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The Coachella Valley Music 
and Arts Festival is a popular music 
festival that has been held annually 
since 1999. Coachella attracts about 
99,000 attendees every year, with general 
admission costing $429. Goldenvoice, 
the company that launched Coachella 
in 1999, is operated by AEG (Anschutz 
Entertainment Group), which is owned by 
78-year-old Philip Anschutz, and collects 
$195 million in the name of charity. 
Festival-goers and performers may be 
shocked to discover where this revenue 
is going, however. In the past few years, 
Anschutz has been accused of donating 
to extreme right-wing organizations, 
some of which have been classified as 
hate groups. Potential festival-goers 
should be aware that in the act of buying 
a Coachella ticket, they too are supporting 
Anschutz’s discriminatory views.

In 2016, Anschutz denied that 
he had donated to anti-gay groups, such 
as the Alliance Defending Freedom, the 
National Christian Foundation, and the 
Family Research Council, in 2013. In 
an interview by Rolling Stone, Anschutz 
stated, “Recent claims published in the 
media that I am anti-LGBTQ are nothing 
more than fake news – it is all garbage.” 
When asked specifically of the groups he 
was allegedly funding, one of Anschutz’s 
representatives claimed, “We have 
immediately ceased all contributions to 
such groups.” This statement completely 
contradicts Anschutz’s previous claims, 
in which he denies ever supporting hate 
groups. If his original claim, in which he 
stated the accusations against him were 
“fake news,” were actually true, Anschutz 

wouldn’t have to cease any donations 
if they were, in fact, nonexistent. 

Shortly after the 2017 Coachella 
lineup was released last year, an article 
by The Fader was published, exposing 
Anschutz for continuing to support pro-
gun, anti-gay, anti-abortion and climate-
change-denying organizations. In this 
article, Myles Tanzer states, “Anschutz 
gave $13,500 to Colorado conservatives 
directly. But the biggest donations went 
out through Anschutz’s company The 
Anschutz Corporation, which gave 
$138,000 to the National Republican Senate 
Committee.” In most cases, public figures 
like Anschutz funding organizations that 
advocate their own political views isn’t out 
of the norm. In a situation where a public 
figure begins to donate to organizations 
classified as hate groups, however, it 
becomes unacceptable. The organizations 
Anschutz funds should affect people’s 
willingness to attend Coachella, as by 
doing so they are supporting his beliefs. 

Surprisingly, however, since the 
allegations toward Anschutz surfaced in 

2016, the amount of time it took for tickets 
to sell out has consistently remained around 
three hours each year. The consistency of 
the sell-out time reveals that festival-goers’ 
opinion on Coachella hasn’t changed, 
despite the immoralities of its owner. 

In a survey done by Fader, nine 
people attending Coachella in 2017 were 
asked about their feelings concerning 
Anschutz’s donations. Daniel, a Coachella 
attendee from San Bernardino, stated, “It’s 
kind of a Catch-22, because you have this 
guy who, you know his stance as far as what 
he’s funding on a personal basis, politics-
wise. But then you have so many artists, 
free-spirited artists, like for example Lady 
Gaga, who has always been a supporter of 
LGBT. That’s the plus side of it. I still want 
to support all these artists.” To Daniel, going 
to Coachella was more about supporting 
the artists and their views, rather than 
Anschutz and his views. Overall, Anschutz 
recieves a much larger sum of money from 
Coachella than each performer, but the 
artists gain more publicity by performing 
at his festival. Either way, everyone 

who ends up 
Coachella ends up supporting Anschutz.

 Anschutz also donated to 
a former member of the Colorado 
House of Representatives, Gordon 
Klingenschmitt, who has previously stated 
that homosexuality is “mental rape,” and 
boasted about performing an exorcism on 
“women of the foul spirit of lesbianism.” 
On top of this, he wrote a book in 2012 
depicting President Obama as plagued 
by the “demonic spirits” of “death,” 
“homosexual lust,” “child murder,” 
“witchcraft,” etcetera. In this book, 
Klingenschmitt claims that both Obama 
and Hillary Clinton are worthy of death, 
because of the demons they are possessed 
by. Because Anschutz supports this 
politician financially, one can only assume 
that he, too, supports such absurd beliefs. 

