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Exercise 1: Highlighting 
 

Instructions 

In the following article, Brian C. Black presents his point of view about the future of our 
energy resources. Read it carefully all the way through, and then go back and use a pen or 
highlighter to note the portions of the text that you feel are most important. The two 
rules: 
 

1.    Don’t write anything on the article yet. 
2.    Limit yourself to highlighting no more than 15% of the article. (It has 897 

words, so don’t highlight more than 130 of them!) 

 
The United States Needs to Define an Alternative Future 
 
By Brian C. Black  
 

Americans worry over high gasoline prices and groan with each oil spill or industrial accident. However, 

we consistently resist changing the basic root of our dependence on petroleum: tying our mode of 

personal transportation to the internal combustion engine (ICE). For the last century, gasoline-powered 

transportation has defined and distinguished the American century. This has led to the United States 

being dependent on oil and creating pollution and smog issues as well as creating issues with other 

oil-producing countries. Now the time has come to commit to new modes of transportation that will 

emerge to define the 21st century, and the United States government should help get us there. The 

future of the United States depends on Americans' willingness to continue to adjust and adapt to 

alternative forms of transportation. 

 
Today, important initiatives have altered the fleet of American vehicles while working within the current 

transportation system. While regulations and federal oversight spurred this adjustment, it is shifts in 

the marketplace changes—including green consumerism—that are most responsible for altering the 

world view of American transportation. CAFE Standards, a law requiring automakers to produce 

environmentally cleaner cars, are being used again to demand that American manufacturers emphasize 

vehicle efficiency. More importantly, dramatic changes in the industry leave little doubt that these 

changes are already happening. 
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The remarkable accomplishments informing everyday American life after World War II have many 

common threads that bind them together, but perhaps none is as central as petroleum. Measured in 

terms of quadrillion btus, which is the basis for charting energy consumption, U.S. consumption of 

petroleum rose after 1945 from less than 10–20 btus in 1960, to 40 in 1975, to over 40 after 2000. It 

was approximately 1955 when petroleum overtook coal as the nation's leading energy producer. Today, 

the rate of petroleum consumption ranks approximately double its nearest competitors, coal and 

natural gas. Although the nation passed through different eras in the commodity's centrality, 

petroleum's ongoing predominance in American life since 1945 demands new terminology. The change 

is so dramatic that American life during the post-war era can be said to exist within "an ecology of 

oil"—an existence that is largely built on the availability and affordability of oil. 

 
Ensuing decades clarified the folly of tying our transportation to a limited resource that was and is only 

destined to become more scarce. As additional evidence at the close of the 20th century exposed the 

dangers related to the pollution released by burning petroleum in cars (ranging from smog to climate 

change), our need to remodel our transportation system grew more critical. Although many other 

nations have done so effectively, in the United States, using policy to manage and regulate an energy 

transition has consistently proven to be a necessary challenge. 

 
When Americans endured our first experience with petroleum scarcity following the 1973 Arab Oil 

Embargo, policy makers joined with auto manufacturers to craft a regulative response—one of the first 

federal laws designed to govern and limit petroleum consumption. Smaller vehicles, particularly those 

made by Japanese automakers, emerged on the American market while American car makers set out 

to create vehicles to meet the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards established in 1978 

(initially, these regulations demanded a fleet-wide efficiency of 18 mpg, but it was scheduled to rise 

each model year).  

 
Instead, however, American car makers opted to abandon this sector to foreign car makers while they 

focused on the Light Trucks (such as SUVs and Pickups) that redefined the American fleet into the 
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early 21st century. Convinced that American consumers still desired large, powerful vehicles, car 

makers exploited the Light Truck loophole in the CAFE Standards until these heavy, large vehicles made 

up nearly half of all those on the road by 2001. These regulations were allowed to lapse for all vehicles 

after the 1980s, creating a fleet of gas guzzlers such as the world had never seen before. In summary, 

the effort to use regulation to improve the efficiency of American vehicles had failed miserably because 

of loopholes as well as other external private market factors. In an era when our national security is 

compromised by dependence on petroleum supplies gained across the globe, there can be little doubt 

that change needs to continue, pushing for other modes of transportation. With foresight, and action 

from the federal government, the United States might, once again, prove to be a global leader in a new 

era of transportation. 

