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The morning sunrise always brings to 
the human race the beginning of a new and 
beautiful day. The birds are singing, eaves 
are blowing, and of course, the internet is 
waiting for the natural user. Yes, in the morn-
ing the internet is normally the first thing 
is what users will hop on in their awaken-
ing from the loss of social contact from the 
world called “sleep.” Almost as addicting as 
coffee, the internet is used throughout the 
day as a whole; at school, work, home, Can-
ada, you name it. But alas, there is a prob-
lem that insightfully positions itself in front 
of the high speed lanes that many users do 
not blink twice about: the battle between the 
laws of the internet and the service provid-
er. Soon, the internet will change, for better 
or for worse, as the ability to stream and 
download may be controlled by a provider 
that is eager to swallow as much profit as 
possible. Internet Neutrality is the hot topic, 
and the consumer is in the crosshairs. 

The idea of Internet Neutrality is sim-
ple, it’s the ability to go to whatever site, 
stream whatever program or service, and to 
have freedom of control over your ability to 
surf the web. It is the principle that whatev-
er company that connects you to the internet 
has no control on what you do or how you 
use the internet. Net Neutrality keeps major 
service providers from slowing down inter-
net speed (like when you stream Netflix) or 
discriminating users who visit certain sites.  
Net Neutrality requires that internet service 
providers also not to pick favorites when it 
comes to certain sites or to certain compa-
nies. 

Since January of 2014, Net Neutrality 
laws have become a tug of war battle be-
tween the FCC (the government agency that 
created the laws in 2010) and the federal 
courts when it came to the constitutionality 
of the laws. The FCC has had to rewrite the 
laws on the demand of the federal courts, in 
which gives leeway to the internet providers 
in site discrimination, but does not allow 
them to discriminate the user in the speed 
and the quality of the internet in which is 
provided. 

It a sense, the internet is changing as 
each breath is taken. It is a completely 
different  world than the generation soon 
passed had, and will be different even in the 
next ten years. Change is inevitable when 
technology is fed by the spoonful. Thought 
the battle wages now over the internet and 
the legal precedent that surrounds the world 
wide web, in five years, in ten years, in fifty 
years, the internet will evolve into some-
thing that no one could just not live with-
out.  

Sam Feineh
News Editor

“Back the f*** up or I’ll shoot!” “You’re 
getting [sprayed with mace] next time you pass 
us.” “You must leave the area!” “MASKS UP! 
GAS!” “Turn off that light or you’re getting 
shot.”

These were some of the alarming com-
ments made by police to protesters and journal-
ists in Ferguson, Missouri. The explosive mem-
ory of tear gas flooding the streets of Ferguson 
and violent protests leading to utter mayhem in 
the trash strewn streets will forever resonate in 
protesters’ and non-protesters’ minds alike.

19-year-old Michael Brown was shot 
and killed by Officer Darren Wilson in broad 
daylight on August 9. Since that epochal day, 
protesters were arrested, violent riots occurred, 
businesses were looted, and police militarized 
in response to civil unrest. As events unfolded, 
Attorney General Eric Holder traveled to the 
seemingly war-torn region to begin a Federal 
investigation, Brown’s autopsy was revealed, 
Officer Ray Albers was arrested for pointing a 
gun at innocent protesters, petitioners appealed 
to the Ferguson City Council, witness testimo-
nies revealed that Brown had no weapon in his 
possession, and Wilson testified for four hours 
at the St. Louis grand jury.

A plethora of other events have occurred 
between the events stated above; the grand has 
until January 7 to decide whether to indict Of-
ficer Wilson for Brown’s murder or clear him.

Isn’t the evidence clear that Wilson shot an 
innocent young man who posed no threat and 
had no weapon on his possession?

The grand jury must filter through the dis-
parities between witness testimonies to clearly 
indict Wilson. Brown’s autopsy revealed that he 
had six gunshot wounds to the head and chest 
and was shot from the front. Witnesses of the 
encounter on Aug. 9 are mostly synonymous 
with Officer Wilson’s firearm that went off in-
side the vehicle, Brown ran away, Wilson got 
out of the car and began firing, and then Brown 
turned around and was shot.

 Several witnesses concur that after Brown 
turned around he had his hands up, showing the 
universal sign of surrender. Wilson neglected 
Brown’s surrender and according to his state-
ment, fearing that Brown was going to attack 
him, he fired the rounds that fatally killed 
Brown. 

Furthermore, in a revelatory fifteen sec-
ond video released on Sept. 12, two eyewitness 
contractors were outside their vehicle shocked 
at what they were seeing. About 50 feet away 
from the crime scene, one contractor stated 
Brown “staggered dead after the second shot 
20-25 feet to the ground” away after he “put his 
hands up and said, OK, OK, OK” (cnn.com).

“The cop didn’t say get on the ground, he 
just kept shooting.” After the second shot was 
fired, the witness stated that he saw “[Brown’s] 
brains come out his head.”

The witness said Brown was shot from 
behind, which correlates with another woman’s 
statement unrelated to the video. Multiple wit-
ness accounts support the contractors’ state-
ments, and will prove to be a key piece of evi-
dence in the months ahead. 

Race is a significant factor in this case. “In 
2013, the Ferguson Police Department made 
5,384 stops and 611 searches. 86 percent of 
the stops and 92 percent of the searches were 
of black people. Only 67 percent of the town’s 
population is black.” (theatlantic.com)

Ferguson’s timeworn racial history has 
been aggravated by deep-seeded racial values, 
and racial profiling among police officers. Of-
ficers are not immune to bias; everyone has 
subconscious prejudice and stereotypes which 
contribute to the multitude of racial inequalities 
in law enforcement.

In Missouri, despicable racial groups such 
as the Ku Klux Klan and neo-Nazis have flour-
ished in their unilateral message of hate. Segre-
gation is normal in St. Louis and surrounding 

areas. According to St. Louis’s 2010 census 
data, “94,000 blacks” and only “3,691 whites” 
live North of St. Louis. In the South resides 
“40,764 blacks” and “102,527 whites.” 

 Aljazeera America notes that the historical 
“white flight” and “black flight” pattern was:  
“Whites wound up in South County and blacks 
in North County.”

Trayvon Martin. Oscar Grant. We have 
already seen the likes of this case before. De-
finitive evidence has depicted Officer Wilson’s 
malfeasance in the murder of an innocent Afri-
can-American adolescent. It’s all up to two Af-
rican-American women, 1 African-American 
man, 3 white women, and 6 white men in the 
St. Louis grand jury to determine whether to 
indict Wilson or clear him.

“Until we get justice, people are going to 
continue to march for Mike Brown and that’s 
just how it should be” says Stephanie Taylor, a 
Ferguson resident. “[We are] marching for jus-
tice because he deserves it. His family deserves 
it. His community deserves it” (cnn.com).

Teens on Netflix be like...

Judicial disparity strikes in Ferguson
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