Last year, Lady Gaga became 
the first woman headliner to perform at 
the festival in nine years, and this year, 
Beyoncé will be the first woman of color 
to ever headline Coachella. Statistics such 
as these commonly overlooked examples 

should raise obvious red flags regarding 
the sexism and racism displayed by 
Coachella’s owner. Lady Gaga has also 
been extremely vocal in supporting the 
LGBT community. Following her speech 
at the National Equality March in 2009, 
Gaga stated, “I feel that homophobia 
runs rampant in the music industry, and 
that artists are allowed to speak openly 
in a hateful way, in a homophobic way, 
in a misogynistic way, and the press does 
not challenge them. And I’m going to be 
taking a very strong stance against that, 
and I am an artist who refuses to accept 
that behavior.” However, by performing 
at Coachella last year, Lady Gaga was 
not advocating for her own beliefs, 
unlike another artist who performed 
shortly after her that same year.

Ezra Furman, an Indie Rock artist 
who identifies as genderfluid, spoke out 
about this issue during his Sunday set at 
Coachella last year. Before performing his 
song, he informed crowds of Anschutz’s 
donations, and where the festival-goers’ 
money was being spent. He stated, “We 
got money enough to be here. How you 
use that money lines billionaires’ pockets, 
you understand? You actually do have a 
say.” By spreading the word during the 
actual Coachella festival to the attendees, 
Furman was able to raise awareness 
regarding Anschutz’ donations. 

Because Anschutz supports such 
hateful groups, those who attend and 
perform at Coachella are supporting his 
values and the values of the organizations 
he is donating to. If someone buys a 
Coachella ticket, they should know 
who and what they are really funding, 
and how their purchases can affect the 
well-being of others. How one spends 
money that benefits a person of power 

Supporting Coachella supports hate groups  

New resolutions, new problems  
By Nicole Poirier 
STAFF WRITER 

 Have you ever tried to change 
your lifestyle to be healthier and more 
active? Maybe you changed how you 
eat, what exercise you do, or got a gym 
membership to push yourself to get 
in shape. With a new year comes new 
resolutions.  Some of the resolutions can 
be beneficial to the human body, like 
exercising more, eating healthier, maybe 
even trying a new workout regimen, but 
at some point, too many changes create 
a difficult transition that often leads 
to failure of your new resolution.  By 
completely altering one’s lifestyle, a 
person can over exert themselves, starve 
themselves, or feel overwhelmed with the 
changes.  Some changes can be beneficial 
to the human body, but others can cause 
more damage to self-esteem and create bad 
habits. These can  ultimatley lead to injury 
or lower confidence, when resolutions 
don’t work out the way you plan.

 The new year yields the idea that 
people need to change something about 
themselves to have a better year than the 
year before. Most of the time it’s a change 
that involves their and body, and is often 
short lived. According to Claire Rickle in 
an NBC News article, “Gym memberships 
spike, then sharply decline after New 
Year’s,” and adds, “According to Gold’s 
Gym, their traffic jumps 40 percent 
between December and January. Then 
the number of memberships dips back 
down significantly in February.” Once 
the new year hits, one can expect gyms 
and trails to be overcrowded with people 

determined to get into shape. The fitness 
resolution, common as it is, almost never 
lasts more than three months. 

 “January and February are our 
biggest revenue months,” says Heidi 
Helou, owner of Flex World Fitness in 
Georgetown. “It’s sad to say but, usually 
people keep their resolutions for about 
three months and we start to die down a 
little in March.” Many think that in order 
to start the new year off strong, they must 
start off healthy and in shape, but getting 
in shape takes time, and in order for one 
to do so, they must start exercising a 
little, and gradually increase. It takes 
time for exercise to become habitual. 
If exercise isn’t a part of one’s normal 
routine already, doctors advise that they 
not overdo it. Doctors warn that over-
exerting oneself can yield injuries, chest 
pain, and even heart problems. 