 
With the collapse of the auto industry in 2008–2009, federal stimulus efforts demanded the expansion 

of innovation and new technologies. In addition, Ford and other manufacturers now sell nearly half their 

units abroad. The need to satisfy foreign consumers has stimulated the manufacturers to emphasize 

efficiency in new models. And, of course, Hybrid and Electric Vehicles (HEV) released only for 

consumer use in the late 1990s have now risen in acceptance and competitiveness. By 2017, HEVs are 

expected to make up 5% of the American fleet of vehicles. Clearly, the momentum for change has 

emerged, and American consumers have shown a willingness to begin a major shift. Now, bold 

measures should be taken by the federal government to foster the change in Americans' "culture of 

transportation." Policies, education, and marketing are just a few of the ways that such enhancements 

could occur—very similar efforts, for instance, to those used to sell the petroleum-based life to 

Americans nearly a century ago. 

 
Source: 

Black, Brian C. "The United States Needs to Define an Alternative Future." Issues: Understanding 

Controversy and Society, ABC-CLIO, 2019, issues.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/1816621. Accessed 18 

Dec. 2019. 
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Exercise 2: Annotating 
 

Instructions 

In this article, Ed Mason presents his perspective on the concept of “fake news,” and 
what it means to both journalism and the reading public. Read it carefully all the way 
through, highlighting important ideas as you go. Then, go back and use the annotation 
column to make any short notes that will help you: 
 

1.    Remember ideas you feel are important. 
2.    Pose questions you want to bring up in discussion later. 
3.    Identify ideas that would be worth acknowledging (or challenging!) in class. 

 

Annotations  Article 

  "Fake News": A Wake-Up Call to Journalists and the Public 
 
By Ed Madison 
 
"Fake news" is the wake-up call that the journalism profession and the 

public needed to fully appreciate the importance of the news media's 

watchdog role. Therefore, it presents an opportunity, rather than a 

crisis. 

 

New Sources of News 

Malicious attempts to mislead the public are not a new phenomenon. 

Long before it was called fake news, widely circulated misinformation 

was labeled propaganda. Typically, its intent was, and still is, to 

confuse the electorate, manipulate political outcomes, and achieve 

shortcuts to financial gain. Fundamentally, perpetrators of fake news 

seek to subvert political systems and undermine ethical standards that 

are the bedrock of a healthy democracy. If not contained, the spread of 

fictitious information can threaten confidence in institutions and 

weaken society's capacity to function effectively. 

 

©2020 ABC-CLIO, LLC. Permission to reproduce for nonprofit educational purposes.  

 



 

      Notetaking Guided Practice 
Name   

Class   

 

 

The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution prohibits Congress from 

making laws that would restrict press freedoms. This mandate 

empowers journalism professionals to investigate suspected 

corruption and to keep government and corporate power in check. 

However, it is doubtful the nation's founders contemplated the 

technological advances we take for granted today—particularly, the 

ease with which we globally access and share information. 

 

Daily newspapers, radio, and television are no longer the dominant 

ways people access information. Nor are professional journalists the 

sole sources. According to a 2016 Pew Research Center study, a 

majority of U.S. adults (62%) consume news via social media services, 

which are dominated by Facebook, YouTube, and Twitter. In a related 

Pew study, consumer use of Facebook grew as a source for news from 

47% in 2013 to 66% in 2016. 

 

Fake News and the 2016 U.S. Presidential Election 

The issue is not just where people get their news, but the ease with 

which almost anyone can publish. Historically, only large corporations 

and institutions had the financial resources to reach mass audiences. 

Newer technologies present fewer barriers. 

 

Leading up to the 2016 presidential election, journalists at The Guardian 

uncovered a "fake news factory" run by teens in Macedonia. 

