that this siege against the 
homeless will only serve to reinforce and promote the passing of more John Doe laws. Thus 
the fight must begin in our own backyard, and as such, we want to call on all who are willing 
and able to work against this war on the poor. For more information regarding this fight 
check out our blog: www.thespiritofthenation.blogspot.com. 
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