 A little more than 12 percent of 
gym memberships are sold in January, 
compared to an average rate per month of 
8.3 percent for the rest of the year, according 
to the International Health, Racquet & 
Sportsclub Association. February lands in 
second place, with 9.3 percent, and March 
in third, with 8.9 percent. Emily Knearl, 
a spokeswoman for the state Division of 
Public Health’s Office of Health and Risk 
Communications, stated, “It’s very natural 
for the new year, especially after all the 
eating, fun times, and partying during 
the holidays, for people to want to think 
about eating and living better.” However, 
Knearl added, if these folks, well-
intentioned as they are, make too drastic 
a change in habit in January, they become 
discouraged and fall back into old routines 
by February. People become impatient 
when change is not instant, and regress 
back to where they were after a lack in 
progress deters them from continuing. 
Nobody should expect to change their 
lifestyle in one fell swoop. 

 The real reason why a majority of 
those enrolled in a gym membership drop 
out is simply that of misunderstanding 
what they think they need, versus what 
they truly need. People think, “If I had a 
cool tracker device I could wear on my 
body, I would easily meet my goals,” or, 
“I love the cool cardiovascular machines 
at the gym – those will make me stick 
with it for sure,” or, “I love swimming 
year-round; if I could use those super nice, 
heated swimming pools at the gym, my 
success would be guaranteed!” This logic, 
however, is completely flawed. At the end 
of the day, people need human interaction 
to stick with goals and succeed. If a person 
tries to use various “tools” to succeed, 
they are wasting their time by relying on 
them. They can facilitate the process, but 
that’s it. Paul Elsass, a health and wellness 
consultant, stated, “When I ran clubs, we 
knew that if we could get a new member to 
either work with a personal trainer or take 
group exercise classes, they would be three 
times more likely to be a regular member 
one year later.” He later determined, “It 
was that personal attention and human 
interaction that would keep them coming.” 
All those fancy new pieces of equipment 
and nice facilities, like heated pools, 
fitness devices, and new-fangled websites 
or apps that track one’s workouts and 
nutrition, are fun and interesting, but, 
ultimately, they are only tools.

 Instead of falling under the 
pressure of change in the new year, people 
should try to work out later on in the year, 
since gyms are less crowded and one-
on-one specialists are more available. 
However, when planning on working out 
in the new year, people should try to get 
help by a professional before jumping right 
into an exercise routine, because having a 
personal connection boosts one’s desire to 
continue with their resolution, and become 
a healthier person overall. 

Courtesy of Nick Cassol
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The Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC), headed by the newly 
appointed Republican chairman Ajit 
Pai, released the final version of its net 
neutrality repeal order, three weeks after 
the December 14, 2017 vote to wrongfully 
repeal Net Neutrality. The repeal should 
not go through the Supreme court or 
congress seeing as it provides millions 
equal opportunity to information on the 
internet. Net Neutrality, a principle that 
internet service providers must treat all data 
on the internet equally without blocking 
or slowing down specific websites on 
purpose, was introduced in 2015 during 
the Obama administration. It had given 
both small business owners and large 
corporations an equal opportunity to thrive 
by offering equal internet coverage. This 
mainly helps small businesses, as it gives 
them a chance to sufficiently compete with 
larger companies. Steve Huffman, chief 
executive of Reddit states, “If we don’t 
have net neutrality protections that enforce 
tenets of fairness online, you give internet 
service providers the ability to choose 
winners and losers.” With the repeal of Net 
Neutrality, service providers can require 
firms such as Netflix to pay more in order to 
get “fast lanes” out to the public. According 
to New York Assemblywoman and 
Democrat Patricia Fahy, “A few internet 
service providers already have too much 
power over the marketplace and should 
not be given the ability to charge websites 
more for faster delivery to users.” If the 
Net Neutrality law is officially repealed 
small businesses will have no viable 

OPINIONS

way to compete with larger corporations.
Ajit Pai actively defended the repeal 

before the December vote. His two 
fellow Republican commissioners also 
supported the change, winning the vote 
by a 3-to-2 majority. Although there has 
been much debate over changes regarding 
Net Neutrality, the FCC has imposed 
one of the most controversial changes 
in decades. In Pai’s first 11 months as 
chairman, he has managed to lift media 
ownership limits, ease caps on how much 
broadband providers can charge business 
customers, and cut back on a low-income 
broadband program that was slated to be 
expanded to nationwide carriers. In 11 
months he has been able to bring a spark 
to a heavily controversial topic that should 
have been left alone. What Pai fails to 
realize is how the majority of America’s 
people, and the republican and democratic 
party all agree that Net Neutrality should 
stay in place. It gives equal opportunity 
for not only the people and how they surf 
the internet, but companies who need 
a chance to compete with larger firms. 