Approximately 100 pro-Trump websites were manufactured there, 

according to a subsequent Wired Magazine expose. "Boris" (not his real 
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name), told reporters that two of his Trump sites generated $16,000 in 

Facebook and Google ad revenues over a 90-day period. Macedonia 

workers typically average $371 a month in salary. 

 

Facebook founder Mark Zuckerberg initially dismissed allegations that 

his company may have unwittingly played a role in Donald Trump's 

victory. Speaking at the Techonomy conference in November 2016, 

Zuckerberg said "the notion that fake news influenced the U.S. 

presidential election is 'a pretty crazy idea.'" 

 

However, Facebook's internal auditors subsequently uncovered more 

than $150,000 in transactions linked to Russian efforts to subvert the 

election, and the company agreed to hand Congress 3,000 related 

political ads. These revelations surfaced through vigilant news 

reporting, which further validates the vital significance of journalism's 

watchdog role. 

 

However, mainstream media organizations have also backtracked in an 

effort to explain how they had so grossly miscalled the presidential 

election's outcome. Major polls predicted Hillary Clinton would 

celebrate a decisive victory. While she earned more popular votes, 

Clinton failed to secure the 270 electoral college votes needed to win. 

Throughout the campaign and following its outcome, Trump declared 

that prominent mainstream media companies were the actual 

purveyors of fake news. "Any negative polls are fake news, just like the 

CNN, ABC, NBC polls in the election," Trump wrote in February 2017, in 

response to negative reporting about his travel ban. 
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Importance of Journalism and Civic Engagement 

Presidents have historically been at odds with the media. However, 

Trump declared an all-out war. In February 2017, he tweeted "The FAKE 

NEWS media (failing @nytimes, @NBCNews, @ABC, @CBS, @CNN) is 

not my enemy, it is the enemy of the American People!" 

 

The mainstream media will either cower in response to these attacks or 

view them as an opportunity to assert its Constitutional mandate. Early 

indications signal that this may be a renaissance moment for 

journalism. The New York Times CEO Mark Thompson told CBNC that 

Trump has been "rocket fuel" for its digital subscriptions. The 

company's 2017 first quarter circulation revenue increased by 11.2%. 

Paid subscriptions for digital-only surpassed 2.2 million, up 62.2% year 

over year. 

 

The public must also wake up to the realities of this era. Rather than be 

complacent consumers, people must accept that a robust democracy 

relies on active civic engagement. The American republic is at risk 

when citizens take their liberties for granted. We must not lose sight of 

our moral imperative to be well-informed, and to hold our leaders to a 

higher standard. 

 
 

Source:  

Madison, Ed. "'Fake News': a Wake-Up Call to Journalists and the Public." Issues: Understanding 
Controversy and Society, ABC-CLIO, 2019, issues.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/2073285. Accessed 18 
Dec. 2019. 
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Exercise 3: Notetaking 
 

Instructions 

In this article, Susan Lewis explains what the Great Pacific Garbage Patch is, and the best 
course of action to eliminate it. Read the article carefully, highlighting key ideas and 
annotating your own copy to keep track of your own reactions to those points. Then, use 
the provided outline sheet to take a separate set of notes on the article by both outlining 
it and recording your own responses. 

 
The Great Pacific Garbage Patch: An International Solution 
 
By Susan Lewis 
 
The Great Pacific Garbage Patch (GPGP) is an enormous collection of marine debris swirling in a gyre 

in the central North Pacific Ocean, a region well beyond recognized national boundaries. Most 

researchers agree that the GPGP is at least as large as the state of Texas. Some estimates indicate 

double that size. The area is frequently featured in media reports as an extreme example of marine 

pollution. The GPGP is fundamentally an international problem and one without precedent or clear 

solution. It is international in scope and source, and any solution must also be an international effort. 

Due to the location, size, and potential cost of cleanup efforts, large scale, international-level policy is 

needed. Local efforts, such as bans on plastics and pollution-control measures, can help make 

progress toward the overall goal, but this is not enough to resolve the problem. The solution and 

relevant policies—for cleanup today and prevention into the future—must be international in scope. 