The majority of Americans have 
voiced unwavering continual opposition 
to the repeal of Net Neutrality.  Michael 
Beckerman, President and CEO of the 
Internet Association, states,“The rule 
defies the will of a bipartisan majority of 
Americans and fails to preserve a free and 
open internet.” Repealing the law would 
hinder freedom of speech, as well as block 
information received by the internet. 
The guiding principle behind the First 
Amendment is that we all have a right to be 
heard. With the up and coming generations, 
the internet is one of the easiest ways we get 
our information. Imagine a world where a 
select few internet providers choose what 
news, entertainment and information we 
get. This also poses a threat to journalism, 
in which only larger firms could have their 
news mainstreamed. And if you can’t afford 

the higher prices that come with these 
select few internet packages? Well too bad. 
One of the Democratic commissioners, 
Mignon Clyburn, presented two folders 
full of letters protesting the changes, 
and accusing Ajit Pai and the other two 
Republican commissioners of defying 
the wishes of millions of Americans.

It may take weeks for the repeal to go 
into effect, but political and legal fights 
have broken out almost immediately 
in light of the December vote. While 
consumers will not see any noticeable 
changes with their internet providers for 
a while, lawsuits are nevertheless being 
created. Countless Democrats on Capitol 
Hill are calling for a bill that would re-
establish the rules previously set by the 
Obama Administration in 2015. Moreover, 
Eric T. Schneiderman of New York along 
with six other Democratic state attorneys 
general, have stated that they will be 
filing a suit to stop the repeal. Several 
public interest groups such as Public 
Knowledge and the National Hispanic 
Media Coalition have also promised to file 
a suit. Recently, Washington, an industry 
group that represents the country’s 
biggest technology companies, said that 
it planned to join the legal fight against 
the FCC Following their announcement, 
the Internet Association stated officially 
that Facebook, Google, Netflix and other 
large tech firms would put their support 
in the legal actions against the FCC Any 
suits against the Federal Communications 
Commission are expected to be filed after 
the rules become official, which could 
be well after January. Lawsuits will most 
likely claim that the FCC acted hurriedly 
and carelessly by trying to abandon rules 
that were created barely over two years 
ago. Eric Schneiderman, New York’s 
attorney general, states “The FCC should 
have delayed its vote on the ground that 
as many as 2 million comments submitted 

to the agency on Net Neutrality misused 
identities of real Americans” It had been 
confirmed that there have been 100,000 
fake comments per state from New York, 
Florida, Texas and California on the issue.

A few Democratic lawmaker have 
said they would also reverse the FCC’s 
repeal through a congressional review 
act. However, this would require a 
majority vote to abolish new agency 
rules. Considering that the Republicans 
currently have a congressional majority, 
a congressional review act will likely not 
return the 2015 Net Neutrality principle. 

States lawmakers in California, 
New York and Washington have been 
considering bills that would restore the 
same 2015 Net Neutrality rules in their 
states. Lawmakers in at least six states, 
including both California and New York, 
have already introduced bills throughout 
December to January that would forbid the 
practice of preferential internet treatment. 
North Carolina and Illinois are discussing 
similar action. Nonetheless, the bills are 
still in early stages and could face numerous 
roadblocks. Any such state law could 
be challenged in courts, and the Federal 
Communications Commission’s new order 
blocks state and city governments from 
creating their own net neutrality laws.The 
commission comments that if state laws 
were passed, it would be too difficult for 
an internet service provider to follow, as 
the internet knows no state boundaries. 

According to the Trump administration 
and the FCC chairman Ajit Pai unregulated 
business will eventually yield innovation 
and a stronger economy. “We are helping 
consumers and promoting competition,” 
Mr. Pai said, adding, “Broadband providers 
will have more incentive to build networks, 
especially to underserved areas.” The 
agency has also followed all the necessary 
procedures to making a regulatory change. 
The biggest broadband companies, wide 

bandwidth data transmission which 
transports multiple signals and traffic types, 
like Comcast and AT&T, have promised 
that consumers will not be seeing a change 
in how they experience the internet. 
Comcast, AT&T and the major trade 
groups for broadband and cable providers 
say they do not, and will not, block sites. 
They claim they will not be engaging in 
most forms of paid prioritization, the 
practice of charging sites more for faster 
delivery of streams and downloads. But 
how can the people trust these providers? 
AT&T has already violated Net Neutrality 
laws by preventing Apple’s FaceTime 
service from working for some customers 
of its wireless networks in 2012. It’s 
hard to imagine prices going down for 
internet service because of the end of net 
neutrality. Many economists say the only 
way prices could fall is through more 
competition in the broadband industry, but 
would not be possible if Net Neutrality is 
repealed because the industry will only 
be further dominated by a handful of 
companies that have already established 
their reputations and financial capabilities.  

Net Neutrality ensures that internet 
providers cannot discriminate or charge 
differently by user, content, website, 
platform, application, type of attached 
equipment, or method of communication 
and should continue to do so. The repeal of 
the Obama Administration’s Net Neutrality 
law would suppress freedom of speech, 
anger millions, sustain power in already 
powerful firms, and cost consumers a 
lot more for the same internet service 
now. The Trump Administration and the 
Federal Communications Commission 
does not see the benefits to Net Neutrality 
and how it over weighs the economic 
problems they are concerned with. The 
American people should have equal 
opportunity to information on the internet, 
without being discriminated against. 

Not neutral on net neutrality 
By Kianna Hill
STAFF WRITER 

 For the majority of our lives, 
technology has played a central role. 
Computers, phones, and televisions are the 
center of activity and social interactions. 
However, things are starting to get 
complicated. As more and more studies 
come out proving the negative effects of 
staring at a screen for hours on end and 
the fears of a false utopia (a place where 
it seems there are no faults but they’re 
really hidden from society) evolving, the 
call for a change in the way interfacing 
with technology occurs is becoming 
more necessary, especially involving how 
these technology companies operate. One 
main idea is to bring back hierarchies 
into the play to try to impose some rules 
on the open social network. Networks 
might be preferred, but hierarchies are 
needed to maintain order. There must 
be a governing body to help solidify the 
loose rules of the social network, and 
help deem what is acceptable, without 
treading upon the First Amendment.

 Automatically when one hears 
the word “hierarchy,” kings and queens, 

lords and ladies, and peasants come to 
mind. One thinks of the medieval times, 
with people in power doing terrible deeds. 
However, not only kingdoms and countries 
had hierarchies. Churches, corporations, 
political parties, and schools all revolve 
around a hierarchy. Hierarchy, in fact, 
developed with a few family clans and 
tribes. Networks, on the other hand, were 
classified until the 16th century as a 
bundle of tangled thread. Networks have 
been divided into two categories: one is 
today’s era, while the other began in 1517. 

When Martin Luther took his 95 
Theses to the printing press, nailed it to 
the church door in Wittenberg, Germany 
in 1517, it initiated 130 years of conflict, 
both religious and political. This tension 
greatly impacted the Enlightenment in 
the 18th century, challenging authority. 
Networks started to form and spread, such 
as the Illuminati, one of the most infamous. 

Compared to networks, hierarchies are 
incredibly more stable. After Napoleon, the 
Congress of Vienna established a pentarchy 
(similar to hierarchy), which held strong 
for a century. In the American Revolution, 
networks in France greatly influenced 
the Founding Fathers, but some of those 
shared messages weren’t always positive. 
These bloody messages swayed the 
people, much like how one ignorant tweet 
can shake a nation. Even today, institutions 
with hierarchies like the military, police, 
Supreme Court have gained most people’s 
faith from their long-term stability. 

How is this applicable to today? 

Hierarchies have one clearly defined 
ruler. Networks, on the other hand, are 
ungoverned. This creates problems, as 
people can simply post their own thoughts 
and opinions on the web, and claim that 
they’re “facts.” This lack of leadership has  
led to bogus news stories being invented to 
create drama, and have caused serious rifts 
between people and groups. These slips 
have led real news stories by professional 
journalists to not be taken seriously. Finally, 
the flimsy controls of the networked world 
has created opportunities for five major 
companies to claim large monopolies: 
Google, Facebook, Apple, Amazon, and 
Netflix. Even though they profess a free 
and open exchange of information, it is 
not; the flow of information is determined 
by the secret algorithms they employ to 
present the viewer’s information based 
on their search history to sell the viewer 
products, or confirm political, social, or any 
other “bias” they may have. There needs 
to be a clear understanding of how the 
invisible hierarchy functions and works. 