 

Whose Responsibility Is It? 

The GPGP is located in a part of the Pacific Ocean that is beyond national boundaries. The United 

Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) establishes boundaries for political sovereignty in 

the ocean at 200 miles from a coastline, but the patch is too far from any one coastline to fall under 

jurisdiction of any nation. As such, the region is not under any jurisdiction and responsibility for the 

massive area falls to no single country; any relevant national laws cannot be enforced. Marine debris 

drifts past political and geographic boundaries so local, state, and/or national legislation is simply 

insufficient. It is simultaneously the responsibility of no one, and everyone. Since no one nation has 

authority or responsibility for pollution in the Pacific Ocean, however, nations lack motivation to try to 

solve the daunting problem alone. Many countries share blame, many countries share responsibility for 

resolution, and much work is needed. 
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Another issue is that no single consumer or producer of plastic "owns" the oceans or is identifiably 

responsible for the GPGP. There is a huge coordination challenge due to scope and location, plus a 

challenge in determining responsibility and appropriate authority. In 2011 the EPA reported, after many 

studies and reviews, that it is very difficult to identify precise sources of plastics due to degradation 

and fragmentation at sea, which adds to the overall challenge of this problem. Some national, state, 

and local laws involve marine debris and show some potentially successful ways to deal with plastic 

marine debris reduction, but none are direct nor a silver bullet solution for the GPGP. Currently, there are 

no treaties or laws that sufficiently combat this problem, thus there is a clear need for such policy. 

 

International Policy 

Besides UNCLOS, two other international agreements are relevant to the GPGP: The Washington 

Declaration on Protection of the Marine Environment from Land-Based Activities and Global 

Programme of Action for the Protection of the Marine Environment from Land-Based Activities (GPA). 

The GPA aims to prevent the degradation of marine environments from land-based activities by raising 

nations' awareness of their duty to preserve and protect the marine environment. It is the only global 

initiative that directly addresses the connection between terrestrial and coastal/marine ecosystems. 

The GPA is designed to target major threats to marine and coastal environment health as related to or 

resulting from land-based human activities. It proposes a holistic ecosystem approach based on 

commitment to action at all levels, from local to global. This sort of proposal, addressing the 

responsibility of the international community, needs to be put into action. 

 

Managing the GPGP is not only about cleaning up the existing mess, but preventing it from worsening 

or happening again once resolved. Efforts for both parts of this must be based in international policy, 

with state and local support. Oceanic pollution is not only from our coastlines, but also from 

international shipping lanes, vessels traveling through international waters, and more sources. 

Local-level policy making cannot address those factors, indeed only international policy can. Part of any 

policy addressing the GPGP must address clean-up efforts. The cost of such a project is further 

evidence of the need for international attention. It is very difficult to estimate due to a host of factors, 

but the National Oceanic and Atomospheric Administration (NOAA) loosely estimates a cost of 

$5,000–$20,000 per day, or a range of up to $489 million for one year. That estimate is only for boat 
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time; it does not include equipment or labor costs. This is a huge fiscal burden, requiring international 

cooperation. 

 

The solution to the GPGP lies in clean up, removal, and long-term prevention. Every plastic user has 

some responsibility for proper use and disposal. The international problem of the GPGP requires an 

international focus and solution—individual behavior and local policies are not enough for a problem 

this large. 

 

Source: 

 
Lewis, Susan. "An International Solution." Issues: Understanding Controversy and Society, ABC-CLIO, 

2019, issues.abc-clio.com/Search/Display/1990184. Accessed 18 Dec. 2019. 
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Outline:  “The Great Pacific Garbage Patch: An International Solution” 
 

I. ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

A. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

B. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

C. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

My Thoughts: 

 

I. ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

A. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

B. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

C. __________________________________________________________________________________ 

My Thoughts: 

 

I. ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

A. _________________________________________________________________________________ 

B. _________________________________________________________________________________ 

C. _________________________________________________________________________________ 

My Thoughts: 
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