In response to criticism, Facebook and 
Apple have taken measures to change 
how their products work, and thus far are 
the only companies to do so. Last June, 
Facebook founder, Mark Zuckerberg, 
“changed the company’s message from 
‘connecting’ the world to bringing the 
world closer together,” according to 
The Wall Street Journal. Facebook has 
fundamentally altered its News Feed 
section, which has become extremely 
addictive due to the lack of regulations, 

since the uncontrolled networks have 
allowed the companies free rein. 

A strong connection is linked between 
mental health and social media, especially 
in youth. Apple has recently been pressured 
by investors to take action, and are planning 
to create parental controls and new software 
to time children out of social media after a 
certain amount of time. However, the real 
question is whether any of these changes 
will go into effect. These companies make 
their money off of users and how much 
time is spent on the screen, and reduced 
screen time won’t benefit business.  

What these companies are having 
trouble with is deciding how to change their 
business model. They thrive off the secret 
algorithms that run the social network, in 
which nobody knows the rules, allowing 
for many different interpretations of what 
is right and what is wrong.  This algorithm 
is changing all the time. The algorithm 
runs off what is searched, liked, and read. 
It adapts to habits, needs, and preferences. 
This filters certain content from the viewer, 
depending on preferences and most 
popular searches. The major companies 
use this algorithm to their advantage -- it 
is how they make money. They filter ads 
based off of the data collected by the 
algorithm. The companies claim to protect 
users’ information, but they really don’t. 
Additionally, these companies don’t want to 
infringe upon people’s freedom of speech. 
While this has some positive aspects, like 
making people aware of certain causes, 
it has also allowed extremists to come in 

and pollute the Internet with their own 
views and ideas. This has created major 
divisions among society. By revising the 
hierarchy of the social networks, there 
can be a clear-cut set of instructions for 
the social network companies to follow. 

Martin Luther probably thought he 
was making a positive impact, sharing 
his opinion with the printing press -- the 
iPhone of 1517 -- but history has revealed 
it wasn’t the most harmonious transition. 
But the Reformation allowed the Catholic 
Church to check itself and evolve into 
something better, and become the 
renowned establishment it is today. The 
founders of the fearsome five companies 
probably thought along the same lines. 
As co-founder of Twitter, Evan Williams, 
told The New York Times, “I thought 
once everyone could speak freely and 
exchange information and ideas, the world 
is automatically going to be a better place. 
I was wrong.” History acknowledges the 
fact that something good will come out 
of this disaster. Hierarchies in technology 
might be the answer to the technology 
network. They would create order and 
stability in a free and unpredictable 
world.  The world needs a little bit more 
order and stability today, anyway. An 
ungoverned network isn’t going to stop 
invaders or dangers. But a leader and 
an ordered force can. Hierarchies are 
needed to enforce order in technology 
corporations, to prevent further problems 
between people, and try to patch political, 
cultural, and social problems in society.

Hierarchies necessary in tech 
By Georgina Madok
STAFF WRITER 
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By Victor De Azevedo Rashidi 
STAFF WRITER 

 During the second week of January 
2018, the Trump Administration terminated 
the Temporary protected status. According 
to Uscis.gov, “Temporary Protected Status 
(TPS) is a temporary immigration status 
granted to eligible nationals of designated 
countries”. During the second week of 
January 2018, the Trump Administration 
terminated the TPS. Similarly to the 
Obama presidency this law should be 
renewed every time it expires.Due to the 
Trump Administration illegal Salvadorans 
will be deported on September 9, 2019, the 
day of TPS expiration unless it’s renewed. 

 TPS was created by Congress and 
implemented in the Immigration Act of 
1990. It’s a philanthropic program that’s 
basic goal is to suspend deportations to 
countries that are in harsh conditions due 
to war or catastrophe. The current law 
allows the Secretary of Homeland Security 
to extend TPS protections as a result of 
an ongoing war, environmental disaster, 
or “other extraordinary and temporary 
conditions,” according to US Citizenship 
and Immigration Services. TPS is made 
mostly of Salvadorans and the state of 
their country falls into those categories. 
Foreigners with TPS protections are usually 
allowed to obtain work authorization and 
a driver’s license, but the TPS selection 
is subject to US government review and 
can only be extended for up to 18 months 
at a time. Salvadorans are the foreigners 
who make up most of the TPS users.

Following a couple of earthquakes in 
El Salvador 17 years ago, TPS protections 
were extended to eligible Salvadorans 
who were, at the time, living in the United 
States. The Obama administration, like 
previous administrations, renewed the TPS 
designation every 18 months. Immigrant 
support organizations, business leaders, 
and lawmakers from districts with large 
numbers of immigrants, pushed for the 
TPS extensions. Leaving people from El 
salvador in their shattered country is not a 
good representative of what US can do. They 
should be helping and creating alliances, 
not drifting away from our neighbors.

El Salvador currently has one of the 
world’s highest homicide rates, supplied 
by horrific gang violence, and it remains 
one of the poorest countries in its region. 
Both of these problems continue to drive 
away citizens of El Salvador who illegally 
immigrate to the United States.Which is a 
strong reason the TPS should be renewed 
every 18 months. However, Homeland 
Security executives take into account 
that the decision to renew the TPS 
designation should be made on the basis 
of its initial justification — in this case, 
the 2001 earthquakes. They also account 
for US deporting 39,000 people deported 
back to El Salvador over the past two 
years — an indication, they say, that the 
country is capable of taking in returnees.

After September 9, 2019, their 
immigration status will go back to 
whatever it was before TPS was formed, 
so if a person was illegally in the country 
they would be eligible for deportation. 
The 200,000 Salvadorans currently using 
the TPS have until September of next 
year to obtain legal residency or leave the 
country. Officials from the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS) say that past 
TPS recipients will not be an “enforcement 
priority” for USImmigration and 
Customs Enforcement, but anyone 
in the country who lacks a legal 
stance can be taken into custody.

  The Trump Administration is not 
only deporting Salvadorans back to their 
country, which is in an awful state as stated 
in previous paragraphs but, Mexicans, 
Haitians, Hondurans, Nicaraguans and 
many other people as well, are coming 
to the United States hoping to leave the 
poverty and abusive system they were 
currently under. America has always been 
known as an immigrant based nation. 
The foundation of this country was 
created by immigrants for immigrants. 
As a free land US has the obligation to 
acknowledge and protect the rights of 
those who wish to live here. Terminating 
the TPS is going against everything 
that being an American represents. 

 Clearly living with an 
Administration that has challenged 
Democracy unforeseen since the birth 
of this land. Where values, rights and 
common sense are questioned on a daily 
basis. Renewing the TPS assists the 
communities in maintaining their diversity 
and save those from impoverished and 
harsh conditions in their home countries. 

By Nick Stone
COPY EDITOR 

Bitcoins are a bit confusing   El Salvador
deported

There is a new concept on the rise 
in the world of money and technology. 
A technology that is changing the way 
transactions occur across the globe, and 
a technology that has sparked the interest 
of tech and business giants of the likes of 
Elon Musk, Jack Ma, and Warren Buffet. 
This technology that has everyone talking 
is none other than Bitcoin. Bitcoin has 
been the subject of many conversations 
between many varieties of people, from 
high school students to long-established 
entrepreneurs. However, for such a 
widely discussed topic, it appears that 
few people actually know what Bitcoin is. 
Many misconceptions about the famous 
cryptocurrency have arisen, which is not 
surprising, as the concept of cryptocurrency 
is not easily grasped. People should attempt 
to understand how Bitcoin and other 
cryptocurrencies work rather than simply 
using them as money-making tools. While 
it is possible to make money by investing in 
Bitcoin, it is not wise to try and do so. The 
best course of action for people who want 
to become accustomed to cryptocurrencies 
is to expand their understanding 
of the technology as best they can.

The technology behind Bitcoin is 
extremely complicated, which, in turn, is 
one of the reasons it is so interesting to 
so many people. However, understanding 
Bitcoin requires extensive research and 
experience. Even Jack Ma, the CEO and 
founder of Alibaba Group, said “I am 
not shameful that I don’t know about 
Bitcoin,” according to Bitcoin.com. This 
goes to show just how little is known about 
Bitcoin’s complicated makeup. The idea 
behind Bitcoin and other cryptocurrencies 
is to create a completely decentralized, 
peer-to-peer currency that can be sent and 
received quickly and simply. If something 

is decentralized, it is not controlled or 
regulated by any third parties. In the 
case of money, this third party could be 
a government, bank, or a financial go-
between, and reliance on these middlemen 
requires a percentage of the transaction to 
be paid to the third party. For example, if 
one were to donate one dollar to charity 
via an online donation, that person’s bank 
would take a percentage of that dollar, 
so the charity he or she donated to may 
only receive sixty cents of the dollar. 
When projecting this concept onto larger 
transactions, it can mean hundred, thousand, 
or even million dollar differences between 
the amount sent and the amount received. 
Decentralizing currency removes the bank, 
or other third party, completely from any 
transaction. This peer-to-peer form of 
exchanging money allows 100% of the 
money sent to be received. Moreover, as 
many of these cryptocurrencies are based 
on randomly generated algorithms, the 
transactions are completely anonymous. 
This means that cryptocurrencies can be 
used for illegal online transactions more 
easily than normal currencies. However, 
the value of an anonymous, secure, 
peer-to-peer currency far outweighs the 
risk of it being used for illegal activity.

The concern of many is that a new 
online currency is easily corrupted or 
hacked. Skeptic economists have analyzed 
the coding behind Bitcoin, trying to unearth 
flaws. Few have found any vulnerabilities 
whatsoever, though. The basis for all 
cryptocurrencies is a technology called 
Blockchain. Blockchain uses an ever 
growing list of records, where each entry is 
encoded with a timestamp and transaction 
data. Each entry is connected to the 
previous entry. These entries are called 
Blocks, and their linear record formation 
gives Blockchain its name. Because each 
Block is connected to the previous Block 
and contains a timestamp, it is impossible 
for someone to add their own transactions 
to the record. This nearly flawless design 
yields Bitcoin’s fame and popularity. 
However, while transactions are completely 
secure, there is one aspect of Bitcoin that 
can affect users negatively: its value.

Bitcoin, like many cryptocurrencies, 
has a value based on how many Bitcoins 
are bought and sold. Because of this, and 

Bitcoin’s popularity, it is an extremely 
volatile market. Therefore, it is not a wise 
idea to buy Bitcoin for the sake of making 
money. The value changes so much and so 
often that no one can know whether they 
will make or lose money on any given 
day. The purchasing and trading of large 
amounts of cryptocurrencies for the sole 
purpose of making money is unwise, and is 
essentially gambling. However, with that 
said, everyone who can, should purchase 
an amount of Bitcoin, no matter how 
small. Purchasing Bitcoin, or any other 
cryptocurrency, and learning more about it, 
is a good idea for anyone. The knowledge 
of Blockchain and its applications is 
what will separate people in the world of 
business and economics. Because of its 
security and versatility, Blockchain can 
be used for much more than just money. 
Transactions that hold any value would 
be safe and secure using Blockchain.

In the early 2000’s, many companies 
would ask people interviewing for a job 
how much they knew about computers. 
As technology evolved, learning specific 
programming languages became necessary  
to be hired. Now, employers will ask people 
how much they know about Blockchain, 
or if they own a form of cryptocurrency 
themselves. Knowledge of Blockchain is 
becoming a measurement of how well-
versed one is in the world of business and 
economics. This technology is becoming 
more and more prominent in society, and 
people must learn as much as they can 
about how Blockchain works and its uses 
if they hope to stay ahead of the curve.

 It is imperative that one expand 
his or her knowledge of Blockchain 
Technology and its applications. It isn’t a 
bad idea to invest in a few cryptocurrencies, 
as well. While it is a dangerous and volatile 
market, knowledge and experience within 
it will become extremely important in the 
near future. All people must understand, 
however, that Bitcoin is not the next Apple, 
or the next Microsoft. It is not the next 
strategy to get rich quickly. Bitcoin isn’t 
guaranteed to make investors tons of money 
overnight. Bitcoin is not the next big thing, 
but Blockchain is, and people need to 
research and understand it as much as they 
can to not get left behind by the rapidly 
growing world of business and money.


